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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Kansas granted summary judgment to jail
employees in Ryan Cheatham’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 deliberate-indifference claim concerning treatment
and proposed surgery for a finger injury. The court held that Cheatham failed to properly exhaust
available administrative remedies and, alternatively, failed to show a constitutional violation under the
applicable deliberate-indifference standard. Cheatham’s motion for summary judgment was denied,
and his motion for an order was denied as moot.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Cheatham exhausted all available administrative remedies before bringing his § 1983 claim
concerning medical care at the jail.

2. Whether the defendants were entitled to qualified immunity because the evidence did not establish a
constitutional violation for deliberate indifference to a serious medical need.

3. Whether Cheatham was entitled to summary judgment on his deliberate-indifference claim.

HOLDINGS

1. Cheatham failed to exhaust available administrative remedies because he did not appeal his grievances
to the Jail Commander as required by the Leavenworth County jail grievance procedure.

2. The defendants were entitled to qualified immunity because Cheatham did not produce evidence that
their conduct violated the Constitution; therefore, the court did not need to decide whether the right was
clearly established.

3. Cheatham was not entitled to summary judgment because the evidence did not establish deliberate
indifference and instead showed repeated medical evaluations and treatment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The uncontroverted evidence establishes that Cheatham failed to exhaust his administrative remedies at the
Leavenworth County jail.”

“Simply put, Forker did not mandate surgery for Cheatham’s finger.”

“On this record, Cheatham’s claim fails because he lacks any evidence showing that any one of the individual
defendants knew about and then consciously disregarded excessive risks to his health or safety.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Cheatham injured his right pinky finger during booking at the Leavenworth County jail on May 18, 2022. Jail
medical personnel evaluated him repeatedly, obtained imaging, prescribed medication and exercises, and
ultimately arranged an MRI and specialist consultations; the MRI indicated a possible flexor-tendon tear, and a
surgeon explained reconstructive surgery without mandating that it occur immediately. Cheatham was
transferred to the Kansas Department of Corrections on April 1, 2023, without having undergone surgery, and he
had not appealed the denial of his jail grievances to the Jail Commander.
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Cheatham, formerly a pretrial detainee at the Leavenworth County jail, filed a § 1983 action against jail
employees alleging deliberate indifference to his medical needs. His other claims were dismissed, and the court
previously denied defendants' motion to dismiss the deliberate-indifference claim because Cheatham had alleged
that a surgeon mandated surgery. The parties then filed cross-motions for summary judgment. The court denied
Cheatham's motion, granted defendants' motions, and denied Cheatham's separate motion for an order as moot.
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