UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
INDIANA, SOUTH BEND DIVISION

Gaulden v. Marthakis, et al.

Gaulden - No. 3:25-CV-667-PPS-JEM - Decided April 14, 2026

SUMMARY

The court rules on cross-motions for summary judgment in a prisoner civil-rights action concerning

alleged deliberate indifference to an H. pylori infection and unsanitary conditions of confinement. It

denies the defendants' exhaustion-based motion regarding the medical-treatment and injunctive-relief

claims, denies the plaintiff's motion for summary judgment, and grants summary judgment to the state

defendants on the conditions-of-confinement claim. The court dismisses Assistant Warden Buss and

allows the remaining claims to proceed.
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Defendants moved for summary judgment based on failure to exhaust
administrative remedies. Plaintiff filed his own motion for summary
judgment. The court granted the State Defendants' motion as to the
conditions-of-confinement claim, denied it as to the injunctive-relief
claim, denied the Medical Defendants' motion, denied Plaintiff's

motion, and dismissed Assistant Warden Buss.

Summary judgment is appropriate when there is no genuine dispute as
to any material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter
of law. The court construes facts and reasonable inferences in favor of
the nonmoving party. Failure to exhaust administrative remedies is an

affirmative defense that defendants bear the burden of proving.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Medical Defendants proved that Gaulden failed to exhaust available administrative
remedies before filing his claims concerning treatment for his H. pylori infection.

2. Whether Gaulden exhausted available administrative remedies for his official-capacity claim seeking

injunctive relief concerning treatment for his H. pylori infection.

3. Whether Gaulden exhausted available administrative remedies for his conditions-of-confinement claim

concerning contaminated water and unsanitary conditions.

4. Whether Gaulden was entitled to summary judgment based on his assertion that he exhausted

administrative remedies.

HOLDINGS

1. The Medical Defendants did not establish that Gaulden failed to exhaust available administrative
remedies before filing suit. Because the grievance office failed to respond to his grievance and

subsequent notices, Gaulden exhausted all remedies that were available to him as of the filing date.

2. The State Defendants failed to establish that Gaulden had an available administrative remedy that he did

not exhaust for his claim seeking injunctive relief concerning treatment for his H. pylori infection.

3. Gaulden failed to exhaust available administrative remedies for his conditions-of-confinement claim,

and summary judgment was warranted for the State Defendants on that claim.

4. Gaulden's motion for summary judgment was denied because it improperly sought judgment based on

exhaustion, which is an affirmative defense raised by defendants.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The availability of a remedy is not a matter of what appears “on paper,” but rather whether the process was

actually available for the prisoner to pursue.”
“This means the State can’t play games with administrative remedies.”

“Anything that occurred after he filed this lawsuit is not relevant to the exhaustion analysis.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Gaulden was incarcerated at Indiana State Prison, where an Offender Grievance Process required a formal
grievance followed by Level I and Level II appeals. He submitted Grievance 223365 on April 22, 2025,
concerning alleged failures to test and treat him for H. pylori and Legionella, but received no timely receipt or
response despite repeated written notices to the Grievance Specialist. The grievance office did not log the
grievance or send a receipt until August 6, 2025, after Gaulden filed this lawsuit on July 3, 2025. Gaulden
admitted that he had not filed a formal grievance concerning the alleged unsanitary conditions in his cell.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Gaulden, a prisoner proceeding without counsel, brought Eighth Amendment claims concerning alleged
deliberate indifference to an H. pylori infection, prospective injunctive relief, and unsanitary conditions of
confinement. The State Defendants and Medical Defendants moved for summary judgment, arguing that
Gaulden failed to exhaust available administrative remedies. The court determined that administrative remedies
were exhausted or unavailable for the medical-treatment and injunctive-relief claims, but that Gaulden failed to
exhaust the conditions-of-confinement claim.
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