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NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY AND

CONCERN REGARDING SUBSEQUENT

PROCEEDINGS BELOW

Re: Jason M. Lynch v. White County Jait; Sheriff White County; John Does 'l-25; )ane Does; 1-

10; Private Medicat Contractors , White County JaiU Arkansas Department of Heatth; and

Unknown insurers, CY-26-301, appeal From transport order entered Aprit 7, 2026 [pro se

petition for dectaratory judgment and injunctive Retief fited Ap ril1,2026,

White County Circuit Court, 73CY-26-287
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NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORIW AND CONCERN

REGARDING SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS BELOW

COMES NOW, Jason M. Lynch, Appetlant, and respectfu[[y submits this Notice to inform

the Court of significant devetopments occurring in the proceedings betow that directty

impact matters presentty before this court.

Since the fiting of the pending appeat, the circuit court has entered an order dismissing the

underlying action based upon an atteged faiture to appea[. Appe[[ant respectfulty submits

that such action raises serious concerns because the very issues surrounding jurisdiction,

appettate review, and the propriety of the proceedings were atready being presented to this

Court for review.

At a minimum, the dismissat creates the appearance that the issues currentty before this

Court have been frustrated, attered, or rendered more diff icult to review through actions

taken after appettate proceedings were initiated. Appettant respectfutty submits that once

issues are activety pending before a higher court, the lower court should exercise caution

to avoid actions that coutd interfere with meaningfut appe[[ate review.

This deve[opment further strengthens Appettant's [ongstanding concern that he cannot

obtain a fair and impartiaI review of matters arising from White County. Throughout these

proceedings, Appettant has repeatedty raised concerns regarding procedurat irregutarities,
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unanswered motions, tack of timety rulings, deniat of meaningfuI participation, and actions

that have consistentty preiudiced his abitity to present his ctaims on the merits.

Appettant further notes that the FederaI Bureau of Prisons previousty dectined requests

retated to his transfer from federat custody. Appettant was informed that White County

officiats, inctuding the Sheriff, sought approvaI regarding his transportation and custody.

According to information provided to Appe[[ant, federaI authorities declined such requests

due to security and custody concerns. Appeltant was further advised that alternative

methods of participation existed and cou[d have been utitized.

Despite these circumstances, the proceedings betow continued in a manner that

uttimatety resutted in dismissat of Appettant's ctaims. The practicaI effect is that Appettant

has now been denied an opportunity to futly present evidence, conduct discovery examine

witnesses, and obtain a decision on the merits of substantiat constitutionat and statutory

ctaims.

The resutting prejudice to Appettant is significant. Among other things:

1. Appettant has tost vatuabte time pursuing retief.

2. Appettant has incurred substantiat titigation expenses and burdens.

3. lmportant ctaims remain unresolved on their merits.

4. Witness memories continue to fade.

5. Evidence becomes increasingty diff icult to obtain with the passage of time.

6. Statutes of [imitation continue to create concerns regarding retated c[aims.
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7. Pubtic confidence in the fairness and integrity of the proceedings is undermined.

Appettant respectfutty submits that these devetopments further demonstrate why

intervention bythis Court is necessary. The cumutative record reflects repeated procedurat

obstactes that have prevented meaningful review of serious altegations invotving

governmentaI actors, jaiI officiats, and constitutionaI viotations.

Whether viewed individuatty or coltectivety, these actions create at teast the appearance

that Appettant's c[aims are being prevented from reaching a futt and fair adjudication on

their merits. The Arkansas Supreme Court is uniquety positioned to ensure that justice is

administered fairty, that titigants receive meaningfuI access to the courts, and that public

confidence in the judiciat process is maintained.

WHEREFORE, Appettant respectfulty requests that this Court take notice of these

deve[opments, consider their impact upon the pending proceedings, and grant such retief

as justice may require.

Respectfutty submitted,

Jason M. Lynch

Appettant, Pro Se

/s/ Jason M. Lynch

Appettant, Pro Se



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

l, iason Matthew Lynch, certify that I have this day served a true and correct copy of the
,oregoing upon alt counseL of record and parties invotved in this matter by depositing the
same in the United States Mait, property addressed and with sufficient postage prepaid,

and/or by etectronic means, inctuding CM/ECF notification where applicabte, on this gth

day of .lune, 2026.

Service was made upon at[ attorneys oi record, inctuding but not timited to counset
associated with this case, white county court cterk, in accordance with the Federat RuLes of
Civit Procedure and anyappticabl,e locat rutes ofthis Court.

I dectare under penatty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Respectf utty submitted,

/s/ rason Matthew Lynch

Jason Matthew Lynch

Ptaintiff, Pro Se


