UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF

ILLINOIS, PEORIA DIVISION

David Ayers v. Ryan Bohm, et al.

David Ayers v. Ryan Bohm et al., No. 1:26-cv-01007-MMM (C.D. Ill. May 18, 2026) - No. 1:26-cv-01007-

MMM - Decided May 18, 2026

SUMMARY

The court screened a pro se incarcerated plaintiff’s complaint alleging that jail officials and medical

personnel violated his constitutional rights by discontinuing Suboxone and other medications and

failing to treat withdrawal symptoms. The court held that the allegations did not state a federal claim

because a physician prescribed alternative medications, most of which the plaintiff refused, and other

defendants could defer to the physician’s medical judgment. The court dismissed the state-law claims

without prejudice and granted 28 days to file an amended complaint.
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Prisoner civil-rights action screened under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A on a
merit review of the complaint. The court found that the complaint
failed to state a federal claim, dismissed the state-law claims without

prejudice, and granted Plaintiff 28 days to amend.

At § 1915A screening, the court accepts factual allegations as true and
liberally construes them in the plaintiff's favor, but dismisses claims
that are frivolous, malicious, fail to state a claim, or seek monetary
relief from an immune defendant. A complaint must contain facts

stating a claim that is plausible on its face.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff's allegations that jail personnel discontinued or failed to provide medications and
ignored his withdrawal symptoms stated an objectively unreasonable medical-care claim under the

Fourteenth Amendment.

2. Whether Plaintiff's refusal of prescribed alternative medications defeated or undermined his federal

medical-care claim.

3. Whether the court could permit Plaintiff's state-law negligence claims to proceed in the absence of a

viable federal claim.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a constitutional medical-care claim because the allegations showed that
Plaintiff was under the care of a physician who prescribed alternative medications, and Plaintiff

voluntarily refused all but one of those medications.

2. The state-law claims were dismissed without prejudice because they could not proceed in this action

without an underlying federal-law claim.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The court accepts the factual allegations as true, liberally construing them in the plaintiff’s favor.”

“He had no constitutional right to demand any specific form of medication, provided he was receiving

appropriate medical care.”

“As he was under the care of Dr. Lochard the balance of the Defendants were entitled to defer to the care of

the highest-level medical professional unless the physician’s care was clearly inappropriate.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that jail personnel suspected him of diverting medications and stopped providing his
medications, including Suboxone, which he had taken for more than a year. After his last dose on October 24,
2025, Plaintiff experienced severe withdrawal symptoms and submitted several sick-call requests. Dr. Hughes
Lochard prescribed alternative medications, but Plaintiff refused all except Hydroxyzene, and Plaintiff alleged

that Defendants thereafter failed to provide medication to relieve his withdrawal symptoms.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff, proceeding pro se and incarcerated, filed a complaint alleging constitutionally inadequate medical care
while he was a pretrial detainee at the Livingston County Jail and asserting state-law negligence claims. The
district court conducted the required screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A. It concluded that the allegations did
not state a federal claim and dismissed the state-law claims without prejudice, while allowing Plaintiff an
opportunity to file an amended complaint.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

No remand. Plaintiff was given 28 days to file an amended complaint. If he does not do so, the case will be

dismissed without prejudice for failure to state a claim.
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