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SUMMARY

The court granted Dr. Percy Myers’s motion for summary judgment in Roy Bryant’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983
action alleging deliberate indifference to serious medical needs after a fall in prison. Although the
court assumed that Bryant’s pain could constitute an objectively serious medical condition, it found
insufficient evidence that he suffered harm attributable to Dr. Myers’s treatment or omissions and

dismissed the claim with prejudice.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff, an Illinois Department of Corrections inmate proceeding

under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, brought an Eighth Amendment deliberate-
indifference claim against a prison physician. The defendant moved

for summary judgment.

STANDARD OF REVIEW 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 viewed the evidence and drew reasonable inferences

in favor of the nonmoving party.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Defendant was entitled to summary judgment on Plaintiff's Eighth Amendment deliberate-

indifference claim.

2. Whether the evidence permitted a jury to find that Plaintiff suffered harm caused by Defendant's alleged

failure to examine, diagnose, or treat his injuries.

HOLDINGS

1. Plaintiff's deposition testimony was sufficient evidence from which a jury could find that his pain

constituted an objectively serious medical condition.

2. Summary judgment was warranted for Defendant because Plaintiff offered no evidence that he suffered
harm at Defendant's hands or that a different examination, diagnostic procedure, referral, or treatment
would have alleviated his pain.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Summary judgment is appropriate only if the moving party can demonstrate “that there is no genuine
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dispute as to any material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.
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“The jury cannot be left “entirely to its own imagination about what could have been done.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Roy Bryant, an inmate at Centralia Correctional Center, fell in a shower on March 18, 2023, injuring his back,
hip, and knee and thereafter reported continuing pain. He alleged that Dr. Percy Myers acted with deliberate
indifference by failing to conduct a meaningful examination, provide treatment beyond Tylenol, or order
requested x-rays. Later imaging showed no acute fracture or dislocation, and another physician diagnosed
degenerative joint and disc disease and prescribed pain medication. The court concluded that the record did not
show that any omission by Myers caused Bryant additional harm or that a different diagnostic or treatment

course would have relieved his pain.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After threshold review under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, Plaintiff was permitted to proceed on one Eighth Amendment
claim. Following discovery, Defendant moved for summary judgment. The court granted the motion and
dismissed the claim with prejudice.
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