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SUMMARY

In this merit review order, the United States District Court for the Central District of Illinois screened
Demeco Hill’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint concerning delayed and inadequate medical care after a
prison injury. The court dismissed all claims without prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
12(b)(6) and 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, finding insufficient allegations of personal involvement, an
unconstitutional policy or practice, or deliberate indifference, and noting potential statute-of-
limitations issues. The court granted Hill 30 days to file a complete amended complaint.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Pro se prisoner civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 subjected to
mandatory screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A.

STANDARD OF REVIEW At § 1915A screening, the court accepts factual allegations as true and
liberally construes them in the plaintiff's favor, but disregards
conclusory statements and dismisses claims that are frivolous,
malicious, fail to state a claim, or seek monetary relief from immune
defendants. The pleading must state a claim that is plausible on its
face.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court merit review order identified in the source as
having unknown precedential status.
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Administration, John Doe, Warden, Jane Doe, Sick Call Nurse
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint stated a plausible Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claim against the
warden, healthcare administrator, private medical contractor, IDOC Administration, or sick-call nurse.

2. Whether the claims against the supervisory and institutional defendants could proceed without
allegations of personal participation or an unconstitutional policy, practice, or custom.

3. Whether the allegations appeared barred by the applicable two-year statute of limitations.

4. Whether dismissal should be without prejudice with leave to amend.

HOLDINGS

1. A prisoner asserting deliberate indifference must allege both an objectively sufficiently serious medical
condition and a subjectively culpable state of mind showing that the defendant knew of and disregarded
an excessive risk to the prisoner's health.

2. Section 1983 does not impose respondeat superior liability; a defendant must have personally
participated in the constitutional deprivation or been deliberately reckless or knowingly acquiescent
regarding subordinate misconduct.

3. A private corporation performing a governmental function may face § 1983 liability only when an
unconstitutional policy, practice, custom, or decision by a final policymaker caused the constitutional
injury; it is not vicariously liable for employees' alleged misconduct.

4. Conclusory and threadbare allegations that a nurse failed to respond adequately to sick-call requests,
without specifying the requests, timing, or manner of deliberate indifference, do not state a plausible
deliberate-indifference claim.

5. Section 1983 claims in Illinois are generally subject to a two-year statute of limitations, and dismissal
under Rule 12(b)(6) may be appropriate when the complaint itself establishes all elements of an
affirmative limitations defense.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There is no respondeat superior under § 1983. In other words, Defendants John Doe and Boon cannot be
liable based only on their supervisory roles.”

“Plaintiff’s Complaint is DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE for failure to state a claim for relief under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) and § 1915A.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Hill alleged that he slipped on ice at Hill Correctional Center in September 2021 and tore his quadriceps muscle.
He alleged that medical staff delayed an MRI until October 2023, when the tear was discovered to be no longer
repairable, and that staff failed to provide prescribed physical therapy. He also alleged that supervisory officials
failed to oversee medical care, that a sick-call nurse did not see him for nearly five months, and that lockdowns
and canceled call passes interfered with his access to the law library.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hill filed a complaint alleging deliberate indifference to a serious medical need, supervisory liability, and denial
of access to the law library. On merit review, the court dismissed the complaint without prejudice under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) and § 1915A, but granted Hill a final opportunity to file an amended complaint
within 30 days.
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