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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin granted Defendants’ motion for
summary judgment in Clarence Saffold, Jr.’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action. The court held that Saffold
failed to exhaust available administrative remedies because he did not notify the institution that he
believed he was being treated differently because of his race, and dismissed the action without
prejudice.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff proceeding pro se brought a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging
race discrimination. Defendants moved for summary judgment based
on failure to exhaust available administrative remedies. Plaintiff did
not respond by the extended deadline.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is appropriate where the undisputed facts show
that the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law; under the
applicable rules, uncontroverted factual assertions may be accepted as
true when the opposing party fails to respond.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Defendants were entitled to summary judgment because Saffold failed to exhaust available
administrative remedies before filing his § 1983 action.

2. Whether Saffold's pending motions for a protective order should be denied as moot after dismissal of the
action.

HOLDINGS

1. Defendants were entitled to summary judgment because Saffold failed to notify the institution of the
nature of the alleged race-discrimination wrong and therefore failed to exhaust the available
administrative remedies.

2. Saffold's motions for a protective order were denied as moot.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, because Saffold did not provide the institution with notice of the nature of the wrong at issue in
this case, Saffold failed to exhaust the available administrative remedies and Defendants are entitled to
summary judgment.” (Disposition)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Saffold alleged that Defendants violated his constitutional rights by discriminating against him because of his
race. The undisputed facts, deemed true after Saffold failed to respond, showed that he did not notify the
institution that he believed he was being treated differently from other inmates because of his race.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The court previously allowed Saffold to proceed on a constitutional race-discrimination claim. Defendants
moved for summary judgment on March 13, 2026. After the court extended Saffold's response deadline at his
request, he failed to respond; the court deemed Defendants' proposed facts admitted under the applicable rules,
granted summary judgment, dismissed the action without prejudice, and denied Saffold's motions for a
protective order as moot.
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