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TITLE

DOCKET ENTRY TEXT:

The Clerk is directed to: (1) reopen the case; (2) add Sogtew, Lt. Earl Tucker, and Correctional Officer McCray| as
Defendants; (3) issue summonses for service of the fourhdsd complaint on the Defendants; and (4) send Plajintiff

a magistrate judge consent form and filing instructions aldtifgavcopy of this order. Plaintiff's renewed motion for
appointment of counsel [41] is denied for the reason set forth in the Court’s Minute Order of February 16, 2010. [The U.
Marshal Service is appointed to servedbendants. Initial status hearing set for 9/15/10 at 8:30 a.m. Defendants’ qounsel
is directed to make arrangements for plaintiff Douglasnidue to appear via telephonedashould contact the courtrogm
deputy, 312/435-5879, by 9/14/10 with the contact information.

M [For further details seetext below.] Docketing to mail notices.

STATEMENT

Plaintiff, an inmate in the custody of the Cdd&unty Department of Corrections, has broughtphis
se civil rights action purportedly pursuant to the Civil Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Plaintiff claims that
Defendants, jail officials, have violated Plainsffconstitutional rights by denying him needed mental hgalth
treatment, by subjecting him to inhumane condition®nfinement, and by exposingiio undue risk of harny,.
Although appointed counsel was granted leaveitbdraw in January 2010, Plaintiff has submittepra se
fourth amended complaint as directege Minute Orders of February 16, 2010, and May 12, 2010.

Under 28 U.S.C. 8 1915A, the Court is required to conduct a prompt threshold review of the gmende
complaint. Here, accepting Plaintiff's allegations as tive Court finds that Plairitihas articulated colorab
federal causes of action. Accordingly, the Clerk is directed to reopen the case.

The Clerk shall issue summonses for servicéhef fourth amended complaint. The United Stptes
Marshals Service is appointed to serve the Defend@mtg.service forms necessary for Plaintiff to complete
will be sent by the Marshal as appropriate to serv®#fendants with process. The U.S. Marshal is dirgcted
to make all reasonable efforts to serve the Defendahith respect to any former jail employee who caff no
longer bg(CONTINUED)
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STATEMENT (continued)

found at the work address provided by Plaintiff, the Cook County Department of Corrections shall futhish t
Marshal with the Defendant’s last-known address. Ttoenmation shall be used only for purposes of effectugting
service [or for proof of service, should a dispute aase]|any documentation of the address shall be retainefil only

by the Marshal. Address information shall not be maietain the court file, nor disclosed by the Marshal.

he

Marshal is authorized to mail a request for waivesast/ice to the Defendants in the manner prescribed byl Fed.

R. Civ. P. 4(d)(2) before attempting personal service.
Plaintiff is instructed to file all future papers @enning this action with the &k of Court in care of the

Prisoner Correspondent. Plaintiff mpsbvide the Court with the original plus a complete judge’s copy, inclyding

any exhibits, of every document filed. In addition, Riffimust send an exact comf any court filing to th¢

Defendants [or to defense counsel, once an attorney teas@dan appearance on behalf of the Defendants]. Every
document filed with the Court must include a certificatsestice stating to whom exact copies were mailed and

the date of mailing. Any paper that is sent directlyhi® judge or that otherwidails to comply with thes
instructions may be disregarded by the Court or returned to Plaintiff.

A4

Finally, Plaintiff's renewed motion faappointment of counsel is denied for the reasons set forth |[n the

Court’s Minute Order of February 16, 2010. This is Pl#iatihird motion for appointmet of counsel in as marjy

months. The Court will consider no more motionsdppointment of counsel absent a significant change in

circumstances.
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