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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
TERRE HAUTE DIVISION

RONALD NELSON, JR., )
)

Plaintiff, )

)

VS. ) No. 2:15-cv-00164-WTL-MJD

)

SCOTT WOODS officer, )
etal. )
Defendants. )

Entry Discussing Complaint and Directing Further Proceedings

Plaintiff Ronald Nelson, an inmate at thetfamville Correctional Facility, brings this
action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, alleging that he was subjected to constitutionally excessive
force while he was housedtae Clark County Jail.

Screening

The complaint is subject the screening requirement of 28 U.S.C. § 1915A(b). Pursuant
to this statute, “[a] complaint is subject to disgal for failure to state a claim if the allegations,
taken as true, show that plaintiff is not entitled to religdries v. Bock, 549 U.S. 199, 215 (2007).
In determining whether the complaint states awléine Court applies the same standard as when
addressing a motion to dismiss under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12%b¢(6agerstromyv.
Kingston, 463 F.3d 621, 624 (7th Cir. 2006). To survive dismissal under federal pleading
standards,

[the] complaint must contain sufficient fael matter, accepted as true, to state a

claim to relief that is plausle on its face. A claim hasdial plausibility when the

plaintiff pleads factual content that allows the court to draw the reasonable
inference that the defendantimble for the misconduct alleged.

Dockets.Justia.com


https://dockets.justia.com/docket/indiana/insdce/2:2015cv00164/58793/
https://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/indiana/insdce/2:2015cv00164/58793/8/
https://dockets.justia.com/

Ashcroft v. Igbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009). Thus, a “plaihtifust do better than putting a few
words on paper that, in the hands of an imaginative reaugit suggest that something has
happened to her that might be redressed by the &varison v. Citibank, N.A., 614 F.3d 400, 403
(7th Cir. 2010) (emphasis in original).

Based on the foregoing screening certainncdawill be dismissed while others shall
proceed, consistent with the following:

The following claims ardismissed: Any claim against the Clark County Jaithsmissed
because the Jail is a non-suable en8gg Smith v. Knox County Jail, 666 F.3d 1037, 1040 (7th
Cir. 2012). The claims against Sheriff Jamie Noel brought because he “is the sheriff right now,” is
dismissed. First, this defendant is not alleged to hpeesonally participated in any of the alleged
actions.See Munson v. Gaetz, 673 F.3d 630, 637 (7th Cir. 2012¢¢son 1983 liability requires a
defendant’s personal involvement in the allegedstitutional violation). Further, he cannot be
liable simply based upon any supervisory responsibiig West v. Waymire, 114 F.3d 646, 649
(7th Cir. 1997)(“the doctrine afspondeat superior is not available to a plaintiff in a section 1983
suit”). Next, any claim against €utenant Colonel Brian Myers @ismissed because all such
claims are based on thisfdedant’s supervisory rol&eeid.

The following claimshall proceed: The claim that Deputy Scott Woods sprayed Mr.
Nelson with pepper spray and punched Hiall proceed as a claim that thidefendant exercised
excessive force against Mr. Nelson.

Conclusion
In summary, the claim against defendant Woekiall proceed as a claim that this

defendant exercised excessive forcaiast Mr. Nelson. Allother claims ara@lismissed. If the



plaintiff believes he asserted claims that weoé discussed in thisntry, he shall havehrough
September 7, 2015, in which to notify the Court.

The clerk is designated, pursuant@l. R. Civ. P. 4(c)(2), to issue and serve process on
defendant Scott Woods the manner specified yed. R. Civ. P. 4(d)(2). Process in this case

shall consist of the complaint, applicable forms and this Entry.

ITISSO ORDERED. _ )
Witin 3P

_ Hon. William T.Lawrence Judge
Date:8/11/15 United States District Court
Southern District of Indiana

Distribution:

RONALD NELSON, JR.

967018

PUTNAMVILLE - CF

PUTNAMVILLE CORRECTIONAL FACILITY
Inmate Mail/Parcels

1946 West U.S. Hwy 40

Greencastle, IN 46135

Scott Woods
Officer/Deputy Jailer
Clark County Jail

501 E. Court Avenue
Jeffersonville, IN 47130

Noteto Clerk: Processing thisdocument requiresactionsin addition to docketing and distribution.



