UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
VIRGINIA, ALEXANDRIA DIVISION

Wood v. Brown, DDS, et al.

Wood - No. No. 1:24cv1036 (RDA/WEF) - Decided February 3, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia ruled on James R. Wood’s motions

for discovery, a continuance, appointment of counsel, supplementation of evidence, and emergency

injunctive relief in an action concerning allegedly inadequate dental care in VDOC custody. The court

denied the motions, while allowing Wood fourteen days to submit a proper Rule 56(d) affidavit

supporting any need for additional discovery. The court concluded that Wood had not shown

exceptional circumstances for appointed counsel, likelihood of success on his ADA or deliberate-

indifference claims, or entitlement to a preliminary injunction.
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Plaintiff filed a § 1983 action alleging that prison dental personnel
violated the Eighth Amendment and the Americans with Disabilities
Act by denying adequate and timely dental care. While Defendant
Brown's motion for summary judgment and Defendant Shaw's motion
to dismiss were pending, Plaintiff moved for discovery, a continuance,
appointment of counsel, supplementation of evidence, and emergency

injunctive relief.

A Rule 56(d) discovery request must be supported by an affidavit
explaining specifically why discovery is needed and how it could
create a genuine issue of material fact. Appointment of counsel in a
civil § 1983 action is discretionary and requires exceptional

circumstances. A preliminary injunction requires proof of likelihood of



success on the merits, likelihood of irreparable harm, balance of
equities in the movant's favor, and consistency with the public interest;

failure to establish any one factor requires denial.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Wood was entitled to discovery and a continuance under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56(d)

before resolution of Brown's summary-judgment motion.
2. Whether Wood was entitled to appointment of counsel under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(1).
3. Whether Wood could supplement the record with an MRI and an assertion concerning his forgetfulness.

4. Whether Wood was entitled to a temporary restraining order or preliminary injunction concerning
VDOC Operating Procedure 720.6 and his dental care.

5. Whether Wood demonstrated a likelihood of success on his ADA and Eighth Amendment deliberate-

indifference claims sufficient to support preliminary relief.

HOLDINGS

1. The discovery and continuance motions were deficient because Wood did not file a Rule 56(d) affidavit,
did not specify the facts needed to oppose summary judgment, and did not explain how the requested
discovery could create a genuine issue of material fact. The motions were denied, but Wood was given
fourteen days to file a proper affidavit.

2. Wood was not entitled to appointed counsel because he had not shown exceptional circumstances, a

colorable claim combined with an inability to present it.

3. The motion to supplement was granted in part and denied in part: the MRI was excluded as irrelevant,
but Wood's assertion that he was forgetful was included as an unobjected-to fact within his personal

knowledge.

4. Wood was not entitled to a temporary restraining order or preliminary injunction because he failed to
show a likelihood of success on the merits.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Rule 56(d) does not authorize “fishing expedition(s].”” (at 3)



“The ADA prohibits discrimination because of disability, not inadequate [medical] treatment for disability.”
(at 7)

“The failure to show any one of the relevant factors mandates denial of the preliminary injunction.” (at 8)

“Disagreement[] between an inmate and a physician over the inmate’s proper medical care’. . . fall short of

showing deliberate indifference.” (at 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Wood was detained at the Virginia Department of Corrections' Deerfield Correctional Center and alleged that
Brown and Shaw denied him adequate dental care, including prosthodontics and a root canal and crown. Dental
records showed that Brown treated Wood on multiple occasions, provided fillings and pain medication, made
referrals, discussed extraction and prosthodontic eligibility, and that Wood at times refused or delayed
recommended treatment. The record also showed that Wood's tooth was eventually extracted off-site and that he

received continuing dental care and hygiene counseling.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Wood filed suit concerning dental treatment he received while detained at Deerfield Correctional Center. Brown
moved for summary judgment, and Shaw moved to dismiss. The opinion resolves Wood's discovery,
continuance, appointment-of-counsel, evidence-supplementation, and preliminary-injunction motions; it does

not resolve Brown's summary-judgment motion or Shaw's motion to dismiss.
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