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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Illinois grants a partial motion for
summary judgment based on failure to exhaust administrative remedies under the Prison Litigation
Reform Act. The court dismisses without prejudice Morris’s claims against Sheri Buettner concerning
Wellbutrin and against Thena Poteat concerning an alleged sexual assault, while allowing the
medication claim to proceed against Poteat and Melvin Hinton.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging unconstitutional
denial of medication and sexual assault. Defendants Poteat and
Buettner moved for partial summary judgment based on failure to
exhaust administrative remedies under the Prison Litigation Reform
Act.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is proper when the pleadings, discovery materials,
disclosures, and affidavits show no genuine dispute of material fact
and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. On an
exhaustion defense, the judge determines disputed factual issues
concerning exhaustion. Failure to respond to a statement of facts
permits the court to deem material facts admitted under the local rule,
but does not automatically entitle the movant to summary judgment.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court memorandum and order; persuasive rather
than precedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Morris exhausted administrative remedies as to his Count 1 claim against Buettner concerning
the discontinuation or nonrenewal of Wellbutrin.

2. Whether Morris exhausted administrative remedies as to his Count 2 claim against Poteat concerning the
alleged sexual assault.

3. Whether defendants were entitled to partial summary judgment despite Morris's failure to respond to the
motion.

HOLDINGS

1. Morris failed to exhaust administrative remedies because none of his grievances concerning Wellbutrin
named or described Buettner's alleged involvement in the medication decisions.

2. Morris failed to exhaust administrative remedies as to his sexual-assault claim against Poteat because he
submitted the December 22, 2022 grievance directly to the ARB instead of first submitting it through the
required prison grievance process, and his later grievance concerned confidentiality rather than the
assault.

KEY QUOTATIONS

““Summary judgment is proper if the pleadings, discovery materials, disclosures, and affidavits demonstrate
no genuine issue of material fact such that [the defendant] is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.”” (Legal
Standards)

“Count 1 is DISMISSED without prejudice as to Sheri Buettner. Count 2 against Dr. Poteat is DISMISSED
without prejudice. Count 1 shall proceed against Dr. Poteat and Dr. Melvin Hinton.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Morris, an Illinois Department of Corrections inmate, alleged that Wellbutrin prescribed for his mental illness
was discontinued and that he suffered withdrawal symptoms. He also alleged that Dr. Poteat threatened and
sexually assaulted him in December 2022. Morris submitted grievances concerning his medication and the
alleged assault, but the medication grievances did not identify Buettner, and the assault grievance was submitted
directly to the Administrative Review Board without first proceeding through prison grievance officials.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Morris filed suit on August 26, 2024. The Court previously allowed him to proceed on an Eighth Amendment
deliberate-indifference claim concerning Wellbutrin against Poteat, Buettner, and Hinton, and an Eighth
Amendment cruel-and-unusual-punishment claim concerning an alleged sexual assault against Poteat. Morris did
not respond to the partial summary-judgment motion despite receiving multiple extensions. The court granted
the motion, dismissing Count 1 without prejudice as to Buettner and Count 2 without prejudice as to Poteat,
while allowing Count 1 to proceed against Poteat and Hinton.
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