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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana screened Kenneth Allen
Washington’s amended prisoner complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A. The court found that the
complaint did not plausibly state claims concerning medical care or excessive force, but granted leave
to file a second amended complaint clarifying the dates, locations, factual allegations, and alleged
injuries. The court also denied motions for a docket sheet and cautioned that false statements under
penalty of perjury could result in sanctions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the amended complaint plausibly alleged a Fourteenth Amendment claim for constitutionally
inadequate medical care.

2. Whether the amended complaint plausibly alleged a Fourteenth Amendment excessive-force claim
against the deputies.

3. Whether Washington should be granted leave to file a second amended complaint to clarify the dates,
locations, factual allegations, and identities of the persons involved.

4. Whether Washington's motions for a docket sheet should be denied as unnecessary.

HOLDINGS

1. The amended complaint did not state a plausible inadequate-medical-care claim because the alleged
stomach pain, two episodes of vomiting, weakness, fatigue, and generalized illness did not establish an
objectively serious medical need, and the allegations did not show constitutionally unreasonable
treatment.

2. The amended complaint did not state a plausible Fourteenth Amendment excessive-force claim because
it did not adequately describe the circumstances leading to the force, the force used, Washington's
response, the resulting injuries, or the subsequent medical care.

3. Washington was granted leave to file a second amended complaint because the deficiencies might be
curable through clarification and amendment at the early pleading stage.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To proceed beyond the pleading stage, a complaint must contain sufficient factual matter to “state a claim to
relief that is plausible on its face.”” (Opinion at 1)

“At best, these allegations depict mild, transitory food poisoning or the ordinary stomach flu—either way,
they don’t constitute a serious medical need under the Fourteenth Amendment, so Washington hasn’t stated a
plausible claim related to them.” (Opinion at 5)

“A pretrial detainee states a valid Fourteenth Amendment excessive force claim by alleging: (1) the defendant
“intended to commit the physical act that caused the alleged injury” and (2) the use of force was objectively
unreasonable.” (Opinion at 6)

“This amended complaint does not state a claim for which relief can be granted.” (Opinion at 7)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Washington, a pretrial detainee housed in a county jail at the time of the alleged events, claimed that he became
ill after eating dinner and vomited twice. He alleged that deputies refused a nurse's request to take him to
medical, returned him to his cell, and then aggressively pulled, grabbed, and choked him back into the cell,
causing neck and shoulder pain. The court found the allegations regarding his illness, injuries, the officers'



conduct, the timing and location of the events, and his subsequent medical care too vague or inconsistent to
support plausible claims.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Washington filed an amended complaint alleging inadequate medical care and excessive force against jail
deputies. The court determined that the amended complaint did not state a plausible claim, but granted
Washington leave to file a second amended complaint by January 12, 2026, and denied his motions for a docket
sheet as unnecessary.
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