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Order Form (01/2005)

United States District Court, Northern District of Illinois

Name of Assigned Judge James F. Holderman Sitting Judgeif Other
or Magistrate Judge than Assigned Judge
CASE NUMBER 10 C 5395 DATE September 23, 2010
CASE Todd S. Howell (#B-41996) vs. Correctional Officer Cook, et al.
TITLE

DOCKET ENTRY TEXT:

Plaintiff's motion for leave to procedd forma pauperis [#4] is granted. The Court orders the trust fund officgr at
Plaintiff's place of incarceration to deduct $3.63 from Pl#iataccount for payment to the Clerk of Court as an inftial
partial filing fee, and to continue making monthly deductionsccordance with this ordeHowever, summonses shall

not issue at this time. The complaint on file is dismissiaowt prejudice. Plaintiff is granted thirty days to submif an
amended complaint (plus a judge’s copy and service copies)ditbitesingle, core claim in accordance with this order.
The Clerk is directed to provide Plaintiff with an amended rights complaint form and instructions for filing along with
a copy of this order. Failure to suitran amended complaint within thirty days will result in summary dismissal of this
case.

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

STATEMENT

Plaintiff, an inmate in state custody at Menard Correctional Center, has broughots<ivil rights
action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 aintiff claims that Defendant Correctional Officer Cook forced hi to
stand outside in sub-freezing weather on January 25, 2@lteatian Correctional Center while he waiteffl in
line for his medication. He also alleginat Defendant Correctional Officer lsn forced him to remain in a l I
at Sheridan Correctional Center that had bemwditd with raw sewage for a period of five days. ‘

Plaintiff is granted leave to proceetforma pauperis. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(b)(1), Plainti is
assessed an initial partial filing fee®#.63. The trust fund officer at Pléffis place of incarceration is directgd
to collect, when funds existhe partial filing fee from Plaintiff's trust fund account and pay it directly «! the
Clerk of Court. After payment of ¢hinitial partial filing fee, Plaintiff's trust fund officer is authorized 3
ordered to collect monthly payments from Plaingiffrust fund account in an amount equal to 20% o
preceding month’s income credited to the account. Monthly payments collected from Plaintiff's tr
account shall be forwarded to the Clerk of Court é¢soh the amount in the account exceeds $10 until thg
$350 filing fee is paid. All payments shall be serthsClerk, United States District Court, 219 S. Dearporn
St., Chicago, lllinois 60604, attn: CashidDesk, 20th Floor, and shall cleartientify Plaintiff's name and th
case number. The inmate trust account office shallyninéihsferee authorities of any outstanding balange in
the event of Plaintiff's transfer to another correctional facility.

However, Plaintiff is alleging uetated claims against different Defendants, which is not alloBes
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STATEMENT (continued)

As discussed ifseorge,

The controlling principle appears in Fed. R. Civl8(a): “A party asserting a claim to relief . .
. may join, either as independent or as alternate claims, as many claims, legal, equitable, pr
maritime, as the party has against an opposing.parhus, multiple claims against a single party
are fine, but Claim A against Defendant 1 shaudt be joined with unrelated Claim B against
Defendant 2. Unrelated claims against different defendants belong in different suits, not only tg
prevent the sort of morass thihts 50-claim, 24-defendant suit produced but also to ensure that
prisoners pay the required filing fees -for thesém Litigation Reform Act limits to 3 the number

of frivolous suits or appeals that any prisoner filaywithout prepayment of the required fees. 28
U.S.C. § 1915(0).

George, 507 F.3d at 607.

Plaintiff's complaint contains multiple potential clainm;luding retaliation and conditions of confinement aggfinst
Correctional Officer Cook, and different allegations of retaliation and conditions of confinement fagain
Correctional Officer Nolan. Plaintiff's complaint contaigimultiple distinct claims against unrelated Defendgants
cannot standld. at 606.
Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed without pige to Plaintiff submitting an amended complajnt.
If Plaintiff chooses to submit an ameked complaint, he must state the claim he seeks to raise, including ¢nouc
information about the claim to give each Defendant nati¢ke violations being alleged. He should plead ¢nly
related claims in the complaint in this case. If Plainti§hes to pursue his unrelateldims, to the extent he cfn
satisfactorily plead under the pleading requirements oféakeral Rules of Civil Procedure, he should do 4o in
separate complaints. Plaintiff is cautioned, however hhatould be responsible for payment of the filing|[fee
in each suit filed.
In short, Plaintiff needs to decide which claint{s)wishes to proceed ondiwhether the Defendants [pe
names are common to those claims, or file separate lawsuits regarding his separate claims. If he fegls th:
variety of claims can be brought against a particulde#ant or group of Defendants can bring the varie
of claims against the Defendants to whom the claims@renon. Plaintiff is granted thirty days from the date
of this order to amend his complaint. Plaintiff messtisfactorily identify Defendants and adequately notify tpem
of the claims he is making against them. If Plaintiff fails to comply within thaiys, the case will be summai|ly
dismissed, on the understanding that Plaintiff does not chogsesue his claims in federal court at this ti
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