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5 On Junes 27, 2011, Mr. Troupe had a particularly bad incident of
& ||self-harm. ECF No. 118 at 84, It was his second incident in 72 hours

7 ||and it required Mr. Troupe to have 13 stiches. Id. It was on this day
8 ||whaere Mr. assessed Mr. Troupe as a suicide risk. ECF No. 118 at
g9 ||84-85 & ES. Mr, listed Mr. Troupe as an “extreme suicide risk,”

81

Id. This

T

10 |land ordered that he continue on the restraint be

11 ||contradicts Mr 5 declaration where he stated that he “never

12 ||evaluated Mr. Troupe to be suicidal.” See ECF No. 86 at 3.

13 & month later, 5 ; Mr, Troupe's treating

14 ||psychologist, conducted a psychological evaluation of Mr. Troupes and
—-—-_-_ T

15 ||clarified Mr. Troupe's condition for the mental-health staff at the

e s

16 ||MHU, See ECF Nc. 11B-1 at 124. In that report, Dr. declared Mr. |
—

17 ||Troupe a “low"” risk of self-harm. Id. Howaver, he did note that Mr.
e

18 ||Troupe’s use of minor self-harm as a manipulation tactic could lead to

19 ||accidental serious injury. Id. Dr. thought that the current

20 ||pattern of short, intermittent stays 1n the MHU prowvided Mr, Troupe

21 ||with the attention he wanted with relatively little discomfort. Id.

Mils 5 L R = e = =Lhe s = . j Eepl T ~ - = o=
22 ||This would likely foster repetitious behavior lsading to more self-
it T = - il = — =y e R L rs b 1
23 || harm. Ta His recomm=endatio was that, 1f a restraint table 1is
a— p—— —-—--_-_‘_-___\-‘-
- . . - = b= = A = ¥ o =
24 |Inecessary, toc put Mr Troups on the table for longer pericds of time.
3 : 8 p
.-"_._
25 Id
26
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of self-harm, and reentry 1into the MHU, continusd
i4., By December 2011, Mr.
Troupe was not “suicidal” in the mental health sensse

at BZ. Mr believed that Mr. Trﬁupﬂ “uses” salf-

6 ||removal from IMU. Id. He noted that Mr. Troupe’'s mental-hezalth care
e
7 ||providers needed to come up with a different solution or “the current

E ||revolving door of IMU placement, misbehaviors, minor self-harm, MHU

ey

L

placement and return to IMU will continue infinitum.” Id. In short,

10 || Mz believed that Mr. Troupe was not a suicide risk but, instead,

11 |Jused his self-harm as a manipulation tactic.

12 On May 2, 2012, Mr. Troupe was again admitted to the MHU after
13 ||an incident of self-harm., ECF No. 118 at 75 According to Mr. the
14 ||lonly difference betwsen this time and the previous timess was the

15 ||length of time Mr. Troupe spent on the restraint bed. Id. Mr. Troupe

lé ||was placed on the restraint table for 13 days. Id. On May 21, 2012,

P -—

17 (| Ms., expressed to Mr that she wanted to release Mr.
18 ||Troupe. Id. She told Mr that she and the medical staff believed
19 ||that continued restraint of the bed would cause more harm than it was
20 ||preventing. Id. Mr agreed with Ms they released Mr. Troupe
2] Ep a seclusion :aamlifd+ }Jﬂu’T& IUALi~f:.

22 Mr. Troupe claims that Mr told ham that they were releasing
23 ||him because Ms and Mr were mad at Mr. Troup=s. ECE

- - i - 3 i s L =~ PR, g . T i e, Ty =
25 cares PIOV1IQA2rsS Chat 1S would immediately begin selli-harming 1t

- T = - - - T, P b b . - -~y = 1= s | A
20 relesased rrrom the table. in his rTeport, Mr statad ~hat ne
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chance that no

Mr. Troupe

-harm would occur.

then releassd to

i
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ECE No. 11lE& at 75.

a seclusion room prior to his

—

admittance to the IMU whesre he immediately began cutting himself. He

Ad

the

restraint table where he staved for another

was again pla

eightean days.

cutting himself

The descision
failure to act after

Mr. Troups claims

As statsd above,

his summary-judgment

ECF No 118 at 74. Mr.

in the seclusion room,

Troupe claims that while he was
Mr walked past the window

of the room was able to see Mr. Troupe, and did nothing to help him.

release Mr. Troupe on May 21, 2012, and the
Mr. Troupe began cutting himself again are what

are Eighth Amendment wviolations. ECF No. 10, Mr.
id not act with deliberate indifference and that the

made with Mr. Troupe's best

in order for Mr te succes=sd in

moticn, hes must

show that, basad on the facts

taken in the light most fawvorable to the Plaintiff,

no reasonable jury

—

could fingd ¢

l) placed Mr,

—

Troupe in conditions posing a

substantial risk of harm and 2)

e

did so knowing and disregarding that

risk.

i

not believe th

e
e

fu

Mr has m=t this burden and
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condition as Mr, did and her evaluation of Mr. Trou
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May 21, 2012, was a Msntal Hszlth Program

the E*'IHF_.]. ECF No. B3 at 2. Ms. had numerous and
significant contacts with Mr. Troupe over the years prior. Ses ECF Mo .
Ms. had the same understanding of mMr, Troupe's

ne used self-harm as a manipulation tactic to get what he

ias on Mr. Troupe’'s treatment team on May 21, 2012,

team agreecd that Mr. Troupe had a low risk of s=lf-har

roupe claims that Ms acted with deliberate
in recommanding to Mr that hes be releassd from the

that after he was releassed to the seclusion room Ms. walked

Lt

f=d
=

ing cell window and did not help Mr. Troupe even after Ms,

le to see that he had begun cutting himself again.

ause Ms ¢ Just like Mr was part of the decision-
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that chose to release Mr. Troupe from the restraint bed,
cannot grant Ms s summary-judgagment motion. As with
jury could find that Ms. acted 1n Mr., Troupe's best
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LU a Jury could also fing that Ms. Glsregardsd a
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