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IN TH E UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR TH E W ESTERN DISTRICT O F V IRGINIA

ROANO KE DIV ISIO N

DEZACH TRE RADELL GO ODE, Civil A ction No. 7:12cv00532

Plaintiff,

M EM OM NDUM  OPINION

SGT. W H ITE et al.,

Defendants.
By: Sam uel G . W ilson
United States District Judge

Plaintiff Dezachtre Radell Goode, a Virginia inmate proceedingpro se, brings this

action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. j 1983 claiming that the defendants, nlzrses with the Lynchburg

Adult Detention Center ($tLADC''), showed deliberate indifference by mistakenly giving him the

wrong medication on a single occasion while he was housed at the LADC in Lynchburg,

Virginia. The court finds that Goode's complaint fails to state a plausible claim for relief and

dismisses it without prejudice pursuant to 28 U.S.C. j 1915A.

1.

According to Goode's complaint, on October 16, 201 1, the nurse on duty gave him

m edication that was actually for another inm ate by the nam e of Ronnie Goode. Goode took the

pills, which he describes as muscle relaxers and tdsome other pilllsl,'' and alleges that he became

very dizzy as a result. Goode states that he then rem embered that he did not take medicine,

except antibiotics for his knees. Goode asks for $100,000 in dnmages.

II.

Section 1915A requires the court to conduct an initial screening of a prisoner's

complaint tiwhich . . . seeks redress from a govem m ental entity or ofticer or employee of a

govenunental entity'' and dismiss it if it is (1) Stfrivolous, malicious, or fails to state a claim upon
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which relief may be grantedi'' or (2) dtseeks monetary relief from a defendant who is immune

from such relief.'' 28 U.S.C. j 1915A(a)-(b). A prison oftkial's deliberate indifference to the

serious m edical needs of a prisoner m ay constitute an Eighth Am endm ent violation. Sees e.c.,

Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U.S. 97 (1976). The deliberate indifference standard requires more than

mere negligence, and tsm ore than ordinary lack of due care for the prisoner's interests or safety.''

Whitley v. Albers, 475 U.S. 312, 319 (1986).

(A1 prison ofticial cannot be found liable under the Eighth Amendment for
denying an inm ate hum ane conditions of confinem ent unless the official knows of
and disregards an excessive risk to inm ate health or safety; the official must both
be aware of facts from which the inference could be drawn that a substantial risk
of serious harm  exists, and he must also draw the inference.

Farmer v. Brennan, 51 1 U.S. 825, 837 (1994). Here, Goode's allegations fall far short of

alleging an Eighth Am endment violation. Even he recognizes that the nurse administered the

medication by mistake. The nurse did not actually çtdraw the inference'' that she administered

the m edication improperly. Goode alleges nothing more than ordinary lack of due care, and

therefore the court will dismiss his com plaint.

111.

For the reasons stated above, the court will dismiss Goode's complaint pursuant to 28

U.S.C. j 1915A(b) because it fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. The Clerk

of the Court is directed to send a certified copy of this M em orandum Opinion and accom panying

Order to the plaintiff.

ENTER : Novem ber 27, 2012.
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