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Def endant s.

FREDERI CK T. RAY 111 : NO. 03-1050
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BROOKS, et al.
Def endant s.

FREDERI CK T. RAY 111 : NO. 03-3093
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V.
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Def endant s.

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER
Ful lam Sr. J. Novemnber , 2004
Def endants in these consolidated cases have noved for
summary judgnent. Despite being given an additional nonth to
respond, Plaintiff has not opposed the notions. | have
considered the nerits of the notions, which I wll grant.
Al though Plaintiff alleged a cause of action in his

conplaints, nere allegations are insufficient to survive a notion



for summary judgnment. Defendants have produced prison records
and Plaintiff’s deposition, which establish that sumary judgnent

is warranted in all three cases.

Ray v. Cell Extraction Unit No. 7, No. 03-873

Plaintiff alleges that Defendants violated his rights in
removing himfromhis cell and placing himin isolation after a
di sturbance. There is no evidence, however, that Defendants
failed to follow proper procedures in effecting the renoval, or
that conditions in isolation violate Ei ghth Arendnent standards.

Summary judgnent will be granted on this conplaint.

Ray v. Brooks, No. 03-1050

Plaintiff again alleges that Defendants used inproper force
in renoving himfromhis cell and placing himin isolation, and
in addition alleged that his rights were violated in connection
with a disciplinary hearing. Again, there is no evidence that
Def endants acted inproperly in transferring Plaintiff to
isolation, and Plaintiff was afforded a disciplinary hearing, the
results of which he appealed. Summary judgnent will be granted

on this conplaint.



Ray v. Wal ker, No. 03-3093

This conplaint centers on Plaintiff being cited for
m sconduct, his disciplinary hearings, and his transfer to
isolation cells. The statenent of claimPlaintiff submtted to
the court alleged that he was denied access to religion and the
courts. However, there is no evidence of the alleged denials of
access. Wth regard to the disciplinary actions, the evidence
produced by Defendants indicates that Plaintiff passed toilet
paper (consi dered contraband in isolation) to another inmate, had
a small screwdriver, which is also contraband, and soaked his
| egal papers in the toilet and threw themat the canmera in the
isolation cell. 1In his deposition, Plaintiff acknow edged havi ng
the screwdriver, although he contended that he was turning it in.
Plaintiff did not admt to damagi ng the docunents. W thout any
contrary evidence in the record, however, there is no basis for
concluding that Plaintiff’s rights were violated in connection
with the disciplinary proceedings. Summary judgnent will be
granted in this action as well.

Three orders, one for each action, follow.



I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

FREDERI CK RAY I 11 : NO 03-873
Pl ai ntiff, :
V.

CELL EXTRACTION UNIT 7, et al.
Def endant s.

ORDER

AND NOW this day of Novenber, 2004, upon
consi deration of Defendants’ Mtion for Summary Judgnment, to
whi ch no response has been filed, and for the reasons stated in
t he acconpanyi ng nenorandum of | aw,

| T 1S hereby ORDERED that the Motion is GRANTED. Judgnent
is entered | N FAVOR OF Defendants CELL EXTRACTION UNIT 7, CAPT.
WALKER, WARDEN JOHN MASTERS, SERGEANT AUCH, SERGEANT THOVAS, CSl
YAMAGUCHI , CSI PETTI FORD, CPO HAWKI NS, CO FORD, AND CORPORAL
BOYD, and AGAINST Plaintiff, FREDERICK T. RAY, Ill. The Cerk is

Directed to nmark the case CLOSED

BY THE COURT:

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

FREDERI CK T. RAY 111 : NO. 03-1050
Pl aintiff, :
V.

BROOKS, et al.
Def endant s.

ORDER

AND NOW this day of Novenber, 2004, upon
consi deration of Defendants’ Mtion for Summary Judgnment, to
whi ch no response has been filed, and for the reasons stated in
t he acconpanyi ng nenorandum of | aw,

| T 1S hereby ORDERED that the Motion is GRANTED. Judgnent
is entered I N FAVOR OF Def endants SERCEANT BROOKS, CAPTAIN
WLSON, DEPUTY RUSTIN, LT. SERGE, CPL SANDEFUR, COUNSELOR OF CELL
EXTRACTION UNIT (7) DUANE, and AGAINST Plaintiff, FREDERI CK T.

RAY, I1l1. The Cerk is Directed to mark the case CLOSED

BY THE COURT:

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

FREDERI CK T. RAY 111 : NO. 03-3093
Pl aintiff, :
V.

WALKER, et al.
Def endant s.

ORDER

AND NOW this day of Novenber, 2004, upon
consi deration of Defendants’ Mtion for Summary Judgnment, to
whi ch no response has been filed, and for the reasons stated in
t he acconpanyi ng nenorandum of | aw,

| T 1S hereby ORDERED that the Motion is GRANTED. Judgnent
is entered I N FAVOR OF Def endants CAPTAI N WALKER, CAPT. TAYLOR,
CAPT. W LSQN, CAPTAI N DONGHERTY, CAPT. GRAHAM MAJOR REED, DEPUTY
WARDEN RUSTI N, CPL MAJOR, LT. STEVENS, COUNSELOR DUANE, AND CO
HESTER, and AGAINST Plaintiff, FREDERICK T. RAY, II1l. The derk

is Directed to mark the case CLOSED

BY THE COURT:

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



