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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

(1) nid 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 an
serious medical condiction and need?Did the delay,violate the
medical profession''standard of care"? :

(2) Because piainti#ff had now been referred to a speciaiist by,

Dr. Fraust,at the Huntsville Unit,for what the doctor at the
Huntsville Unit,knew was a serious medical problem.Then becas

use,Fraust had left the unit and,NP Domonic was now the laed med-

(3)

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 NDr. Paige Hoyer,treating psysi-
cian,of the Galveston Hospital,with specified instructions in
the treating and medication requirements.Did Dominics,intent#
ional,failure to follow NDr.Hoyers orders,but instead make her

oon recommendations for medication and treatment which caused
Jones to suffer unnecessary inflection of painiiand injury,so m

much so that he had to be rushed to the hospital in Huntsvilt
le,county.NDid the delay of the right treatment constitute a
reckless indifference,deliberate indifference and medical mat
lpratice? -

Did the acts,actions,omissions,failure to act by APRN Teal in
that Tealjacted with nefiligence because she also hadaccess to
the plaintiffs file,had visited with him on several occassion
noting his serious medical problem,nevertheless,Jones was su=
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 =i~
the prescribed and required treatment and medication ond the
odrers by NDr.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
NDoninic 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 stas

ff.
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[x] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
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Wardén Strong;Suzzane V. Temorio;Victoria C. Dorimics

Carl.D. Teal
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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:

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

[ ] reported at __Mo. 34-307245 ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[]is unpubhshed

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx B to
the petition and is

[] reported at I\ H"?—%.‘ 4411 : ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 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,
[ 1 is unpublished. -

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

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




“JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case

was _ 4o o200 L

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

M A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __5-1\~20625 and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ k. '

[ 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).

[ 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

[ 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. § 1257 (a)f



CONSTITUTIONAL! pROVISIO ws L

Eight Amendment,USCA,

Excessive bail shall not be required,nor excessive fines imposed
ynor,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 tyeatment 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,INCJZCIN No0.02225017 an inmate in the Texas
Department of Corrections,Huntsville Unit,Huntsville Texas locats
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 violatiofinof medicial pfofessiopal rules,oaths,policy

and procedures.Violations of his rights undér the United. States
Constitution,Law of the Land,established Statutory Ruling,Decisie

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=x
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 de=
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

(1)



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 Jomes ,"Clotrimazole Creém and Dip-

hendramine,Capsul.Jones took the medication and applied the cream

as ordered,nevertheless his condiction olny grew worse,then over
a breif time the Neal Unittwas unexpectedly closed down,reason =
were notvexplianed to the prisonears,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 oa 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 MD and Specialist in the field of NDermatology.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,specifically ordered a special prescribed cock-
tail of special combonations of creams and specific medications
set to work togather 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 etectronically.When
he returned to the Huntsville Unit he was given only 3 of the. 5
Dr. Ordered Specified Treatment and Medications which consisted ¢
of dnly Tram¢inolone,Presidone and Diphendramine and not what was
| specificaily instructed and ordered by the Dr. for the clarl pur-
poes,of treating a serious medical condictién.The deliberate devs:

iation,away from the Dr orders by medical staff at the Huntsville

(2)



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 7/01/8021 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 date:. 6f 7/02/2021,UTBM medical staff,namely,Vietoria
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 Dominics 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 mentalAhealth 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
medicél 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 thrgugh his
medical file concerning his condiction and had noticed aiserious
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.

(3)



vTeal also,because she had failed to fully read and review the pa-
itents,file eventhough she had clearly visifted with him on sever=
al,ocassions.Only then noticed and noted that there had been a ==
serious erfor,the deviation away frowthe 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 w
was also due to the omission of deliberate indifference and or =2
act,acts of calloused negligance by UTMB Medicial Department and

Sobordinate Staff.Jones contends that prison inmates:should not
treated any different from other citizems,should not be subjected
by the staff of the medicial department to experimental testing ©
or neglect.That the medicial proffession and it's profeésionals

have sworn oaths,policy and rule of conduct which to adhear to.

Jones seeks the Honorable United States Supreme Court and the als
so,Honorable Justices to consider facts,documented evidence,suffs
érage,the-intential deliberate indifference,negligence,pﬁrposely
deviation away from the treating Dr. orders for a specilized
prescribed treatment fro healing and recovery.Jofles contends that
had these serious violation of human rights occured to a person
who being not a prisonc: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:thé Honorable Court justices consiZ
der,that ha 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.

(&)



~

GRANTING THE .PETITION

I

REASONS

FOR

umble

Ym
L:

her

do

1

oo
L3

Stat

7.
rd
&l

3}

£
l‘-*
o
et
¢)
“
o
o

i

[<8]

]

e

SrYO;

L)
44
1%
w3

m
F43

v

, cla

1982

2
ION

s

cact

ord

4

m

ol H
LGl

&

1
L

RO

r:
4

1 PR
zallous

—~y
[

4+
[

aten

e

disreg

4
ek
=l

n.m N
€3
ot
o3
-4

&

o
14

el
-~

al

orsi

ool

"3

@

srd

[

(]
L
o~
N
L]
Ly

1T
Joalte

D%

™

)
<0

o=

53
ord
(&}



. L)
(4] Al o T) i < B »? . . e 4 ¢) :
a3 Gl Q LA ey [ [§] [t i p3 (&) “ 4 e o ‘ )]
PR L &) : (ST T [ w ord ' [N 3 o e 5]
[ Q a) 44 Li Qi (] L1 fal 0 e f o Sy
(e} ©w e T [P NN *T £ s Al ] i o i J 8
2 o 8] Q! (&} [¢])] o w43 pn . X 0 =l ai @
ol z " & ol (@] e o . 4+ 3 O [ TR oy 4
) oy 4+ o bl $i 03 e o E [t tn L T
W 4 @ o (o) &) 4] e O W = [N G e a (V]
6] IR 51 LT B @ [=I gl 44 [ I < ' Y M pod =
[V} 3 ve Aol i Q Q 9] S U ' . [« =t Y i G o o Q
W N W o) [y & (1) ] e s B Lt Q! o4 I & ¢ o A
v o & I v ~ | & i L] ¢ -3 b o G e . N +3 (€] £ L]
A4 9w e g ow i) a: i o ~ i @l -~ [ SN Sy, 4 bt &
¥ W u 3 (W] [ a3 2] [uy} Ul erd U 05 -4 8 ) wed = = o et
[ R i (o] [< I o LY 2 n a & [V ) fort [ ¢ B 2, 49 z
<D ot MY 2] Y., - > a3 e o 1P} cd -~ L4 [+ i3 =< Q
[ £ A ¢ cooom [T [ I ¥ S [ i ot ot o]
[ o fed - (&) [ g B <3 (<} Q! =3 [ « hé Ci [ ~t
e [GIEEE b erd <) Lw) L1 [<\{] £ P [ 3 uy e e ¢) b
QO 42 A5 e T T [ IS | @ o o [ N I 1y o3
1o BT R & a [V w (1} <& £ S 13} i . [e]] Yi Qi K 0 w0 ] ot =
2 X a 3 o B} F &t a3 AN 6! H [ W B b i\ [N o) jor} [ H o
& - b LB U t) e LT T N 4 vy e g3 3 e © o K o
G kD b . N G T TR 3 3 G T e W erl b = 200
L2 - o3 7 =+ R L a4 &} o = R N oY H 13 [ v o) [») o =
) o al [ A = ~t LR U & T W a o Q PO DG (U ) R R ]
sed n e~ i epd (1 W) o0 i 5] Q) T H €~ L3 [J} [ T I8 S = = L o] ¥
3 b 43 L SR o B Ly a8 4 ord 4 A [\ £ < D o ! s >R 3
[ S ] Tj el [ o =8} o [ 4] 1751 Kyl 4 O ] (8] 2 I [o N o - (8] N
pori 3 i3 oo W e 4+ : < erd 5@ @ e £ g h. (B I T o i o
red oY/ 7} [ S 84 ai G} B ¢ joe £ 4 [t ¢ B Fal 3 [{ LI o = 0n G} a ~
e o © B =] ai £ Qi wed a a4} Q =y % S eed (e} [RTEEN S (o] ) 3 ¥
e n M Q o i £ 41 - ) k+ i L [ B & T S R [ &} = 2 o = [#] b W
= [ o3} o) +1 e o+ (&) ot ] (@} ad ed [d] - w o~ () 3] o= = B
(O] ¢ o =i [ < = s i s st 8] [GIS a ™ [$] LS U e s 4 )
I S erd 4 G el e 4 ar W M Gt et e 9] i w4 O 17 S S B o o n
[ RN [ ST ST N o (7] [} : [ATHN 1) ar = [ S < B & @G [ = fasd T et Ly 3
o [& BT S & ) A3 w [ 4 L < | ST Q £ epd L1 el [ ot 2 (9] o B [¥3]
[ Y (3] LT =N (] o e &) vl L ey (=] [} : = 2 = ap  w
W 4a [T o I v | LW L T SRR S R o [o*4] i w od C [ O 3 e > Qe ]
L N [ : : P e [J )] oo & W e [an} ] > = R} o) e e
Ud  ha o 4 E g p T @« & LI =i =ooeb . U 1 — At &
ord [N &) Qaq q) X & i Ty W L4 ] b3 0 1 91 (=] J ] [$)] Ut (&)
3 e et i Nl v 149) o € el +Ha ai 3 ¢! by o H) e U (i
= e e (9] a Qi 8 4 45 43 Qi Nl Ea HE Ko et J o seed E s R
REE a O n L T a o [ I SO €y : [3 43 = ' S
o [&] Lo oeed b I G &0 3 . 4 opd L Q o 1 3 0 Ua
@ A 2 TR = N ¢ S B ¢ = P o = o = vl N S R B ¥ N
+ [N} . L & Yoo ored T (& & L @] (@] Q) +3 49 4] ] [b] v
o3 (4] i ) S al +2 (PN} =3 N (oM [ o ] L&) [3) 0) [ %) ) ] -} ey
e} I W () B S S B & «< (@] [T [ [d] + a ¢ Q Ud e 5 R
o3 ¥ ] 0] oy 18] 1 ] w 4] 9] & ] «i i 9] it 3 L o O (4] 3 T
S I £ I TR O <V o= 2a (TR 9] 3 e a <) = b+ o ~
g4 = 7 qQ Lo (6 I < I R (&) a [ i 1 q; Q@ i} = RS S 1o
(O ] ¢ ] ) 3] H A qi 5 i +3 &g 40 23 - S e 17 o o
el QG4 ed )t M T ot} w oM +i 3 o O o O S P 20 5
(M3 W 0 @ oW e e - b o - S
~ e .id ) a) [ = o 8 43 . 4} [ (o] 4 [#5 £ o] 2 &0 [V} o Ui
& [V R S T BN oY + o [aF O i e W ~ O 5] ) D . U ] -
I3} s 3 g O [ [ Lt (3] i LSRN | BN 4 N [ & B w ] ) el i - o B J
[l S 3 & = RS 4 e G g} e R e [T I I > B U R U ) ~ ~ 3 -y I3}
A . 0 W (AT &1 ~ W [¥2 Y o S o bos S COR o IR & B ~ ) ] J e RS W U
[a W 4 Q! 8 Ll ¥ (¢} I ] . [ < ] al el - Q e i) B [ o it
=7 D) o8 .4 [A TR, o 1] ] £ [/ ] o a4l W La [P I £ Oy +3 al fx «© . o] 5 af B



Toer o 1. T gam --3 11 com de v ~an b= =
rtiment by way of ambulance to the Huntsvilie County Hospilai;nec
. ., L2 R DA SN rr P TR - R, S SRV S Sy .., e 2t 9 £t
ause,of tha Lasntiffs worsenting CONIIcTion,due L0 DOmlnic 5 rai+
= b

. - . - P T S S SRR JC AU PV . s RO SR S
locitors orders but also the vgigugts of the plaiatili,sucjecting
S S P St B~ SN S J T BRI, - -2
aim to sneccssary vapld suffering,severe painm aud rapid deteri-

Do - o N T T R 1+ 2
ALL0ON, 0L O1LE n&alin yLvu.n.b...'.\,u Astuationds TLE,

sh,is the standard elesment of tort liabllity,an¢ iuciudes two &
: ; LA s cm s 2 2 A A a3
raguiremants:{(ijact nust be the cause-in-ract of ine ind ury ,ie'’

1 ) N < o\ -
wesuzad absent the conductjand (Z)ihe

¥
1
v
(1]
=
3
C.
e
A
B
C
[
t—l
[o N
=
O
s
oy
]
<

Act must be the proximate causejthe injurv iz of a type that a

reasonable person would sze as likely result of his or ner com-
duct, .See #vans v Chambers 703 F.3d b3b;ionroe v Fape 365 U.S.i07
187;Aalley v Briggs 475 U.5.33I.Fact,if ithis was presenied Lo ai

take to medication then there would be no healing,If cue fakes

3 S LAr et Voo watr e GOVETE LAV L) i
ithe wrong medicabtion amd TSLOMES MOTE SCVETTLAY Llt,un

3  an el seadr b ~ame o F .
less ibhan reckless intent.HBow much so wherein the case of Jomes
; ] e . N T ..
where the person distributing the wropg medicative discovers 1t

,continous the act disreguarding ttie heaith aud sa

eg’

is not helping,bui is waking the cendiction worge,nevertineless,ine
y

-

of ancther humean

eing.A 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(4£985).Then in Burge v Parish c¢f St.Tammany **%
187 F.3d 452,466-67(5th.Cir 1999)(absoclute prosectorial immunity

nct available in official capacity suit.State law immunities may
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not be asseerted by municipalities sued under 1983.In this instas
nt,claim,NP Dominic.made the deliberate choics to disreguard the
'orders and specified required medication and the instructions for
plaintiffs,Jones,serious health condiction and Dominic,purpecsely
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
of the plaintiff.Dominic's,cwn reckless choice and indifference
continued to fail to bring about or to produce any healing,but,
¢nly worsen the healﬂnof the immate,Jones.Subjecting him to suff-
ering,unnecessary forpver two years.In a state case,bBorrego v Ci#
ty; cf El Paso 964 SW 2d 954(1998),"if a doctor or nurse'does not
Perfocrm medicial procedure with level of care and skill of ordi-
nary,prudent health care provider,patient injured as a result sh=
ould,not suffer withcut compensation for the sole reason that the
doctor or nurse is a povernmental employee.Government-Employed
medical personel"are not'" immune from tort:libability if charact-
er,of discreticn,the exercise is medicial and not gevernmental.
Also,vherec a pdbiicly emplcyed health care previder performs same
functions as provider in private sector,those duties are not uni-
quely,govermental in nature,and provider is nct entitled tc offi-
cial,or qualified immunity.,See., Jackscn v Stinnett 881 SW 2d .-
498;West v Atkins 487 U.S 42.Then in White v Napolen 897 F.2d .
163{1990)"The dismissal of a complaint is not proper ,hewever,whes
re,prisoners alleged for example,that cn numberous occzssigns a
prison doctor cr (nurse}intenticnally inflicted pain and continu-
ed,an ineffective course cf 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 Domiric.
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e2,also,Jones v Marthakis 2024 U.S.Dist.Lexis 103572,constututi=

ig,Substantial delay in responding to an inmates serious medicial
condiction or need,can reflect deliberate indifference,paticuia»
rly,where,that delay "exacerbates“an inmates medicaticn or unmec-
essarly,prolongs suffering.See.,Gocdlue v Spod %47 F.3d 1026,1031
(2020} to wit,alsc,persisting with a course of treatment'kuown to
be ineffective"can amount t¢ deliberate indifference.,Berry,604 F
2

i
3d@441 .Prison inmates are entitleed tc the same level of prefes-
sicnal,medicial treatment as those nct in jailor prison,See Est=
elle, v Gamble 429 U.S.97.,"the goverment has abligation to prov#
ide,madical care for thocse whom it is punishing,by incarceration.
An inmate must rely cnprison authorites tc treat his needs,if au-
thorities,fail te do so,those needs will not be met .The Supreme
Court has held that deliberate indifference can be manifested by
prison doctors cr nurse in their respomnse to the

%
intentional reckless indifference occurs wherein,governm

ecting,prison inmate tc the deprivation of his preotected right,
subjecting him to unnecessary suffering and his right tc be also
free from acts constituting cruci 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 specfic 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 dfafted by a lawyer.Plaimtiff cpmplains the due to reckle=a
ss,negligent indifference,that the acts:zand failure to act resposa
nsibiliy,and professionally by APRN Teal,constitues deliberate in
indiffercnce because Teal should have known and could have made’

known to herself throgh the normal and required duties and daily
job activites and job function the fact and facts-of what was cl-

early,a serious medical condiction and need of the plaintiff.



Teat had met with Jones several time during his visits to the Hu=

3 3 3 f\.
ntsville,Unit Medical department,had access to his file and hot *t

to exclude constant observation of his health condiction.TFhe duty
and care owed to prisoners is the same as that owed to private .»
Fatients.Medical personnel whce undertake to tieat specialized pr=s
oblems,are held to the standard of care applicable tc those of Sp-
ecialiteé,even if they do not claim specailized expertise.Expert
evidence is required to establish "the standard of care'unless *n
the issue is within the common knowledge of 1éy people.This‘requ—
irement,is met,wherein,APRN Teal,knew or could made known to hers
sel,had she not been negligent in her responsibilites of daily ac-
tivies,and duties of her job performance.Failure to conform or t
toE® mply with proper,adequate policy and procedures and stand-
ard,of care.The issue bheing 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 treéting 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 NDominic,acted in negligénce"to wit" they both had knowled-
ge,of or could have made known to themselves that plaintiff's se-
rious,medical need,required treatment and-ispecailized 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.703,
(nurse wére 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 pattes
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 continuirg in=
effective,treatment .Which is also applicabte in this instant cla#
im,because the acts,actions and omissions by NP Tenorio;NP NDomin+
ic,and ARRN Teal,each knew the serious medical condiction and nee
ed,for specailized treatment,each had=aceess 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 conéist nt pattern of reckless negligent conduct,establi-

shing,deliberate indifference.See.,Ramos v Lamm 639 F.2d5559(198 0)

in isclation may constitute deliberate in=
differance if repesated.Indisputible and undenied by the governm-
ent,and employee's cr agents is the fact that plaintiff,was and
had been contineously and comsistentlly subjected to denial and
delay of the mEdLLalen which had been specifically prescribed
and ordered as treatment by his treating physician and specialist.
Citing.,Jones v Simek 193 F.3d 435(1999),the refusal to’follow
specailist recommendaticns supporting claim of deliberate indi

arends

h)



Claim against wardem 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 ak
bout.Jones claim is supported wherein,he did exercise. the grieva=
nce,process of which the warden is a part of.In the case ovalsi-
na-0Ortiz 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 attemét 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 coﬁpensation forAinjury
damage and sufferage,in the amount of #§0 Million Dollars and any
other judgment and settlement of which plaintiff should be entit#
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

Constitutidn,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 1%3),_ AlLR7Z , 6 3(§g,&
LB 7

(1)documation that the plaintiff did clearly have frequent visits

at the Huntsville Unit Medical PBepartment,and with~ APRN TEAL,and
the dates and times reflect that Teal did have observation of his

serious medical problem before the date of 4}Wl23 .Was well

- (8)



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,délay in what should have been duties performed within the =3
normal operations of business and responsibilites of person(s),tr-

“aind,in the field of a Np or APRN,doctor or nurse.

Wherefore,premsié,considered,facts and evidence,the continuing in
failing to conduct dﬁties and to~assuré 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-
arlly.Jones pray this Honorable Court and Justices to grant summs

ary, judgment in his favor

UNSWORN DECLARATION

I,Sean Jones,TNCJ/CIN No.02225017 ,do hereby declare under the pes=
nalty, of perjury that the forgoing in this petition are true and

correct. _
ted on this é; day of July 2025

s/ //( Al

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,
it Fuies

Date: ,7,6 - 26




