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Plaintiff's in formapauperis (“IFP”) application [3] is granted. Theust fund officer at his place of confinement
is directed to deduct $9.75 as an inpiayment of the filing fee and tontinue making deductions in accordance
with this order. The clerk shall seadtopy of this order to the trust fuafficer at the Cook County Jail. The
complaint is dismissed without prejudice to allow Riffito submit an amended complaint in accordance yith
this order. Plaintiff is given 30 dajyi®m the date of this order to complilis failure to do savill result in the
summary dismissal of this case.

Docketing to mail notices|

W[ For further details see text below.]

STATEMENT

Plaintiff Michael Carter, a pretrial detainee a thook County Jail, filed this 42 U.S.C. § 1983 adion
naming Sheriff Tom Dart as defendant. Plaintiff allegeat there was no heat in his cell from the timg¢ he
entered the jail on January 22,2013, to March 7, 2013. He k&atesnplained to the superintendent of Divigion
5 and filed grievances, but still received no heat. Jail@rsr&llegedly told plaintiff that his cell was not gettjng
heat because the vents were clogged. Plaintiff statetethperature readingstos cell in March 2013 showi
the temperature 70-71 degrees was false. He furdinéerads that he was treated for several colds durirjg his
stay in the cell.

Plaintiff's in forma pauperis (“IFP”) application shows that he usyable to pre-pay the filing fee. The
court grants his motion to proceed IFP and assessagiahpartial filing fee 0f$9.75. The trust fund officgr
shall deduct this amount from plaintiff’s trust fund accowiten available funds exist, and send it the clefk of
this court. After the initial partialling fee, Plaintiff's trust fund officer idirected to collect monthly paymeljts
from plaintiff's trust fund account in an amount equé @6 of the preceding month's income credited tq the
account. Monthly payments shall be forwardedhi Clerk of Court each time the amount in the acgpunt
exceeds $10 until the full $350 filifge is paid. All payments shall benséo the Clerk, United States Distrjct
Court, 219 S. Dearborn St., Chicagtinois 60604, attn: Cashier's Desk, 20th Floor, and shall clearly idgntify
plaintiff's name and the case number of this action. Fdysnent obligation will follav plaintiff in the event h
is transferred.

A3

The court has conducted a preliminary review of the compl&et28 U.S.C. § 1915A. Plaintiff namgs
Sheriff Tom Dart as the only defendamowever, plaintiff does not allegeattDart was personally involved with
or even aware of the condition in piaff's cell. Plaintiff's alleged condition appears to have been localizgd to
either his cell or his division dhe jail, as opposed to a systemic problem throughout theSalAntonelli v.
Sheahan, 81 F.3d 1422, 1427 (7th Cir. 1996) (while a sheriff/ina presumed to know of a systemic probjlem
throughout the jail, such a presumption does not existdalifed conditions). The complaint thus does not §tate
a claim against DartSee Perkinsv. Lawson, 312 F.3d 872, 875 (7th Cir. 2002) (there is no respondeat superior
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STATEMENT

liability in a § 1983 action, and a supenrig official cannot be held vicariously liable for the torts of subordipate
officers; rather, he must be personally involved in some way to be individually liable).

Accordingly, the complaint is dismissed. The disnissaithout prejudice to permit plaintiff to sub

or who was responsible for cell conditions in plaintiff'gigion. Plaintiff is given 30 days from the date of this
order to submit an amended complaint. He is advisadan amended complai@places a previously fil
complaint and must stand complete on its own. Thet®@alirefer only to the amended complaint, and nq to

signed form and a copy for the judge and a service copy for each named defendant to the Prisoner Cor
Plaintiff is advised to keep a copy tus files. Plaintiff may request additional copies of an amended co
form if needed to provide the Cowvith a sufficient number of copies. ikae to comply with this order wi
result in summary dismissal of this case.
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