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Order Form (01/2005)

United States District Court, Northern District of Illinois

Name of Assigned Judge Sharon Johnson Coleman Sitting Judgeif Other
or Magistrate Judge than Assigned Judge
CASE NUMBER 11 C 4535 DATE August 25, 2011
CASE Lawrence Latham (#2010-1114066) v. County of Cook, et al.
TITLE

DOCKET ENTRY TEXT:

Plaintiff has submitted a proposed amended complaintini@e review pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, the Court finds
that Plaintiff's amended complaint is acceptable. DefendamsDart, Salvador Godinez, and Robert Lyles are dismissed
as Defendants. The Clerk is directed to amend the captior obthplaint to reflect the fattat Officer Casteneda is|a
Defendant. The Clerk is also directed to issue summaagesok County and Officer Casteneda, and the United States
Marshals Service is appointed to serve them. The Clerkirefudirected to send Plaintiff a magistrate judge consentfform
and filing instructions along with a copy of this order. Plaintiff’'s motion for appointment of counsel [#8] is deni¢d.

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

STATEMENT

Plaintiff, Lawrence Latham, has brought tpi® secivil rights action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 19
Plaintiff claims that on March 28, 2011 he was assaultethbther inmate and was injured. More specifically,
Plaintiff alleges that he was inside of his cell, arat #tmother inmate was allowed to roam his tier freel
attack him through the open window irslgell door, repeatedly for a periodiofee hours. Plaintiff allegest
although he yelled to Officer Casteneda that he nebdhgy] Officer Casteneda did nothing to assist

that the amended complaint states a colorable cause of action under the Civil Rights Act as to Oyefende
Casteneda for deliberate indifference to a substantial risk of seriousBrawn.v. Budz398 F.3d 904, 909 (7fh
Cir. 2005),citing Farmer v. Brennan511 U.S. 825, 832,(1994). Plaintiff hadditionally stated an officigl
capacity claim against Cook Countgee Monell v. Dep’t. of So8erv. of City of New York36 U.S. 658, 69
(1978). Plaintiff, in his original complaint, named T@mart, Salvador Godinez, and Robert Lyles. Plaiftiff
makes no mention of them in his amended complaint, so they are dismissed as Defendants.
It appears that Plaintiff's claimghile not probable, are certainly more than negligible, accordingly, the
Court finds that he may proceed with his complaBee Atkins v. City of Chicage31 F.3d 823, 831-832 (7th
Cir. 2011) While a more fully developed record may belie the Plaintiff's allegations, Defendants Castengda ant
Cook County must respond to the complaint.

(CONTINUED)
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STATEMENT (continued)

The Clerk shall issue summonses for service®@ttimplaint on Defendants Casteneda and Cook Cpunty
(hereinafter, “Defendants”). The Clerk shall also send Plaintiff a Magistrate Judge Consent Form and Ingtruc
for Submitting Documents along with a copy of this order.

The United States Marshals Service is appointed to serve Defendants. Any service forms necgssal
Plaintiff to complete will be sent by the Marshal as appab@to serve Defendants with process. The U.S. Mafsha
is directed to make all reasonable efforts to serverideiets. If any Defendant can longer be found at the wqrk
address provided by Plaintiff, the Cook County Jail stuahish the Marshal with that Defendant’s last-kn
address. The information shall be used only for purpafsefectuating service [or fgroof of service, should
dispute arise] and any documentation of the addresst&hedkained only by the Marshal. Address informdgtion
shall not be maintained in the Court file, nor disclosethbyarshal. The Marshal is authorized to mail a request
for waiver of service to Defendts in the manner prescribed byt R. Qv. P. 4(d)(2) before attempting persopal
service.

Plaintiff is instructed to fe all future papers concerning this actieith the Clerk of Court in care of tlje
Prisoner Correspondent. Plaintiff mpsbvide the Court with the original plus a complete judge’s copy, incldlding
any exhibits, of every document filed. In addition, Plaintiff must send an exact copy of any Court
Defendants [or to defense counsel, once an attorney taseian appearance on behalf of Defendants].

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

case adequately on his own. Neither the legal issues raifeglcomplaint, nor the evidence that might su
Plaintiff's claims are so complex or iidate that a trained attorney appeatsdmecessary, at least not at this ti
The Court also notes that judges give selitigants wide latitude in handling their lawsuits. Plaintiff may refljew
his request, if he wishes, after Defendants respond to the complaint.
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