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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MONTANA
BUTTE DIVISION

CHADWICK EDWARD COCHRAN, CV-17-56-BU-BMM-JCL
Plaintiff,
VS.
ORDER ADOPTING FINDINGS AND
SUZANNE, RECOMMENDATIONS
Defendant.

Plaintiff Chadwick Cochran filed @omplaint alleging that he did not
receive adequate medical cavbile incarcerated at Galin County Jail. (Doc. 6 at
2-4). The Court determined that Coanfailed to state a claim upon which relief
could be granted against Defendant Suzamhe Court allowed Cochran, in light
of his pro se status, the opportunityfite an amended complaint on or before
February 16, 2018. (Doc. 10.) Cochrad dot file an amended complaint.

United States Magistrate Judge deigh C. Lynch entered Findings and
Recommendations in this matter on March 23, 2018. (DocNEither party filed
objections. When a party makes no objections, the Court need not devnemo
the proposed Findings and Recommendatidhemasv. Arn, 474 U.S. 140, 149-

52 (1986). This Court will review Juddgnch’s Findings and Recommendations,
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however, for clear erroMcDonnell Douglas Corp. v. Commodore Bus. Mach.,
Inc., 656 F.2d 1309, 1313 (9th Cir. 1981).

Judge Lynch determined that Coamfailed to stat@ claim upon which
relief could be granted agat Suzanne. (Doc. 6 at €pchran alleges that he
informed the staff, specifically Suzanneatime needed various prescribed mental
health medicationdd. at 3. Suzanne informed Caeln she would take care of the
problem, but failed to do std.

A pretrial detainee’s Fourteenth Ameneim claim for the denial of medical
treatment must be supported by allegatihgch plausibly demonstrate that: (1)
the plaintiff made a request for medical care; (2) the plaintiff had a serious medical
need; (3) the defendant did not take oredble steps to obtain or provide medical
care, even though a reasonable officeahacircumstances would have appreciated
the high degree of risk involved — magithe likelihood of harm obvious; and (4)
by not taking such measures, the defemdause the plaintiff's injurie§uerra v.
Sweeny, 2016 WL 5404407, at *3 (E.D. Cal. 2016).

Judge Lynch determined that Cochiaallegations against Suzanne actually
suggest that she attempted to takeaeable steps to obtain or provide medical
care for him. Cochran failed to presenyallegations suggesy Suzanne refused

or deliberately failed to take reasonablkepst Cochran mereblleges that Suzanne



failed to do what she told Cochran shewdbdo. Cochran makeno allegations of
a tangible residual injurfrom any delg in receiving his medications.

The Court gave Cochran the opportundyamend his allegations and he
failed to do so. The Court has rewied Judge Lynch’s Findings and
Recommendations for cleamrer. The Court finds nerror in Judge Lynch’s
Findings and Recommendations, and adopts them in full.

IT ISORDERED that Judge Lynch’s Findings and Recommendations
(Doc. 11), areADOPTED IN FULL.

IT ISORDERED that this matter should b SM1SSED for failure to
state a federal claim.

IT ISORDERED that the Clerk of Court shalose this matter and enter
judgment in favor of Defendants pursuanfRigle 58 of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure.

IT ISORDERED that the Clerk of Court shdave the docket reflect that
the Court certifies pursuant to Rule 24(3)3 of the FederaRules of Appellate
Procedure that any appeal of this decision would not be taken in good faith. No
reasonable person could suppas appeal would haveerit. The record makes

plain the Complaint lacks arguatdubstance in law or fact.



IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of Cotshall have the docket
reflect that this dismissal countsastrike pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(q)
because Cochran failed to state amlapon which relief mabe granted.

DATED this 19th day of April, 2018.
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Brian Morris
United States District Court Judge



