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ARTHUR . GILLAMND,
et al.,

Plaintifk,
VE. Mo, B7=21891=3
JATE OWENS, =t al.,

Defendanks,
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DROER APFROV NG MODTFICATTON OF CONSENT DICRER,
TEERMIMATING CONEENT DECRER AND NISMEISSING ENTIRE CARE

P T wna

on June 3, 1923, this court eptered an order
preliminardly approvimg the terminaticon af the crngent ardae
granting reliecf in this case and setting a hearing on the dxavea
of modification of the long range plan and termination &f the
gungent vader, The vades pruvidsd an gpportunity for obhtections
ber fhe swdafigaliaon af the long range plan and termination- of the
gongenl crden . |

The court recvelved two oblectionzs to Eermination of the
decree. U4 of Lthase was from a group of inmates whe idontifdied
themnselves as the residenls ol B-pod, fourth flaor, 3t Ehe Jail.
Th:e other objection was Ellad Ly Dok Paktiles, one of the
individual named plaintifls in the capw. Bobh abilections oassert

that the consent order should nol e terminated due to varilous

7 o matters that ave unrelated to the issues which were tried in this
ease and the arens in which #he ecqurt found coaslibuticoal

vialaktions. The shiacstions from B-pod, Fowzilh flocr, relate
Tote Tesozendh et ool mn B mhewl S L 3 e 0t B 2a TS xmd far
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Qase 3V v 1R 4504 paerement 3 reled 00001930 Foge gt 8n Raueil Anl court
and atatr oriminal ceuri procedurea. Certain issues yere also
radeed sancerning grigvance and dizeiplinary procedures in the
jail, which were oot dealt wikh in any way in the congent order.
Battles " vhjections also relate to his pemding stabe grdminal
procoedings,. Bacause the abjesbiana ara pnrelated o the relisef
granted by the consent srder and to the court's vriginal Findings
cof unvenstitutionality, the court has determinecd that no proof ia
Mece=zary Iwgarding the objestioma. The court haa Eully
apnsldered Lhe obhiectiocns and heliave that they provide no basis
for rafusing +to modify the long range plan or berminate the
comsent dedras,

on Juna 28, 1993, the courlt condgeted a hesaTing in thia
datear, The pennf ectablichaed that delsndants have complied with
all pravisione of the gonEent order and the long range plan, &%
meadified, and that dnmate on innabe sicolence in the Hail hna
danreased dramatically sinee the trial of the lilabhiljity iasues in
thig case in 1989, Based on the proof presented at that hearing
and the entire record in Lhizs matter, the courtb éﬁ#fﬁvéﬂ Eka
modi fication of the lonw rangs plan reguestsd in the 4mind
petition of the parfies filed in this Case May 27, 1993, The
cewrt alao approves termination of Lhe consent order granking
relief and dismisses plalntlfifs' original =zlsim im khis mnes,
Raged non ¥he requuest of tha county Adefandsnks, their third party
claim agalnet stutw delfendants is 4ismigaed without prejudice.

This ¢rdar disposes of the entire came. The olerk im

diracted to send a copy of thie order to the inmates who filed
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