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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
(1) Did the failure by NP Tenorio,failure to assure that the pl­

aintiff , Jones ,was seen by a specialist,when the medication of 
which Tenorio had prescribed did not work,but,only worsen the 
condiction?Did the contineous overt act to still keep Jones o 
on the medication for months constitute,reckless indifference 
intentional reckless negligance,deliberate indifference to ah 
serious medical condiction and need?Did the delay,violate the 
medical profession"standard of care"?

(2) Because plaintiff had now been referred to a specialist by, Dr. Fraust,at the Huntsville Unit,for what the doctor at the 
Huntsville Unit,knew was a serious medical problem.Then becar

use,Fraust had left the unit and,NP Domonic was now the laed med­
ical,NP at the unit and because she had received all of the 
medical records pertaining to plaintiff’s serious medical cos 
ndiction,tranferred to her by Dr. Paige Hoyer,treating psysi- 
cian,of the Galveston Hospital,with specified instructions in 
the treating and medication requirements.Did Dominies,intenti 
ional,failure to follow Dr.Hoyers orders,but instead make her 

oon recommendations for medication and treatment which caused 
Jones to suffer unnecessary inflection of paimiand injury,so m 
much so that he had to be rushed to the hospital in Huntsvill 
le,county.Did the delay of the right treatment constitute a 
reckless indifference,deliberate indifference and medical mal 
Ipratice?

(3) Did the acts,actions,omissions,failure to act by APRN Teal in 
that Tealjacted with negiligence because she also had^ccess to 
the plaintiffs file,had visited with him on several occassion 
noting his serious medical problem,nevertheless,Jones was sue 
bjected,touunnecessary wanton infliction of pain,injury and 
sufferage,because APRN Teal failed to act and to perform as a 
medical professional failed to conduct the regular act of the 
daily duties and responsibilites "to wit"due to her failure h. 
causation subjected Jones to still the contineous delay in 
the prescribed and required treatment and medication ond the 
odrers by Dr.Paige Hoyer specialist in the field of dermato­
logy, and skin infectious disease's.Jones did not get the me­
dication , intil over two years later due to the omissions by t 
Huntsville medical staff and subordinate staff.

(4) Should warden Kell Strong?also be held lieable,because she had 
been made aware of the prisoners neglect and that due to the 
acts of medical malpratice,mistreatment of inmates and because 
Doninic had intentionally deviated away from the doctors order 
for treatment.Because the warden also had been notified that a 
inmate had left the unit,Strong knew the situation,and,had be­
en,informed through the inmate grivance process,but failed to 
do anything to remedy the gross and inappropriate acts,actions 
by the medical staff,failing to assure a properly trained star 
ff.
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:
AThe opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _□— to 

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

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _J=*— to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at M* ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at —----- ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the------------------------------------------------- —------- court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at---------------------------------------------------------- ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

1.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was ___4 - 7 ~ U__ .

—-----------; \

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

A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: 2.62.5 , 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. § 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

[ ] 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).
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CONSTITUTIONALi; PROVISIONS

Eight Amendment,USCA,
Excessive bail shall not be required,nor excessive fines imposed 
,nor,cruel and unusual punishment inflicted.
Ninth Amendment,USCA.
The enumeration of the Constitution of certain rights shall not 
be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people.
TeenthgAmendment,USCA,.
The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution 
nor prohibited by it to the States,are reserved to .the States res 
spectively,ot to the people.

Fact being that all citizens within the United States are entitle 
ed,to equal treatment and due process,this includes the right to 
have equal medical treatment by either free or imprisioned per­
son,of the UnitedStates of America.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Plaintiff,Sean Jones,TDCJ/CID No.02225017 an inmate in the Texas 
Department of Corrections,Huntsville Unit,Huntsville Texas locat­
ed, 815 12th St. 77348 in Walker County,Texas.In the exercising 
of his protected right and making known his'- complaint,injury,su- 
fferage,the violatiothiof medicial professional rules,oaths,policy 
and procedures.Violations of his rights under the United States 
Constitution,Law of the Land,established Statutory Ruling,Decisis 
ons,of the Supreme Court of the United States of America.

Sean Jones,a Texas Prisoner,while first being housed at the Neal 
Unit,Texas Department of Criminal Justice.Was unknowingly and ne* 
glectly,exposed to unknown contaminated water and or chemial age- 
ents,which did cause severe dangerous infection over 50% of his 
body^resulting in blisters,scoars,swelling,pain and bleeding.Each 
time Jones would shower the condiction would get worse, it was det-, 
termine,by the medical staff at the: Neal Unit UTBM Texas Tech 
staff,namely,Suzzanne V. Tenorio that Jones had com into contact 
with chemicals.Jones contends that it had first begain to show an 
infection from the showers,and that it was also aired on the TVy 
that a warning had been issued a boil notice for the water being 
provided and used in that area of West Texas due to contaminated 
water condictions.Jones went to the medical department at the Ner 
al,Unit complaining of blisters which had begain to grow on his
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body causing pain and bleeding.The medical provider there,namely 
Suzzanne V. Tenorio diagnosed Jones as having been exposed to un­
known ,chemicial and suffering from or with Allergic Rhinitis (un 
specified).Tenorio prescribed Jones /'Clotrimazole Cream and Dip- 
hendramine,Capsul.Jones took the medication and applied the vream 
as ordered,nevertheless his condiction olny grew worse,then over 
a breif time the Neal Unittwas unexpectedly closed down,reason ■. 
were not vexplianed to the prisoners, the staff was very quiet abO’- 
ut,and inmates were quickly shipped out to different units.On the 
date of 12/12/2020,Jones arrived at the Huntsville Unit where he 
was seen by Dr. K. Faust who ask what had happen to him and how 
long he had been in that condiction of suffering.he stated that ■ 
since on or about 7/2020,Dr.Faust noting his condiction and it's 
severness,immediatelly scheduled Jones for a trip to the Hospital 
at Gaveston to see a "Specialist in Dermatology.Jones arrived at 
Hospital Gaveston on or about 1/19/2021 and was examined by Dr. 
Paige Hoyer ND and Specialist in the field of Dermatology.The Dr. 
being strongly concerned,immediatelly ordered biospy to be perf 
ormed,consisting of several test to determine the cause of what 
was clearly a serious medical condiction.After the test were co­
mpleted ,Dr .Hoyer , specif ically ordered a special prescribed cock­
tail of special combonations of creams and specific medications 
set to work together for the purpose of healingi ,pain relief and 
recovery which consisted of 5 specified and clearly prescribed 
treatments and medications.Jones was not aware of what was or had 
been prescribed,the instructions and special medication for treat­
ment, are sent to the Unit Medical Department electronically.When 
he returned to the Huntsville Unit he was given only 3 of the 5 
Dr. Ordered Specified Treatment and Medications which consisted c 
°f 6nly Tramiiholone ,Presidone and Diphendramine and not what was 
specifically instructed and ordered by the Dr. for the clarl pur- 
poes,of treating a serious medical condiction.The deliberate dev^ 
iation,away from the Dr orders by medical staff at the Huntsville
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namely,Dr.Faust;NP Dominic and. subordinate staff caused. Jones to 
be subjected to an even more serious chemical imbalance,pain and 
sufferage.Then on or about the date of 7/01/2.021 aftering conti­
nuing, to take the medication and apply treatment creams,Jones co- 
ndiction,worsen,he suffered with pain,blisters,swelling,cracking 
and bleeding over 50% of his body and other suffering unknown to 
the point that Jones,due to these intentional errors,had to be ru 
shed,to the County Hospital in Huntsville because of other compl­
ications ,caused by the deviation away from the traeting Dr. Order 
Then on the d&te. of 7/C)2/2021 ,UTBM medical staff ,namely, Victoria 
C. Dominics"at this time" give Jones Presidone.Jones continued to 
take the medication for several months while continuing to suffer 
not onlt from the blisters,bleeding,cracking skin and pain but 
now also mental duress,stress,worry because his body was not he­
aling.At some point NP Dominies left or was dismissed from the 
Huntsville UTMB,now replaced by APRN Carla D. Teal,who also over 
time would meet with Jones and was aware of his serious medicial 
condiction,Jones had also begun to see the mental health provider 
at the unit because of his overwhelming stress concering this.Th­
en,on the date on or about 5/10/2023 to wit Jones had now been on 
the Huntsville Unit for over two years and had been visiting the 
medical department from the date of his arrivial due to his seri-, 
ous,painful medicial condiction.At such time APRN Teal stated to 
Jones that she had only just resently been looking through his 
medical file concerning his condiction and had noticed aiitserious 
error by the UTMB Staff at the Huntsville Unit.Notifications,in­
structions , specialized prescribed treatment and medication order 
and specified by Dr.Paige Hoyer of Hospital Gavestion for the pur 
pose,of Jones,severe,skin /medical condiction.Teal went on to exp 
plain,to Jones that the Dr. had diagnosed him as suffering with 
"Bullous Pemphigoid"caused by the exposure to unknown chemicials 
or other forms of contamination.
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Teal also,because she had failed to fully read and review the pa 
itents,file eventhough she had clearly visited with him on sever­
al , ocassions .Only then noticed and noted that there had been a 
serious error,the deviation away fro^the Dr.orders of instruction 
and the specified treatment and medication for what was a serious 
medicial condiction.This had went on for over two years,subjecti- 
ng,Jones to unnecessary sufferage,deliberate calloused,deficient, 
neglegent treatment .Jones explained that he had been rushed to .... 
the Huntsville Memorial Hospital because of his condiction, this v, 
was also due to the omission of deliberate indifference and or 
act,acts of calloused negligance by UTMB Medicial Department and 
Sobordinate Staff.Jones contends that prison inmatessshould not b 
treated any different from other citizens,should not be subjected 
by the staff of the medicial department to experimental testing o 
or neglect.That the medicial proffession and it's professionals 
have sworn oiths,policy and rule of conduct which to adhear to.

Jones seeks the Honorable United States Supreme Court and the ale 
so,Honorable Justices to consider facts,documented evidence,suffe 
erage,the intential deliberate indifference,negligence,purposely 
deviation away from the treating Dr. orders for a specilized 
prescribed treatment fro healing and recovery. Jo*|es contends that 
had these serious violation of human rights occured to a person 
who being not a prison-inmate,that the results of the same matter 
would have reached a judjment in favor of the plaintiff and that 
this honorable Court would not have to be faced with deciding the 
case.Jones herein,do ask that'th'd Honorable Court justices consi^ 
der, that hb is not a lawyer nor does he have the assistance of . 
any such person,but that this Court with the same fair and equal 
justice,being in the best intrest of our Rights,the harm and the 
Constitution,consider and grant the relief saought and any other 
rights,just compensation plaintiff is entiteled to.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION ;-i
The plaintiff,Jones in. humble respect to this Honorable Court, 
do herein,seek this Supreme Court of the United States consider 
and grant that this claim to be heard by a jury of peers of the 
general public of the United States of America.
Plaintiff, Sean Jones,contends and complains that the district co*

of prairitxff s zeuerally protected rights .Altcugii -u*.— op^cit ic xn* 
tent,to violate plaintiffs federally protected rgghts will suppc 
art,a punitive damage award’,’Sackless Indifference."toward a plains 
tiffs,federally protected rights also sufficies tc--authorize lia­
bility, for punitive damages under 1983.If .reasonable jury could 
find that a defendant acted with callous ,reckless iridifterence
the district judge should submit the issue of puuxtlve damages to 
the iury under proper instructions.Plaintiff,Sean Jones,seeks the 
Honorable Court,consider and invoke the following;Hughes v Rowe 
449 U.S. 5,9(1980)jHains v. Kerner 404 U.S.. 519,520(1970) jaccurd, 
Erickson v Pardue 551 U.S. 89,94(2007).A district court should 
read the pleadings of a pro se plaintiss"liberall^ and interpret 
them tc raise’*the strongest'arguments that they suggest.
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NP Dominic,who indisputabally acted with and in reckless indiff­
erence ./deliberate indifference,callous reckless disraguard to the 
plaintiffs federally protected rights,neglecting what was a sew-!

re,meriicis Ijneed • Tr' wi t,Dominic knew7 that th^ r'lnin^iff modr^d '?■ 
prompt accurate,specified,diagnossed instructions and the ordered 
as well as prescribed medicial attention,medications and treatme­
nts ,she knew because everything was delivered to her^Dominic) by 
a trained ,praticing professional in the field of dermotology and 
expert in the field and Jones treating doctor .Dr.Paige Royer.Do­
minic,, was also awear and knew that delay and deviation would ale

subjective coraponet of a. di liberate indifference claim.Fed.P.. Civ.
P.9(b).,See also,, Kikumura v Osagie 461 F..3d 12.96, .to wit, the
Cout£ stated it was ocssiblc ttiat even a l.sy person oGu.£d
ticivs TGeognizod a changs in circumstancc nGC^ssitsting

Bgcsuss it cLohtIv whows tl’i€s d2 1 iboT3.t£ cliistoward 
tif l.s -dtotvnCtad Tights .DGniii'ic 5not only int£tion5.1..L v deviated7 
ay,from the doctors orders,for specialized treatment and specific 
necessary medications.What is such conscious shocking in this cis 
aim,is "The Fact” that Dofirinic,continued in the acts,actios;of 
reckless indifference, and callous disreguard toplaintiffs protect 
ted,rights'? .This is a claim which should not take much deliberati*? 
on,due to the out—right violations by government employee s.oomi* 
nic,tn8w or, nad. knowieuge ot the pruoxams ncr inter cional ci.i src— 
guard, toward plaintiff rights were cusing and knowledge of the. 
effects her actsof reckless indef er-cnce.So much so, that it case
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to the point, that due to the ceil lows di ore guard 'chat the plaint­
iff ,j Jones ,had to be rush iroifl the Huntsville Unit Medicial Depa­
rtment,by way of ambulance to the Huntsville County Hospital,o&c? 
ause,of the plaintiffs worsening coiidiction,due to Dominic’s fai- 
lure,to follow the doc. tors ins tractions for treatment and medic­
ation .But . lifih mtenclonally chosen uo 01~ .t cguari* iiC i jusl. tuc 
doctors orders but also the vgighgts of the plaintiff,subjecting 
him to unnecessary rapid suffering,severe pairs anc». rapid deteri- 
ation,of.his health problem..Constutioning,causaLion claim in whir- 
ch, is the standard element of tort liability,and incluaes two 
r equir emeu t s : (1) ac t must be the cause-m-tact of tne injury, le t 1 
the injury would not have cccured absent tne conduct;and (2>i.he 
act must be the proximate cause 5 the injury is of a type that a 
reasonable person wou.l.a see as likely result ul nis or net con­
duct, .See Evans v Chambers 703 F.3d 636;Monroe v Pape 36b U.S.167 
187;Aalley v Briggs 475 U.b.o35.Fact,if this was preaenceu Lu an
eight grade., steduent the out come would be simple,it owe rails to 
take to medication then there would De no healing,If one. takes 
the wrong medication and becomes sore scvereuy i 1 l , Luen stilt 
continues to takes the wrong rnrdicatiou trie act would be nouduj 
less than reckless inLent.How much so wherein the case of Jones 
where the person distributing the wrong medication discovers it 
is not helping,But is making the condiction worse,nevertheless,in- 
tentionally,continous the act disreguarding trie, iieai th au-.i Sai &.ty 
of another human being suit against a municipal official in her 
official capacity is considered a suit aginst the municipality it 
self.Brandon v Holt 469 U.S. 464,471(1985)accord,Kentucky v Grah­
am,473 U.S. 159,166(1985) .Then in Burge- v Parish of St.Tammany 
187 F.3d 452,466-67(5th.Cir 1999)(absolute prosectorial immunity 
not available in official capacity suit.State law immunities may
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not be asseerted by municipalities sued under 1983.In this instar 
nt,claim,NP Dominic.made the deliberate choics to disreguard the 
orders and specified required medication and the instructions for 
pl^i^tiffs,Jones,serious health condiction and Dominic,purposely 
devaited away from the professional treating physicians orders 
and prescribed medications,instructions.Thereby,subjecting Jones 
to unnecessary wanton suffering and infliction of pain and injury. 
And did continue to callousily disreguard the protected rights 
Ol uhe plaintiff.Dominic *s,own reckless choice and indifference 
continued to fail to bring about or to produce any healing,but, 
only worsen the healt^of the inmate, Jones .Subjecting him to suff­
ering,unnecessary forever two years.In a st^te case,Borrego v Cit 
ty, of El Paso 964 SW 2d 954(1998) ,'*if a doctor or nurse"does not 
perform medicial procedure with level of care and skill of ordi­
nary,prudent health care provider,patient injured as a result sh­
ould,not suffer without compensation for the sole reason that the 
doctor or nurse is a povernmental employee.Government—Employed 
medical personal'are not" immune from tort;libability if charact­
er,of discretion,the exercise is medicial and not governmental. 
Also,where a publicly employed health care provider performs same 
functions as provider in private sector,those duties are not uni­
quely jgovermental in nature,and provider is not entitled to offi­
cial,or qualified immunity.,See., Jackson v Stinnett 881 SW 2d 
498;West v Atkins 487 U.S 42.Then in White v Napolen 897 F.2d L 
103(1990)"The dismissal of a complaint is not proper,however,whee 
re,prisoners alleged for example,that on numberous occassians a 
prison doctor or (nurse)intentionally inflicted pain and continu­
ed,an ineffective course of treatment,refused to apply the presc- 
ribed,appropiate medication, (as is applicable)here in this insta-- 
nt,claim of Jones,to wit,the reckless indifference and the delib­
erate ,disreguard of his rights by Dominic.
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See,also,Jones v Marthakis 2024 U.S.Bist.Lexis 103572,constututis 
ig,Substantial delay in responding to an inmates serious medicial 
condiction or need,can reflect deliberate indifference,paticula- 
rly,where , tHht delay "exacerbates"an inmates medication or unnec­
essary ,prolongs suffering.See.,Goodlue v Spod 947 F.3d 1026,1031 
(2020)to wit,also,persisting with a course of treatment"kuown to 
be ineffective”can amount to deliberate indifference.,Berry,604 F 
3d@441.Prison inmates are entitleed to the same level of profes­
sional ,medicial treatment as those not in jailor prison,See Estr 
elle, v Gamble 429 U.S.97.,’’the goverment has abligation to provt 
ide,medical care for those whom it is punishing,by incarceration. 
An inmate must rely onprison authorites to treat his needs,if au­
thorities , fail to do so,those needs will not be met.The Supreme 
Court has held that deliberate indifference can be manifested by 
prison doctors or nurse in their response to the prisoners needs; 
intentional reckless indifference occurs wherein government empl­
oyee,fails to perform those duties,knowingly and callouslly.Subj- 
acting,prison inmate to the deprivation of his protected right, 
subjecting him to unnecessary suffering and his right to be also 
free from acts constituting cruel and unusual punishment,USCA §th 
amendment. APRN,Teal,Jones claim and complaints.and his grounds 
for relief and summmary judgement in this pleading is not merely 
conclusory but is presented by specific facts .Herein,also under 
the claims of a prisoners complaint however inartfully plead,sh­
ould, be held to a less stringent standard because the complaint 
is not drafted by a lawyer.Plaintiff cpmplains the due to reckle* 
ss,negligent indifference, that the actssand failure, to act respo^ 
nsibiliy,and professionally by APRN Teal,constitues deliberate in 
indifference because Teal should have known and could have made 
known to herself throgh the normal and required duties and daily 
job activates and job function the fact and facts of what was cl­
early,a serious medical condiction and need of the plaintiff.
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Teat had met with Jones several time during his visits to the Hu* 
ntsville,Unit Medical department,had access to his file and^not t 
to exclude constant observation of his health condiction.The duty 
and care owed to prisoners is the same as that owed to private - 
patients.Medical personnel who undertake to treat specialized pr* 
oblems,are held to the standard of care applicable tc those of sp- 
ecialites,even if they do not claim specailized expertise.Expert 
evidence is required to establish "the standard of care"unless tn 
the issue is within the common knowledge of lay people.This requ­
irement, is met,wherein,APRN Teal,knew or could made known to her?* 
sei,had she not been negligent in her responsibilites of daily ac- 
tivies,and duties of her job performance.Failure to conform or t 
togg imply with proper,adequate policy and procedures and stand­
ard,of care.The issue being failure of prison personnel to follow 
a surgeons directions,were enough to raise a geniune factual iss­
ue,barring summary judgment.Gil v. Reed 381 F.3d 649,660(7th Cir 
2004),the court held that Gil may rely on his treating physicians 
to establish a standard of care even if those physicians are age­
nts,of the defendant.(applicable)Because it is clear that both Te­
al,and Dominic,acted in negligence"to wit" they both had knowled­
ge,of or could have made known to themselves that plaintiff’s se­
rious ,medical need,required treatment andispecailized medication 
prescribed by his treating physician.Typical examples,of neglig­
ence,or medical malpratice include;failing to give necessary and 
required medication prescribing inappropriate medication and the 
delaying of treatment.Plaintiff,Jones was subjected to gross and 
intentional negligence by the Huntsville Unit Medical Staff and 
Subordinat personnel .Non-physician performing medical service 
nurse physicians assistants,technicians,may be found lieable for 
malpratice or negligance if they fail to have and use the knowl­
edge,skill,and care expected of their professions or if they dis­
obey physicians directions.
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Teal knew from observation that Jones was in need of serious med­
ical ^requirements and treatment.See.,Abille v U.S.482 F.Supp.7O3, 
(nurse were negligent for not following the physician orders and 
directions);Berman v U.S 205 F.Supp 2d 362(the failure to provide 
adequate follow up treatment.Where there exsist an ongoing patte? 
rn,of ignoring treatment and failing to timely respon to or effe- 
etivelly,manage plaintiff's serious medical need,chronic pain 
and suffering.Ruffin v Deperio 97 F,Supp 2d 346(2000)(holding ju­
ry,could find that treatment"consisted of little more than docum- 
emting,(plaintiff's)worsening condiction "and the continuing in? 
effective,treatment.Which is also applicable in this instant cla? 
im,because the acts,actions and omissions by NP Tenorio;NP Domin? 
ic,and ARRN Teal,each knew the serious medical condiction and nee 
ed,for specailized treatment,each hadaaceess to his file and the 
instruction s from his treating physician and personal involvment 
constituting causation and,sustaining plaintiff's claim and what 
was the consistent pattern of reckless negligent conduct,establi­
shing ,deliberate indifference.See.,Ramos v Lamm 639 F.2df559(1980) 
accord.Harris v ThlgW. §41 F.2d■1495,1505(1991);Digidio v Rung 
920 F.2d 525,533(1990);Todaro v Ward 565 F.2di48,52(1977)even act 
which appear negligent in isolation may constitute deliberate in~ 
differance if repeated.Indisputable and undenied by the governm­
ent,and employee's or agents is the fact that plaintiff,was and 
had been contineously and consistentlly subjected to denial and 
delay of the medication which had been specifically prescribed 
and ordered as treatment by his treating physician and specialist* 
Citing.,Jones v Simek 193 F.3d 485(1999),the refusal to follow r 
specailist recommendations supporting claim of deliberate indiff­
erence .



Claim against warden Strong,supervising staff,may be deliberate 
indifference if they fail to provide adequate staff or qualified 
staff,or if they fail to remedy unlawful condictions they know afe 
bout.Jones claim is supported wherein,he did exercise the grieva^ 
nee,process of which the warden is a part of.In the case of Alsi- 
na-Ortiz v Laboy 400 F.3d 77(2005)(high level officials could be 
lieable for line staff's failure to get medical care for an obvi­
ously, sick prisoner if they "knew of a contenings pattern of cul­
pable , failure to do so"and made no reasonable attempt to remedy 
the ptoblemmSee,.Aswegan v Brubl 965 F.2d 676;Hill v Marshall 962 
F.2d 1209.
In the support of his claim and sustaining right to relief sought 
and judgment in his favor,the seeking of compensation for injury 
damage and sufferage,in the amount of '^0 Million Dollars and any 
other judgment and settlement of which plaintiff should be entitl 
led.Due to the cause and actions,omissions,neglect,reckless negle 
igance,medical malpratice and deliberate indifference to what was 
a sever,serious medical need.Violations under the United States 
Constitution,8th,9th,10th Amendments.Law of the Land and Ruling 
Decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States of America,Vi 
Violation generally a tort under state law,and maybe held under 
what was(formally called "pendent")or jurisdiction of the federal 
court.
Plaintiff,presents expert evidence as required;see.,Bryan v Sharh 
351 F.Supp.2d. 295(2005)"to wit"lay people would know that disre- 
guarding,orders from a treating doctor deviates fron the"standard 
of Care".See., Exhibits Presented A > A 3 pcses
(1)documation that the plaintiff did clearly have frequent visits 
at the Huntsville Unit Medical Department,and with APRN TEAL,and 
the dates and times reflect that Teal did have observation of his 
serious medical problem before the date of .Was well
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aware,knowingly of Jones'serious medical need for treatment,way 
before the date upon which Teal finally did reveal to Jones that 
there had been a serious error in his treatment and medical need 
which had been ordered by his treating physician and specialist 
Dr. Paige Hoyer.Teal did state,"you sholud have been given this 
medication and treatment two years ago.This is a conscious shock­
ing,delay in what should have been duties performed within the no 
normal operations of business and responsibilites of person(s),tr- 
aind,in the field of a Np or APRN,doctor or nurse.

Wherefore,premsis,considered,facts and evidence,the continuing in 
failing to conduct duties and to assure the correct and right me­
dication , treatment was administered for Jones and his severe he­
alth,srious medical needs.The intentional deviation away from the 
treating physicians orders,suffering for over two years,unnecess­
arily. Jones pray this Honorable Court and Justices to grant summa 
ary,judgment in his favor

UNSWORN DECLARATION

I,Sean Jones,TDCJ/CID No.02225017,do hereby declare under the pea 
nalty, of perjury that the forgoing in this petition are true and 
correct.

Executed on this <^) day of July 2025

s/ CZW"cSt&L-----------------
Sean Jones

No.02225017
Huntsville Unit

815 12th St.
Huntsville,Texas 77348
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:


