
INȱTHEȱUNITEDȱSTATESȱDISTRICTȱCOURTȱFORȱTHEȱ
MIDDLEȱDISTRICTȱOFȱGEORGIAȱ

ATHENSȱDIVISIONȱ
ȱ
JONATHANȱJEFFERYȱANDERSON,ȱ :ȱ

:ȱ
Plaintiff,ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ :ȱ

:ȱ
v.ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ ȱ :ȱ ȱ ȱ

:ȱ No.ȱ3:12ȬCVȬ88ȱ(CAR)ȱ
JOEȱCHAPMAN,ȱetȱal.,ȱ :ȱ ȱ

:ȱ
Defendants.ȱ :ȱ

___________________________________ȱȱ:ȱ
ȱ

ORDERȱONȱTHEȱRECOMMENDATIONȱOFȱTHEȱȱ
UNITEDȱSTATESȱMAGISTRATEȱJUDGEȱ

ȱ
BeforeȱtheȱCourtȱisȱtheȱRecommendationȱofȱtheȱUnitedȱStatesȱMagistrateȱJudgeȱ

[Doc.ȱ 29]ȱ toȱgrantȱDefendantsȱ JoeȱChapman,ȱWadeȱHarris,ȱ andȱDeborahȱAtkinson’sȱ

MotionȱforȱSummaryȱJudgmentȱ[Doc.ȱ21],ȱtherebyȱdismissingȱPlaintiffȱJonathanȱJefferyȱ

Anderson’sȱ Complaintȱ pursuantȱ toȱ 42ȱ U.S.C.ȱ §ȱ 1983ȱ inȱ itsȱ entirety.ȱ ȱ Inȱ theȱ

Recommendation,ȱtheȱMagistrateȱJudgeȱdeterminedȱthatȱPlaintiffȱfailedȱtoȱdemonstrateȱ

anyȱ genuineȱ issueȱ ofȱmaterialȱ factȱ concerningȱ eitherȱ hisȱ conditionsȱ ofȱ confinementȱ

claimȱ orȱ hisȱ dueȱ processȱ claim.ȱ ȱ Plaintiff,ȱ proceedingȱ proȱ se,ȱ subsequentlyȱ filedȱ anȱ

Objectionȱ toȱ theȱRecommendationȱ [Doc.ȱ 30].ȱ ȱPursuantȱ toȱ 28ȱU.S.C.ȱ 'ȱ 636(b)(1),ȱ theȱ

Courtȱ hasȱ thoroughlyȱ consideredȱ Petitionerȇsȱ Objection,ȱ hasȱ madeȱ aȱ deȱ novoȱ

determinationȱofȱtheȱportionsȱofȱtheȱRecommendationȱtoȱwhichȱPetitionerȱobjects,ȱandȱ

findsȱtheȱObjectionȱtoȱbeȱwithoutȱmerit.ȱȱȱ
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Inȱ hisȱ Objection,ȱ Plaintiffȱ contendsȱ thatȱ theȱ circumstancesȱ surroundingȱ hisȱ

confinementȱ areȱ irrelevantȱ asȱ theȱ onlyȱ pertinentȱ issueȱ isȱ whetherȱ hisȱ “punitiveȱ

confinement”ȱ violatedȱ dueȱ process.1ȱ ȱ Inȱ supportȱ heȱ citesȱ toȱ anȱ EighthȱCircuitȱ caseȱ

acknowledgingȱ thatȱ “[r]equiringȱ aȱ pretrialȱ detaineeȱ toȱ workȱ orȱ beȱ placedȱ inȱ

administrativeȱ segregationȱ isȱ punishment”ȱ andȱ thatȱ pretrialȱ detaineesȱmayȱ notȱ beȱ

punished.2ȱ ȱ Plaintiffȱ accordinglyȱ arguesȱ thatȱ heȱ wasȱ placedȱ inȱ administrativeȱ

segregationȱasȱpunishment.ȱ ȱHowever,ȱasȱdiscussedȱ inȱtheȱRecommendation,ȱthereȱ isȱ

noȱevidenceȱthatȱtheȱnamedȱDefendantsȱplacedȱPlaintiffȱinȱadministrativeȱsegregationȱ

forȱ theȱ purposeȱ ofȱ punishment,ȱ asȱ isȱ requiredȱ forȱ Plaintiff’sȱ dueȱ processȱ claimȱ toȱ

succeedȱ onȱ theȱmerits.3ȱ ȱ Theȱ Courtȱ furtherȱ agreesȱwithȱ theȱMagistrateȱ Judgeȱ thatȱ

Plaintiff’sȱ placementȱ inȱ administrativeȱ segregationȱwasȱ basedȱ onȱ severalȱ legitimateȱ

considerations.ȱ ȱ Consequently,ȱ becauseȱ theȱ Courtȱ findsȱ thatȱ theȱ evidenceȱ supportsȱ

onlyȱthatȱPlaintiff’sȱconfinementȱwasȱbasedȱonȱseveralȱlegitimateȱconsiderations,ȱthereȱ

isȱnoȱevidenceȱthatȱPlaintiff’sȱconfinementȱwasȱpunitiveȱandȱthusȱthatȱitȱviolatedȱdueȱ

process.ȱȱȱ

Accompanyingȱ hisȱ objection,ȱ Plaintiffȱ hasȱ attachedȱ severalȱ portionsȱ ofȱ theȱ

WaltonȱCountyȱDetentionȱFacilityȱpoliciesȱandȱproceduresȱthatȱheȱarguesȱestablishȱthatȱ

ȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱȱ
1ȱ[Doc.ȱ30ȱatȱ1].ȱ
2ȱMartinezȱv.ȱTurner,ȱ277ȱF.2dȱ421,ȱ423ȱ(8thȱCir.ȱ1992).ȱȱ
3ȱSeeȱKibwikaȱv.ȱBrowardȱCnty.ȱSherriff’sȱOffice,ȱ453ȱF.ȱApp’xȱ915,ȱ919ȱ(11thȱCir.ȱ2012)ȱ(holdingȱthatȱpretrialȱ
detaineeȱ cannotȱ beȱ punished,ȱ andȱ “[t]oȱ determineȱwhetherȱ aȱ restrictionȱ constitutesȱ punishment,ȱ [theȱ
court]ȱmustȱdecideȱwhetherȱtheȱdisabilityȱisȱimposedȱforȱtheȱpurposeȱofȱpunishmentȱorȱwhetherȱitȱisȱbutȱ
anȱincidentȱofȱsomeȱotherȱlegitimateȱgovernmentalȱpurpose”).ȱ



“notȱ onlyȱ areȱ cellsȱ twelveȱ andȱ threeȱ administrativeȱ segregationȱ units,ȱ butȱ thatȱ

Defendantsȱ Chapmanȱ andȱ Harrisȱ areȱ indeedȱ directlyȱ responsibleȱ forȱ theȱ

implementationȱ ofȱ theȱ policiesȱ resultingȱ inȱ Plaintiff’sȱ punitiveȱ confinement.”4ȱȱ

AssumingȱarguendoȱthatȱPlaintiff’sȱattachmentsȱestablishȱthatȱcellsȱtwelveȱandȱthreeȱareȱ

administrativeȱ segregationȱ unitsȱ andȱ thatȱ Defendantsȱ Chapmanȱ andȱ Harrisȱ areȱ

directlyȱ responsibleȱ forȱ implementingȱ theȱ polices,ȱ thereȱ isȱ stillȱ noȱ evidenceȱ thatȱ

Plaintiff’sȱ administrativeȱ segregationȱ wasȱ punitive.ȱ ȱ Consequently,ȱ Plaintiff’sȱ

objectionsȱareȱoverruled.ȱ

Basedȱonȱtheȱforegoing,ȱtheȱCourtȱagreesȱwithȱtheȱfindingsȱandȱconclusionsȱofȱ

theȱ Unitedȱ Statesȱ Magistrateȱ Judge;ȱ theȱ Recommendationȱ [Doc.ȱ 29]ȱ isȱ thereforeȱ

ADOPTEDȱ andȱMADEȱ THEȱORDERȱOFȱ THEȱ COURT.ȱ ȱDefendants’ȱMotionȱ forȱ

Summaryȱ Judgmentȱ [Doc.ȱ 21]ȱ isȱ GRANTED,ȱ andȱ theȱ instantȱ actionȱ isȱ herebyȱ

DISMISSEDȱinȱitsȱentirety.ȱȱ

SOȱORDERED,ȱthisȱ20thȱdayȱofȱAugust,ȱ2013.ȱ

S/ȱȱC.ȱAshleyȱRoyalȱ
C.ȱASHLEYȱROYALȱ
UNITEDȱSTATESȱDISTRICTȱJUDGEȱ

LMHȱ
ȱ
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4ȱ[Doc.ȱ1ȱatȱ2].ȱ


