COUR L CD ‘!x
oF° UH/ CLAIs

Wt zg /10:
37

IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS OF OHIO
LYNDSEY HOWELL
Plaintiff Case Number: 2013-00001
-V-
Judge: McGrath
THE OHIO UNIVERSITY :
POLICE DEPARTMENT :  Magistrate: Shaver
Defendant :
PLAINTIFF’S MEMORANDUM CONTRA DEFENDANTS’S OBJECTIONS
MAGISTRATES’ (RECOI\II\(;ENDATIONS) DECISION

For the reasons stated herein the (Recommendations) Decision of the
Magistrate must be Affirmed and be the Order and Decision of the Court.

This Court is well aware of the law relevant to this case and the requirements
necessary for a verdict founded in law and fact. Nothing new has been rendered in
the last quarter century and reciting it here is not helpful to the Court in making a fair
and just ruling on the objections.

The Attorney General appears to be Objecting to the Decision of the Magistrate
on several grounds:

1. Lyndsey Howell was not able to specifically delineate what Lt

Hoskinson was doing incorrectly behind her back while he was

handcuffing her.




2. Lyndsey Howell was so drunk that she was unable to know that her hand
was already broken when Lt Hoskinson began the handcuffing
procedure.

3.  The Magistrate is not allowed to believe Lyndsey Howell and to not
believe Lt Hoskinson.

4.  The Attorney General does not approve of the Magistrate’s writing style
and syntax.

FACTS:

All litigation, and the results thereof, is fact intensive. Any first year law
student is aware that there is a plethora of law supporting either side of any case.
Law libraries. are replete with cases on both sides of every issue likely to be
imaginable; the reason that some cases are sustained, some are reversed, and some are
distinguished lies in the fact pattern of each of the cases.

Contrary to the claims of the Attorney general the facts of this case are in
substantial dispute.

In the instant case Ms Howell testified:

1. She had no injury to her hand at the time éhe was stopped by Lt

Hoskinson T/P p.50, 1. 7-11, and that her thumb was not broken when
she got out of the car T/P p.50,122-24; p 51, 1. 1.

PAGE 2 OF 16



® ®
She did not- fall that evening; she was not engaged in any form of
altercation that evening, she did not fall in the presence of the officer,
and that she did not resist the officer in any way T/P p. 50,1. 12-21.
The first time she felt any pain in her hand was when she was
handcuffed T/P p. 51,1. 7-9.
When he (Lt Hoskinson) “put my left hand behind my back, I felt like
my thumb popped or there was extreme pain in my left thumb” T/P p. 51
1. 17-20.
She immediately told Lt Hoskinson about the pain T/P p. 50, 1. 21-24.
Ms Howell was unable to see what Lt Hoskinson was doing because her
hands were behind her back T/P p. 52, 1. 5-7.
When Ms Howell saw Mr SoWers earlier that evening (before being
stopped by Lt Hoskinson), or at any other timke prior to being
handcuffed, her thumb was not broken T/P p. 63, 1. 23-24, T/P p.64
1. 5.
Lt Hoskinson grab‘bed Ms Howell’s thumb, it felt like it popped, her
hands were behind her back so she could not see what he did, she was

just unable to tell whether it was grabbed or caught on something T/P p.

85, 113-24.
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Medic Ronald Herbert testified:

1.

That he was an EMT with Athens County Emergency Médical Services
and that he went on an EMT run with his partner Zachary Cyrus to the
Ohio University Police Department where they were presented with Ms
Howell who claimed that her thumb was injured T/P p. 23, 1. 3-9, T/P p.
24,1.9-12.

Mr Herbert testified that Plaintiff’s Exhibit 4 (attached hereto and made
a part hereof) was accurate, including the narrative portion T/P p. 23, L.
17-19; T/P p. 221, . 20-23; various portions of the witnesses’ testimony.
Exhibit 4 was ultimately admitted into evidence.

The relevant narrative portion of Exhibit 4 is: “OFFICER
STATED..WHEN HE PUT THE HANDCUFFS ON HER SHE

STARTED COMPLAINING OF A THUMB INJURY.”

When called as-on-crdss-examination L.t Hoskinson testified:

1.

That he had been a police officer for about 20 years T/P p. 11, 1. 7-9;
that he had been given handcuffing training at a number of locations T/P
p. 11, 1. 20-24; T/P p. 12, 1. 1; that he considered himself competent at

handcuffing people T/P p. 12, 1. 2-4.
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. On pages 12 and 13 Lt Hdskinédn refused to g1ve a “yes” or “no”

answer._to the question: “Do you agree. that if proper handcuffing

procedure is followed, there is no reason for ‘a person who is not

resisting to suffer a brokéhﬁébor_l_éii'_ri the1rhand‘7” and would only state

that it would depend on thé"éifé@stanc_i;é_"s? but would not delineste the

circumstances.

Lt Hoskins'(_jn stated that he-had no idea host H_c)well’s- thumb was

broken T/P p. 14, 1. 4-6.

injury T/P p. 14, 1. 16-24, and that he had no_feé’éon not to believe her

T/Pp. 15, 1. 1-3,

| That Ms Howell did not faH in his:_preseﬁ(;e'.T/P p. 15, 1. 4-6; she was not

ithlved iri an automobils ‘accident T/Pp 15,1 ?f'7-'_10:; the traffic stop
was not the: ;ésuit of an accident T/P p. 15 L 13;215.”

Ms .I;Iowél-lr- dld not resist or ﬁghtlnany Way azri‘dAtotélly submitted to
authority T/P p.16, 1_.10-1"6‘.; - B

That after Ms Howell placed her hands behlnd her back he grab_bed her -

- fingers and .f)ut on the handcuffs T/P p.vlj8,‘ 1.24 T/P p. 19, 1. 1-3.
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8. Then Lt Hoskinson testified that the first time Ms Howell complainedl-é 5
of pain in her hand was at ihe. polic;ezz :statiOr:l igand that he never told.
anyone else anything different /P p. 19,1 4:_'—'1.31;' |

9. This testfmqny is in direct contravention ofthe gtﬁtement made by him

to the EMT personnel in Exhibit 4.

] .': o 10. . Plaintiff then offered aﬁ exhibit 'show:ing dlsc1pl1nary proceedings

- against Lt Hoskinson for beiﬁg uritruthfhl;i but t_he:Court disallowed the
exhibit, and the questioning, so the exhil;it{was,:éfbffered and is‘part of
the record but not part of the Magistrates’,DeciSiQh.

When called on Direct Examination by the Attorney General Lt Hoskinson

testified: | | |

11.  That Ms Howell did not resist, fight or s:':cfuggl'éfi*/P p.114,1. 9-13.

12. At T/P p. 115, 1. 18-20 Lt Hoskinson festified that Ms Howell
complainéd_fo'f- p"ai_ri' in her hand for thejﬁrst,'tim_ee. Thzs testimony is
inconsi&tent with the contents of- Exhibit.4; concéhﬁing Wha_t he told-EMT

‘ Cyrus. e
13. Lt Hoskmson gdmitted that Ms que_ll"s;car was ﬁot weaving, was not
moving in a Jerky manner, and wa,s"notstraddlir‘lg -l@nes;»fhat he probably

would not have stopped the carat all if the lights had beenon T/P p. 125,

1517,
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14.-

15.

16.

Lt Hoskinson admitted that no matter how | good a person is at

handcuffing things can go wrong T/P p. 132, 1. 119-122.

After a number of objections Lt Hoskinsonfmélly ‘admitted that in his

personal experience virtually every time a person is injured during an

arrest the person has either resistedtheférfesfrbf‘t‘ried to impede the

- arrest in some form T/P p. 134, 1. 11-21; andthatMs Howell did none

- of that T/P p.134, 1. 22-24.

Again, reluétantly, Lt Hoskinson admittcd.'that:" ‘. _

a.

b.

Ms Howell got out of the car without proBlems;

Ms Howell did not fall down;

Ms Howell did not need to support herself; .

Ms Howell did not hand on to the dqdr of the car for support;

Ms Howell walked without falling;

 Ms Howell did not stagger; -

Ms Howell did not wobble;

Ms Howell did not fall against the car;

Ms Howell stood without félling’; |

Ms Howell stood without bouncing éff the car;

Ms Howell stood without wobbling or weaving back and forth;
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L Ms Howell was able to :understand:instruc%‘cioné;
m. | Ms Howell gave germane and logical res_poﬁses to questions.
n.  T/Pp.137,1.10-T/Pp. 139, L5.

ARGUMENT:

‘Contrary ‘to the claims -of the Att”omeyv’ General th,e; Magistrate clearly
understood the issues arid_j tgquirements before her; and -sh'ev clearly stated them in her
Decision in the final bafagraph of Page 3 of the De01s1on w1th the case citations to
supporf her rendition _the_réof . Then, a_gain contrary to thei clalms of the Attorney
General the Magi"s)trat'e: clearly stated the requisite :dﬁ;[y'aﬂd':the-:-necessity of breach
in order for a Plaintiff to prevail in the balance of the pérag’r?inhééontinuing on Page

3 and conéluding on Page 4 of the Decision, also with supportlng case citations. At

~all times the Magistrate understood the issues, the law, and the requirer'nents

necessary for a just verdict. Next, the Magistrate made a number of findings of fact
linking all of the above jtogétfh‘rer.

While the Magistrate recited a multitude of facts in thjé ?(?):rfder that made sense
to her and has not followed the rendition of Counsel herein, éﬁe.‘mentioned most of
them at one point or another.

| The Attorney geﬁeral, on the other hand, in his Ob_] ections manages to
nlisquote and misinterpret a portion of one page to support his unfounded claims.
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) fdurlng the handcufﬁng procedure o

- »‘fdv;:»Howell’s credlbl 1ty:1s.unfounded and/or 1rrelevant Certam

£ TheMaglstrateclearlyunderstood from the

- the case ofa person with 20 plus years of experierice and several training sessionsion -

i handcufﬁng, that ifizp}op‘et:i-handcuffmg, ptoeéduresa wér{e:f;f 1 Wed there was no

‘reason for a person Who was not res1st1ng, or obstructlng in; any way, to be 1nJured

e - _The' _Maglstrate :staw that the credlblhty of M ell as :fto"'be"ing injuted |

- ’durmg the andcufﬁng _ .ocedure was substantlate _' ,eMaglstrate also found that'

the -“s‘moke (Coun" el’s terrn) raised by the Attomey Gene

i'eiicomplete: faﬂ‘ur:é .
- of Lt Hosklnson to: prove any, much less substantlally al, of th rally recognlzed -

f“_:ilndlca of 1ntox1cat10n/1mpa1rment commonly used by ’Prosecutors in OVI cases

o _' :.supports the ﬁndmgs of the Mag1strate glves cred1b111ty to WeIl; ‘and der’11és

,fPlamtlff’s Counsel decrylng -

X 1ntox1catlon/1mpa1rment shows that the claim of the Attorney neral thatMs Howell -

ﬁ f"was too drunk to know that she Was_.al.ready_ 1n_1113r_ed _jwhen she;eame"l-nto.icontact Wlth
Lt Hosklnson is without merit and that the Maglstratesaw thé,'tfuth_fot? what it is/was.
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:;‘?Th:‘e»l;\/lag'i_strate made a number of ﬁndings in her Decisrcn With respect to the "
N 1aci&- ofcredlblhty on the part of Lt Hosklnson and his testlmony Such are not reci_ted
here as | the Court can see thern whén_ | it ret%iews the Dec131on as part of these
proceedings. F o_r: examnle there 1s the cclioquy between Lt Hosklnson and Plaintiff’s

counsel al T/Pp. 121, L. 1 - T/P p- 122 L 2 where Lti is: forced to admit that his

testimony on Direct .Exartnnatlon at the Trial Wa‘s_;atfyalj_l;ance 1th his testlmony both
'As-on—Cross-Exanﬁnatidn on the morning cf Trralandmhlseposmon in effect he
hdd-':chafhged his testimony during th'e”_c-our.'d&fe" oftheproceedzngs in ﬁfoﬁt of the
Magzstmte and it was no acczdent as his Dep?r_vztzon testzmorty Was the same as his
' As—On-Crch—Examination. an Hour or so prr'Or, -
This cCcnrred, and vas irnpcrtant j‘to LtHosklnson, because he
| .was' present at all tirhes in “the Cotl_rtroor?n as the .i)efendant’s
' RepreSentative,., and he beca‘mei' aware that Plamtlff’ s _:;Ccnnse_l was
making a large pomt ofthe fact that Lt Hoskmson s prlor testlmony that
.' he had Ms Howell place her hands behmd her back in a: “praying
. manner’ (ﬁngers pomtmg up) was. in fact physwally 1mpossrb1e and that
| hié ,t,e's'tlmony onthat pomt wasmaccurate‘ s0 he ;changed hl_s version of
that portion of the _incident to explain aWay.the inaccnracy, hoping nc
one,Would notice. Wrong! | '- o

PAGE 10 OF 16




- TheMaglstrate founst Hoskinson non—credlblew1thoutreferencetoExh1b1t A
6, Wthh she did notadmlt, ‘which eonsiSta ofadlsc1phnaryproceed1ng against Lt

- (then' SGT)Hosklnsonforuntruthfulnesswnhmthe Department If the"MagiStrate.

had eon_s-idered sueh an Exhlblt she WOUI& havehad evenmore ij-i_lstiﬁeation. The

‘Rulling -disallowing the- Exhibit and: the cross-examination with respect to the -

untruthﬁtlnees Wasalarge Bénéﬁt to the Defe'nSe. - 7- ;}
' 'Th"e Maglstrate feﬁndtiMS_HbWell to becompletelycredbleon all relevant
_issues‘, -fonnd Lt Hosklnson net:*to- be credlble, founda duty tobe ovtred to Ms
Howell, and found that 1f Lt HeSkinson h_aci properlyperforme : the duty for which
» he ?elaim'ed fsltch expertlse 1na pr_qpef rnanner‘, Plalntlffwouldnot have:been injured.
The}?conlll)laint:that? 'the Magistrate d1d net- con51derthe drunk driving arrest as
| affecting}Ms Howell’s credibiltty is alsounfoundedas the OVI case is irrelevant as
to whether or not Hosklnson broke her thumb . Bven 1f Ms Howell had bee convicted
- Hoskinson is not excused -ifor injuring her. | “A'gain, the Attbtne;;_:General raises non-
~ issues for improper j,nstiﬁcatiqn_s unfounded in 'la\év' and fact Even a lawful arrest

does not excuse brutality er ne‘gtigence and ’the law thereOn is masswe
We need to ,cons'tdet' what the forgOing facts showus in the 11ght of reason and

logic:
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~ We have is a situation where Ms Howell clearly claimed she was not
- injured prior to being arrested, and a total:_lzack of any evidence that she
was untruthful on that issue and/or any evidence that Lt Hoskinson had

any re_as_on to believe that she was :injured butlymg to him when he

inquired as to that exact issue. Lyndsgy d’enied:any e_xisting injury and

Lt HoskihsonE ’admifs that he had noé reasonnot to :believe her denials. .
Next, we have a claim by Ms Howell th’atf--wh_ile} her’hands were behind

her back she felt something “pop” and had immediate i)ain; about which

she made an immediate complaint.

Then, Lt Hoskinson claims that Ms HOWell-‘ nei_kef 'cb:r-nlplained until she
was “on-station” at the police depal.ftmjent‘BUT' We have an EMT run
| report (Exhibit 4) that states that Lf ﬁbskﬂiéonﬁdviéed the Medics that
Ms Howell stért_ed complaining Wh?é heput the handéuffs on her, which
is totally con'sistent with Ms HoWells cl_aim; a;nd contrary to Lt
Hoskinson’s denial, and comes from an iﬁdependen’g unbiased source.
All relevant witnesses agree that nothing happened at the scene, in the
cruiser, or at the police department to otherwise account for the injury.
All of the Attorney Generals fantasies as to Ms Howell being so drunk

she did not know she was injured until he Medics arrived are completely
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"obljitérated' by the admissions of Lt Hoskinsbn that Ms Howell exhibited

none of the normal and ordinary signs of intoxication/impairment (13 -

were used in this case) comrrionly used by the ;pfolice in OVI cases.
Thesggig@lude but are not limited to the fgét that -MééHowell was able to
carry on logical, coherent, topic related cony_ejj_sations with not only Lt
- Hoskinson but both of the Medics on all issues.

Also, wfe? have the fact that if the handcufﬁng js properly performed by
an expéfiehced officer on a person who is not resisting or'intérferihg no
injury should occur.

There is no question that Ms*Howelliwas in the complete control of Lt
Hoskinson, no one else was present, Ms quell did not resist or
obstrﬁct, and nothing other than thé | -handéufﬁhg occurred, and
Hoskinson admitted all of this.

Throughout his testimony Lt Hoskinson stated that if anything unusual
occurred..he would have put it in his f'eport: and fthéjre is nothing in his
report (or the Medic run report) about Ms HbWéll being incoherent,
babbling, or inappropriate.

' The only alternative explanation that the Attorney General has offered

is that since Ms Howell’s hands were behind her back, and she couldnot
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see It Hoskinson break her thumb, and LttHé'skins,»bﬁ;dehies causihg the
~injury, it did not:hap_pen‘, Ms Howell has ﬁqtﬁpro;ved-it-, all despite the :X-
| rays and othér rrigdical records that the thumbwasm fact broken.

CONCLUSION:

The Decision of the Magiétrate is nbt wrong 31mp1y because tye Attérney
General does not like it. | |

The Attorney Genéral:ié/WaS unable to cite spec1ﬁc facts in the transcript to
- show that fhe Magistrate 1_'o§t her way and/or failéd/réﬁ;ﬁ_sjed ‘to consider solid
evidence th‘af he presented. in justification of or suppo‘i't'of his position.

The. Flai'nti-ff; on the ‘oft'h‘e::r'"- hand, p;oduced multlple fa_cts, from indeben;ient
witnesses, aind aﬂr‘nissioné_ from Lt Hoskinson, that she 'vjv:as;not intoxicated/impaired
to such an extent as to not know of a prio.r injury; thatshe ;imrrigdiately complained
handcufﬁﬁg procedure to go wrong, particulaflyﬁ:'_ w1th ‘an. officer of 20 years
experience and “well ;.brollijgl_l‘:-_in",’v handcuffs. |

Finé_lly, the Defenée ﬁroduced no evidence of any alfefnative explanation for
the fact that Ms Howell’s thumb was in fact broken. -

The,Magistrate had npthing other than the Plainﬁ'ffs version of the incident to

consider, yet the Attorney General demands that she find in his favor based upon-an
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o unshépoﬁed derrial. of reéli‘ty, totally abeent' any :altﬁerhaj_:ilﬁf.e explenation' for the
N docﬁméntgd injury.
'The-, Magistrate had just cause: ;te' believe: ;i?Ms_ Howell’s substantially
o uncontroverted version of how her injury occurred E R
: The Magistrate had just cause to notﬂhe»lieyerLt: Hoshihson7s teStimony.
- The Magistrate had jus't- cause toiii net ;buy mto the Aﬁdmey "'General’s
. j_unfouhrieidfdenials. o - DR R
The Magistra’tez had jhst cause to net be mlsledbythe "Aftorney General-"s
~ - smoke and mirrors at;';cempt's to divert her from the truth 1 : o

The Decision of the Magistrate shoiild'be the Order of t_he:;Court.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

786 NORTHWEST. BOULEVARD
GRANDVIEW HEIGHTS, OH 43212
(614) 298-8200  S.C.# 0013227
ATTORNEY FOR LYNDSEY HOWELL
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'CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby cerﬁfy .fhat I have served a cdpy’of the .fbrgoing upon Christopher
Conomy, Assistant Attorney General as attorney for »Défé“n_c__lant, this 24" day of July,

2014, by regular U.S. Mail.

- ATTORNEY FOR LYNDSEY HOWEL
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Athens County

Athens County Emergency Medical

Services - | AMBULANCE
36 North Plains Rd RECORD
THE PLAINS, OH 45780
EMS 740-797-9560 Y Page | a5

Dlspatchz ID#

- " Date:.
5012000406 01-21-2012
Dispatched'As: | = FoundToBe: - - . " Patient Disposition:”
Intoxication Intoxication. Treated Tran )oned by EMS
_ L A Department Dlrectlve v
" Dispatched: |- " Enroute ~Amb: OnlLoc -] . PtContact- Depart Loc "~ “In'Service: - -
01:41 01:41 01 :46 01:47 01 57 02:10
: . -Pickup: -~ .. - A " Destination: -
S Scene of Accident / Acute Ev OBIeness Memorial Hospltal
88 University Ter 55 Hospital Dr
ATHENS OH 45701 ATHENS OH 45701
Response To Scene 911 Response (Scene) - Resporise Scenei’ No Lights & Sirens
. .Map:-Page: 1.30
County: U ATHENS ATHENS
' Closest Facility
1

‘Patient Name =~ shder , Ethnicity
Howell, Lyndsey Female Unknown
“Patient Residence ‘ ~~ | bateofBirth. | . ~ DL
2829 Polk Hollow Rd 04-28-1991
- CHILLIGOTHE OH 45601 (20 YO)
~ Phone'(H) - |~ Phone{W) | ' T T T 88N -
740 775- 592 : *ererG055

Patient Informatio

AIlergles

. Medications

History - INone

Chlef Complalnt : INJURED FINGER Onset of event occurred 70 minutes _Pnor to Calhng EMS

R “~Cardia : L
Gardlac Arrest : - Etiology: Resuscrtatlon Attempt:
No ' ‘
LOE ' “BP S 8pOz- i o ETCO2
AAOx3 138/74 - 0% RA
: Breath.Sounds:Upper- |- Breath'Sotinds'Lower: [~ ~ ] " RespRate: - 7 Pulses:
Left: Clear Left: Clear - 18 Left: Radial
Right: Clear Right: Clear ' Right: Radial
Pulse:Rate | Pupils. ' Capillary-Refill" | B
10 Left: PERRL Instant
Right: PERRL
Skin Color: | SKin:Moisture- | "Skin:Temp: - | . = . “Skin-Appearance.
Normal Dry “ Warm ] L
Blood Glucose | ‘Mental Status® | " "-Neéurological:Status
I - -
GCS: Total. se . RTS:
15 12
i ]
Cyrus, Zachary (EMT-B)  Herbert, Ronald (EMT-P) - PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT -—ﬁ-
Crew #1 Crew #2

Patient Name: Howell, Lyndsey | Incident Date: 01212012
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Athens County

Athens County Emergency Medical

Services AMBULANCE
36 North Plains Rd RECORD
- THE PLAINS, OH 45780
EMS 740-797-9560 Y Pace o a3

~ Head/Face:

.- Neck:

" Heart

‘Abdomen Left:Upper . - -

‘Abdomen Left Lower

—Abdomen.Right Upper._

—Abdomen Right Lower -

GU Assessment. - -

Back:-Cervical

Back Thoracic

Back Lurmbar/Sacral.

Extremities-Right Upper-

Extremities-Right Lower

Extremities-Left:Upper -

) Extremltles-Left Lower-"

bae T Tims T Evont ‘Description.

01-21-2012 01:41 |Dispatched

01-21-2012 01:41 |Enroute

01-21-2012 01:46 |On Location

01-21-2012 01:47 |Patient Contact -

01-21-2012 01:57 |Departed Location

01-21-2012 02:04 [Arrived Destination

01-21-2012 | 02:10 _In Service

NS LR Patlentf'*Assessmen )estination.- - o
LOC BP- Sp02 _ : . o ETCOZ N
Breath Sounds Upper | Breath Sounds Lower- ’ - ; 5Rés"p;£Rate_-. B C " Pulses
Left: Left: Left:
Right: Right: Right:
‘Pulsé Rate- ~ Pupils. -~ | Capillary-Refill || = - - T I TR
Left:
Right:
‘Skin. Color- | . Skin:Moisture- | ' Skin'Temp.~ “|+ . © - Skin: Appearance
 Blood Glucose | Mental Status. | ogical:

CALLED TO OUPD FOR THUMB INJURY. UPON ARRIVAL FOUND PT SETTING IN BOOKING ROOM
HANDCUFFED TO CHAIR. OFFICER STATED SHE WAS UNDER ARREST FOR DUI, WHEN HE PUT THE
HANDCUFFS ON HER SHE STARTED COMPLAINING OF A THUMB INJURY. UPON ARRIVAL TO
STATION SHE CONTINUED TO COMPLAIN OF HER THUMB HURTING. PT RIGHT THUMB DID HAVE
SOME SWELLING, NO BRUISING. PT WAS ABLE TO MOVE THE THUMB AND OTHER FINGERS. PT
WANTED A FRIEND TO COME PICK HER UP AND TAKE HER TO THE HOSPITAL, BUT REFUSED TO
SIGN THE EMS REFUSAL FOR TREATMENT FORM. OUPD RELEASED THE PT INTO ACEMS CUSTODY,
ASSISTED PT TO SQUAD, PLACED PT ON BENCH SEAT. VITALS OBT ENROUTE AS LISTED IN REPORT.
NO CHANGES IN STATUS, CALLED OMH ER FOR REPORT, ADVICED TO TAKE PT THROUGH TRIAGE.
UPON ARRIVAL SENT PT TO WAITING TO WAIT TO BE SEEN ADVICE STAFF PT WAS IN THE WAITING
ROOM.

e

Cyrus, Zachalx (EMT-B)  Herbert, Ronald (EMT-P)
Crew Crew #2

Patient Name: Howell, Lyndsey | Incident Date: 01-21-2012
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Athens County

EMS

Athens County Emergency Medical
_ Services
1105 Schrock Road Suite 610
Columbus, OH 43229

Account #
9187406

Howell Lyndsey
2829 Polk Hollow Rd
CHILLICOTHE OH 45601

Patlent

Trip

Date of Service: 01-21-2012

Dispatch ID Number: 5012000406

Plckup 88 University Ter

Payment to EMS Check/Money Order 1

p61004888741 |

06-07-2012
Payment to EMS - Check / Money Order p51004855303 06-25-2012 100.00
Payment to EMS - Check / Money Order p51004965847 . 07-12-2012 100.00
Payment to EMS - Check / Money Order p21005001264 07-31-2012 100.00
Payment to EMS - Check / Money Order p91005003149 08-17-2012 50.00
p1 1004855521 09-17-2012

Payment to EMS Check/ Money Orderv

'Total Charges

$506.70 $506.70

,Total_Payme_nts. -

J
$0 00

.Balance Due

$0.00

Printed on 12-10-2013
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. Athens County

Athens County Em Medi
unty mergency Medical AMBULANCE
36 North Plains'Rd . RECORD
THE PLAINS, OH 45780
740-797-9560

9187406 (zcyrus2)

Page 3 of 3

Medic #1

Signaturg

EMS Personnel (Pt Unable/Pt Rep Unavail to sign)
Refused

Facility Represenfative

Cyrus, Zachalx (EMT-B)  Herbert, Ronald (EMT-P)
Crew #1 : Crew #2

Patient Name: Howell, Lyndsey | Incident Date: 01-21-2012




®
Pincent BePascale

Attorney and Counselor at Latw

BePascale Law Offices Office (614)298-8200
786 Porthwest Boulevard 24 JULY 2014 Nights (614) 481-0555
Grandbicw Beights, Gbhio 43212 Po Fax & No €-Mail
CLERK

COURT OF CLAIMS OF OHIO

THE OHIO JUDICIAL CENTER

65 SOUTH FRONT STREET, THIRD FLOOR
COLUMBUS OH 43215

Re: Howell v Ohio University Police

Department
.2013-00001

Dear Clerk:

Enclosed is the original and a copy of the Plaintiff's Memorandum Contra
Defendant’s Objections to the Magistrates Decision.

Please file the original and return a time stamped copy to me in the enclosed -
SASE. /M

Thanx.

Vincent DePascale
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l Pincent BePascale

Attornepy and Counselor at Latw
Bffice (614)298-8200

BePascale Law Bffices
786 Northwest Woulebard Niahts (614) 481-0555
‘ Grandbietn Beights, Bhio 43212 o Fax & Po E-Mail
24 JULY 2014

HON. HOLLY SHAVER, MAGISTRATE

COURT OF CLAIMS OF OHIO
THE OHIO JUDICIAL CENTER
65 SOUTH FRONT STREET, THIRD FLOOR

COLUMBUS OH 43215

Howell v Ohio University Police
Department

2013-00001

Re:

Magistrate Shaver:
Enclosed is a Courtesy copy of the Plaintiff's Memorandum Contra

Defendant’s Objections to the Magistrates Decision.

Vincent DePascale
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®
Pincent PePascale

dAttornep and Coungelor at Lato
BePascale Law Offices Office (614)298-8200
786 Northwest Boulebard 24 JULY 2014 Rights (614) 481-0555
Grandbieiny Beights, Ghio 43212

Po Fax & Po €-Mail
HON. PATRICK McGRAGH : '
THE OHIO JUDICIAL CENTER

65 SOUTH FRONT STREET, THIRD FLOOR
COLUMBUS OH 43215

Re: Howell v Ohio University Police

Department
2013-00001

Dear Judge McGrath:

Enclosed is a Courtesy copy of the Plaintiff's Memorandum Contra
Defendant’s Objections to the Magistrates Decision.

- Vincent DePascale
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