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I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT  
FOR THE SOUTHERN DI STRI CT OF I LLINOI S 

 
RANDALL S. WHI TE,   )  
      )  
 Plaint iff,     )  
      )  
 v.      )  Case No. 11-cv-0230-MJR-SCW 
      )  
WHI TE COUNTY JAI L, RANDY  )  
COBB, TOM HEADLEY and  )  
JOE WEI SS,    )  
      )  
 Defendants.   )  
 

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

REAGAN, Dist r ict  Judge:   

  Plaint iff Randall White, an inmate current ly incarcerated in the 

I llinois River Correct ional Center, was at  all t imes relevant  to this act ion 

housed in the White County Jail.  White br ings this act ion for deprivat ions of 

his const itut ional r ights pursuant  to 42 U.S.C. § 1983.  Liberally const rued, 

White’s complaint  alleges three claim s of Eighth Amendment  violat ions:   

Defendants housed him  in unsanitary and hazardous condit ions (Count  1) ;  

Defendants subjected him  to verbal harassment  (Count  2) ;  and Defendants 

were deliberately indifferent  to his ser ious medical needs (Count  3) .     

 On prelim inary review, the Court  dism issed Count  2, White’s 

claim  that  Defendants had subjected him  to verbal harassment , but  found 

that  he had stated a claim  as to his allegat ions of being housed in unsanitary 

condit ions and deliberate indifference to ser ious medical needs (Doc. 13) . On 
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April 12, 2012, the Court  granted summary judgment  on the deliberate 

indifference medical claim , finding that  White had failed to exhaust  his 

adm inist rat ive rem edies as to that  claim  (Doc. 54) .  So, White’s sole 

remaining claim  is that  he was housed in unsanitary condit ions.   

 On April 18, 2012, Defendants filed a mot ion for summary 

judgment , to which White filed a t imely response (Docs. 55, 56, 57) .  On 

June 4, 2012, United States Magist rate Judge Stephen C. Williams subm it ted 

a Report  and Recommendat ion ( “ the Report ” )  pursuant  to 2 8  U.S.C. §  

6 3 6 ( b) ( 1 ) ( B) , recommending that  the Court  grant  Defendants’ mot ion 

(Doc. 58) .  Specifically, Judge Williams found that  water overflow into 

White’s cell from  a shower, which drained in approximately five m inutes, 

may have been uncomfortable but  posed no health r isk and deprived White 

of no cognizable const itut ional r ight .   

 The Report  was sent  to the part ies with a not ice inform ing them  

of their  r ight  to appeal by way of filing “object ions”  within 14 days of service 

of the Report .  The period in which to file object ions has expired.  Therefore, 

pursuant  to 2 8  U.S.C. §  6 3 6 ( b) , this Court  need not  conduct  de novo 

review.  Thom as v. Arn , 4 7 4  U.S. 1 4 0 , 1 4 9 - 5 2  ( 1 9 8 5 ) .  

  Accordingly, the Court  ADOPTS the Report  and 

Recommendat ion (Doc. 58)  in its ent irety, GRANTS Defendants’ mot ion for 

summary judgment  (Doc. 55)  and DI SMI SSES this claim  with prejudice.  As 

this is the last  claim  remaining for disposit ion herein, judgment  may now be 
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entered and the case closed.  Accordingly, the Court  DI RECTS the Clerk of 

Court  to enter judgment  against  Plaint iff White and in favor of Defendants 

Cobb, Headley, Weiss and White County Jail.   

  I T I S SO ORDERED. 

  DATED this 9th day of July, 2012   

     

       s/ Michael J. Reagan    
       MI CHAEL J. REAGAN 

      United States Dist r ict  Judge          

  

  

 


