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SUMMARY

The court conducted a merit review under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A of Alberto Ruiz’s pro se § 1983 claims
concerning extreme heat in his prison cell and the denial of permission to purchase a fan. The court
dismissed the complaint for failure to state a claim, finding insufficient allegations that Warden Tyrone
L. Baker was personally involved or deliberately indifferent to a serious risk of harm, but granted
leave to amend within 30 days. The court also denied Ruiz’s motion for appointed counsel with leave
to renew.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint plausibly stated an Eighth Amendment conditions-of-confinement claim against
Warden Baker under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A.

2. Whether Ruiz was entitled to appointment of counsel at that stage of the case.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a claim because, even assuming the heat constituted an objectively serious
deprivation, it did not allege sufficient facts showing that Baker was personally involved in denying
Ruiz a fan or acted with deliberate indifference to a substantial risk of serious harm.

2. Appointment of counsel was not warranted because Ruiz had made a reasonable effort to obtain counsel
but appeared competent to litigate the case himself, which did not appear overly complex or likely to
require expert testimony.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A claim is legally insufficient if it “(1) is frivolous, malicious, or fails to state a claim upon which relief may
be granted; or (2) seeks monetary relief from a defendant who is immune from such relief.””

“A prison official acts with deliberate indifference when “the official knows of and disregards an excessive
risk to inmate health or safety; the official must both be aware of facts from which the inference could be
drawn that a substantial risk of serious harm exists, and he must also draw the inference.””

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Ruiz, incarcerated at Western Illinois Correctional Center, alleged that he experienced extreme heat in his cell
and wrote two letters to Warden Baker seeking permission to purchase a fan under a purported Warden's
Bulletin. He also alleged that he filed grievances and, in late June 2024, became dizzy while climbing down
from a top bunk, fell, cut his head, and required five staples. The court found that the allegations did not
plausibly establish Baker's personal involvement in denying the fan or that Baker knew of and disregarded a
substantial risk of serious harm.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Ruiz was granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis and filed a prisoner civil-rights complaint against Warden
Tyrone L. Baker concerning extreme cell heat, denial of permission to purchase a fan, and injuries sustained
after falling from a bunk. On merit review, the court found that the complaint did not plausibly allege Baker's
personal involvement or deliberate indifference. The court dismissed the complaint under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 12(b)(6) and § 1915A, granted 30 days to amend, and denied Ruiz's motion for counsel with leave to
renew.
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