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PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR
AN IMMEDIATE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
Plaintiffs are inmates currently imprisoned in Holman Correctional
Facility, in a group of cells known as death row. Because of the inadequate
ventilation and cooling system on death row, Plaintiffs are constantly exposed to
temperatures often exceeding 90 degrees, with a heat index surpassing 100
degrees. This unrelenting exposure to extreme heat and lack of ventilation is not
only cruel and inhumane, it also places Plaintiffs in direct risk of harm from heat
stroke, heat exhaustion, and other heat-induced illnesses, in violation of the
Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States Constitution. Because
Plaintiffs suffer irreparable harm every day they are exposed to such cruelty and
risk of harm, they seek immediate preliminary injunctive relief pursuant to
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65(a) to require Defendants to allow inmates to
purchase fans for their cells. Because the heat is currently at its worst, Plaintiffs
request an expedited hearing on this matter and that the preliminary injunction

remain in effect pending a trial on the merits. Plaintiffs also request that the
Court waive the requirement that a bond be posted.
I.

Factual Background
A.

A Description of Holman's Death Row

Holman's death row consists of four buildings, only three of which are
presently occupied, housing approximately 160 inmates. Each building is divided
into two sides. The upper and lower tiers of each side contain a row of 14 cells.
Therefore, there are a total of 28 cells in each side and 56 cells in each building.
Cells are not individually cooled. The sides and back walls are solid cement (with
the exception of a small opening on the back wall described below). The fronts
of the cells, which were originally built with bars through which some air could
pass, have been covered with a bulky, wire mesh approximately 1/2" thick. The
mesh is composed of small, square-shaped holes that barely allow the tip of a
pencil to penetrate. Virtually no air passes through this mesh and only a small
opening at the bottom allows food trays to be passed to the inmates.
The windows located on the wall facing the cell fronts do not provide any
additional ventilation. The windows open at a slant, allowing very little air to
enter the prison from the outside. Because the little air that enters is not pushed
toward the mesh-covered cell fronts, it does not reach the interior of the cells.
Any potential advantage of opened windows is also quickly negated by the
sunlight that streams through the glass, raising the already high temperatures in
the cellblock. There are no shade trees or other protective covering to shade the
death row buildings from the sun. Without an operational ventilation and
cooling unit, temperatures in the cells often exceed 90 degrees, and the heat
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index tops 100 degrees.' Plaintiffs have absolutely no protection from
prolonged, constant exposure to humid air and stifling south Alabama heat.
Holman's ventilation and cooling system has been defective, and parts
inoperable, for years. It originally had two basic components. The first
component was the ventilation and cooling unit located on the prison roof. This
unit circulated water-cooled air through the duct system, with vents located
above and below the upper level tier walkway. These vents were positioned to
blow cool air toward the fronts of inmates' cells. This unit operated in tandem
with the second component of the ventilation and cooling system - exhaust fans
located in a tunnel behind the cell block. These fans pulled cool air from the
vents in the hallway through the fronts of the cells and out a narrow meshcovered opening at the back. When the system was operating, each cell was
ventilated and "air-conditioned" through the continuous circulation of cool air.
The entire ventilation and cooling unit was removed when Defendants
renovated the heating system in early 2002, replacing steam with gas heat.' The
unit itself was not replaced and the ductwork was sealed. The exhaust fans,
recently inoperable, have been repaired in a few of the tiers. But as the less
significant component of the entire system, the exhaust fans are insufficient to

'The avenge temperature for August in Atmore, Alabama, where Holman is located, is
91.68 degrees. Ex. 1, at 2 (Temperature Data, Southeast Regional Climate Center at
Atmore, Alabama, at http://cirrus.dnr.state.sc.us). This data, considered in tandem with the
relative humidity, produces the heat index, an accurate measure of how hot it really feels.
Ex. 2, at 2 (Heat Index Data, National Weather Service, at http:I/www.nws.noaagov). The
forecasted heat index for August 16-24, 2002, for the Holman area, is between 106 and 108
degrees. See j4, at 3-4. There is no doubt that these measurements are indicative of the
heat index at Atmore throughout the unrelentingly hot summer months.
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For several years prior to the removal of the ventilation unit, however, the system did not
blow water-cooled air.

ventilate or cool the cells. Moreover, some exhaust fans continue to be
completely inoperable.
Instead of providing an operational ventilation and cooling system,
Defendants have relied on the heating system to cool the cells this summer.
Because it does not blow as hard as the former cooling unit, the heating unit is
ineffective at ventilating the cells. The location of the heating vents compounds
the problem. Vents are located on the opposite wall across from the lower level
cells and because of the distance to the fronts of the cells (and the dense mesh),
air is not pushed into the cell interior. Any circulating air is completely blocked
from the upper level cells by the upper level walkway. Moreover, because this
unit was never intended to cool the air, it simply blows hot air taken directly
from the roof. During the summer, temperatures on the roof may well exceed
100 degrees.
Defendants also provide one fan for each upper level walkway. The
placement of this fan at the end of the hall and facing down the walkway parallel
to Plaintiffs' cells is almost completely futile. Any circulation created
by this fan
cannot begin to ventilate or cool the fourteen cells in the upper levels. Even if it
did provide some circulation, the air could not actually pass through the wire
barrier placed on the fronts of Plaintiffs' cells. These fans have absolutely no
effect on the lower level cells.
Defendants also usually provide approximately two small cups of ice to
each death row inmate on a daily basis in a feeble attempt to compensate for the
lack of a proper ventilation and cooling system. The ice obviously does
nothing
to cool the cellblocks or the individual cells and provides only a moment's
respite
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from the oppressive heat. It is simply no substitute for adequate ventilation and
cooling.
B.

The "No New Fan" Policy

The lack of ventilation and cooling is exacerbated by Defendants' "no new
fan" policy. In the past, in recognition that the extreme heat and lack of
ventilation in the death row cells was extremely dangerous, inmates were
allowed to purchase their own fans to keep in their cells. A new policy
implemented in 1995 banned all fans except for those already possessed by
inmates at the time of the policy change. As new inmates enter the facility, they
do not receive and are prohibited from purchasing fans for their cells. As a
result, approximately 35 death row inmates currently have fans in their cells; the
rest do not.
C.

The Risks of Harm Imposed by Constant Exposure to
Extreme Heat and Lack of Ventilation

The conditions on Holman's death row are cruel and cause a substantial
risk of serious harm to the inmates' health and well-being. The effects on
humans caused by exposure to extreme heat, compounded by lack of
ventilation, are well documented. These risks include heat exhaustion, heat
syncope (loss of consciousness), heat cramps, and heat stroke. Ex. 3, at & 2
(Declaration of Dr. Thomas E. Terndrup, hereinafter "Terndrup Deci."). Heat
stroke is a potentially fatal condition. 14. Symptoms of heat-induced illness
include a number of the symptoms already exhibited by Plaintiffs and other
death row inmates - dizziness, headaches, nausea, fatigue, lightheadedness, and
lethargy. Se ii

Inmates with certain pre-existing medical conditions, like heart disease,
respiratory diseases, and mental illness, are more susceptible to heat-induced
illnesses and face a greater risk of harm. Id. at 13; Ex. 4, at & 2 (Declaration of
Dr. Kathryn Burn, hereinafter "Bums Deci."). Risks are further increased for
those inmates taking certain medications, including medication prescribed for
high blood pressure, asthma, mental illness, and heart failure. Ex. 3, at & 3
(Terndrup Deci.); Ex. 4, at & 2 (Burns Decl.), Ex. 5 at 1 (medications increasing risk
of heat-induced illnesses). These conditions and medications limit the body's
natural ability to maintain proper internal temperature. Ex. 3, at & 3 (Terndrup
Decl.); Ex. 4, at & 2 (Burns Decl.). The Alabama Department of Corrections
("DOC") itself recognizes these risks. For inmates taking psychotropic
medication for mental illness, for example, DOC administrative regulations
require specific steps to be taken when the inmate's housing area temperature
exceeds 90 degrees, including the provision of a fan; additional ice, fluids, and
showers; and even temporary transfer to another institution where conditions
are more compatible with an inmate's clinical status. See Ex. 6, at 1 (Alabama
Department of Corrections Mental Health Services Policies and Procedures,
hereinafter "Mental Health Policy")?
Older inmates are also at an increased risk. Ex. 3, at & 3 (Terndrup Decl.).
When the temperature exceeds 80 degrees, the incidence of heat-related illnesses,

Other states also recognize these significant risks. The Ohio Psychotropic Medication
Policy and Annual Memorandum regarding Psychotropic Medication-Related Heat Stroke,
for example, provides that whenever internal cell temperature exceeds 88 degree, inmates
must be provided with increased ventilation, increased fluids and ice, and even temporary
movement to another area of the institution.
Ex. 4, at 13 (Attachment to Bums Deci.).
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especially for older individuals, increases significantly.

U.

Death row inmate

Clarence Simmons, for example, falls into three high-risk categories. At sixtyfour years of age, he suffers from high blood pressure and takes medicine to
control that condition as well as Thorazine, an anti-psychotic medication. Ex. 7,
at 111-2 (Declaration of inmate Clarence Simmons, hereinafter "Simmons
Deci."). In these circumstances, a cooler, well-ventilated environment is critical to
Mr. Simmons' mental and physical health. See Ex. 4, at 1[12-3 (Burns Decl.).
Ignoring these substantial risks, and contrary to their own regulations,
Defendants will not allow Mr. Simmons to purchase a fan.
Plaintiff Jerry Henderson is fifty-five and suffers from high blood pressure
and asthma; he takes medication to control both conditions. Ex. 8, at 111, 4
(Declaration of inmate Jerry Henderson, hereinafter "Henderson Decl."). Each
summer, Mr. Henderson is forced to endure the heat despite repeated hot
flashes, weakness, dizziness, and nausea. j. at &4. Plaintiff John Calhoun also
feels dizzy and has lost weight. Ex. 9, at 113, 5 (Declaration 6f inmate John
Calhoun, hereinafter "Calhoun Decl."). Like Mr. Henderson, lie is on medication
for high blood pressure and asthma, making him more susceptible to heatinduced illnesses. See

at 14. Medical personnel at the prison have admitted

freely to him that the heat makes his asthma worse. Id., Fortunately, both Mr.
Henderson and Mr. Calhoun have been spared so far from the most damaging
conditions caused by exposure to constant heat. Plaintiff Michael Maxwell,
however, has already succumbed. On or around August 1, 2002, he blacked out
due to the intense heat and woke up in the infirmary. Ex. 10, at 91 4 (Declaration
of inmate Michael Maxwell, hereinafter "Maxwell Deci."). He hit the cement
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wall in his cell so hard that he had a large bruise and bump on his forehead.

a

It took two hours in the air-conditioned infirmary for him to adequately cool
down. S

id. Even now, he routinely feels dizzy and fatigued and has to take

medication to control his headaches. Id. at &3. He has also lost weight during
the summer. See j4. at 16.
Plaintiffs spend virtually twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, in
cells that feel like sweatboxes. On the few occasions each week that they are
permitted to leave their cells, they are forced to spend time in other dangerously
hot areas of the prison complex. Exercise, for example, takes place for an hour
each day. If inmates choose to leave their cells for this activity, they are sent
outside into the direct sunlight bearing down on the prison yard. While the
inmates endure the oppressive heat, guards stand in the only shade available under a man-made platform. Inmates are prohibited from sharing, even for a
moment, the little comfort that this shade provides. After an hour of stifling
heat, high humidity, and physical activity, and with no time to cool-down,
inmates are returned immediately to cells that are already extremely hot. Given
these circumstances, many inmates, including Plaintiff Jerry Henderson, simply
sacrifice their only precious opportunity to go outside. See Ex. 8, at &5
(Henderson Decl.). Experience has taught them that upon returning to their
cells, they are unable to cool down adequately.

S id.

They sweat profusely as

their bodies vainly attempt to lower their body temperature to less dangerous
levels. See id. Some inmates have determined that one hour of outside activity
is not worth the serious risk of harm or the utter misery they experience upon
returning to their cells.

-

Trips to the library, the shower, and visitation also provide no real relief.
In the four to six hours per week that inmates are permitted to visit the
library,
they continue to endure stifling heat and humidity. Like inmates' cells, the
library has no ventilation and cooling. Despite the known beneficial effects from
frequent showers, Defendants limit inmates' showers to only three times per
week, an insufficient number of times to counteract the dangerous effects of
almost constant exposure to extreme heat.
Social and legal visits occur in a room lacking air-conditioning as well.
During the six-hour period once a week that inmates are permitted social
visitors, only a portion of that time is actually spent removed from their cells.
Even though the visiting area is ventilated by four fans, inmates who have either
social or legal visitors are simply not in the visiting area long enough to benefit
from the increased air circulation. Indeed, the only time inmates have access to
an air-conditioned environment is when they are already sick. Defendants
recognize that adequate ventilation and cooling in the infirmary is essential for
humans to maintain physical and mental health, and to assist healing. They just
refuse to provide it in the areas where inmates spend the vast majority of their
time.
Plaintiffs have tried everything possible to alleviate these inhumane
conditions. Most inmates find their clothing too hot and confining in the
summer; they strip away everything but their underwear in an attempt to keep
cool. S

jj, at &3; Ex. 10, at & 5 (Maxwell Decl.). Sitting half-naked in their cells,

many inmates drape wet washcloths over their exposed (arid unexposed) body
parts, see Ex. 8, at 13 (Henderson Deci.); Ex. 9, at & 6(Calhoun Decl.), and even

wet their underwear or other clothing in the hope of obtaining relief. S

Ex. 8,

at & 3 (Henderson Deci.); Ex. 10, at & 5 (Maxwell Deci.). The nighttime is no
better. Rather than sleeping in their beds, many inmates brave the ants and rats
for the meager benefits that sleeping on the cooler concrete floor provides. See
Ex. 9, at & 6 (Calhoun Decl.). Even so, they wake frequently, drenched in sweat.
See i

Some keep their light off during the day, seeking some limited benefit

from the elimination of this small source of heat. See id. Because the toilet water
seems cooler that that in the sink, Plaintiffs often place their feet, and even their
heads into the toilet and flush. See id.; Ex. 8, at & 3 (Henderson Decl.); Ex. 10, at
15 (Maxwell Decl.).. At least one inmate places his candy bars in a container and
places the container in the toilet because they melt otherwise. Ex. 11, at & 5
(Declaration of Alan Miller, hereinafter "Miller Decl.").
Despite repeated notification by Plaintiffs to the Defendants of the
dangers to inmates from the extreme heat and lack of ventilation, Defendants
have failed to take any appropriate action to alleviate these dangerous
conditions. Se, .gs, Ex. 12 (Letters from Plaintiffs' counsel to Defendants).
II.

THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE ISSUANCE OF A
PRELMINARY INJUNCTION ARE SATISFIED

Four prerequisites must be established for the issuance of a preliminary
injunction: 1) a substantial likelihood of success on the merits; 2) irreparable
injury in the absence of preliminary relief; 3) the threatened injury to the movant
must outweigh the harm the preliminary injunction would inflict on the nonmovant; and 4) the preliminary injunction will not disserve the public interest.
See Nnadiv Richter 976 F.2d 682, 690 (11th Cir. 1992). The Plaintiffs satisfy all
four requirements.
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A.

There is a Substantial Likelihood that Plaintiffs Will
Prevail on the Merits of Their Claims.

The Defendants' refusal to provide adequate cooling and ventilation to
inmates housed on Holi-nan's death row exposes Plaintiffs to cruel and inhumane
conditions and to serious risks of harm, and even death, in violation of the
Eighth Amendment. It is undisputed that the conditions under which an inmate
is confined may form the basis of an Eighth Amendment claim.
Helling v
McKinney 509 U.S. 25, 31 (1993). Prison officials must ensure that inmates
receive "adequate food, clothing, shelter and medical care," Farmer v Brennan
511 U.S. 825, 832 (1994) (emphasis added), and that punishment not involve the
"wanton and unnecessary infliction of pain." Rhodes v Chapman 452 U.S. 337,
347 (1981). Plaintiffs claiming an Eighth Amendment violation must show that
(1) the deprivation alleged is "sufficiently serious," resulting in the "denial of the
minimal civilized measure of life's necessities;" and (2) the prison official has a
sufficiently culpable state of mind. Farmer, 452 U.S. at 834.
Courts have made clear that exposing inmates to extreme temperatures
deprives them of the "minimal civilized measure of life's necessities" sufficient to
violate the Eighth Amendment. See Chandler v Baird 926 F.2d 1057,1065-66
(11th Cir. 1991) ("the right of a prisoner not to be confined in a cell at so low a
temperature as to cause severe discomfort ... [is] well established").' In Brock v

See also Palmer v Johnson 193 F.3d 346, 352-53 (5th Cit. 1999) (prisoners have a right
to protection from extreme temperatures); Dixonv Godinez 114 F.3d 640, 646 (7th Cir.
1997) (extreme cold may violate the Eighth Amendment's requirement for adequate
shelter); Hendersonv DeRobertis 940 F.2d 1055, 1059 (7th Cit. 1991) (constitutional
right to adequate shelter does not "come and go with the weather"); Mavnor v Morgan
County. Alabama 147 F. Supp. 2d 1185, 1189 (N.D. Ma. 2001) (court granted preliminary
injunction, ordering that prison officials clean ventilation ducts and maintain a temperature
between 65 and 85 degrees in cellblock).
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Warren County Tennessee 713 F. Supp. 238 (E.D. Tenn. 1989), for example, the
court found an Eighth Amendment violation where an inmate died of
complications from heat stroke after being housed for six days in a cell with no
ventilation or air-conditioning. Similar to the cells on Holman's death row, the
inmate's cell was totally enclosed and the only ventilation occurred through a
"diamond-shaped window" and a food fray hole.

a at 240. A tragic death like

that which occurred in Brock is not necessary, however, before a court can and
should intervene. S

Helling 509 U.S. at 33 (1993) ("It would be odd to deny an

injunction to inmates who plainly proved an unsafe, life-threatening condition in
their prison on the ground that nothing yet happened to them.").
Here, Plaintiffs are incarcerated almost twenty-four hours a day, day after
day, in the equivalent of a sweatbox. As in Brock Plaintiffs' cells are not
ventilated or cooled, and Plaintiffs are subjected to temperatures often exceeding
90 degrees with the heat index topping 100 degrees, during the brutal south
Alabama summer months. The hot air projected from the heating unit cannot
combat this stifling heat, and the single fan placed on the upper level of each tier
does nothing to alleviate these conditions.
Stripped to their underwear, Plaintiffs continually wet themselves and
their clothing in an attempt to reduce their body temperature. They sweat
continuously day or night. Those who are unafraid of the ants or rats try to
sleep on the cement floor because it is cooler. Even so, their sleep is disrupted.
The heat is so unbearable that Plaintiffs are willing to place their heads in their
toilets to cool off. Despite these attempts to ameliorate the extreme heat arid its
effect on their health, many death row inmates, including Plaintiffs, have already
12

experienced a number of the tell-tale symptoms of heat-induced illness, including
dizziness, headaches, nausea, lethargy, and fatigue. Plaintiff Michael Maxwell has
already succumbed to the effects of excessive heat and had to be taken to the
prison infirmary for medical treatment. Plaintiffs' symptoms and conditions
simply substantiate the overwhelming medical evidence that long-term and
constant exposure to humidity and oppressive heat causes a significant risk of
physical and mental harm. See infra at 5-7.
Although these inhumane conditions are sufficient on their own to
establish an Eighth Amendment violation, Defendants' failure to allow fans
provides a mutually enforcing effect that further exacerbates the substantial risks
of harm. See Wilson v Seiter 501 U.S. 294, 304 (1991) (failure to provide blankets
when it is cold may provide a "mutually enforcing effect"). The "no new fan"
policy intensifies Plaintiffs' suffering. In Brock the court pointed out that failure
to provide a fan contributed to the already inhumane conditions, particularly
where, like here, a fan could have been provided without expense. S

713 F.

Supp. at 241-42 (court noted that fan should have been provided earlier and that
it did not involve any additional expense).
There is no penological justification for Defendant's policy prohibiting
inmates from purchasing fans. "A regulation cannot be sustained where the
logical connection between the regulation and the asserted goal is so remote as
to render the policy arbitrary or irrational." Turner v Safely 482 U.S. 78, 89-90
(1987). Any security or other justification proffered by Defendants for the "no
new fan" policy would be arbitrary and irrational, given that Defendants allow
approximately 35 death row inmates to have fans Lacking any penological
13

justification, Defendants' policy simply causes the majority of death row inmates,
including Plaintiffs, unnecessary suffering. This the Eighth Amendment does not
allow. See Greggv Georgia 428 U.S. 153, 183 (1976) ("the sanction imposed
cannot be so totally without penological justification that it results in the
gratuitous infliction of suffering").
Not only do Plaintiffs suffer objectively serious conditions, thereby
satisfying the first prong of an Eighth Amendment analysis, but Defendants are
also deliberately indifferent to Plaintiffs' suffering and risk of harm. .$

Farmer

511 U.S. at 842. Defendants know that their failure to provide a ventilation and
cooling system, and their policy prohibiting inmates from purchasing fans, is
cruel and inhumane and poses a substantial risk of serious harm to Plaintiffs. In
addition to their knowledge of the inmates who have been injured or who have
shown symptoms of heat-induced illnesses, Plaintiffs have repeatedly warned
Defendants of the serious risk inherent in their conduct. See,

Ex. 12 (Letters

from Plaintiffs' counsel to Defendant): Nevertheless, Defendants have failed to
replace or repair the ventilation and cooling system and have refused to allow
inmates to purchase their own fans.
Given that the excessive heat and lack of ventilation poses a serious risk of
harm to Plaintiffs and that Defendants are deliberately indifferent to these risks,
Plaintiffs are likely to prevail on the merits in this case.
B.

The Plaintiffs are Suffering Irreparable Harm

Plaintiffs are clearly suffering irreparable harm. As a result of Defendants'
failure to act, Plaintiffs have suffered and continue to suffer serious physical

14

injuries and are at substantial risk of serious harm, and even death, from
constant, long-term exposure to excessive temperatures and humid air.
Plaintiffs have no adequate remedy at law. No amount of money or
eventual success on the merits could possibly compensate them for the ongoing
harm being inflicted upon them on a daily basis. 5e Ray v School Dist. 666 F.
Supp. 1524, 1535 (M.D. Fla. 1997) (granting preliminary injunction where neither
a monetary award nor prevailing on the merits could compensate Plaintiffs).
C.

The Balance of Harm Clearly Weighs in the Plaintiffs'
Favor

The daily injury to Plaintiffs from Defendants' policy of prohibiting
inmates from purchasing fans outweighs any harm Defendants might suffer
from a preliminary injunction. As described above, Plaintiffs at Holman are
exposed to an ongoing, substantial risk of serious harm. The relief that Plaintiffs
seek at this preliminary stage will impose neither a financial nor security burden
on the Defendants. Plaintiffs merely seek an order that they and all other death
row inmates be permitted to purchase their own fans, at their own expense The
Defendants cannot argue that they will suffer any security or other burden at all
-- the Defendants
already allow approximately 35 death row inmates to maintain
their own fans in their cells.
D.

Granting a Preliminary Injunction Would Not Disserve the
Public Interest

Plaintiffs seek a preliminary injunction to protect their rights under the
Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments. As a general matter, the "protection of
constitutional rights is of the highest public interest." Connorv. Palm Beach Qy
EL. 1996 WL 438779, at *17 (S.D. Fla. 1996) (attached at Ex. 13); see also Spaftas
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Youth League v Board of Trustees 502 F. Supp. 789, 804 (N.D. Iii. 1980) (finding
that "the ultimate public interest lies in the protection of the Constitutional rights
which Plaintiffs assert"). The public interest is not served by Defendants' current
practice of subjecting inmates to stifling heat and inadequate ventilation,
depriving them of the minimal civilized measure of life's necessities.
E.

The Requirement That a Bond Be Posted Should Be Waived

The Plaintiffs respectfully request the Court waive the bond requirement
contained in Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65(c), given the strength of the case,
the Plaintiffs' indigency, arid the strong public interest involved. .See Molton Co
v Eagle-Picher Industries, Inc. 55 F.3d 1171, 1176 (6th Cir. 1995) (approving
waiver of bond given strength of case and "the strong public interest involved");
Campos v INS 70 F. Supp. 2d 1296, 1310 (S.D. Fla. 1998) (because Plaintiffs were
indigent and sought to vindicate their constitutional rights, consistent with the
public interest, the court did not require a bond).
CONCLUSION
Because the Plaintiffs have satisfied all of the elements for the issuance of a
preliminary injunction, the motion is due to be granted.
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Respectfully Submitted
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Rhon a Brownstein
Southern Poverty Law Center
400 Washington Avenue
Montgomery, AL 36101-2087
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that I have served a true and correcopy of the foregoing
document, by first-class mail, postage prepaid, on the
of August, 2002, on the
persons whose addresses are listed below:
Michael Haley, Commissioner
Alabama Department of Corrections
P0 Box 301501
Montgomery, AL 36130-1501
Grantt Culliver, Warden
Holman Correctional Facility
P0 Box 3700
Atmore, AL 36503-3700

T3acGraham
Southern Poverty Law Center
400 Washington Avenue
P.O. Box 2087
Montgomery, AL 36101-2087
Telephone: (334) 956-8200
Facsimile: (334) 956-8480

