UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Martin v. Knight

Martin - No. 1:22-cv-01582-ADA-BAM (PC) - Decided March 10, 2023

SUMMARY

The document contains findings and recommendations concerning screening of a state prisoner’s first
amended complaint under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. The magistrate judge recommends allowing an Eighth
Amendment deliberate-indifference claim against Correctional Officer Knight to proceed and

dismissing the claims against Nurse Carranza and any other claims or defendants.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Findings and recommendations on screening a state prisoner’s first

amended complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court screened the prisoner complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A,
accepting well-pleaded allegations as true and liberally construing
them, while requiring facial plausibility under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 8(a)(2) and Ashcroft v. Igbal. For claims based on delay in

medical treatment, the prisoner must allege that the delay caused harm.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether Martin stated an Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claim against Correctional Officer

Knight based on delay or interference with emergency medical treatment.

. Whether Martin stated an Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claim against Nurse Carranza

based on the allegedly inadequate treatment and failure to order immediate off-site care.

. Whether Martin stated an Eighth Amendment conditions-of-confinement claim based on leaking water

and falling debris in his housing unit.

. Whether Martin was entitled to declaratory relief.

. Whether the deficiencies in the dismissed claims could be cured by further amendment.

HOLDINGS

1.

Martin stated a cognizable Eighth Amendment claim against Knight because he alleged a serious
medical need, Knight’s knowledge of the obvious injury, refusal to summon emergency medical

assistance, delay in treatment, and additional pain resulting from the delay.

. Martin failed to state a cognizable deliberate-indifference claim against Carranza because the allegations

showed, at most, negligence or a disagreement over the appropriate course of treatment.

. Martin failed to state a conditions-of-confinement claim based on the leaking roof and falling debris.

. Declaratory relief was unnecessary because a favorable verdict would itself establish whether Martin’s

constitutional rights were violated.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A defendant does not act in a deliberately indifferent manner unless the defendant “knows of and disregards

an excessive risk to inmate health or safety.”” (at 3)

“Medical malpractice does not become a constitutional violation merely because the victim is a prisoner.” (at
5)

“Mere delay of medical treatment, without more, is insufficient to state a claim of deliberate medical
indifference.” (at 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Martin alleged that he was injured when he slipped on water and falling debris while hurriedly moving from his

cell at California Substance Abuse and Treatment Facility. He alleged that Correctional Officer Knight knew of

his immediate, severe, disfigured, and discolored hand injury, refused to summon emergency medical assistance,

and ordered him to continue the move, causing several hours of additional pain before treatment. Martin alleged

that Nurse Carranza examined him, provided pain medication and an ace bandage, but did not send him for

immediate off-site emergency treatment; later examinations revealed two fractures requiring treatment and

surgery.
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