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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

pEC ?Evl-r\‘on€R WAS AN INSULIN DEPENDANT Diapetic.
Arm THE PRISON BOcToR HAD ORDERED PeTiTtionERS EVENINY
BIABETES TREMNTMENT AS i THAT HE MomiToR HIS Bluopo
GLUCOSE LBVELS AND IF THEST LevelL S WERE OVER A
150 mz../aHu, THEN HE BS PROV(DED INSULIN AccoRQQNQvtjy Ve
THE PRiSoN NURSES DEUBEPATLY FAILED To PROVIDE This
TREATMENT oW 30 ™ YO P FFeRENT ScanBSionNS OYER A 2 To B
MoWTH SFar 1 WHieH TIME FPETITIONER S DiABETES HAD
WORSERNED Byt To THEIR AcTionS IN WHIiCH HE REQUIRED
A PERMINENT AND AbDITIONAL INSULIN Aokl WiTH NERYE
DAMAGE To HIS PEET; AmMounT To DELIBERATE IND(FFERNAE

To A SSRIOUS MEDIeal NSER 9

U



LIST OF PARTIES

All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the co
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose
petition is as follows:

ver page. A list of
judgment is the subject of this

i
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorar issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

M For cases from federal courts:

[ 1 For

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at _ “,/ - : __; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix

to
the petition.and is

[ 1 reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state cowrt to review the merits appeai's at
Appendix to the petition and is '

[ 1 reported at _; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the
appears at Appendix

court

to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[Acases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was DEcemper 10 . 20‘8 '

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

W™ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Couit of
Appeals on the following date: Jawuagy 28, 2019 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix A

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted

. to and including _ (date) on (date)
in Application No. __A ‘

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 Atimely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
» and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on : —_(date) in
Application No. ___A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

QN]T&D Arates ConstiTution

AMmernmenT T

Ccuaniﬁs, SHale ‘MAKET WO AW RESPECTING A € STARULISHMEWT
OF REUGION, OR PROHIBITING THE FRE EXSROIST THERE OF,; GR
ABPIDGING THE FREEDOM ofF SPeEcH, OR OF The PRESS ; oR ~THE

RIGHT OF THE PEoPLE FEACTCARLY ASSEMBLE | AND To

PETiTion e GoVERNIMEWT FoR A REDRESS oF GRUTVANCES.

Arenoment VI[
Excessive BaiL Shall NoT Be REQU( RED, NOR ExcessivE

FINES 1MPOSED , NoR CRUEL ANn UnuSU AL PUN) SHMENT

INEW eTeD |



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

T 2006 PetimionarR was confFined ar Hi ew Deszer Srmre Pz{sau
A

AND WAS AN INSULIN DEPENDENT O/aRetic, AND WAS PRESCR|BED
PERMANEWNT 1WSULIN Mj_e‘cr{au For Mis AM rrReasTrmanT ANd R we PM
TREATMENT HE WaAS To MONITOR HiS Bloob GLUCOSE LEVELS Anm IF
THEY WERE oveRk \2Q Mg,)oll.' ONLY THEN WOULD HE RECEIVE InNSULW'
AccoRDING Ly .

Howeuer, owe of The nurses OEPARTED Faom THe evenin
TREATMeNT WHERN HE FEUT UKE IT ann Pevitione® Fi LER A SIRISVAmCE
AQAINGST T AND FOLOGWED \T UP WiTH A SScowD GRIENANCE Wha HE
HEARD WoTHimg FRoM The FIRST oONE. THERE A FTER A NUMBER oF otwer
NURSES AlLR0 STARTED To NOW DEPART FRIM THS PRTSCR|BED TREATMSNT OUT
O RETALIATION AS TREATMENT WAS M| SEAn oVER 3O ™ Ho o’ So Times
N A 3 MOANTH oR &0 PERIOD UNTIL 9rpER To SHOW CAUST On HAREAS
CORPUS WAS 1SSUED Ann :Pe,—riwtfooqﬁ WAS MoVED TO ANOTHER —T_:v;cn'u"ry.

\-'\oue‘lee, By oW ?E'rhioNER& D/ARETES HAL vIORSENED AND HE
NOW WAS RECEIVING A PERMARNSNT INSULIN I\NJ.{—;c:thnl FOR T™HE EUESNING

WEREAS HE WAS WUT BEFORE PLUS HE ALSO trad NERVE Damacgzs T HIS

Feer, Leg8 Amp HamDS.
Summnrzy TUBGMENT WAS HAD AFTER Ten+iondR Ha FiLep

MoTioNS To compeEL DiScoucRy . ON SummaRy: TubamenT DEFSNDANTS
ALLEGED P-ETIT“ONQQ WAS REFUSIMAy HIS TREATMENT Ana Perit)ocweR
ALLEGED DeFeNDanNTs Were NoT PROVIDINK HIS TREATM ET Anp

RETALIATED Bue —Teo THe GRVEVANCES. DEF«:—:NQA..\—rs PRrov) pDED

H.



COMCLUSORYy DECAARATIONS W\TH THTIR RS onS WiTH Wo Pollel=s
oR RROCEDURES . TETITIONTRS EVIDENCE WAS THaT THE NURSES WERE
REQUIRED To COMPLETE A RerusaL For ExaminaTion Awo/ozﬁ?t\ru‘a\fr |
CDC -T225 ForRM For Any REFUsaL DerennaNTs ColTeENDED THayY WERE
NIT REQUIRD To compPLeETS SucH 4 ForM, .

However, vnis PoLicy on compileTing a CDC-TZ25 Rk o
QeFVSAbs was NeNER pigeloged DESPITe TWE Facr Pe-vi-r}oum
AFTER MOTIONS T2 CcomPEL ) BROUGHT T To The CoudTS lleution,

Wuen ";{aﬁﬁo:vaﬂ "ot Adbacnah A PROCEDURE bdraFTId By
ANOTHER PR\ SON ©OWN g CC-7225 Rerusac F:tzms Poucy T
wWAS ALQDd R’c:)'-ecfED.

T +ne Niwmn Cireutr P,eviTiouaR alleaen tve DiwrricT
CoulT ABUSED \TS DIiScrRETION oan Summ ARy INVDEMENT [
FAYOR OF DELENOANTS AN FOR WNST REQUIRING THE PISCLoSURE
OF A Pou‘a\/ THAT wWAaS cENTEaL To TvE Dt‘GPWCE AND
THEREFORE MATIRIAL. HOWEVER THOE ARGUMENTS W ORE
AVL8D  geJFeoTED .

THEREFORE | ALL LOWER COURTS RETECTED THaT THE DErenDANTS
WERE DEULBERATELY INDIFFERNT To TeritianeRS Serious MEDicaL
NEEPS NOR DIn THE EVERNTS AMaunT TO RETAL(AT(on EVeN
THOUGH TWO GRIEVANLES WERE FILED Ann \T Ruled Thar A Pouly
THAT WAS CenNTtlal W 02DeR TR P«:’T}-n‘owéﬂ Toe PRovE W\S CaST

WAS NST RSQUIRED To BT DISCLo&ED,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Twie case 1S VERY IMPORTANT BEAAKEE ™IS HIGH Camrr‘
HAS ESTABUSHED THE STANDARD FoR DE\ BERmTE IND( FFeNce
To A SEROUS MEb \eal NeEeD, Lonk Ago W Eemea v. Brennan
51 US’SZS, N4 §er \q170 (\OHH) ARD THE LoweR coueTs
HaN e‘ DEPARTED TROM THIS PRECEDENT Anc \F NoT CoRRz TED

)

OTHER. COUBTE il ALSO HAVE A RIGHT To Redacr THE.
ESTABUISHED STARNDARD AS WEW AS FoR THE RETALI AT{OoN
STAND AR AND M ATERIVALS THAT ARS CENTRAL To A D ISpyTE

WILL No LoNgeR HAVE w B Disclosep .



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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