
FILED 
U.S. DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT ARKANSAS 

JUL 2 9 2026 

CLERK IN THE UNITED STm~:fflSTRICT COU~ TAM 
EASTE~ 0-~ ~tMIJ{ANSAS y:-fl"'--7"....._+-'"9l:iP---,,,D--EP_C_L-ER-K 

CEm'RA'L DIVISI<.»NSA$ 

JASON MATTHEW LYNCH, 
Plaintiff, 

ZOZL JUL 2 ~ ,.&;atf: lt, 4:26-cv-00118-JM-JN 

~HITE COUNTY. ARKANSAS, ct al.,TAMMY 1~ uuVdiS 
Defendants. ) 

PLAl~TIFF'S ~OTICE TO THE COURT REGARDl~G GOOD-FAITH EFFORTS TO 

OBTAIN DOE-DEFENDANT IDE1'"TIFICA TIO1'", COMMUNICATIONS WITH 

DEFENSE COUNSEL, AND REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

Plaintiff Jason Matthew Lynch. proceeding prose. respectfully submits this Notice to inform the 

Court of his repeated, documented, good-faith efforts to obtain the information necessary to 

identify the remaining Doe Defendant-; in this action, and to request appropriate relief because 

that information remains within Defendants' control. 

I. PURPOSE OF THIS ~OTICE 

This filing is intended lo place the Court on notice that Plaintiff has made sustained efforts lo 

identify the unknown correctional and other jail personnel responsible for the conditions alleged 

in this case. but has been unable to do so without Defendants' cooperation and responses to 

targeted discovery. 

Plaintiff is not refusing to identify defendants. To the contrary, Plaintiff has repeatedly attempted 

to do so in good faith. The problem is that the relevant identifying information is uniquely within 

Defendants' possession, including employment records, stafting records, shift assignments, 

supervisory chains, log books, and related jai I records. 

II. SUl\ll\lARY OF PLAINTIFF'S DOE-1D ENTIFJCA TION EFl-'ORTS 

Plaintiff has unde11aken multiple steps to obtain Doc-identification infonnation before seeking 

Court intervention, including the following: 
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a. preparation and service of a First Doe-Identification Discovery Packet; 

b. follow-up communications to defense counsel explaining that the information 

provided was incomplete: 

c. additional correspondence seeking clarification of the identities of certain jail 

personnel; 

d. emails to defense counsel; 

e. USPS mailings to defense counsel; 

f. a FOIA request to White County: and 

g. additional efforts to obtain cooperation and voluntary disclosure. 

These efforts were directed at identifying the individuals actually responsible for the conditions 

claims in this case. not at serving as a substitute for meaningful discovery. 

111. FIRST DOE-IDE~TIFICATIO'.'J DISCOVERY PACKET 

Plaintiff prepared and served a document specifically labeled the First Doe-Identification 

Discovery Packet. Its purpose was limited and targeted: to identify unknown correctional staff 

and other responsible individuals whose names are presently unknown to Plaintiff. 

The packet was sent to defense counsel for White County Defendants, including counsel 

identified in the pleadings and correspondence, and requested information necessary to identify 

the Doe Defendants, including: 

* housing-unit staff rosters; 

* supervisory chain of command information; 

* maintenance personnel infonnation; 

* recreation responsibility information: 

* food and water responsibility information: 

* grievance-routing personnel; 
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• cell-entry and rounds logs; and 

• lock-maintenance records. 

The packet was intentionally limited to Doc identification and was not a broad merits-discovery 

request. 

IV. FOLLOW-UP COMMUNICATIONS REGARDING INCOMPLETE 

IDENTfflCATION 

After serving the first discovery packet. Plaintiff sent follow-up communications explaining that 

any information previously provided was insufficient to identify the actual individuals 

responsible for the alleged conditions. 

Plaintiff specifical1y sought clarification concerning: 

• the identity of Lt. Ross; 

• the identity of Lt. Hughes; 

• missing or unidentified jail staff~ 

* missing or unidentified supervisors; and 

• the individuals responsible for the conditions claims at issue. 

Plaintifrs purpose was lo narrow the dispute and obtain enough information to name the proper 

parties, but the responses received did not resolve the identification problem. 

V. JOINT LEITER REGARDING TK HEAL TH AND MEDICAL IDENTIFICATION 

ISSUES 

Plaintiff also addressed the separate issue of medical-related identification in the companion 

medical case. That production did not resolve the Doe-identification issues in this case. 

The medical discovery produced a large amount of information concerning medical personnel. 

However, that production did not identify the correctional staff, supervisors, or other jail 

personnel responsible for the conditions-of-confinement claims asserted here. 
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Accordingly. Plaintiff informed Defendants that a bulk production of names is not the same as 

identifying the responsible individuals for the claims in this case. Plaintiff sought only the 

infonnation relevant to this action and only to the extent necessary to identify the proper parties. 

VI. NOTICE AND MOTION SEEKING EXTENSION AND COMPELLED DISCOVERY 

PlaintiITalso prepared and submitted a Notice and Motion seeking an extension of time and an 

order compelling discovery responses. The basis for that request was straightforward: Plaintiff 

cannot identify the Doc Defendants without Def cndants • cooperation. 

Plaintiff advised the Court that: 

* he has made repeated good-faith efforts; 

* he is not attempting to delay the case; 

* the relevant information is controlled by Defendants; 

* the delay results from Defendants· failure to respond: and 

* targeted discovery is necessary to identify the responsible individuals. 

Plaintiff therefore requested: 

• judicial notice of his efforts; 

• an extension of the Doe-identification deadline; 

• an order compelling responses: and 

* any additional relief the Court deems appropriate. 

VII. COMMU~ICATIO~S AND MAILINGS 

In addition to the formal discovery packet and follow-up notices. Plaintiff made multiple 

attempts to obtain cooperation through informal means. 

Those efforts included: 

* three emails to defense counsel; 

• three USPS mailings to defense counsel; 

Pagc4 

Case 4:24-cv-00740-LPR-BBM     Document 209     Filed 07/29/26     Page 4 of 17



* mail or correspondence directed to White County Detention Center: and 

* a FOIA request to White County. 

Despite these cff orts, Plaintiff has not received substantive responses sufficient to identify the 

Doc Defendants or to pcnnit amendment of the complaint with confidence that the correct parties 

arc named. 

VIII. WHY RELIEF IS WARRAI\TED 

The identifying infonnation Plaintiff seeks is controlled by Defendants. Specifically, Defendants 

possess or control: 

* employment records; 

* shift assignments: 

* post assignments; 

* staffing rosters; 

* chain-of-command infonnation; 

* maintenance records; 

* rounds logs; 

* grievance-routing records; 

* sanitation records: and 

* other jail records necessary to match names to responsibilities. 

PlainlifTis incarcerated and proceeding without counsel. He cannot independently identify 

unknown jail employees or reconstruct staffing and supervisory assignments from records lhat 

arc exclusively in Defendants' possession. 

Without court intervention. Plaintiff risks losing claims against responsible individuals simply 

because Defendants have not provided the infonnation needed to identify them. 

IX. REQUEST FOR RELIEF 
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For the reasons above. Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court: 

a. take notice of Plaintitrs documented, good-faith efforts to identify the Doe 

Defendants; 

b. find that any delay in identification is not attributable to Plaintiff; 

c. compel Defendants to provide complete responses to Plaintiff's targeted 

Doc-identification discovery~ 

d. require Defendants to identify the individuals responsible for the conditions 

alleged in this case to the extent such information is within their possession, 

custody, or control; 

e. extend the deadline for Doe identification and substitution until at least thirty days 

after full responses are received; and 

[ grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/s/ Jason Matthew Lynch 
Jason Matthew Lynch. Pro Sc 
261 Wilson Loop 
Ward. Arkansas 72 l76 
(812) 405-5532 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on this JS_ day of Ju'f . 2026, I caused a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing to be served on all counsel of record and any unrepresented parties by U.S. Mail and/or 

~;:•• i:stem, as applicable. 

-- _r ..... Jcm Matth ch. Pro Sc 
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di Outlook 

Relayed: Lynch v. White County Jail et al., Case No. 4:26-cv-00118-JM-JJV - Plaintiff's First Doe­
Identification Discovery Packet 

From Mail Delivery System <MAILER-DAEMON@dispatch1-us1.ppe-hosted.com> 

Date Mon 7/20/2026 7:24 AM 

To lewis@jowenslawfirm.com <lewis@jowenslawfirm.com> 

i 1 attachment (44 KB) 

Message Headers; 

This is the mail system at host hJ:tps://urldefense.R!QQfpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A dispatch1-
2Dus 1,ppe-2Dhosted,com&d = DwlCAg&c = euGZstcaTDllyimEN8b 7jXrw~Qf: 
ySA CdpgnYfiiMM&r=K3GUtyU8~0p6tCH4WUAaTnXe-
oT2xPaoPlSJySpWk&m = B EMeScJkff PuprA OmfaU D9H POI 1Ua!XnrXr4P6RBAmPs09mjKuu0MSJy1.Mxgj~ 
=hOrFGfW8VWazVTYSIIHOI-KlfukSB9dtlnu0NxjWLIA&e=. 

Your message was successfully delivered to the destination(s) 
listed below. If the message was delivered to mailbox you will 
receive no further notifications. Otherwise you may still receive 
notifications of mail delivery errors from other systems. 

The mail system 

<lewis@jowenslawfirm.com>: delivery via 
d283934a.ess.barracudanetwortcs.com[209.222.82.253):25: 250 OK 

(lewis@jowenslawfirm.com:2SO 2.6.0 

<MW4PR22MB371392C538DCCC4EA9EB4CB6A6C32@MW4PR22MB3713.namprd22.prod.out1ook.com> 
[L) 

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses. Visit the following link to report this email as spam: 
httJ2£ilgodaddy.doud-protect,oeVa1:u2'rep,orupam.JlbPl 
mod id=11&mod option=logitem&report=1&type=ea!t}'.spam&k=k1&p...a.Y.load=53616c746564Sf5fae61 
e823a319f83ad66e68657bf5f00b49e5f742354Sdf4f55d82f79404e64747816046e99731ab90ec07ae7b387 
Bc1e32d314b87221e9efd5840c44129e42682bd2e1fe27bfccdd951df0f086d180089dba22dd127c2587626 
113e57109561216d1bf3837daab3eb677b818e65f9799ecf4bf6e4e1666c862a8dec578164589599b2e92Bd 
9c359b14fb11dc96f7Bc1f09aa8a7814ea1570 
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• Outlook 

Relayed: Good-Faith Conference Regarding Deficient Doe-Identification Discovery; Request for 
Sworn Supplementation, Identification of Medical Decisionmakers, Authentication, and 
Preservation 

From Mail Delivery System <MAILER-DAEMON@dispatch1-us1.ppe-hosted.com> 

Date Mon 7 /2.0/2026 7:37 AM 

To allieahloy@hallboothsmith.com <allieahloy@hallboothsmith.com>; lewis@jowenslawfirm.com 
< lewis@jowenslawfirm.com> 

i 1 attachment (45 KB) 

Message Headers; 

This is the mail system at host b.nps:llurldefense,prQQfpojntcom/v2/url?u=http-3A djspatch1-

2Dus1 ,ppe-2Dhosted.com&d = DwlCAg&c=euGZstcaTDllyjmENBb7i~Of.: 
vSA CdpgnVfiiMM&r=K3GUtvU8~p6tCH4WUAaTnXe-
o T2xPaoPf SJySpWk&m =diOVcFHCNED44I80xdDyNdihZTDa9ymF7 J41Cf1 a 7ev1 OHg.uru~W kPRi8u& 
E=joBAclBCO118ygGlccj3-Mr9bCStsrw8sd1 RDx2effM&e=. 

Your message was successfully delivered to the destination(s) 
listed below. If the message was delivered to mailbox you will 
receive no further notifications. Otherwise you may still receive 
notifications of mail delivery errors from other systems. 

The mail system 

<allieahloy@hallboothsmith.com>: delivery via 
us-smtp-inbound-2.mimecast.com[170.10.132.141 ]:25: 250 
SmtpThread-824190-1784551007156@us-mta-136.us.mimecast.lan Received OK 
[ycoXJB7TOFuY-hlQlcpHrlg.us136] 

<lewis@jowenslawfirm.com>: delivery via 
d283934a.ess.barracudanetworlcs.com[209.222.82.253]:25: 250 OK 
(lewis@jowenslawfirm.com:250 2.6.0 

< MW4PR22MB371366A 76EA92A8B782D4657 A6C32@MW4PR22MB3713.namprd22.prod.outlook.com> 
(1...) 

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses. Visit the following link to report this email as spam: 

btt~godaddy.cloud-protect.net1a12~1lQ!l...Spam.RbpI 
mod id=11&mod optioo=logitem&report=1&type=easY5pam&k=k1&RaYload=53616c746564Sf5f43Be 
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bOaad9ecb3728ef3066791779ebOcaSbe6381d6077b7ff3Sd9db4c8ae1403667acd9e7dcOfed0219fe6cSa9s 
3f3bdfOa98c1f8133aossooc9bOS6210Sc9fb2b778d09303fSS301b94167SSf7c8e22d2426837e20c2661437 
ca8e01c6e6Sac7d68Sf1aa8009ffa270047f09a21bc75c8ecda1aa33761987521b7016e366ca8c62099387eOa 
48eaOfd6cfd6908d2b3d73383c8f06d936d 
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Lynch v. Doe.r et al. l\o. -I: :!4-cv-{}fF4(}./.PR-RBA/ I rrOOd-Faith D1.rcavery /,etter 

July 19, 2026 

VIA U.S. MAIL AND EMAIL 

Kaylen S. Lewis. Esq. 
Owens & Parker Law Finn, P.A. 
P.O. Box 850 
Conway, Arkansas 72033-0850 
lewisi'aljowenslawfirm.com 

Alexandra Gabrielle Ah Loy. Esq. 
Hall Estill 
I 00 North Broadway. Suite 2900 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102-8865 
aahloy'Q.hallestill. com 

Re: Lynch v. Docs ct al., No. 4:24-cv-00740-LPR-BBM (E.D. Ark.) 

Jason Matthew Lynch 
261 Wilson Loop 

Ward. Arkansas 72176 
Telephone: 501-605-4481 

Plaintiff, Pro Se 

Subject: Good-Faith Conference Regarding Deficient Doe-Identification Discovery: Request for Sworn 
Supplementation, Identification of Medical Dccisionmakers, Authentication, and Preservation 

Counsel: 

I write jointly because the County Defendants' responses and the TK Health Defendants' responses. read 
together, still do not answer the central identification questions authorized by the Court: who performed each 
acL on what date and shift. under whose direction, and through which record. signature. initial. or electronic user 
account. This letter is my good-faith effort to resoh-e those deficiencies before I seek renewed court 
intervention. It is not an amended pleading. and identi~·ing a person in this letter does not itself make that 
person a defendant. Any substitution or addition will be requested from the Court as required. 

The Court previously denied my motion lo compel based on Defendants' representation that the outstanding 
discovery would be answered. The merits-discovery stay has now been lifted: discovery closes December I, 
2026. More urgently. my motion for service identifying the Doc Defendants is due August 31, 2026. and the 
time to serve the Doe Defendants and Haley Worl,nan e'.\.-pires October 13, 2026. A prompt, direct. and sworn 
supplement is therefore necessary. See Dkt. 189, 195, and 201. 

1. Why the Existing Responses Are Not Sufficient 

The responses and productions do not allow me to identify all proper parties. TK Health objected to 
targeted identification requests as broad. referred me to Bates ranges and medical records. and then pro,ided 
staffing materials containing more than two hundred names, repeated names, and similarly named employees. 
The County production likewise includes broad attendance lists and handwritten job titles. but does not tie 
people to the dates, shifts, housing units, pill calls, medication events. medical requests, MAR entries, legal-mail 
incidents, transport events, body-camera assignments, or super,.-isory directives at issue. 

The response concerning --Nurse F" remains equivocal. TK Health suggested that the notation may mean 
--Float Nurse;· identified Savannah Henderson as a possible person for the June 11, 2024 request, and identified 
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Heather Jones. Katlyn Ladd, or Ashley Wall as possibilities for a July 2024 request. A list of possibilities is not 
a definitive identification. The same problem applies to the Pill Nurse Does, MAR initials, electronic user IDs, 
the persons who entered --absent., --refused."" --received."' or --not gi\·en:· and the persons who ordered or 
approved crushing, floating, or dissolving Bil..1arYy. 

The parties should coordinate rather than point me from one client or custodian to another. If a responsive 
item is maintained by White County. TK Health should identify that fact precisely and the County Defendants 
should provide the responsive information .. If it is maintained by TK Health or an affiliated pharmacy/provider, 
TK Health should provide it. A generalized employee list or an undifferentiated record dump does not answer an 
interrogatory asking for the identity of the actor. 

2. Required Form of the Supplemental Response 

For eYeIJ person identified in the response, please state the following in a sworn, verified supplement: 

I. Full legal name, correct spelling, any former or alternate name used in the records. and whether two 
similarly named persons are different people. 

2. Job title, professional license and license type. badge or employee identifier, employer, and dates of 
employment during the relevant period. 

3. Shift, housing-unit assignment, pill-call assignment medication-cart assignment, medical-housing 
assignment, mail assignment, transport assignment, or supervisory assignment for the relevant event. 

4. The specific date. time. incident request number, grie\'ance number. MAR entry, Bates number. task entry. 
chart note, body-camera file, or directive associated with the person. 

5. The specific act performed, decision made, instruction given, record created or modified, or response 
entered by that person. 

6. The identity of the supervisor, prescriber. provider. pharmacist, administrator. or command officer who 
directed, authorized, approved or reviewed the act. 

7. The initials, abbreviation, signature, shorthand. or electronic user ID used by that person in the produced 
records. 

8. Whether counsel represents the person and is authorized lo accept or waive service. lfnot. please prO\ide 
the last-kno\\n sen·ice address under seal to the Clerk or U.S. Marshal, or state how sen·icc may be 
completed \\ithout publicly disclosing private information. 

9. If no responsive person or record can be identified, describe the custodians, systems. date ranges, search 
methods. and sources re,·iewed before reaching that conclusion. 

3. Specific Identification Required for the Medication-Crushing Decision 

The produced records expressly acknowledge medication alteration while other responses deny or 
minimize it. TKH 0033 states that on July 25. 2024. ··Medical was advised by jail administrative staff that all 
medications would need Lo be crushed and floated .. : that Ashley Watt contacted a Healthway Pharmacy 
pharmacist about crushing medications: that the pharmacist allegedly stated the medication effects would not be 
altered: and that the .. Facility Provider .. was notified. The same page later states: .. Allow Medication to dissoh-e 
in water for IO minutes prior to administration per provider." Grievance responses also state that a pharmacist 
and physician had both been consulted and approved crushing and floating. 

Please identi(v and produce the following without further general references to records: 

IO. The full legal name, credentials, license number, employer. and business address of the Healthway 
Pharmacy pharmacist who allegedly approved crushing Bil1an-y or stated that crushing would not alter its 
effects. 

11. The full legal name, credentials, license number, employer, and business address of the physician whom 
Captain Edwards stated had been consulted. 

12. The full identity and credentials of the --Facility Provider" referenced in TKH 0033 and the provider who 
authorized dissolving the medication in water for ten minutes before administration. 
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13. Whether Jonathan White, whose name appears in produced medical records as a provider/prescriber. was 
the provider or physician involved: if so, his full title, credentials, employer, and role: if not, identify the 
correct person. 

14. The identity of every jail administrator who told Medical on or about July 25. 2024 that all medications had 
lo be crushed and floated. 

15. The identity of the medical-contractor representath-e who told Captain Edwards that a pharmacist and 
physician had both been consulted 

16. All call logs, phone notes, emails, texts, internal messages, pharmacy notes, provider orders. prescriptions, 
medication labels, policies, protocols, and audit logs documenting the consultation or approval. 

17. The exact question asked of the pharmacist and physician: whether they were told the medication was 
Biktarvy: whether the advice was patient-specific; and whether they approved crushing, floating, dissol\"ing, 
or any combination of those methods. 

4. Record-Authentidty and Apparent Alteration Disputes 

I am not accusing counsel personally of creating or altering any record. I am gi\'ing formal notice that I 
dispute the authenticity, accuracy, completeness, and timing of specific records produced by the clients. These 
disputes require preservation and authentication, not another paper copy of the same export. The principal 
disputes arc summarized in Schedule D. 

Most importantly, I state that the signature and printed name on TKH 0045, General Consent for Care and 
Treatment. are not mine and do not match my known handwriting or signatures. By contrast I recognize the 
signature on TKH 0073 as mine but state that it was obtained under duress and threat of medical or punitive 
lockdown. I am not claiming that every signature is forged: I am identifying TKH 0045 as the signature I 
presently dispute as non-authentic. 

I also dispute the intake, custom-flow, transfer, MAR, task, appointment chart, scanned-document, and 
medication-acceptance records identified in Schedule D because they contain conflicting answers. repealed 
quest.ions, changing dates and timestamps, blank or missing intake clements, inconsistent release/transfer 
information. entries for appointments or tasks that do not match my custody timeline. and medication entries 
that conflict with my account and with Defendants' own written acknowledgments that medication was crushed, 
floated, or dissolved. 

5. Preservation and Production Required 

Please confirm in writing that a litigation hold has been issued and that the following materials are being 
prcscn·cd: 

18. Original paper forms, original signatures, scanned source files, scanner/device information, file hashes if 
available. and complete chain-of-custody information for TKH 0045. TKH 0073, TKH 0043-0046, and all 
other disputed forms. 

19. Native electronic medical records. EMAR/MAR data, audit trails, metadata. revision histories. deletion 
histories, user-access histories, print/export logs, scan logs, and transmission logs for TKH 0001-0036 and 
all records concerning my medication. 

20. Native task, appointment, custom-flow, housing-round, transfer. and release records, including creation 
time, scheduled time, completion time, reschedule/deletion history, and the user who made each change. 

21. Pharmacy and provider communications concerning Biktarvy, including the Healthway and Baptist Health 
calls. the identity of··Ame·· and -Nikki- if maintained. prescription/refill records, and en:ry order to crush, 
float, dissoh·e, or othemise alter the medication. 

22. Duty rosters, medical staffing records, pill-call assignments, medication-cart assignments. housing and 
medical-lockdown assignments. legal-mail logs. transport/movement logs, courthouse rosters. 

23. Communications concerning me or my wife, including emails, texts, internal messages, Smart 
Communications records, grievance-routing data, and command directh-es. 
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24. Records concerning Melanie Comandini sufficient to show her relevant assignments, last dates worked. and 
any non-privileged discipline, reassignment, or separation connected to her alleged refusal to crush 
Biktarvy, subject to appropriate privacy protections. 

If any requested material no longer exists, please identify the item, the person or system that last possessed 
it. the applicable retention policy. the date and manner of destruction or loss, and when the duty to preserve was 
communicated. If any rcsponsi,·c material is withheld as pri,·ilcged or protected, please provide a privilege log 
sufficient to evaluate the claim. 

6. Response Deadline and Good-Faith Conference 

Please serve the sworn supplemental responses and responsive materials within fourteen ( 14) calendar days 
after receipt of this letter. Because my motion for sen·ice is due August 31, 2026, I request that the response be 
provided no later than August 3. 2026 if this letter is received promptly. I am arnilable for a written conference 
or a telephone conference to narrow any genuine dispute. Please propose dates and times within five business 
days. 

Please also review Schedules A through D and correct any misspelled name. mistaken role. or inaccurate 
date. After a reasonable inquiry, identify every additional person not listed in the schedules who administered, 
withheld, altered, crushed. floated, dissolved. received, stored. approved. prescribed. docwnented. reviewed, 
ordered, supervised, or responded concerning my medication: handled my legal mail; ordered medical 
Iockdown: participated in the relevant searches or retaliation; or directed the courthouse transport and visitation 
events. I am specifically asking counsel to identify anyone else whom the records show may need to be 
substituted for a Doe Def end ant or treated as a material witness. 

If these deficiencies are not cured. I will preserve this letter as my good-faith conference and may seek a 
renewed motion to compel, a further extension of the Doc-identification deadline, authentication and 
presen·ation relief. and any other relief the Court permits. I hope that will not be necessary. 

Respectfully, 

Jason M~~;"t~aintiff Pro Sc 
261 Wilson Loop 
Ward, Arkansas 72176 
Telephone: 8 l 2-405-5532 

Enclosures: Schedules A-D 
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SCHEDULE A - CURRENT DEFENDANTS AND SURVIVING ALLEGATIONS 

This schedule tracks the January 13. 2026 screening order and the current docket. It summarizes allegations for 
identification and discovery purposes only: it is not a finding that any a/legation is lnte. 

N-t'/Statm Rolt' Allei!led Candact or Required Clarification 

Cla~ton Edwards (original~ Jail Captain command Existing defendant. Alleged delay in recei,·ing Bil..1an·y: participation in or enforcement of a 
"Claynton F.d\\nrds .. ) otlicial crush float poli~~ responses dinxting that all medications be crushed'tloated: legal-mail 

interference: placement in medical lockdown; retaliation invol\"ing Plaintiff and his wife; 
shakedowns and strip\•isual-Ql,·i~· sc:archcs: conspiracy; and official-capacity policy claim with 
Tum Key. 

Ashley Wans . Ashley Watt LPN • medical supenisor Exi~1ing defendant. Alleged delay or approval barrier for HIV medication: supcf\·ision of 
medication operations; chart notes and pharmacy contacts: implementation or documentation of 
cru.'lbing•dissolYing: knowledge of adverse symptoms: and role in the alleged medication policy. 

Kaitlyn Smith (original~· -Ka~1lll LPN · piU-<:811 nurse Existing defendant. Alleged July 26. 2024 crushing or mishandling of Biktan·y and MAR 
Smith'": records also reterenced a~ documentation showing receipt despite disputed proper adminislration. Counsel must claril\ the 
Caitlin) screening order" s separate relcrence to ··Spence." 

Turn Key Health Clinics. I.LC db;a Contract medical Existing defendant. Alleged policy. custom. training. supenision. and record-c11'11odian role 
TK Health pnwider concerning delayed medication and the crushing/floating. dissoh·ing practice. 

Doe Pill Nur.ie I Unidentified medical Existing D>e defendant. Alleged participation in administering. crushing. floating. dissohing. 
defendant \\ithholding. or documenting BiktarYy on one or more disputed dates. 

Doc Pill Nurses 2-3 Unidentified medical Existing Doc defendants. Same identification issue; each must be tied to ~-pccific dates. shifts, 
defondants pill calls. MAR entries, and conduct. 

llw111al1 Ross Lieutenant , command Existing defendant. Sun·iying allegations concerning legal-mail interference. retaliation, and 
staff conspiracy. Must be distinguished from Richard Ross, patrol sergeant. 

Conner Goodwin Correctional otlicer Existing dc:li:ndant. Sun·i\'ing allegations concerning legal-mail interli:rence. retaliation. and 
conspiracy. 

Cody Siler C originally ··scilerr) Sergeant Existing defendant. Sun·iYing allegations concerning legal-mail interlerence. retaliation. and 
conspiracy. 

Zachary Rodgers(originally Sergeant Existing defendant. Sun·i,ing allegations concerning failure to protect after blaming Plaintiff for 
.. Roger.() shakedo\\1L-.. an alleged arm-grab. retaliation concerning yard call and shakedowns. stri1nisual-

ca,ity searches. and conspiracy. 

Josh Swindle Sergeant Existing defendant. Sun·i,·ing allegations concerning failure to protect. blaming Plaintiff for 
yard-call or shakedown consequences. retaliation. shakedo,\lls. and conspiracy. 

Donald Wood Correctional otneer Existing defendant. Suryi\·ing allegations concerning denial of toilet paper as retaliation. 
participation in shakedowns.. and conspiracy. 

Haley Workman Sergeant Existing but presently wisen·ed defendant. Sun·iving allegations eonceming retaliation by 
blaming Plaintiff for loss of yard call wtd conspiracy. Please state \\hether Cowity cow1sel \\ill 
accept/\\ai\·e service or provide a last-known address under seal. 

··Spence'" - identity unresoh·ed Person named in The screening order allows a crushed-medication claim against ·'Spence .. •• but the docket does 
screening order not separate~· identil\ a Spence. Please state wi1ether this refer.; to Kaitlyn Smith. a 

fonncr.altcmate surname. a scrivener·s error. or a separate medical employee. and pro,·ide full 
service information if separate. 

SCHEDULE B - PROPOSED MEDICAL DOE SUBSTITUTES AND MATERIAL WITNESS 

These people are identified from staffing. MAR. grievanc:e. and related records. Inclusion does not mean that 
each person should m,tomalica/ly he added The purpose is to ohtain a sworn. incident-spec(fic answer so the 
Court c:an determine M-hether substitution is proper. 
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l.ynch v. Doe., et al. l\o. -I: :!4-c,>-(JfF40-IPR-BBAI I nood-Faith Discovery /,etter 

Nan~ Pmidoo/Dns Allrpd Rak 1111d Required CGnfinudion 

Ykebiya Spinks Float LPN: approximately Aug. 2:l-25. Records place Spinks on medication pa.<1s. Plaintiff alleges she handled. provided. or 
2024 documented BiL.1an;o· \\hile it ,ws crushed. dissoh·cd. altered. or presented in a 

different form. Confirm each date. MAR entr)·. user ID. and act. 

Savannah Hender.ion Associate Regional Float LPN; Alleged medication-poss and documentation role. TK I lcruth also identified her only as 
approximately Aug. 30-&..,,i. I, 2024 a po~-ible ·•Nurse r for the June 11 reqUCl>1. Confirm or deny each rule under oath. 

JamieAnder..et1 LPN: approximately Sept. 2, 3, 6, 7, and Alleged medication-pass and docwnentation role inrnh·ing altered medicalion. Iler 
8. 2024 name also appears in disputed intake or medical-inter.ie\\ docwnentation: produce 

audit history for those entries. 

Katlyn Ladd LPN: June 2024 intake and medication Associated \\1th intake and MAR entries. including disputed ··absenl" ""refused.'" or 
records similar codes. Contirm whether she administered. \\ithheld altered or documented 

medication on each disputed date and whether she was ··Nurse F" for any request. 

Heather Jones LPN medication-pass nurse: July 26- Alleged administration. alteration. refosal coding. or inaccurate documentation. A 
27.2024 "Jones- ,,as previously terminated from the action: clarify \\hether the produced 

records establish personal inmh,·ement in the sun·i,·ing medication claim and whether 
Jones \\as ~Nur.11e F.-

Heather Hobbs LPN medication-pass nurse: beginning Alleged administration or aheration of Bil..1an;o·. Clari~· "hether she corresponds to the 
around Aug. 21. 2024 prior "PM Pill Nurse. I leather .. designation and identify each relevm1t act and entry. 

Melanie Comandini Float LPN: all~-ged e,·ents Aug. I 0. 1-t. Material ,,itness at this stage. not presently proposed as a defoodant. Plaintiff alleges 
15. and 19. 202-1 she said BiltaiYy should not be crushed and declined to crush it. Preserve and pmduce 

her assignment and non-pri,·ileged records concerning llmsc e,·ents. 

SCHEDULE C - IDENTITIES AND SERVICE INFORMATION STILL NEEDED 

Please do not limit the supplement to this list. Identify any additional responsive person found after a 
reasonable inquiry. 

Identity/ Catrpy lnforaatian ~-red 

Nur..cF Definitive identity for each request or communication. including Medical Request #20.062.020 (June 11-12. 2024) 
and each July request. Pnwide the audit user ro. shift, and ba:,;is for the identification. 

PiIIN=s 1-3 Full names, 5'titls. pill-call assignments. MAR entries, and scn·iQ: infom1ation for each Doc Pill Nurse. 

"Spence .. Full identity and relationship. if any, lo Kaitlyn Smith; explain why the scn:eoing order uses that name. 

Medication recei\"ing , chain-of-custody Persi.m who n:=i,·ed Biktan·y brought by Plaintiffs wife: person who stored it person who completed or should 
personnel have completed medication-ec<:epta11ce records: person who released it to medical: and person who lir.,1 approved 

administration. 

Unnamed nurse who said medication was ldenti~- the nurse who allegedly said the medication was present and critical but could not be given until Ashley 
"up front'" Watts appro\"ed it. 

MAR and EMR record users hery person associated with each initial. signature. abbre,·iation. shorthand or user ID and every person who 
entered ··absent- --refused." .. received - •·not given.~ or similar codes. 

July 25 jail administrators faery jail administrati\"e employee who instructed Medical that all medications had to be cnL~hed and tloated. 

Healthway pharmacist Full identity. credentials. license. employer. date/time of call. exact am·ice. and all supporting communications. 

Unnamed physician Full identity of the physician Captain F.dwards stated had been consulted and had approved or supported 
crushing'tloating. 

"Facility Prm-ider~ dissolution pnwider Full identity of the provider notified in TKH 0033 and the pro,·ider \\TIil ordered a ten-minute \\ater dissolution. 
Clarify whether this was Jonathan White. 

Medical-contractor representative \\ho Identify the per.ion who allegedly told Edwards that a pharmacist and physician had approved the practice. 
spoke \\1th Ed,\ards 

Record creators, modifiers, scanners, and For TK!l 0001-0036. nm 0043-0046, TKII 0073. and disputed MAR task records, identify each creator. editor, 
witnesses scanner, witness. and system user. 
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lynch v. Does et al. ,\o. 4: ::!-l-c,~00-40.f PR-BRA! I ,raod-Faith D,scm,ery· l.etter 

ldmlity / Categoty Inronnatioo Rrquind 

Legal-mail personnel and supervisor.- People who refll'1ed to accept 'sign outgoing legal mail. recei\'ed or opened legal documents. del8'ed or withheld 
mail. acted under instructions .. or supen·ised those e,·ents. 

Medical-lockdcw.n decisionmal.crs faery per.;on \\ho requested. apprm·ed. ordered. maintained. rc\'iewed. or ended medical lockd,mn. and e\'ery person 
present during rele,•1111t mcdic.ition com·ersatio1L~. 

Courthouse transport and \'isitation order- Per..xm who directed Ofiicer Joseph Martin lo mo,e Plaintiff before other housing units; command staff responsible 
gi\'ers for the transport and any Cow1~·~ntrolled bailiff courthouse penionncl rctlected in records concerning why 

Plaintiffs wife waited until the end of the docket. 

Body-<:amera and sun eillancc: custodians Ollicer assigned to each relernnt body camera, file identifier. custodi111L retention status., and any person who 
re,-iewed. copied. exported.. or deleted foorage. 

Count\· command structure Confirm roles and relernnt assignments of Phillip Miller (Sheritl). Kyle Toler (Enforcement Captain). Ra~mond 
Coffman ( Chief). ··captain King- f full name). Stc,ie Hughes. Hannah Ross. and an, other command staff involved in 
directiYes. 

Name distinctions Distinguish Hannah Ross from Richard Ross: Cla~1on Edwards fmm .lerem, Edwards; and am· other sarne1similar 
names in the pn-.ductions. 

Known roster names requiring incident State \"\'hether Joseph Martin. Savannah Chisum. G11ye~11 Hargrcwe. John J .ong. Nicole Stipes. Mason Wilborn. 
linkage Dakota Phillips.. Ste,·ie Hughes. or Phillip Miller had a specific assignment or act related to the suT\'iving claims. 

Their appearance on a mster alone is not a ba5is to add them. 

Haley Workman Current seT\·ice information under seal or confirmation that counsel ,,ill accept wai,·e sen·icc. 

Any additional responsive person Identify e\el'\· other person who falls within the requested categories c, en if not named abO\ e. including supcr\'isors. 
policymakers, trainers, grievance re,·icwers, pharmacist~. pnwiders, and record custodians. 

SCHEDULE D - DISPUTED RECORDS AND AUTHENTICATION REQUESTS 

The descriptions he/ow state Plainti.D's authenticity or accuracy disputes. They are not judicial findings. 
Defendants should preserve and produce the originals and native audit information needed to test the disputes. 

Iuronl 'Batn Rang,r Disputr and Audwntication Nffded 

TKH 0045 - General Consent for Care and Plaintiff Sllltes the signature and printed name are not his and disputes the document as non-authentic. forged. or 
Treatment ahercd. Produce the original \\itness identity. scwi source. scallllCl''dc,·ice data. metadata. audit hi,-1ol'\. and 

chain of custody. 

TKII 0073 - Wai,·er of Treatment. Ernluation Plaintiff recognizes his signature but states it \\:15 obtained under duress and threat of medical or puniti,·c 
lockdmm. Prclilene the original and identifj, e,·el'\ \\11ness. penun requesting the ~iguature. and related 
directive. 

TKH 0001-0006- Intake screening exam Disputed an~·wers concerning prior incarceration, HIV, Biltan·~ knowledge, military sen·ice. drug alcohol 
records history. and related intake questions; repeated or uniform timestamps: alleged(, blank/missing vitals and release 

infonnation. Produce nati,·e history and users. 

TKH 0007-0010 - Housing rounds. transfer. and Repeated questions and shifting dates/times: inconsistent transfer release information: disputed statement that 
custom tlows medication wa5 sent to Greene County. Produce creationlmodification history and Greene Cnun~- transfer 

chain. 

TKH 0012-0014 - MAR medication Oisputed -absent." .. refused." '"recei\'ed.." and •·not given" entries; administration times and personnel; 
administration medication allegedly crushed. dis:sohed. tloated. contaminated.. wa-;ted. left in a bag cup. or \'omited. Produce 

native EMAR and user mapping. 

TKH 00 I 5-0032 - Tasks and appoi ntmcnt~ Scheduled. rescheduled deleted. completed. and future entries alleged~- inconsistent with custody 'transfer 
dates; duplicate completion or dis:soh·c-in-\\atcr ta.sh; inconsistent relea:;e dales. Produce full n·cnt and 
rt,"\ ision history. 

TKJ I 0033 - Chart notes Acknowledges jail-administration crushingilloot direction. I lealthway pharmaci~1 contact. Facility Pro,ider 
notification, and later dissolution -per p!IJ\'ider.·· \\bile other responses deny or minimize alteration. Jdentit~-
e\'ery Ullll8rned decisionmaker and produce underlying communications. 

TKH 00.¼-0036 - Scanned documents. vital !<lentil\ who scanned each document. the source tile paper. whether any document was re-scanned or replaced. 
signs. and alerts and every person who created1renxl\'ed alerts including "'CRUSH MEDICATION." 
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l.ynch v. Does et al. l\o. -l::!4-cv-OIF-10-IPR-BBAI ! Ciood-Faith Discovery l.erter 

Retonl / Oms R-. Dispulir and Aulhmtic:alion Nftdtd 

TKH 0043-0046 - Medication acceptance. Identify \11.ho recei\·ed. ,·erified. \\ltnesscd.. printed. and scanned each form: produce originals and chain of 
medical questions. consent and release custody. E.xplain missing or incomistent field,; and hand,,Titing. 

Medical Request ~20.()62020 and later printouts Same request appe:irs in productions printed at different times and signed only a.,; -F. Nurse."" Identify the actual 
user and pn)\'ide nati,,c request history. routiug. edits. and print histo~·-

Gricrnnce and request n..-spooses concerning Responses ~1atc ·•an medications- ,,en: crushed floated and that phanuaci!>t ph~·sician apprmal existed. Produce 
crushing, floating nati,·e griaancc routing, responder user IDs. aA)Clll history. and supporting medical authority. 

Medication transler to Greene County White County records suggest medication w.is sen~ Plaintiff stales it did not arri,·e. Produce packing, property. 
medication. transport and receipt records and identify every transler custodian. 

Statling records TKH 0075-0083 and County The rosters identity many possible employees but are not tied to incidents. Produce shitl-le,·el as.<1ignments and 
attendance roster explain apparent date time anomalies or records extending beyond the relevant custody period. 

END OF LETTER AND SCHEDULES 
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