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L1 Al partie_zsv appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

T all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

[‘/fAH parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list-of -

l. Warden Casey Camphbell TCT
- Corvectional Defendants

2. DPSCS Healdn setvices

3, wWextord Medical Servlces) Iinc.
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I, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourdh Civcutt
No. 20-6863 ((%:%-cV-03(3]—GTH)
Jeseph Johmson v. Wavden Casey Compbell;
| DPscs Health Services _
Wexford Medical SQY\/\ceS)lnc.
December 1, Ao |
3. U S District Court fov the district of Maryland
GIH=-(83-212]
Joseph Johnson v. Warden CQSQj......Ca,M?be.\“l:;.
DPSCS Healdh Services ),

| Wexford Medical Sewies Tnc.
APY"\l 8, doad
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Pet1t10ner respectfully prays that a Wmt of certiorari issue-to review the judgment below. -

OPINIONS BELOW

["f For cases from federal courts:

The oplmon of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx _Es__ to
the petltlon and is

.A[ : reported = D o,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[VYis unpublished.

.The opinion of the United States district court appeafs at Appendix Bt
the petition and is

[.] reported at ; OF,
[ 1 has been des1gnated for publication but is not yet reported or,
» w]’ is unpublished. o R S

[T For cases from state courts

The opinion of the hlghest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.- R _

The opinion of the ‘ court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.




- JURISDICTION - -

[Vf For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Decemiey 4, 2032

| [\J/ NBmﬁéTt‘iﬁaﬁnf&“féﬂear'ing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals 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
~ 1in Application No. A__ .

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

[ 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 A timely 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. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

. Eighth Amendment 4o +Hhe U.S. Condtitution

Q- A% vu.s.c. s (XD



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Joseph Johnson s \)Q;H—l-‘\onins this Court 4o
'o_srcm“l’ lhm oo Writ of Cerborar] because +he fowey couvds

e nove denied. him relief on his &2 U.S.C. 51983 achon. -

Johwson sufleved o quashol wound —H\o:" '\/QCUA'\‘(QJ o
suvgevy +o place numexous P.ms and screws tin s legt \eg,
On Tuly 4,301, e was injured by a wetel object
protruding from the floor of his cell o TCT Hwt Hhe
Covvectional Defendants fxiled 4o vepaiv. Also, defendant
V\)Qx%fd Medrcal SQVV'{C,ES, Inc. failed 4o PYD\/‘\J\Q, odec\lua*e»
W\Qcﬁim_\" cave ?ol\ow'\ﬂs the \\n\")u_mﬁ, Even doday, he bhas an
Q,)(C)(\.&C:\OCHV\S po:w\ Tn k\s left knee jthigh back; and neck.

. Pecauvse. . .:I_ohnSOV\ \m‘{é\&e.&\. his f.(»f)lﬁs o\'\\»iﬂew\'\\j oy
Qx\!\ow\s-l'.\\/\j e o&a\ la_.\o\e Adwmimstyative Rew\eg\J Proceduyes
.o\V\o\ some  exctraovdinary clycumstonces exdernal 46 Wis ocwn
conduct stood 1n o Nag w@s}vlc:) delavy n \/\'\5 c,omq)\a’wr\’
Fuvsxwmf o #a U.s.c. 51482, \he should net have lbeen
Hime-bhavwed. and .h'ws‘ cose ékOu\o\ not” have loeen Aiemissed
{ol\o‘o‘mj Covrvectional Defendarts’ motion—to-dismiss,

Rouse v. Lee | 339 F.3d4 a>%, 246 (WHhCiv a003),

L4



/ . . . )
Because Jolhinson's wedical condition was serious

onk Hae medica) stafl of Wexfoh Medical Sexvies Twnc.
Was aware of F tout failed 4o provide necessary wedical
cave n o Hinely fashion ) W+ s o clear violetion of s
ight based on the Eiglrth Amendment 4o +Hhe United
States Constituhon, Farmer v. Brennan | 511 U.S. B35,

$3u-37 (\aaw). Estelle v. Gamble, 439 U.S. 47, o6 (1976),
) J 2

Because Johnson \acks the capacity +o \eﬂal(n
P{Q.QQ\/\”" his case even though he con put s pleadinge
Hoqether  with the help of incompetent jeitlhouse \awyevs
and s also indigent; he filed s wetion Ho appowt a
counse\l undey a8 U.s.C. S1a15 (e)A) as he needed an
mmediate help of o competent odtorney. Rat his

roton wWas dented. RBevvy V. Guitievvez, 5%7 F. Supp.adr
_

717, 723 ((E.D. Va. 2008), |



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This  Couyt should %\/C\ﬂ‘\' t+he \'DQ,“\"\‘\"(OV\ ecaunce Hais

case vepresents a broad Pudo\{c wmterest of wnational

L importance where cxuel and unusual punishment is

inflicted on prisoners due 4o nadespate  wmedical
coxe \/{o\\od'i‘ﬂf) “\‘\/\Q.\‘{' Eis\/‘\‘Hr\ Avf\QV\O\W\Qr\'k"'(\“jU\‘&—S 4 ‘he
Unded States Consttution.

| <".(\—o\rw\soh has Q\d’ séQem\ wmates of TCI and W T
who are O\Q&\;_ﬂﬂ with s iwilay V\eg\ed ond fnoxa\e.c‘/uade wedical
cave. The publications — Prison lego) Mews and Criminal
Lq,ﬁck\ Neuus — \v\ave veﬂu\af\j Yeported on Hnis nocrionwide.
\)yob\em Mos+ of e gmsons n ous mchow d\o Y\o’\' F‘(O\/\a\e/
e necessSaxy ond much needed medical cove do Heiy nmedes-

The Unided States Court of Appesls for the Fouvih:
CifculJ( has decided owm [wugor-fo\yd’ qpestion of -\’Qé\eval
Now — +he violotion of Yhe Eighth A mend mert — Jrh&
weeds 4o be settled by this Court 1w +he indevest of

'Aus—\'{ge J{c« Hne PY\&one{s viorhlonwide. .



CONCLUSION

The pet1t1on forawrlt of certidfafi should be gfahted.

Date: Febyuory 1§ ,2033 - o




