
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

WESTERN DIVISION 

        

 

ROWVAUGHN WELLS, Individually and as  Case No.: 2:23-cv-02224-MSN-atc 

Administratix Ad Litem of the Estate of  

TYRE DEANDRE NICHOLS, deceased,   PLAINTIFF’S FIRST 

        SUPPLEMENTAL RULE 26(a)(1) 

        DISCLOSURES 

 Plaintiff,       

         

v.         

         

THE CITY OF MEMPHIS, a municipality, et al.,   

         

 Defendants.        

        

 

 

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RULE 26(a)(1) DISCLOSURES 

  

 NOW COMES Plaintiff RowVaughn Wells, individually and as administratrix of the 

estate of Tyre Deandre Nichols, by and through her attorneys, pursuant to Rule 26(a)(1) of the 

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, making her first supplemental Rule 26(a) disclosures: 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
 

Plaintiff has not yet determined who will be called to offer testimony at trial as a witness or 

which documents and tangible things will be utilized to support Plaintiff’s claims. 

Investigation continues as to the identity of witnesses and the types of documents and 

tangible things. Plaintiff reserves all rights to name additional lay witnesses and identify 

additional documents and tangible things.  

 

Plaintiff further reserves the right to supplement or amend their Disclosure at a later date 

once all depositions and discovery has been completed, and in accordance with applicable 

court orders and the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.  

 

The disclosure of any witness or subject matter of their testimony shall in no way be 

construed as a waiver to any substantive motion, motion in limine, or objection—whether at 

deposition, trial, or otherwise. 
 
 

Case 2:23-cv-02224-MSN-atc   Document 169-1   Filed 03/28/24   Page 1 of 38    PageID 1298



Page 2 

DEFINITIONS 

• “Defendant Officers”: This term used throughout these Disclosures shall refer to 

Defendants Demetrius Haley; Emmitt Martin III; Tadarrius Bean; Desmond Mills, Jr.; 

Justin Smith; Preston Hemphill; and DeWayne Smith.  

• “Defendant EMTs”: This term used throughout these Disclosures shall refer to 

Defendants JaMichael Sandridge, Robert Long, and Michelle Whitaker. 

• “Individual Defendants”: This term used throughout these Disclosures shall refer to all 

Defendant Officers and Defendant EMTs. 

• “Subject Occurrence”: This term used throughout these Disclosures refers to all 

interactions between Tyre Nichols and SCORPION Unit Officers, Memphis Police 

Department Officers, and Memphis Fire Department Members on January 7, 2023 as 

described in Plaintiff’s operative Complaint. 

WITNESSES 

Rule 26(a)(1)(A)(i): The name and, if known, the address and telephone number of each 

individual likely to have discoverable information—along with the subjects of that 

information—that the disclosing party may use to support its claims or defenses, unless solely 

for impeachment: 

 

1. RowVaughn Wells  

 c/o Plaintiff’s Counsel (Romanucci & Blandin, LLC) 

 

RowVaughn Wells is the Plaintiff in the instant matter and may be contacted through her counsel. 

Mrs. Wells is the mother of the decedent, Tyre Nichols. Mrs. Wells is the Administratrix of the 

Estate of Tyre Nichols and also has claims in her individual capacity against Defendant DeWayne 

Smith and the City of Memphis.  

 

Mrs. Wells is expected to testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances surrounding 

the Subject Occurrence, her interactions with members of the Memphis Police and Fire 

Department, and those described in the Operative Complaint. Mrs. Wells will also testify 

regarding her emotional distress and loss of normal life and her son’s pain, suffering, emotional 

distress, and all damages proximately caused by the Subject Occurrence described in the 

Operative Complaint, including but not limited to: 

 

• Tyre’s life and aspirations; 

• Tyre’s medical expenses; 

• Tyre’s loss of earning capacity; 

• Tyre’s pain and suffering; 

• Tyre’s permanent injuries; 

• Tyre’s disfigurement; 

• Tyre’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s death; 
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• Tyre’s funeral expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s medical expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s pain and suffering;  

• RowVaughn’s permanent injuries; 

• RowVaughn’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s age; 

• Tyre’s education; 

• Tyre’s health condition before and after the Subject Occurrence; 

• Tyre’s strength and capacity to work and for earning money; 

• Tyre’s personal habits of sobriety and industry; and… 

• All other topics relevant to damages allowed under the law. 

 

Mrs. Wells is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

2. Rodney Wells  

 c/o Plaintiff’s Counsel (Romanucci & Blandin, LLC) 

 

Rodney Wells is Tyre Nichols’ stepfather and RowVaughn Wells’ husband. He may be contacted 

through Mrs. Wells’ counsel.  

 

Mr. Wells is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances surrounding 

the Subject Occurrence and those complained described in the Operative Complaint. Mr. Wells 

will also testify regarding his wife’s emotional distress and loss of normal life and  his son’s pain, 

suffering, emotional distress, and all damages proximately caused by the Subject Occurrence 

described in the Operative Complaint, including but not limited to: 

 

• Tyre’s life and aspirations; 

• Tyre’s medical expenses; 

• Tyre’s loss of earning capacity; 

• Tyre’s pain and suffering; 

• Tyre’s permanent injuries; 

• Tyre’s disfigurement; 

• Tyre’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s death; 

• Tyre’s funeral expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s medical expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s pain and suffering;  

• RowVaughn’s permanent injuries; 

• RowVaughn’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s age; 

• Tyre’s education; 

• Tyre’s health condition before and after the Subject Occurrence; 

• Tyre’s strength and capacity to work and for earning money; 

• Tyre’s personal habits of sobriety and industry; and… 
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• All other topics relevant to damages allowed under the law. 

 

Mr. Wells is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

3. Lenge Dupree  

 c/o Plaintiff’s Counsel (Romanucci & Blandin, LLC) 

 

Lenge Dupree is Tyre Nichols’ brother and the son of RowVaughn Wells. He may be contacted 

through Mrs. Wells’ counsel. 

 

Mr. Dupree is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances surrounding 

the Subject Occurrence and those described in the Operative Complaint. Mr. Dupree will also 

testify regarding his mom’s emotional distress and loss of normal life and his brother’s pain, 

suffering, emotional distress, and all damages proximately caused by the Subject Occurrence 

described in the Operative Complaint, including but not limited to: 

 

• Tyre’s life and aspirations; 

• Tyre’s medical expenses; 

• Tyre’s loss of earning capacity; 

• Tyre’s pain and suffering; 

• Tyre’s permanent injuries; 

• Tyre’s disfigurement; 

• Tyre’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s death 

• Tyre’s funeral expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s medical expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s pain and suffering;  

• RowVaughn’s permanent injuries; 

• RowVaughn’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s age; 

• Tyre’s education; 

• Tyre’s health condition before and after the Subject Occurrence; 

• Tyre’s strength and capacity to work and for earning money; 

• Tyre’s personal habits of sobriety and industry; and… 

• All other topics relevant to damages allowed under the law. 

 

Mr. Dupree is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

4. Michael Cutrer 

 c/o Plaintiff’s Counsel (Romanucci & Blandin, LLC) 

 

Michael Cutrer is Tyre Nichols’ brother and the son of RowVaughn Wells. He may be contacted 

through Mrs. Wells’ counsel. 
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Mr. Cutrer is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances surrounding 

the Subject Occurrence and those described in the Operative Complaint. Mr. Cutrer will also 

testify regarding his mom’s emotional distress and loss of normal life and his brother’s pain, 

suffering, emotional distress, and all damages proximately caused by the Subject Occurrence 

described in the Operative Complaint, including but not limited to: 

 

• Tyre’s life and aspirations; 

• Tyre’s medical expenses; 

• Tyre’s loss of earning capacity; 

• Tyre’s pain and suffering; 

• Tyre’s permanent injuries; 

• Tyre’s disfigurement; 

• Tyre’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s death 

• Tyre’s funeral expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s medical expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s pain and suffering;  

• RowVaughn’s permanent injuries; 

• RowVaughn’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s age; 

• Tyre’s education; 

• Tyre’s health condition before and after the Subject Occurrence; 

• Tyre’s strength and capacity to work and for earning money; 

• Tyre’s personal habits of sobriety and industry; and… 

• All other topics relevant to damages allowed under the law. 

 

Mr. Cutrer is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

5. Kenyana Dixon 

 c/o Plaintiff’s Counsel (Romanucci & Blandin, LLC) 

 

Kenyana Dixon is Tyre Nichols’ sister and the daughter of RowVaughn Wells. He may be 

contacted through Mrs. Wells’ counsel. 

 

Ms. Dixon is expected to testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances surrounding 

the Subject Occurrence and those described in the Operative Complaint. Ms. Dixon will also 

testify regarding her mom’s emotional distress and loss of normal life her brother’s pain, 

suffering, emotional distress, and all damages proximately caused by the Subject Occurrence 

described in the Operative Complaint, including but not limited to: 

 

• Tyre’s life and aspirations; 

• Tyre’s medical expenses; 

• Tyre’s loss of earning capacity; 
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• Tyre’s pain and suffering; 

• Tyre’s permanent injuries; 

• Tyre’s disfigurement; 

• Tyre’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s death; 

• Tyre’s funeral expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s medical expenses; 

• RowVaughn’s pain and suffering;  

• RowVaughn’s permanent injuries; 

• RowVaughn’s loss of enjoyment of life; 

• Tyre’s age; 

• Tyre’s education; 

• Tyre’s health condition before and after the Subject Occurrence; 

• Tyre’s strength and capacity to work and for earning money; 

• Tyre’s personal habits of sobriety and industry; and… 

• All other topics relevant to damages allowed under the law. 

 

Ms. Dixon is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

6. Chief Cerelyn Davis 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

 

Cerelyn Davis is the Memphis Police Department Chief of Police (also known as the Director of 

Police Services). She was the Chief of in the approximately 18 months preceding the subject 

occurrence, during the subject occurrence, and up through the present. Chief Davis will be called 

as an adverse witness pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

 

Chief Davis will testify in her individual capacity regarding the facts and circumstances 

surrounding the Subject Occurrence described in Plaintiff’s operative Complaint.  

 

Chief Davis will testify in her individual capacity regarding her career in law enforcement; her 

previous employment; her current employment; and actions she has taken in being hired and since 

being hired by the City of Memphis.  

 

Chief Davis will also testify in her individual capacity regarding hiring, employment histories, 

and the policies, procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police 

Department generally.  

 

Further, Chief Davis will testify in her individual capacity regarding training that police officers 

undergo prior to their employment with the Memphis Police Department, at the Police Academy, 

during their employment with the Memphis Police Department, and with respect to the 

SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable 

suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use 
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of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more 

generally.  

 

Chief Davis will also testify in her individual capacity regarding the Constitution, as well as the 

policies, patterns, practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, 

maintenance, and disbanding of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department, as 

well as her experience with similarly-styled units in other jurisdictions (i.e., REDDOG Unit in 

Georgia). 

 

Chief Davis will testify in her individual capacity regarding the supervision of police officers 

within the Memphis Police Department, generally, and the SCORPION Unit while it existed.  

 

Chief Davis will testify in her individual capacity regarding the Constitution and proper police 

policies, practices, procedures, and standards as she has understood them after a career in law 

enforcement and in serving as a Chief of Police. 

 

Chief Davis will testify in her individual capacity regarding any and all post-Subject Occurrence 

reports filled out by the officers in this matter, including reports and hearings addressing 

administrative disciplinary/decertification hearings for SCORPION officer involved in the 

Subject Occurrence.  

 

Chief Davis is expected to testify regarding efforts she has undertaken pursuant to her ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

 

Chief Davis is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. 

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

7. Assistant Chief Shawn Jones 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

 

Shawn Jones is the Memphis Police Department Assistant Chief of Police and he served in that 

role preceding the subject occurrence, during the subject occurrence, and up through the present. 

He will be called as an adverse witness pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

 

Assistant Chief Jones will testify regarding the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject 

Occurrence described in Plaintiff’s operative Complaint. He will testify regarding his career in 

law enforcement; his previous employment; his current employment; and actions he has taken in 

being hired and since being hired by the City of Memphis.  

 

Assistant Chief Jones will also testify regarding hiring, employment histories, and the policies, 

procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department generally.  

 

Further, Assistant Chief Jones will testify regarding training that police officers undergo prior to 

their employment with the Memphis Police Department, at the Police Academy, during their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in 

areas including-but not limited to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, 
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traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper 

spray, the use of deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally.  

 

Assistant Chief Jones will also testify regarding the Constitution, as well as the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding 

of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department.  

 

Assistant Chief Jones will testify regarding the supervision of police officers within the Memphis 

Police Department, generally, and the SCORPION Unit while it existed.  

 

Assistant Chief Jones will testify regarding proper police policies practices, procedures, and 

standards as he has understood them after a career in law enforcement and in serving as an 

Assistant Chief of Police. 

 

Assistant Chief Jones will testify regarding any and all post-Subject Occurrence filled out by 

Defendant Officers in this matter, including reports and hearings addressing administrative 

disciplinary/decertification hearings for SCORPION officer involved in the Subject Occurrence.  

 

Assistant Chief Jones is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his 

ongoing obligation to preserve evidence. 

 

Assistant Chief Jones is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. 

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

8. Assistant Chief Donald Crowe 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

 

Donald Crowe is the Memphis Police Department Assistant Chief of Police and he served in that 

role preceding the subject occurrence, during the subject occurrence, and up through the present. 

He will be called as an adverse witness pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

 

Assistant Chief Crowe will testify regarding the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject 

Occurrence described in Plaintiff’s operative Complaint. He will testify regarding his career in 

law enforcement; his previous employment; his current employment; and actions he has taken in 

being hired and since being hired by the City of Memphis.  

 

Assistant Chief Crowe will also testify regarding hiring, employment histories, and the policies, 

procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department generally.  

 

Further, Assistant Chief Crowe will testify regarding training that police officers undergo prior 

to their employment with the Memphis Police Department, at the Police Academy, during their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in 

areas including-but not limited to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, 

traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper 

spray, the use of deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally.  
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Assistant Chief Crowe will also testify regarding the Constitution, as well as the policies, 

patterns, practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and 

disbanding of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department.  

 

Assistant Chief Crowe will testify regarding the supervision of police officers within the 

Memphis Police Department, generally, and the SCORPION Unit while it existed.  

 

Assistant Chief Crowe will testify regarding proper police policies practices, procedures, and 

standards as he has understood them after a career in law enforcement and in serving as an 

Assistant Chief of Police. 

 

Assistant Chief Crowe will testify regarding any and all post-Subject Occurrence filled out by 

Defendant Officers in this matter, including reports and hearings addressing administrative 

disciplinary/decertification hearings for SCORPION officer involved in the Subject Occurrence.  

 

Assistant Chief Crowe is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his 

ongoing obligation to preserve evidence. 

 

Assistant Chief Crowe is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. 

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

9. Demetrius Haley 

c/o Counsel for Demtrius Haley  (Stephen Leffler) 

Demetrius Haley is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

Mr. Haley is a former police officer with the Memphis Police Department and was assigned to the 

SCORPION Unit at the time of the Subject Occurrence. He will testify regarding information as 

to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ 

operative Complaint and of the defenses asserted in response thereto. Mr. Haley is likely to have 

information regarding the recorded body camera videos and police reports authored by himself 

and other individuals after the Subject Occurrence.  

Mr. Haley is likely to have information regarding his hiring, employment history, and the policies, 

procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department generally. 

Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience prior to his 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during his employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of 

the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

Mr. Haley is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary hearings 

in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 
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Mr. Haley is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

Mr. Haley is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

10. Desmond Mills Jr. 

c/o Counsel for Desmond Mills Jr. (Clyde Keenan) 

Desmond Mills Jr. is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611.  

Mr. Mills Jr. is a former police officer with the Memphis Police Department and was assigned to 

the SCORPION Unit at the time of the Subject Occurrence. He will testify regarding information 

as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ 

operative Complaint and of the defenses asserted in response thereto. Mr. Mills Jr. is likely to have 

information regarding the recorded body camera videos and police reports authored by himself 

and other individuals after the Subject Occurrence.  

Mr. Mills Jr. is likely to have information regarding his hiring, employment history, and the 

policies, procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department 

generally. Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience prior to 

his employment with the Memphis Police Department, during his employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of 

the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

Mr. Mills Jr. is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary 

hearings in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

Mr. Mills Jr. is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

Mr. Mills Jr. is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

11. Justin Smith 

c/o Counsel for Justin Smith (Sparkman Zummach) 

Justin Smith is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness pursuant 

to Federal Rule of Evidence 611.  

Mr. J. Smith is a former police officer with the Memphis Police Department and was assigned to 

the SCORPION Unit at the time of the Subject Occurrence. He will testify regarding information 

as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ 

operative Complaint and of the defenses asserted in response thereto. Mr. J. Smith is likely to have 

information regarding the recorded body camera videos and police reports authored by himself 

and other individuals after the Subject Occurrence.  
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Mr. J. Smith is likely to have information regarding his hiring, employment history, and the 

policies, procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department 

generally. Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience prior to 

his employment with the Memphis Police Department, during his employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of 

the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

Mr. J. Smith is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary 

hearings in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

Mr. J. Smith is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

Mr. J. Smith is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

12. Emmitt Martin III 

c/o Counsel for Emmitt Martin III (Johnson and Johnson) 

Emmitt Martin III is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611.  

Mr. Martin III is a former police officer with the Memphis Police Department and was assigned to 

the SCORPION Unit at the time of the Subject Occurrence. He will testify regarding information 

as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ 

operative Complaint and of the defenses asserted in response thereto. Mr. Martin III is likely to 

have information regarding the recorded body camera videos and police reports authored by 

himself and other individuals after the Subject Occurrence.  

Mr. Martin III is likely to have information regarding his hiring, employment history, and the 

policies, procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department 

generally. Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience prior to 

his employment with the Memphis Police Department, during his employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of 

the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

Mr. Martin III is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary 

hearings in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

Mr. Martin III is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 
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Mr. Martin III is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

13. Tadarrius Bean  

c/o Counsel for Tadarrius Bean (Perry Griffin) 

Tadarrius Bean is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611.  

Mr. Bean is a former police officer with the Memphis Police Department and was assigned to the 

SCORPION Unit at the time of the Subject Occurrence. He will testify regarding information as 

to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ 

operative Complaint and of the defenses asserted in response thereto. Mr. Bean is likely to have 

information regarding the recorded body camera videos and police reports authored by himself 

and other individuals after the Subject Occurrence.  

Mr. Bean is likely to have information regarding his hiring, employment history, and the policies, 

procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department generally. 

Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience prior to his 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during his employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of 

the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

Mr. Bean is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary hearings 

in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

Mr. Bean is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

Mr. Bean is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

14. Preston Hemphill 

c/o Counsel for Preston Hemphill (Godwin, Morris, Laurenzi & Bloomfield) 

Preston Hemphill is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611.  

Mr. Hemphill is a former police officer with the Memphis Police Department and was assigned to 

the SCORPION Unit at the time of the Subject Occurrence. He will testify regarding information 

as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ 

operative Complaint and of the defenses asserted in response thereto. Mr. Hemphill is likely to 

have information regarding the recorded body camera videos and police reports authored by 

himself and other individuals after the Subject Occurrence.  

Mr. Hemphill is likely to have information regarding his hiring, employment history, and the 

policies, procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department 

Case 2:23-cv-02224-MSN-atc   Document 169-1   Filed 03/28/24   Page 12 of 38    PageID
1309



Page 13 

generally. Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience prior to 

his employment with the Memphis Police Department, during his employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of 

the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

Mr. Hemphill is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary 

hearings in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

Mr. Hemphill is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

Mr. Hemphill is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

15. DeWayne Smith 

c/o Counsel for DeWayne Smith (Godwin, Morris, Laurenzi & Bloomfield) 

DeWayne Smith is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611.  

Mr. D. Smith is a former lieutenant with the Memphis Police Department and was assigned to the 

SCORPION Unit at the time of the Subject Occurrence. He will testify regarding information as 

to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ 

operative Complaint and of the defenses asserted in response thereto. Mr. D. Smith is likely to 

have information regarding the recorded body camera videos and police reports authored by 

himself and other individuals after the Subject Occurrence. He will also testify regarding 

conversations he had directly with the Plaintiff on the night of the Subject Occurrence and in the 

subsequent days and weeks. 

Mr. D. Smith is likely to have information regarding his hiring, employment history, and the 

policies, procedures, and structure of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department 

generally. Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience prior to 

his employment with the Memphis Police Department, during his employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of 

the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

Mr. D. Smith is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary 

hearings in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

Mr. D. Smith is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 
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Mr. D. Smith is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter.  

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

16. JaMichael Sandridge 

c/o Counsel for JaMichael Sandridge (Smittick Law) 

 

JaMichael Sandridge is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. Mr. Sandridge is a former Emergency Medical 

Technician with the Memphis Fire Department, who responded to the scene after the Subject 

Occurrence. 

 

He is likely to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject 

Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ Complaint at Law and of the defenses asserted in response 

thereto, as well as the damages suffered by the decedent, Tyre Nichols. Mr. Sandridge is likely to 

have information regarding any recorded notes, reports, videos, or audio recordings of the Subject 

Occurrence.  

 

Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience concerning the 

standard of care regarding providing emergency medical care by an emergency medical technician.  

 

Mr. Sandridge is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary 

hearings in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

 

Mr. Sandridge is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

 

Mr. Sandridge is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. 

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

17. Robert Long 

c/o Counsel for Robert Long (Darrell O’Neal) 

  

Robert Long is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness pursuant 

to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. Mr. Longg is a former Emergency Medical Technician with the 

Memphis Fire Department, who responded to the scene after the Subject Occurrence.  

 

He is likely to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject 

Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ Complaint at Law and of the defenses asserted in response 

thereto, as well as the damages suffered by the decedent, Tyre Nichols. Mr. Long is likely to have 

information regarding any recorded notes, reports, videos, or audio recordings of the Subject 

Occurrence.  

 

Further, he is likely to have information concerning his training and experience concerning the 

standard of care regarding providing emergency medical care by an emergency medical technician.  

 

Mr. Long is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary hearings 

in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings.  
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Mr. Long is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

Mr. Long is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

18. Michelle Whitaker 

c/o Counsel for Michelle Whitaker (Spence Partners) 

 

Michelle Whitaker is a named Defendant in this matter and will be called as an adverse witness 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. Ms. Whitaker is a former Emergency Medical 

Technician and Lieutenant with the Memphis Fire Department, who responded to the scene after 

the Subject Occurrence.  

 

She is likely to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject 

Occurrence complained of in Plaintiffs’ Complaint at Law and of the defenses asserted in response 

thereto, as well as the damages suffered by the decedent, Tyre Nichols. Ms. Whitaker is likely to 

have information regarding any recorded notes, reports, videos, or audio recordings of the Subject 

Occurrence.  

 

Further, she is likely to have information concerning his training and experience concerning the 

standard of care regarding providing emergency medical care by an emergency medical technician.  

 

Ms. Whitaker is expected to have information concerning his administrative and disciplinary 

hearings in the aftermath of the Subject Occurrence, and the results of those proceedings. 

 

Ms. Whitaker is expected to testify regarding efforts she has undertaken pursuant to her ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

 

Ms. Whitaker is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. 

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

19. Shelby County Sheriff’s Deputy Jeremy Watkins 

20. Shelby County Sheriff’s Deputy Johntavious Bowers 

201 Poplar Avenue, 9th Floor 

Memphis, Tennessee 38103 

The foregoing witnesses are or were deputies with The Shelby County Sherriff’s Office on the 

night of the Subject Occurrence. They are likely to have information as to the facts and 

circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint at 

Law as they were present on the scene.  

These witnesses are likely to have information regarding the layout of the scene of the Subject 

Occurrence; description of the Subject Occurrence; and the actions of the Individual Defendants 

during and after the Subject Occurrence. Further, they are likely to have information with regard 

to any and all post- Subject Occurrence reports filled out by the deputies in this matter.  

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 
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21. Officer Cornell McKinnie 

22. Officer Darrell Mathis 

23. Officer C. Mohney 

24. Officer Samuel Lively 

25. Officer Jamil Matthews 

26. Officer Irma Montes 

27. Officer Christopher Wilson 

28. Officer Tony Moore 

29. Officer Adrian Blakes 

30. Officer Carlos Ivy 

31. Major Willie W. Mathena, Jr. 

32. Major Christopher Mohney 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witnesses are or were officers or ranking officials within the Memphis Police 

Department on the night of the Subject Occurrence. They are likely to have information as to the 

facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiff’s 

Complaint at Law as they were present on the scene. Those witnesses may be called adversely 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

These witnesses are likely to have information regarding the layout of the scene of the Subject 

Occurrence; description of the Subject Occurrence; and the actions of the Individual Defendants 

during and after the Subject Occurrence. Further, they are likely to have information with regard 

to any and all post- Subject Occurrence reports filled out by the deputies in this matter.  

Further, they are likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited 

to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the 

use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, 

and the Fourth Amendment more generally. They will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding 

of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

33. Jesse Guy 

34. Jalen Jones 

35. Gregory Bryant 

36. Cloe Smith 

37. Shundra Catron 

38. Kieran Bowien 

39. Antonia Crawford 

40. Other Memphis Fire Department Officers / Emergency Medical Technicians 
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To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witnesses’ identities are currently both known and unknown to Plaintiff’s Counsel 

and within the possession of Defendant City of Memphis. Plaintiff would seek to depose any 

officer who served within the Memphis Fire Department and were present on the night of the 

Subject Occurrence at the scene. Those witnesses may be called adversely pursuant to Federal 

Rule of Evidence 611.  

These witnesses are likely to have information regarding the layout of the scene of the Subject 

Occurrence; description of the Subject Occurrence; and the actions of the Individual Defendants 

during and after the Subject Occurrence. Further, they are likely to have information with regard 

to any and all post- Subject Occurrence reports filled out by the deputies in this matter.  

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

41. Jamil Matthews 

42. Wann Reed 

43. Charles White 

44. Victor Lester 

45. Col. J.D. Smith 

46. Lt. Kevin Lake 

47. Lt. Patrick Fox 

48. Lt. Brandon  Harris 

49. Lt. Michael Jackson 

50. Lt. Andrew Kosso 

51. Lt. Israel Taylor 

52. All Other Former SCORPION Officers 

To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for the City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witnesses’ identities are currently unknown to Plaintiff’s Counsel and within the 

possession of Defendant City of Memphis and Defendant Chief Davis. Plaintiff would seek to 

depose those officers listed and any officer who served on the Memphis Police Department’s 

SCORPION Unit at any time prior to the Subject Occurrence. Those witnesses may be called 

adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611.  

They are likely to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject 

Occurrence complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint at Law as they may have been present on the 

scene.  

These witnesses are likely to have information regarding the layout of the scene of the Subject 

Occurrence; description of the Subject Occurrence; and the actions of the Individual Defendants 

during and after the Subject Occurrence. Further, they are likely to have information with regard 

to any and all post- Subject Occurrence reports filled out by the deputies in this matter.  
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Further, they are likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited 

to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the 

use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, 

and the Fourth Amendment more generally.  

They will also testify regarding the Constitution, as well as the policies, patterns, practices, 

operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding of the 

SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

53. Memphis Police Department Deputy Chief Michael Hardy 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

Michael Hardy is a Deputy Chief with the Memphis Police Department. He served as the 

administrative hearing officer for the disciplinary hearing addressing the professional misconduct 

charges for the Defendant Officers, and the repercussions, including termination, thereof.  

He is likely to have information concerning the investigation of these officers into their conduct 

surrounding the Subject Occurrence.  

Further, he is likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited 

to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the 

use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, 

and the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding 

of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. He is expected to testify 

regarding the policies, patterns, practices, operating procedures, and day-to-day operations of the 

Memphis Police Department. 

He is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing obligation 

to preserve evidence. 

He is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

54. Colonel Sharon Cunningham 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

Sharon Cunningham is a Colonel with the Memphis Police Department. She is the Memphis Police 

Department Commander of Training.  
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She is likely to have information concerning the investigation of these officers into their conduct 

surrounding the Subject Occurrence.  

Further, she is likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited 

to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the 

use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, 

and the Fourth Amendment more generally. She will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding 

of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. She is expected to testify 

regarding the policies, patterns, practices, operating procedures, and day-to-day operations of the 

Memphis Police Department. 

She is expected to testify regarding efforts he has undertaken pursuant to his ongoing obligation 

to preserve evidence. 

She is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

55. Unknown Employees of the Memphis Police Department RealTime Crime Center  

56. Keeper of Records at the Memphis Police Department RealTime Crime Center   

To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Bake Donelson) 

 

The foregoing witnesses’ identities are currently unknown to Plaintiff’s Counsel and within the 

possession of Defendant City of Memphis and Defendant Chief Davis. Plaintiff would seek to 

depose employees of the Memphis Real Time Crime Center, which is believed to be a division of 

the Memphis Police Department monitoring crime within the City of Memphis through 

technology, including-but not limited to-that owned by SkyCop, Inc. 

 

These witnesses would testify regarding their observations within the Memphis RealTime Crime 

Center preceding, during, and after the Subject Occurrence, as well as all reports or documents 

drafted and activities carried out by the Memphis RealTime Crime Center during and after the 

Subject Occurrence.  

 

These witnesses would testify regarding the procedures of the Memphis RealTime Crime Center; 

their work alongside the Memphis Police Department; their work alongside the SCORPION Unit; 

their protocol and procedures for the gathering, collection, and preservation of evidence generally 

and specifically to the Subject Occurrence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

57. Unknown Employees of SkyCop, Inc. 

58. Keeper of Records at SkyCop, Inc. 

600 Jefferson Ave., #400 

Memphis, TN 38105 
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To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

 

The foregoing witnesses’ identities are currently unknown to Plaintiff’s Counsel and within the 

possession of Defendant City of Memphis and Defendant Chief Davis. Plaintiff would seek to 

depose employees of SkyCop, Inc, which is a private company that works alongside the Memphis 

RealTime Crime Center, which is believed to be a division of the Memphis Police Department 

monitoring crime within the City of Memphis. 

 

These witnesses would testify regarding their observations within at SkyCop, Inc. alongside the 

Memphis RealTime Crime Center preceding, during, and after the Subject Occurrence, as well as 

all reports and activities carried out by SkyCop, Inc. and Memphis RealTime Crime Center during 

and after the Subject Occurrence. 

 

These witnesses would testify regarding the procedures of SkyCop, Inc.; their work alongside the 

Memphis RealTime Crime Center, their work alongside the Memphis Police Department; their 

work alongside the SCORPION Unit; their protocol and procedures for the gathering, collection, 

and preservation of evidence generally and specifically to the Subject Occurrence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

59. Michael Rallings 

 To be requested in discovery 

 c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

Michael Rallings is the former Memphis Police Director, immediately preceding Chief Cerelyn 

Davis from approximately 2015 until his retirement from the Memphis Police Department in 2021. 

Mr. Rallings will testify regarding his 31-year Memphis policing career. 

Mr. Rallings will testify regarding his career within the Memphis Police Department, including 

his time serving as the Memphis Police Director. Mr. Rallings will testify regarding the Memphis 

Police Department’s policies, patterns, practices, operating procedures, and day-to-day operations 

before the hiring of Chief Cerelyn Davis, as well as any knowledge he has regarding those same 

topic areas after the hiring of Chief Davis and the Subject Occurrence.  

He will also testify regarding the hiring standards of the Memphis Police Department; the general 

structure of the Memphis Police Department, especially specialized units; and locations of various 

department buildings. He will also testify regarding training in areas including-but not limited to-

specialized units, Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot 

pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of 

deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the 

supervision of patrol officers and officers within specialized units. 

He is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

60. Sam Cochran 

To be requested in discovery 
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c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

Sam Cochran is a former Memphis Police Department Major who served in the Memphis Police 

Department for 30 years and was the Coordinator of the Memphis Police Services Crisis 

Intervention Team (CIT).  

He will testify regarding the Memphis Police Department’s policies, patterns, practices, operating 

procedures, and day-to-day operations before and after hiring Chief Cerelyn Davis.  

He will also testify regarding the hiring standards of the Memphis Police Department; the general 

structure of the Memphis Police Department, especially specialized units; and locations of various 

department buildings. He will also testify regarding training in areas including-but not limited to-

specialized units, Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot 

pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of 

deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally, as well as crisis intervention. He will 

also testify regarding the supervision of patrol officers and officers within specialized units. 

He is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

61. Brian McNamee 

To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

Brian McNamee is a former Memphis Police Department Lieutenant who served as a supervisor 

of training for the Memphis Police Department from 2019-2021. Lt. McNamee retired in 2021.  

He will testify regarding the Memphis Police Department’s policies, patterns, practices, operating 

procedures, and day-to-day operations before hiring Chief Cerelyn Davis.  

He will also testify regarding the hiring standards of the Memphis Police Department; the general 

structure of the Memphis Police Department, including specialized units; and locations of various 

department buildings. He will also testify regarding training in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the supervision of patrol 

officers and officers within specialized units. 

He is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

62. Alvin Davis 

To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

Alvin Davis is a former Memphis Police Department Lieutenant and Memphis Police Academy 

Recruiter and Teacher. Lt. Davis retired in 2021.  

He will testify regarding the Memphis Police Department’s policies, patterns, practices, operating 

procedures, and day-to-day operations before hiring Chief Cerelyn Davis.  
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He will also testify regarding the hiring standards of the Memphis Police Department; the general 

structure of the Memphis Police Department, including specialized units; and locations of various 

department buildings. He will also testify regarding training in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the supervision of patrol 

officers and officers within specialized units. 

He is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

63. Chester Striplin 

To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

Chester Striplin is a former Memphis Police Department Lieutenant. Lt. Striplin assisted in 

procuring the Memphis Police Department Academy’s national accreditation. Lt. Davis retired 

from the Police Department in 2018, but still works for the City of Memphis.  

He will testify regarding the Memphis Police Department’s policies, patterns, practices, operating 

procedures, and day-to-day operations before and after hiring Chief Cerelyn Davis.  

He will also testify regarding the hiring standards of the Memphis Police Department; the general 

structure of the Memphis Police Department, including specialized units; and locations of various 

department buildings. He will also testify regarding training in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the supervision of patrol 

officers and officers within specialized units. 

He is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

64. James Lash 

To be requested in discovery 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

James Lash is a former academy instructor and Crisis Intervention Team coordinator for the 

Memphis Police Department. Officer Lash retired in 2022.  

He will testify regarding the Memphis Police Department’s policies, patterns, practices, operating 

procedures, and day-to-day operations before and after hiring Chief Cerelyn Davis.  

He will also testify regarding the hiring standards of the Memphis Police Department; the general 

structure of the Memphis Police Department, including specialized units; and locations of various 

department buildings. He will also testify regarding training in areas including-but not limited to-

Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use 

of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, and 

the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify regarding the supervision of patrol 

officers and officers within specialized units. 
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He is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

65. Monterrious Harris 

66. Cornell Walker, a.k.a. Cornell McKinney 

67. Maurice Chalmers-Stokes 

68. Sebastian Johnson 

69. Kendrick Johnson Ray 

70. Davitus Collier 

71. Damecio Wilbourn 

72. Romello Hendrix 

73. Johnny Graham 

To be requested in discovery 

These individuals are believed to be current or former residents of the City of Memphis. Their 

contact information is more readily available through Defendant City of Memphis’ records. 

These individuals were identified in Plaintiff’s operative Complaint as having experiences 

within the City of Memphis at the hands of the Memphis Police Department, the SCORPION 

Unit, and the Defendant Officers similar to the Subject Occurrence. 

They are expected to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding any 

encounters they have had with the Memphis Police Department, the SCORPION Unit, and the 

Defendant Officers, including-but not limited to-those encounters described in Plaintiff’s 

operative Complaint. They are expected to testify regarding any administrative, disciplinary, or 

criminal hearings arising from those encounters. They are further likely to have information 

regarding the background, customs, and practices of the SCORPION Unit officers.  

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

74. Kadejah Townes 

To be requested in discovery 

Ms. Townes is a current or former resident of the city of Memphis. Their contact information is 

more readily available through Defendant City of Memphis’ records. 

Ms. Townes is believed to have had one or more experiences within the City of Memphis at the 

hands of the Memphis Police Department, the SCORPION Unit, and the Defendant Officers 

similar to the Subject Occurrence. 

She is expected to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding any encounters 

they have had with the Memphis Police Department, the SCORPION Unit, and the Defendant 

Officers, including-but not limited to-those encounters described in Plaintiff’s operative 

Complaint. She is expected to testify regarding any administrative, disciplinary, or criminal 

hearings arising from those encounters. She is further likely to have information regarding the 

background, customs, and practices of the SCORPION Unit officers. 

She is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 
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75. Jennifer Roberts 

To be requested in discovery 

Ms. Roberts is a current or former resident of the city of Memphis. Her contact information is 

more readily available through Defendant City of Memphis’ records. 

Ms. Roberts is likely to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the 

Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiff’s operative Complaint as she was present at a home 

nearby, witnessed the Subject Occurrence, and recorded videos of the Subject Occurrence.  

She is expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

76. Shelby County District Attorneys’ Office  

 District Attorney Steve Mulroy 

Unknown Assistant District Attorneys 

201 Poplar Ave #301, Memphis, TN 38103 

The foregoing witnesses are or were attorneys with the Shelby County District Attorneys’ Office 

who are believed to have information about the Subject Occurrence described in Plaintiff’s 

operative Complaint, the subsequent investigation, evidence uncovered, communications with 

witnesses, investigators, and the prosecution, grand juries, and indictments related to this matter.  

These witnesses are likely to have information regarding any and all post- Subject Occurrence 

reports filled out by any investigating agencies or persons in this matter, evidence in this matter, 

video and audio recordings related to the Subject Occurrence, any conversations with Defendants 

and others involved in and/or witnesses to the Subject Occurrence, their observations, and their 

investigations.  

These witnesses will also testify regarding the Shelby County District Attorney’s Office to 

dismiss approximately 30 criminal cases investigated by the Defendant Officers, as well as their 

experience and knowledge regarding the formation, operation, and disbanding of the SCORPION 

Unit within the Memphis Police Department and the City of Memphis. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

77. Dr. Matthew Mabie 

78. Dr. Michelle Surbrook 

79. Dr. Michael Washington 

80. Dr. Peter Law 

81. Dr. Pranab Das 

82. Dr. Omer Siddiqui 

83. Dr. Justin Adler 

84. Unknown Medical Professionals and Records Keepers  

  St. Francis Park Hospital 

  5959 Park Avenue 

  Memphis, TN 38119 
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The above listed healthcare professionals are believed to have provided Decedent Tyre Nichols’ 

medical care after the Subject Occurrence and prior to his death.  

 

They are expected to testify consistently the corresponding records for the care and treatment of 

the Decedent, and their knowledge of Decedent’s medical condition. They will testify regarding 

the topics disclosed in the medical records, reports, and charts generated by, and ordered by or 

reviewed by them.  

 

These healthcare providers will further testify regarding the following subject matter:  

 

a) The foundation for their testimony including their education, training, experience, 

certifications, medical records generated by them and their medical professional 

colleagues, medical records generated by Tyre Nichols’ other treating medical 

professionals, their independent recollections, their physical examinations and 

findings, the history provided by the patient, a review of imaging studies and their 

reports; a review of photographs and video where available; 

 

b) The injuries for which they treated Tyre Nichols, their specific diagnoses as 

contained in the medical records generated by them and other treating doctors; 

 

c) The causal relationship between the incident described within Plaintiff’s operative 

Complaint and its causal connection to the injuries and death for which they 

treated Tyre Nichols including-by way of example and not limitation-that the 

incident: was a cause of those injuries and death; aggravated, accelerated, and/or 

exacerbated a prior pre-existing condition of Tyre Nichols; that the injuries and 

death complained of are consistent with those to be expected from the Subject 

Occurrence; 

 

d) That there is no evidence of any other trauma that could be the cause of Tyre 

Nichols’ injuries and death; 

 

e) Plaintiff’s damages and Tyre Nichols’ damages including those reported by 

Decedent and those determined by factual observation of the treater; 

 

f) The treatment rendered, ordered, prescribed, referred, and/or given to Tyre 

Nichols was reasonable, necessary, and at least partially related to the Subject 

Occurrence; 

 

g) That the injuries were a cause of Tyre Nichols’ pain and suffering, disability, 

and/or loss of normal life while he was still living;  

 

h) That the materials, findings, and facts reviewed in reaching their conclusions and 

opinions are those reasonably relied on by professionals in their field; 
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i) That the injuries were a cause of Tyre Nichols’ death; and/or… 

 

j) The charges for the treatment provided, and that they are usual and customary for 

the geographic region in which the treatment was rendered. 

 

They will testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

85. Marco Ross, MD  

86. Laura Bagwell, MD 

 Shelby County Medical Examiner 

 637 Poplar Ave 

 Memphis, TN 38105 

  

The foregoing witnesses are employees of the Shelby County Medical Examiner’s Office and 

performed an autopsy on Tyre Nichols. They will testify regarding the findings made and 

conclusions and opinions reached in the course of performing the autopsy of Tyre Nichols, as well 

as the bases of those conclusions and opinions. They will testify regarding Tyre Nichols’ cause 

and manner of death. 

 

It is expected that the medical examiners listed and/or any of their designees will give testimony 

that Tyre Nichols died as a result blunt force injuries to the head and his manner of death was 

homicide. These witnesses’ findings are more fully expressed in the Autopsy Report they 

completed regarding Tyre Nichols and the Death Certificate that they authored.  

 

The Autopsy Report has been made or will be made available through discovery in this action. Dr. 

Ross or Dr. Bagwell will opine, within a reasonable degree of medical and/or pathological 

certainty, as to the nature and extent of Tyre Nichols’ injuries, the cause and manner of his death, 

comorbidities, toxicology, pain, suffering, and eventual death.  

 

It is expected they will testify that the materials, findings, and facts reviewed in reaching their 

conclusions and opinions are those reasonably relied on by professionals in their field. 

 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all matters described herein. 

 

87. Rebecca Folkerth, MD, Forensic Neuropathologist 

MooseHenge Medical Consulting, PLLC 

1066 Berme Rd, 

High Falls NY 12440 
 

Rebecca Folkerth is a Forensic Neuropathologist who provided a consultation on the autopsy of 

Tyre Nichols for the West Tennessee Regional Forensic Center.  She is likely to have information 

as to the findings made and conclusions reached in the course of preparing her consultation report.  
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It is expected Dr. Folkerth will testify that the materials, findings, and facts reviewed in reaching 

her conclusions and opinions are those reasonably relied on by professionals in her field. It is 

expected that Dr. Folkerth will testify to reasonable degree of medical and/or neuropathological 

certainty. 

 

Dr. Folkerth is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. 

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

88. Daniel T. Anderson, M.S., D-ABFT-FT, ABC-GKE, Forensic Toxicologist 

NMS Labs 

200 Welsh Road 

Horsham, PA 19044 

 

Daniel Anderson is a scientist at NMS labs and a toxicologist. He provided a toxicology analysis 

on various blood samples, tissue samples, and other samples from the body of Tyre Nichols. He 

will testify regarding the findings made and conclusions reached in the course of preparing his 

report. 

 

It is expected Mr. Anderson will testify that the materials, findings, and facts reviewed in reaching 

his conclusions and opinions are those reasonably relied on by professionals in his field. It is 

expected that Mr. Anderson will testify to reasonable degree of scientific and/or toxicological 

certainty. 

 

Mr. Anderson is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. 

Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

89. Medical Records Custodian/Hospital Records Custodian 

To be requested in discovery 

 

Plaintiff assumes that the medical and hospital records will be stipulated to as admissible as 

evidence at trial. If not, Plaintiff reserves the right to call the medical/hospital records custodian at 

all of the facilities/offices referenced herein and where either Plaintiff or the Decedent received 

treatment to authenticate the medical and hospital records and to lay the appropriate foundation 

for their introduction into evidence. 

 

90. Medical Bills Custodian/Hospital Bills Custodian 

To be requested in discovery 

 

Plaintiff reserves the right to question all of the witnesses identified in these and previous 26(a)(1) 

responses so as to lay a foundation for all of the medical and hospital bills incurred by the Plaintiff 

and the Decedent in this case and further to elicit opinion testimony from any and all 26(a)(1) 

witnesses as to the amount of the Plaintiff’s and Decedent’s medical and hospital bills were 

reasonable and necessary services and treatment for Plaintiff and the Decedent and that the medical 

and hospital bills reflect reasonable and customary charges for said necessary medical services and 

treatment.  
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Plaintiff also identifies the record keepers/records custodians/billing supervisors of the various 

medical care providers with regard to Plaintiff and Decedent that have been subpoenaed or 

produced during discovery herein. If called, these record keepers/record custodians/billing 

supervisors are expected to testify regarding customs and practices and records keeping/billing 

practices at their respective entities in order to establish admission of their records/bills into 

evidence. 

FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL WITNESSES 

 

91. Chief George Turner 

Atlanta Police Department 

Address Unknown 

 

George Turner is a former Chief of the Atlanta Police Department. Upon information and belief, 

he directed the Atlanta Police Department to disband their police suppression “RED DOG” unit in 

2011. He is expected to testify as to the RED DOG unit, how it functioned, how its officers were 

trained, the patterns, practices, and policies of the Unit, and the ultimate decision to disband the 

RED DOG unit. Mr. Turner is expected to testify consistently with any deposition given in this 

matter. Investigation continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

92. Mohammad T. Assaf, M.D. 

93. Rachael Love, N.P. 

94. Eston Vanhoozer, RN 

95. Rebecca McCalla, RN 

St. Francis Park Hospital 

5959 Park Avenue 

Memphis, TN 38119 

 

The above listed healthcare professionals are believed to have provided Decedent Tyre Nichols’ 

medical care after the Subject Occurrence and prior to his death.  

 

They are expected to testify consistently the corresponding records for the care and treatment of 

the Decedent, and their knowledge of Decedent’s medical condition. They will testify regarding 

the topics disclosed in the medical records, reports, and charts generated by, and ordered by or 

reviewed by them.  

 

These healthcare providers will further testify regarding the following subject matter:  

 

a) The foundation for their testimony including their education, training, experience, 

certifications, medical records generated by them and their medical professional 

colleagues, medical records generated by Tyre Nichols’ other treating medical 

professionals, their independent recollections, their physical examinations and 

findings, the history provided by the patient, a review of imaging studies and their 

reports; a review of photographs and video where available; 

 

b) The injuries for which they treated Tyre Nichols, their specific diagnoses as contained 
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in the medical records generated by them and other treating doctors; 

 

c) The causal relationship between the incident described within Plaintiff’s operative 

Complaint and its causal connection to the injuries and death for which they treated 

Tyre Nichols including-by way of example and not limitation-that the incident: was 

a cause of those injuries and death; aggravated, accelerated, and/or exacerbated a 

prior pre-existing condition of Tyre Nichols; that the injuries and death complained 

of are consistent with those to be expected from the Subject Occurrence; 

 

d) That there is no evidence of any other trauma that could be the cause of Tyre Nichols’ 

injuries and death; 

 

e) Plaintiff’s damages and Tyre Nichols’ damages including those reported by Decedent 

and those determined by factual observation of the treater; 

 

f) The treatment rendered, ordered, prescribed, referred, and/or given to Tyre Nichols 

was reasonable, necessary, and at least partially related to the Subject Occurrence; 

 

g) That the injuries were a cause of Tyre Nichols’ pain and suffering, disability, and/or 

loss of normal life while he was still living; 

 

h) That the materials, findings, and facts reviewed in reaching their conclusions and 

opinions are those reasonably relied on by professionals in their field; 

 

i) That the injuries were a cause of Tyre Nichols’ death; and/or… 

 

j) The charges for the treatment provided, and that they are usual and customary for the 

geographic region in which the treatment was rendered. 

 

They will testify consistently with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation continues as 

to all information contained herein. 

 

96. Rebecca McCalla, RN 

97. Kathleen Lanier 

98. Denetta Craig  

99. Monique Williams 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witnesses are or were officers or ranking officials within the Inspectional Services 

Bureau of the Memphis Police Department. They are likely to have information as to the facts 

and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint 

at Law as they were present on the scene. Upon information and belief, they are likely to have 

information concerning the investigation of these officers into their conduct surrounding the 

Subject Occurrence. Those witnesses may be called adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of 

Evidence 611. 
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They are expected to testify regarding efforts undertaken pursuant to their ongoing obligation to 

preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

100. Lt. Colonel Charles Morris 

101. Colonel Christopher Moffatt 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witnesses are or were officers or ranking officials within the Memphis Police 

Department.  They are likely to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding 

the Subject Occurrence complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint at Law as they were present on 

the scene shortly thereafter, and, upon information and belief, took part in investigative efforts or 

were otherwise contemporaneously informed of the subject occurrence. Those witnesses may be 

called adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

These witnesses are likely to have information regarding the layout of the scene of the Subject 

Occurrence; description of the Subject Occurrence; and the actions of the Individual Defendants 

during and after the Subject Occurrence. Further, they are likely to have information with regard 

to any and all post- Subject Occurrence reports filled out by the deputies in this matter. 

Further, they are likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited 

to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the 

use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, 

and the Fourth Amendment more generally. They will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding 

of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

102. Officer Valandria McKinnie 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witness is or was an officer with the Memphis Police Department.  They are likely 

to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence 

complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint at Law, and, upon information and belief, they are likely 

to have information concerning any interviews conducted with the Defendant Officers after the 

subject occurrence. This witness may be called adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 

611. 

 

This witness is likely to have information regarding the layout of the scene of the Subject 

Occurrence; description of the Subject Occurrence; and the actions of the Individual Defendants 
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during and after the Subject Occurrence. Further, they are likely to have information with regard 

to any and all post- Subject Occurrence reports filled out by the deputies in this matter.  

Further, they are likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited 

to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the 

use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, 

and the Fourth Amendment more generally. They will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding 

of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

103. James Arnold 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witness is or was an officer with the Memphis Police Department.  They are likely 

to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence 

complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint at Law as, upon information and belief, they were on duty 

during the time of the subject occurrence. Further, upon information and belief, they are likely 

to have information concerning videos of the subject occurrence. This witness may be called 

adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

This witness is likely to have information regarding the layout of the scene of the Subject 

Occurrence; description of the Subject Occurrence; and the actions of the Individual Defendants 

during and after the Subject Occurrence. Further, they are likely to have information with regard 

to any and all post- Subject Occurrence reports filled out by the deputies in this matter. 

Further, they are likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the Memphis 

Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not limited 

to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot pursuits, the 

use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of deadly force, 

and the Fourth Amendment more generally. They will also testify regarding the policies, patterns, 

practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, maintenance, and disbanding 

of the SCORPION Unit and the Memphis Police Department generally. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

104. Cody Young 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 
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The foregoing witness is or was an officer with the Memphis Police Department.  He is likely to 

have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence 

complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint at Law, and, upon information and belief, he is likely to 

have information concerning the involvement of medical personnel and investigating officers in 

the investigation surrounding the Subject Occurrence. This witness may be called adversely 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

Further, this witness is likely to have information concerning their training and experience prior 

to their employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with the 

Memphis Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but not 

limited to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot 

pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of 

deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally. They will also testify regarding the 

policies, patterns, practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, 

maintenance, and disbanding of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

105. Jasmine Saulsberry 

106. Britney Leake 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witnesses are or were officers with the Memphis Police Department. They are 

likely to have information as to the facts and circumstances surrounding the Subject Occurrence 

complained of in Plaintiff’s Complaint at Law, and, upon information and belief, they are likely 

to have information concerning conversations or communications had with named Defendants. 

Further, upon information and belief, they are likely to have information concerning the 

investigative efforts of various law enforcement agencies or other investigative entities. These 

witnesses may be called adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

Further, these witnesses are likely to have information concerning their training and experience 

prior to their employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their employment with 

the Memphis Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in areas including-but 

not limited to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, foot 

pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the use of 

deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally. They will also testify regarding the 

policies, patterns, practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, formation, 

maintenance, and disbanding of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police Department. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 
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107. Adam Matz 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witness is or was an officer with the Memphis Police Department. He was on duty 

at the time of the subject occurrence. He is likely to have information concerning his training 

and experience prior to their employment with the Memphis Police Department, during their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in 

areas including-but not limited to-Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, 

traffic stops, foot pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper 

spray, the use of deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally. He will also testify 

regarding the policies, patterns, practices, operating procedures, day-to-day operations, 

formation, maintenance, and disbanding of the SCORPION Unit within the Memphis Police 

Department. This witness may be called adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

108. Hardy Savage 

c/o Counsel for City of Memphis (Baker Donelson) 

The foregoing witness is or was an officer with the Memphis Police Department. He served as 

an instructor within the Firearms Training Unit, and will testify as to his experience and Memphis 

Police Department firearms training generally. Further, upon information and belief, he is likely 

to have information concerning the use of tasers on the night of the Subject Occurrence. This 

witness may be called adversely pursuant to Federal Rule of Evidence 611. 

Further, this witness will testify regarding training that police officers undergo prior to their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, at the Police Academy, during their 

employment with the Memphis Police Department, and with respect to the SCORPION Unit in 

areas including-but not limited to firearms training or any other areas of training within his 

experience including Terry stops, reasonable articulable suspicion, probable cause, traffic stops, 

foot pursuits, the use of force, the use of batons, the use of tasers, the use of pepper spray, the 

use of deadly force, and the Fourth Amendment more generally.  

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

109. Chuck Baker 

Address Unknown 

 

Upon information and belief, this witness served or serves as the lead investigator into the Subject 

Occurrence by the Tennessee Bureau of Investigations. He is expected to testify as to the full 

investigative efforts by the Tennessee Bureau of Investigations of Defendant Officers, Defendant 
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Paramedics, Chief Davis, the City of Memphis, and all related information, as it concerns the 

Subject Occurrence. 

 

They are expected to testify regarding efforts they have undertaken pursuant to their ongoing 

obligation to preserve evidence. 

 

They are expected to testify consistent with any deposition given in this matter. Investigation 

continues as to all information contained herein. 

 

PLAINTIFF’S RIGHT TO SUPPLEMENT 

Plaintiff reserves all rights to supplement and amend with additional witnesses until the Court-

ordered deadline cutting off any future discovery and the supplementation of additional witnesses. 
Plaintiffs reserve the right to supplement this disclosure as discovery is ongoing, including-but not 

limited to-witnesses such as (1) those necessary to lay foundation for video or audio recordings; 

(2) those necessary to lay foundation for business records; (3) those necessary to lay foundation 
for medical records and bills; (4) those necessary to authenticate any recordings, records, or bills; 

(5) witnesses identified during written discovery and depositions; and (6) those necessary to 
perfect the impeachment of any witness’ testimony. 

Plaintiff hereby incorporates the disclosure and reserves the right to disclose, depose, and call to 

testify any witness disclosed by any other party in this litigation. 

 

DOCUMENTS 

Rule 26(a)(1)(A)(ii): A copy—or a description by category and location—of all documents, 

electronically stored information, and tangible things that the disclosing party has in its 

possession, custody, or control and may use to support its claims or defenses, unless the use 

would be solely for impeachment:  

 

Each and every witness may be shown various documents, electronically stored information, 

tangible things, exhibits, and other materials prior to and at the time of trial. Plaintiff does not want 

the other parties to be surprised that demonstrative exhibits concerning medical concepts or 

diagrams, animations, videos relating to liability may be shown to the witnesses. It is impossible 

to identify all exhibits that might or could be used at this time, but it is anticipated that exhibits 

will be liberally used throughout depositions and during the course of trial. 

 

The following documents and tangible things are currently in Plaintiff’s possession, custody or 

control, which Plaintiff may use to support a claim or defense: 

 

• Videos from witness Jennifer Roberts; 

 

• Medical Records received to date from St. Francis Hospital for Tyre Nichols; 

 

• Autopsy Report for Tyre Nichols; 

 

• Autopsy Photographs for Tyre Nichols; 
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• Videos shared by Memphis Police Department on March 7, 2023 depicting the 

Subject Occurrence; 

 

• Officer Decertification Documents; 

 

• Family photographs; and… 

 

• Family videos. 

 

PHOTOGRAPHS, VIDEOS, AND MEDICAL ANIMATIONS 

 

Photographs and videos depicting Tyre Nichols, the Subject Occurrence, RowVaughn Wells, the 

Nichols/Wells family, or other matters relevant to Plaintiff’s operative Complaint and allegations 

contained therein  may be produced, and, if so, will be produced to all parties prior to trial.  

 

Medical illustrations and animations depicting the nature and extent of Tyre Nichols’ injuries and 

death and RowVaughn Wells’ injuries and/or current medical condition may be created prior to 

trial. Upon completion, the medical illustrations and animations will be produced to all parties. 

The medical witnesses will testify that the medical illustrations and animations truly and accurately 

depict the nature and extent of Tyre Nichols’ injuries and death and RowVaughn Wells’ injuries 

and/or current medical condition 

 

PLAINTIFF’S RIGHT TO SUPPLEMENT 

 

Plaintiff reserves all rights to supplement and amend with additional documents until the Court-

ordered deadline cutting off any future discovery and the supplementation of additional witnesses. 

 

DAMAGES 

Rule 26(a)(1)(A)(iii): A computation of each category of damages claimed by the disclosing 

party—who must also make available for inspection and copying as under Rule 34 the 

documents or other evidentiary material, unless privileged or protected from disclosure, on 

which each computation is based, including materials bearing on the nature and extent of 

injuries suffered: 

Compensatory Damages – Economic: Plaintiff has suffered economic damages, including but not 

limited to, medical expenses, funeral expenses, the past and future loss of income, and attorneys’ 

fees and costs. Investigation continues and Plaintiff will supplement upon receipt of any records 

and/or bills. The quantification of such damages will be left to a jury to determine. 

Compensatory Damages – Non-Economic: Plaintiff has suffered non-economic damages, 

including but not limited to: (a) mental and emotional distress; (b) psychological pain and 

suffering; (c) physical pain and suffering; (d) grief; and (e) the violation of constitutional rights. 

Theses damages are difficult to quantify and investigation continues. The quantification of such 

damages will be left to a jury to determine. 
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Punitive Damages: As a result of the reprehensibility of the Individual Defendants’ misconduct, 

Plaintiff also seeks punitive damages to punish those Individual Defendants and to deter future 

misconduct. The quantification of such damages will be left to a jury to determine. 

Attorneys’ Fees and Costs: Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988, in an action or proceeding to enforce 42 

U.S.C. § 1983, the court, in its discretion, may allow the prevailing party, other than the United 

States, a reasonable attorney’s fee as part of the costs, except that in any action brought against 

a judicial officer for an act or omission taken in such officer’s judicial capacity such officer shall 

not be held liable for any costs, including attorney’s fees, unless such action was clearly in excess 

of such officer’s jurisdiction. Plaintiff’s Counsel’s fee structure with proposed reasonable hourly 

rates will be tendered at a later date upon Motion or at a time when instructed by the Court. 

 

PLAINTIFF’S RIGHT TO SUPPLEMENT 

 

Plaintiff reserves all rights to supplement and amend with additional damages until the Court-

ordered deadline cutting off any future discovery and the supplementation of additional witnesses. 

 

INSURANCE 

Rule 26(a)(1)(A)(iv): For inspection and copying as under Rule 34, any insurance agreement 

under which an insurance business may be liable to satisfy all or part of a possible judgment 

in the action or to indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy the judgment: 

Not applicable to the Plaintiff. 

 
 

Date: March 28, 2024      Respectfully submitted, 

        ROMANUCCI & BLANDIN, LLC 

 

 

        /s/ Antonio M. Romanucci 
___________________________________________________________ 

One of Plaintiff’s attorneys 

 

Antonio M. Romanucci (Illinois Bar No. 6190290) (pro hac vice) 

Bhavani K.  Raveendran (Illinois Bar No. 6309968) (pro hac vice) 

Sarah M. Raisch (Illinois Bar No. 6305374) (pro hac vice) 

Javier Rodriguez, Jr. (Illinois and W.D. Tenn. Bar No. 6330351) 

Sam Harton (Illinois Bar No. 6342112) (pro hac vice) 

ROMANUCCI & BLANDIN, LLC 

321 N. Clark St., Ste. 900 

Chicago, IL 60654 

+1 (312) 458-1000, Main 

+1 (312) 458-1004, Facsimile 
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aromanucci@rblaw.net 

b.raveendran@rblaw.net 

sraisch@rblaw.net 

jrodriguez@rblaw.net 

sharton@rblaw.net 

 

David L. Mendelson (Tennessee Bar No. 016812) 

Benjamin Wachtel (Tennessee Bar No. 037986) 

MENDELSON LAW FIRM 

799 Estate Place 

Memphis, TN 38187 

+1 (901) 763-2500 (ext. 103), Telephone 

+1 (901) 763-2525, Facsimile 

dm@mendelsonfirm.com 

bwachtel@mendelsonfirm.com 

 

Ben Crump (Wash., D.C. Bar No. 1552623; Tennessee Bar No. 038054) 

Chris O’Neal (Florida Bar No. 910201) (pro hac vice pending) 

Brooke Cluse (Texas Bar No. 24123034) (pro hac vice pending) 

BEN CRUMP LAW, PLLC 

717 D Street N.W., Suite 310 

Washington, D.C. 20004 

+1 (337) 501-8356 (Cluse), Telephone 

ben@bencrump.com 

chris@bencrump.com 

brooke@bencrump.com 

 

LaShonda Council Rogers (Georgia Bar No. 190276) (pro hac vice pending) 

COUNCIL & ASSOCIATES, LLC 

50 Hunt Plaza, SE Suite 740 

Atlanta, GA 30303 

+1 (404) 526-8857, Telephone 

+1 (404) 478-8423, Facsimile 

lrogers@thecouncilfirm.com 

 

Earnestine Hunt Dorse (Tennessee Bar No. 012126) 

EARNESTINE HUNT DORSE 

3268 N Waynoka Circle 

Memphis, TN 38111-3616 

+1 (901) 604-8866, Telephone 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff, RowVaughn Wells, individually 

and as Administratix Ad Litem of the Estate of Tyre 

Deandre Nichols, deceased. 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

The undersigned certifies that, on March 28, 2024, they served the foregoing document to 

all members of counsel, via electronic mail and via mail. 

 

Date: March 28, 2024      Respectfully submitted, 

        ROMANUCCI & BLANDIN, LLC 

 

 

        /s/ Antonio M. Romanucci 
___________________________________________________________ 

       One of Plaintiff’s attorneys 
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