UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH

DAKOTA, SOUTHERN DIVISION

Randall William Church Cornett v. Donna (Mental Health), Mental
Health Counselor at Minnehaha County Jail, Individual and Official

Capacity; Sheriff Milstead, Management at Minnehaha County Jail,

Official Capacity; Correctional Medical Management at Minnehaha

County Jail, Official Capacity; and Anthony Helland, Director of

Operations at Minnehaha County Jail, Individual and Official

Capacity
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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of South Dakota grants Randall William Church

Cornett leave to proceed in forma pauperis and conducts screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A. The

court dismisses without prejudice claims against Correctional Medical Management and certain

official-capacity claims, as well as requests for dismissal of criminal charges, payment of fines and

costs, and termination of an employee. The Fourteenth Amendment deliberate-indifference claims

against Donna and Anthony Helland in specified capacities survive screening, while the document’s

excerpt ends during analysis of the failure-to-protect claim.
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Pro se prisoner civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983; the court
adjudicated plaintiff's motion to proceed in forma pauperis, screened
the complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, and considered a motion for

appointment of counsel.



STANDARD OF REVIEW On screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, the court accepted well-
pleaded facts as true, liberally construed the pro se complaint, and
determined whether it was frivolous, malicious, failed to state a claim,
or sought relief from an immune defendant. The court applied the Rule
12(b)(6)-type plausibility standard and required factual allegations

supporting each material element.
PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district-court screening order; persuasive value only.
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UESTIONS PRESENTED

Whether Cornett should be granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis and have the initial partial filing

fee waived under the Prison Litigation Reform Act.

. Whether the complaint plausibly alleged a Fourteenth Amendment deliberate-indifference claim for

inadequate mental-health care against Donna and Helland.

. Whether the complaint stated a § 1983 claim against Correctional Medical Management or against

Donna and Helland in their official capacities based on an unconstitutional policy or custom.

. Whether the complaint stated an official-capacity municipal-liability or failure-to-protect claim against
Sheriff Milstead and Minnehaha County.

. Whether the court had authority in this § 1983 action to dismiss state criminal charges, forgive or pay

fines and costs, or order an employee terminated.

. Whether appointment of counsel was warranted for this pro se civil action.

OLDINGS

. A prisoner may proceed in forma pauperis while remaining responsible for the full filing fee, and the

court may waive the initial partial filing fee when the prisoner has no assets or means to pay it.

. A pretrial detainee's inadequate-medical-care claim is analyzed under the Fourteenth Amendment, using
the same deliberate-indifference standard applicable to Eighth Amendment claims when the governing



circuit has not established a different standard; Cornett plausibly stated such a claim against Donna and

Helland at the screening stage.

3. Correctional Medical Management and employees sued in their official capacities cannot be held liable
under § 1983 solely for the acts of employees; the complaint must allege an unconstitutional policy,

custom, or official action causing the injury.

4. The complaint did not state an official-capacity failure-to-protect or municipal-liability claim against
Sheriff Milstead because it did not allege that a county policy, custom, policymaker decision, or

deliberately indifferent training practice caused the alleged failure to intervene.

5. The court lacked authority in this § 1983 action to dismiss pending state criminal charges, forgive or pay
related fines and costs, or terminate a county employee; prospective relief concerning medical care could
potentially be available if constitutional violations and statutory prerequisites were established.

Appointment of counsel was unwarranted at the screening stage.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To be liable for deliberately disregarding medical needs, “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.”” (Section I1.C.1.c)

“A plaintiff must allege facts demonstrating the existence of a “continuing, widespread, persistent pattern™ of

unconstitutional conduct to state a plausible claim for liability based on custom.” (Section I1.C.2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Cornett alleged that he submitted twelve requests for emergency mental-health assistance over approximately
three weeks, but his requests were disregarded. He alleged that Donna responded by warning him about his
language, that Helland denied access to an official psychiatrist and required a four-to-six-week wait, and that
Cornett subsequently attempted suicide by hanging himself from a jail rail. He also alleged that unidentified
jailers failed to intervene after another inmate reported the suicide attempt. The court found the allegations
sufficient at screening to support deliberate-indifference claims against Donna and Helland, but insufficient to

establish municipal, corporate, supervisory, or failure-to-protect liability against the other defendants.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Cornett, an inmate at the Minnehaha County Jail, filed a § 1983 complaint alleging inadequate mental-health
care and failure to protect him during a suicide attempt. He moved to proceed in forma pauperis and for
appointment of counsel. The court granted pauper status, waived the initial partial filing fee, denied appointed
counsel, dismissed most claims without prejudice, and allowed deliberate-indifference claims against Donna and

Helland to proceed in specified capacities.
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