
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF MAINE 

 

 

DANIEL O. RUFFIN,   ) 

      ) 

  Plaintiff,   ) 

      ) 

 v.     ) CV-09-87-B-W 

      ) 

BRUCE BRANN, et al.    ) 

      ) 

  Defendants.   ) 

 

ORDER AFFIRMING THE RECOMMENDED DECISIONS 

OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGE  

 

On March 12, 2009, Daniel O. Ruffin, a Maine State Prison inmate, acting pro se filed a 

complaint against several Maine State Prison correctional officers alleging violations of his 

constitutional rights.  (Docket # 1).
1
  The Court dismissed five defendants on November 5, 2009.  

(Docket # 53).  On November 23, 2009, the remaining two defendants moved for summary 

judgment.  (Docket # 54).  Mr. Ruffin failed to respond by the December 14, 2009 deadline, and 

on December 16, 2009, the Magistrate Judge filed her Recommended Decision recommending 

that the defendants’ motion for summary judgment be granted because “there is no evidence in 

this record to suggest” that the officers acted “with deliberate indifference.”  Recommended 

Decision at 7 (Docket # 58) (Rec. Dec. I).   

On December 29, 2009, Mr. Ruffin submitted a response with exhibits to the defendants’ 

motion for summary judgment.  (Docket # 60).  After considering Mr. Ruffin’s untimely 

response, on January 13, 2010, the United States Magistrate Judge filed with the Court her 

second Recommended Decision.  Recommended Decision (Docket # 63) (Rec. Dec. II).  The 

Magistrate Judge continues to recommend summary judgment for the defendants because there is 

                                                 
1
  Mr. Ruffin filed an amended complaint on October 5, 2009.  (Docket # 45).    



2 

 

no evidence that the defendants acted with deliberate indifference or violated Mr. Ruffin’s 

Eighth Amendment rights.  Rec. Dec. II at 1.  Mr. Ruffin has not objected to the January 13 

Recommended Decision.      

The Court has reviewed and considered the Magistrate Judge’s Recommended Decisions, 

together with the entire record, and has made a de novo determination of all matters adjudicated 

by the Magistrate Judge’s Recommended Decisions.  For the reasons set forth in her 

Recommended Decisions dated December 16, 2009 and January 13, 2010, the Court adopts the 

Magistrate Judge’s Recommended Decisions and grants the defendants’ motion for summary 

judgment.       

1. It is therefore ORDERED that the Recommended Decisions of the Magistrate Judge 

(Docket # 58 and Docket # 63) are hereby AFFIRMED. 

 

2. It is further ORDERED that Defendants’ Motion for Summary Judgment (Docket # 

54) be and hereby is GRANTED, and the Complaint (Docket # 1) and its 

Amendments (Docket # 45) be and hereby are DISMISSED. 

 

 SO ORDERED. 

 

 

     /s/ John A. Woodcock, Jr. 

     JOHN A. WOODCOCK, JR. 

     CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

 

Dated this 8th day of February, 2010 


