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IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
SOUTH BEND DIVISION

INMATES OF WESTVILLE CORRECTIONAL
CENTER, ROGER W. ANDERSON,
et. al.,

Plaintiffs,

vs. CAUSE NO. S 83-481

)
)
)
)
)
g
EVAN BAYH, et. al., )

Defendants.

STIPULATION AND REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE
OF COURT SUPERVISION FOR AN ADDITIONAL
SIX MONTHS

The parties, by their respective counsel, agree and stipulate to the

following:

_,1. A Consent Decree was entered in this case on April 4, 19839, as the
final judgment of the Court.

2. The Consent Decree provided, in part, that this Court would retain
active'jurisdiction and supervision for a period of at least two years
unless continued active jurisdiction and supervision were requested by the
plaintiffs.

3. The Consent Decree also provided that the defendants would subnilt
compliance status reports every three months with the court and plaintiffs:®
counsel until the Court's jurisdiction over this case ends.

4. The parties, with court approval, have previously stipulated to

extend the court's supervision; the same is scheduled to terminate on

R

Decenber 3, 1993.
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5. During the last six month extension, the parties have been
diligently attempting to resolve disputes involving medical:étaffing,
psychiatric unit staffing, and the level of violence at Westville.

6. Counsel for the parties met in December of 1992, March 17,'1993
and on April 19, 1993 and November 15, 1993 to discuss these problems in
detail and engage in further negotiations in an attempt to bring this case
to a final conclusion. The Indiana Department of Correction (I.D.0.C.) and
counsel for the defendant have-advised the plaintiffs of plans to
restructure and reorganize the Department of Correction's institutional
facilities in regard to their respective security classification levels.
Both parties believe that the I.D.0.C.'s restructuring of its institutional
facilities will reduce the current level of violence at Westville
Correctional Center.

7. Counsel for the parties have scheduled another meeting during the
week of December 20, 1993, to continue these negotiations and to develop
new time tables for the implementation of the defendant's proposals
regarding medical staffing, psychiatric unit staffing and the overall
restructuring of the security classification level of Westville
Correctional Center. .

8. 1In order for the parties to engage in further negotiations and to
develop specific time tables for the implementations of the defendant's
proposals, the parties agree and stipulate that the court should retain

active jurisdiction and supervision for an additional one year to and

including June 3, 1994.

9. All other terms of the Consent Decree shall remain in full force.



10. Consistent with the above stipulations, the first sentence of Part
V, Numeral 1, of the Consent Decree is hereby amended to provide the

following:

The court shall retain active jurisdiction ‘and supervision of this
case until June 3, 199%4.

All other provisions of Part V, Numeral 1, of the Consent Decree -
remain in full force and apply to future proceedings as if the original

Consent Decree and Final Judgment so read.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendants

DAVID E. VANDERCOY SETH LAHN

Valparaiso University Law Deputy Attorney General
Clinic 219 State House

Heritage Hall Indianapolis, IN 46204

Valparaiso, IN 46383

APPROVED AND ORDERED this )‘ib/g;; of /{;éi/b/{éf , 1993.

ALLEN SHARP, Chief Judge
U.S. District Court

Northern District of Indiana

cc: David E. Vandercoy
VALPARAISO UNIVERSITY LAW CLINIC
Heritage Hall
Valparaiso, IN 46383

Mark Lopez

American Civil Liberties Union

1875 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Suite 410
Washington, D.C. 20009

Seth Lahn, Deputy Attorney General
219 State House

Indianapolis, IN 46204



