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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

EDWARD R. GARZA, JR. : CIVIL ACTION
V. :
JAMES H. CARSONEt al. NO. 144811
MEMORANDUM

CAROL SANDRAMOORE WELLS
United States Magistrate Judge July 20, 2017

Presently before thandersigneds Plaintiff's Motion to Compel Defendant Lancaster
County to produce documents concerning inmate complaints about medical treatment at the
Lancaster Countfrison (“LCP”) generally, and Defendant Todd Bowers specificétlyaten
year period Defendant Lancaster Countbjecs that Plaintiff's request is overbrgaskeks
irrelevant information and is unduly burdensome. The undersigneohcludesthat the
information Plaintiff seeksis relevant but the time period involveds overbroad andinduly
burdensome; hence, the discovery that Defendant must previde limited.

Plaintiff alleges that Lancaster County’s custom, polimr practice resulted ifodd
Bowers’ (and others’) deliberate indifference to bexious medical neefireatment forhis
fracturedleft ankle), suctthat his injurywas treated inadequatelyhile he was incarcerated at
the LCP In particular, he asertsthat LancasteCounty's customprevented LCRnmates with
serious medical needsom obtaining prompt access to necessary medical care amaly
referral to specialists for treatment. Second Amended Complaint atirRérder to prove th
existence ofLancasterCounty’s uncostitutional custom, policy or practice, Plaintiff seek
access to inmate complaints about the medical care they received or were atfuSBdover a
tenyearperiod This type of evidence is relevant to establishing an unconstitutional, municipal

custom policy or practicfor which the municipality may be held liableSeeConstantino v.
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City of AtlanticCity, 152 F. Supp. 3d 311, 320 (D.N.J. 2015) (citBdy of Comm’rsof Bryan
Cnty., Okdhomav. Brown 520 U.S. 397, 407 (1997)kl. at 32223; Reid v. Cumberland
County 34 F. Supp. 3d 396, 403 (D.N.J. 2013).

However,Lancaster County argues that Plairgiffequests overbroado the extent that
it encompassemedical care other than Plaintiff's alleged inadequegatmentfor a broken
ankle. Lancaster County’s MemoranduniatLancaster Countfurther objecs that, since LCP
maintains onlyjhandwritten inmate files, it would be unduly burdensome to manually ségrch
recordsto find complaints about deficient medical care of the type Pliaatiieges. Id. at 67.

Since Plaintiffs complairt is limited to oneparticular type of inadequate care, Lancaster
County shouldonly produce inmate medical complaints that concgmilar instances That
would be most relevant and tailored to the neafdthis case. SeeFed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1).
Further, to insure thathe burden and expense of production does not outwaighlikely
benefit,see id, the undersignedill shortenthetemporal scope of recordis be producetb five
yearsand will permit Lancaster County totilize the records Prime Care, its medical contractor,
maintains egarding inmates at LCP. Lancaster County tates that doing so would
“tremendously” reducets burden to producehe requested docuemts Lancaster County’s
Memorandum at 4.

An implementing Order fotiws.



