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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
] ¥ .
WESTERN DIVISION 05 JUR 16 PHI2: 32
HUBERT 1111 (ROLI0
CLER, LS 8T OT

DARIUS D. LITTLE, W, OF T, WERiS
Plaintiff,

v. No. 96-2520 M1

SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE,
et al.,

Defendants.

Nt T Mgt M s e Vet N Nt Nt N

ORDER AND OPINION PURGING DEFENDANTS OF CONTEMPT

On December 22, 2000, the Court issued an Opinion Finding
Defendants in Contempt of Court for failing to implement specific
steps ordered by Judge Turner in his orders of November 12, 1997,
and November 24, 1999, to correct the unconstitutional conditions
at the Shelby County Jail (“the Jail”).! Following the finding
of contempt, Defendants created a new remedial scheme that was
effectively adopted by the Court as the remedial plan to correct
the unconstitutional conditions at the Jail. The Court held
hearings in this case on April 15, 2005, and on April 19, 2005,

to determine whether Defendants should no longer be held in

! Appendices A-K, which contain certain documents referenced in
this order and opinion are attached. The order and opinion and the
appendices shall be accessible at http://www. tnwd.uscourts.gov for
five days following the entry of this order and opinion. TIn addition,
the order and opinion and appendices shall be permanently accessible
at http://www.tnwd.uscourts.gov/JudgeMcCalla.

Tiis document entered on the docket sheet in compliance
with Rule 58 and/or 79(a) FRCP on {2 J6= 06
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contempt of Court . ?

The long history of unconstitutionai conditions at the Jaiil

In light of the Provisions contained inp § 3626(b} of the Prison
Litigation Reform act {("PLRA"), the Court initiateq the purgation
bProcess and adopted a schedule to move Defendantsg toward Purgation.
Section 3626 (b} of the PLRa Provides:

order denying termination of Drospective relief under
thig baragraph; or
(iii) in the case of an order issued on Or before the

(2) Immediate termination of Prospective relief, -_ In any

relief ig narrowly drawn, extends no further than necessary
Lo correct the violation of the Federa: right, and ig the
least intrusive means necessary to Correct the violation of
the Federal right.

(3) Limitation, -- Prospective relief shall not terminate if
the court makes written findings based on the record that

Federal right, ang that the Prospective relief is narrowly
drawn and the least intrusjive means to correct the
violatioen.

(4} Termination Or modification of relief, -- Nothing in
this section shall prevent any party or intervener from
seeking modification or termination before the relief ig

terminable under baragraph (1} or (2), to the extent that
modification or termination would otherwise be legally
Permissible.

18 U.s.C. 5 3626 (b) .

T m——
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during the period between 1987 and 2001 was conceded by the
Defendants. The following quote from the report of Defendants’
expert, Dr. Jeffrey A. Schwartz, summarizes the conditions that
were present at the Jail;

Prior to 2001, the Shelby County Jail had a twenty year
history of abysmal leadership, mismanagement, nepotism
and cronyism, low hiring standards and poor personnel
practices, lack of staff training and other resources
and a profound lack of concern, support or
accountability from both the Sheriff‘s 0Office and the
rest of the Shelby County government. These factors
produced an overcrowded jail that was dangerous for
inmates and staff alike, a jail in which the living
units were largely controlled by gangs and in which
assaults, rapes, stabbings, escapes and suicides were
relatively commonplace events. The jail was filthy and
in poor repair; staff were unprofessional with inmates
and with each other and there was a well-established
pattern of excessive force. Food service, medical and
mental health services were deplorable and other
services such as inmate classification and inmate
programming were dysfunctional or simply lacking. The
rest of the Shelby County Sheriff’s 0Office had
metaphorically disinherited the jail and its staff,
routinely refusing to recognize them as part of the
same organization. The jail had not been certified by
the Tennessee Corrections Institute (TCI) for many
yvears and it is difficult to imagine how the jail’'s
image in the community could have been much worse.

(Jeffrey A. Schwartz, A Review of the Shelby County Jail, March
2005, (“Schwartz Report”), Hearing Ex. 2, at 7.) (Docket No.
810.) Until the December 22, 2000, Opinion Finding Defendants in
Contempt of Court, Defendants failed to take steps to remedy
these conditions. (Id. at 59-60.) Since the finding of
contempt, Defendants have developed and taken steps to implement

a new remedial scheme that has alleviated the unconstitutional
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