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R e e —————————
PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLAINT ' |

This formn s for use by state prisonsrs filing under 42 LL5.C, § 1983 and federal prisoners fillng pursuant to Bivens v. Six Unknown
Narnad Agents anederﬂf\BurBau of Nareolics, 403 U5, 388 (1971).

Prizonar No.

DALLAE COBBS

Place of Confinement

EANAT

RYAN CORRECTIONAL FACILITY

Steet 17600 Ryan Rd city Detroit, MI MT mﬂg?aqlez

Arg there additional plaintiffs? O Yex &1 No

If yos, any adoitional piainiiffs to this action should be listed on a separate 8" x 11" sheet of papar and securely

attached to the back of this complaint. Yoy must provide names, prispher tumbers and addre;ﬁga Tor all plaintifis,

Name  SEC ATTACHED COMPLAINT Posltion

Street/P.0. Box Chiy State Zip Code

Are you suing this defendant in his/ar: F Parzonal Capaclty [} officlal Capacity I poth Capacities

Are you suing mers than one deferidant? X Yes 1 No

If yas, any additional defendaniz to thls action should be listed on # separate 84" x 117 sheet of papar and securely
atiached to the back of this complaint. You must provida their namas, positions, current addresses and e capacity

g, afflalal th ich ing them.,
ersong), allicla or bu CLYoL A8 SWMALI. ceE ATTACHED GOMPLAILNT
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MIED (Fav, 2407 Prisobsr Givll Rights Complaint

I. PREVIOUS LAWSUITS

~ Have you flled any other lawsuits in state or federal court relating to your
imprisonment?

O Yes & No

If “Yes," complete the following section. If “No,™ proceed to Part IL

Please list all prior civil actions or appeals that you have filed in federal court
while you have been incarcerated. .

Docket or Case Mumber:

Name of Court:

Parties (Gaption or Name of Case):

Disposition:

Docket or Case Numbar:

Name of Court:

Partias (Captlon or Name of Gase):

Disposition;

Docket or Cass Number;

Kame of Cowrt:

Partles (Caption or Nume of Dase):

Disposition:

Any additional civil actions should be listed on a separate sheet of 822" x11"
paper and securely attached to the back of this complaint. |
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MIED gnw.zm‘?g Brigoner Qivil Rights cmmgmlm

lIl. STATEMENT OF FACTS

State here, as briefly as possible, the facts of your case. Describe how each
defendant is involved. Include the names of other people, dates and places involved in
the incident. Do not give any legal arguments or cite any cases or statutes. If you intend
to aliege several related claims, number and set forth each claim on a separate 8%4" x
11" sheet of paper and securely attach the papers to the back of this complaint.

SEE ATTACHED COMPLAINT

. RELIEF

State briefly and exactly what you want the Court fo do for you.

SEE ATTACHED COMPLATNT

| declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that the
foregoling is true and correct.

Executed (signed) on (QWM A 7{ H U 7(data).

Ahttan Endito

Signature of Plaintiff
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INITED STATES DISTRICT CIURT

EASTERN DISTRICT 0OF MICHIGAN

BALLAS CORRS,
Plaintiff,

o COMPLAINT

GEORGE 2. PRAMSTALLER, JODHN DOE #1, JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
JOHN DOE #2, JOHN BOE #3, et al,

JOMN DOES, Huresu of Health LCare tease: 2:07.¢v- 14544

Services, Medical Services Advisaory Assigned To: Taylor, Anna Diggs
Committes, Raferral Judge: Binder, Chares E

Flled: 10-30-2007 At 12:46 PM
PRIS COBES Vv PRAMSTALLER, ET AL (EW
)

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

Defendants./

This is a pivil rights action flled by Dallas Cobbs, a2 state
prisoner, foar damesges and inmjunctive relief under 42 U.S5.0. §1983,
slleging denlal of medical care in vinlation of the Eighth Amendment
to the United Stetes Constitution,

JURISDTICTION

1. The ecowrt has Jjurisdiction oaver the plainmtiffe' claima of
violatiaon of federsl constitutinnmal rights under 42 U.5.C. §81331(a)
and 1343,

FARTIES

2. Plaintiff, Dallas Cobbs, was idncarcerated at Ryan Correctional
Faeility, 17600 HAyan Rd, Detroit, MI LE212 during the events

described in this complaint.

3, Defendant George J. Pramstaller 1a the Chief Medical Officer of
the Michigan Department of Corrections! (MDDE) Hureau of Health Carve

Services (BHCS), He is suerd in his individual and official capacity.

4. Defendant John Doe #1 iz a member af the Medical Services
Advissry Committee (MSAC)Y. He is suwaed in hiz individusl and pfficial
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capacity.

o. Drfendant John Doe #2 iz o memher of the MSAC. He is sued in his
individual and official capacity.

6. Defendant Jahn Doe #3 is a member af the MSAC, He is sued in his

individual and offlcial capacity.

7. All of the defendants have acted, and continue to act, under

color of state law at all times relevamt to this complaint.,
FAGLTS

B, On July 27, 2004, plaintiff was taken to Duane L. Waters Hospital
for w clinie consultatioem with Dr. Ghulam Dastpgly for pnre-approval
for scans of the right and left eye as well as catarsct extrsction
with lens implants inm hoth eyes, with the right eyve to be done
firet,

9. Pleintiff wss taken to Parkside Eye Cliniec and underwent scans
for hoth eyes on August 22, 2004 and sigrned a consent for cataract

extraction with lens implant in both eyes,

10, OUn August 31, 2004, plaintiff was taken to Duane L. Weters
Hospital one day after having cataract extraction with lens implant
to his right eye. Dr, Dastgir's treatment Pplan was to have plaintiff
brought baek to the Blake Wonde Surgery Certer for cptaract
extraction with lena implant in the left eye as scheduled,

11. On October 7, 2004, Ryan physician Dr. Piper made a request to
nphthalmnlogy statinmg thet plaintiff was to be returned to Have a
cataract procedure done on his left eye, citing the diction pf Dr.
Dastgir,

12. The request waa denied on October 26, 2004 by the MSAG,
censisting of John Doue #1, John Doe #2, Johm Doe #3, vt al. Jdahn

-
2
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Does .,

1%, 0On WNovemher 29, 2004, plaintiff sent & health cere request to
the facility's Health Services({hereaftor H/S), raguesting
information as te why he hadn't received the cataract surgery for
his left eye.

14. A response dated December 1, 2005 was sent stating that "per MGP
surgery not appraved by GMSM,

15, 0n December #, 2004 plaintiff flled @ grieverce agairnet H/5 to
find out why he hadn't reeceived the surgery.

16. The response dated February 4, 2005 was that although the
treatment plan was for cataract extraction with lenms implant to the
left pye, the MSAC, consisting of John Doe #1, John Doe #2, John Doe
#3, et al, John Does, did not spprove the SUCQOery.

17, 0On or ahout Janwary 17, 2008, plaintiff filed » Step 1T

grievarce sppealing the Step I,

1B. The response dated January 20, 2005 was that surgery was not
approved by the M5AC, consisting of Jobhn Doe #1, Jokn Doe #2, John

Doe #3, =% al, John Does.

19. 0On or abeout February 7, 2005 plaintiff filed & Step TII1

grievaree apnealing the Step TI.

0. On March 17, 2008 the response was that although =2 second
cataract swurgery had been approved, the approval was reviewed and
raacinded by the MBAC, consistimg of Juhn Doe #1, Juhn Doe #2, John
Doe #3, et al. John Does,

21, The denial of cataract surgery by the MSAC, conasisting of John
Doe #1, Jwohn Doe #2, Jdohn Doe #3%, et al, John Does, consituted

deliberate indifference to his serious medical needs in violation af

e
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the Eighth Amendmant to the United States Constitutian,

e Plaintiff sent a health cace request to H/% an March 17,2005 to
sBR the optometrist for new glasses because his yvision had cheanged

due to the cataract on his left eye.

€3. Plaintiff was seen by optometrist, Dr. MeGraf on Muy 10, 2005
but was wunashle to get new glesses because pf the cetaract on his
left eye. Dr. McBraf mads a requast for cataract evaluation and

possible surgery,

e, Omn May 31, 20035 that request wes denied by the MSAC, consiatinmg
of John Doe #1, John Doe #2, John Dae 3, 8t al, John Does,

2. Un Juee 8, 2005 pleintiff sent & heaslth care requeat tw H/S

concerning new glasses end the cetaract.

28, 0On Jume 24, 200% plaintiff filed = Step I grievance about mew

glasses and the catarect gurgery,

27. A response dated July 15, 2005 was that the 3UrgeryY was not
approved and that plaintiff was to be evaluated inm 6-12 months by

the optometrist,

2B8. Plaintiff sent a health care request to H/S on Nevember 2, 2005

gsking when he would see ths optometrist.

#9. A reply deted Hovember 3, 2005 stated that he Hae on the

apponintment list,.

0. On or sbout Deeembey 14, 2005 Dr. MeBraf made another request
for the surgery stating "Caetaract gurgery needed. No view of retina
of left sye possible., Patient has mlso walked intea mhijects on left

side .,

31, The MSAC, consisting of John Dae #1, John Doo #2, John Dae §3,
e
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et al. John Does denied the request on December 27, 2005,

42, On Januwary 11, 2006 Or. MoGraf requested = follopwe-up, ociting

glawcoma as a risk.

33, 0On er about February 1, 2006, plaintiff was examined by DOr,
MeGraf. Me wrote & regquest to epprove cataract surgery, wmiting

glauvcoma as a risk factaor.

4. The request was denied on Mareh 15, 2008 by the MBAC, consisting
pf John Doe #1, Jdobhn Doe #2, John Doe #3, et al. John Does.

35. Dr. MeBraf made s surgery reguest to prevent secandary glaucoma,

36. That request was denled hy the MSAQD, cunsisting of Jahn Doe #1,
Jann Dor #2, John Daoe #3, &t al. John Does on April 3, 20048,

37. On April 17, 2006, Dr. MeGraf made anothar sUrgery reguest

clting a risk of glawcoma,

i8. That request was demied an May 9, 2006 by the M5AC, consiating
of John Doe #1, John Doe #2, John Doe #3, et al. John Dees.,

39, On April 25, 2005, the MSAC, consisting of John Dos #1, Jobn Doe
#2, John Doe #3, et al, John Does, denied an appeal for westaract

surgery.

40. Un May 27, 2006 plsintiff sent a health cara request to H/S
because he caould no longer ses out af his left aye and requested to

be wxamined by Dr. Piper.,

41. An answer dated May 30, 2006 instructed plaintiff to watch the

eall-out for the aye clinice.

@, On June 21, 2006 plaintiff sent a health care reguest to H/8 to

seg Dr., Piper,

wGa
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43, An appointment was made for July 286, 2006,

44, 0On Jdwly 16, 2006 plaintiff sent & heslth care request to H/S
stating he had no wvision in his left eye and thst he needed

immediate atiention.

5. A Jduly 27, 20048 appointment was made for the eye cliniec and for

him to watch the call-out.

kB, Dn July 27, 2006, NDr, Pipar requested follow-up to ophthalwelogy

nating the deterioration in plaintiffls vislon.

7. 0On August 8, 2006 DpDr. Piper wrote caomments on a CMS Decisian
Form that sccordimg to the optometrlist, plaimtifF's viasiow 4in his
Left gye had significantly deterliovatad.

hB. 0On August 25, 200f Dr. Caok exawmined plaintiff, reguested
surgery, angd #®lso stated that plaintiff needed to weer a patoh on
his left eys to Fungtion,

49 . Plaintiff sent » health care request to H/S5 on Octaber 26, 2006
bersuse the strain or his right sye waes causing him blurred wvislon,

headeches, dizziness, and luss of bhalance.

50, The reseponse dated November 2, 2006 was stamped "OPTOMETRY
LIKT™,

51, 0On Hdectober 2%, 20068 plaintiff filed =a Step I grievance
explaining that the optometrist keeps making surgery requests for
nlaintiff'a left eye and that OME, and the MBAL, conslisting of John
Doe #1, John Doe #2, John Dee #3, 2t al,. Jobn Does, continues to

deny the surgery,

2. Plaintiff did not recesive » response to Step I,

- -
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54. Plaintiff filed = Step II grisvence appeal on Navember 30, 2006
repeating the Step I elaim,

54. The response dated April 27, 2007 referred to the NoN=3pprovel
by the MSAC, econsisting of Jaohn Daoe #1, John Doe #2, John Doe #3, et

al, Jahn Does,

55, On December 13, 2006, Dr. McGraf requested that plaintiff be

evaluated and thst cataract surgery be ordersd,

86, The request was denied on March 7, 2007 by the MHBAL, consisting
of John Doe #1, John Dos #2, Jobn Doc #3, Bt al. John Does.

A7. 0On or about January 15, 2007, plaintiff filed a Step III appeal
stating the claimes contained In Step I & I7T,

5B. After plaintiff exhasusted his state remedies, the failure of the
MSAC, consiating of John Doe #1, Johm Doe #2, John Doe #3, et al.
John  BDoes, tn approve cataract surgery cornstituted deliberate
indifference teo his serious medioal neads, in vialation of the
Eighth Amendment to the United States Constitution.

5%, 0n December 13, 2006, Dr, MeGref requested that nlaintiff bhe

evaluated and thet catersct surgery be ordered,

60, Plaintiff wrote the Director's Office af the MDDC on February
27, 2007 tn an attempt to wexpedite a responae to his Step IIT

griavance.

G17. That office sant & letter dated April 3, ZD07 stating that the

grisvance would be returmed 4 soon ag it was feasible,

62, Plaintiff sent a health care reguest to H/S an April 21, 2007

complaining of double vision in his right FYE .,

63. fAn answer dated April 26, 2007 was returnad stamped "OPTOMETRY

w P
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LIST",

64. Plaintiff wrote a letter dated May 21, 2007 to the MBOC
Director's OFffice expleining that per MDOG palicy, the total process
from filing a Step I grisvance to providing & Step ITI respomMse was
9C¢ days unless an extansion had been granted, Ne extension was ever

granted,

65, 0On July 29, 2007, pleintiff wrete the MDOC's yrisvance #ng
appeals secotion, again eiting MDOL policy and regussting  an

expeditious raaponse,

G6. On September 10, 2007, plaintiff received a Step IIY response

affirming the respanses given in Step I and IT,

67. On September 28, 2007, pleintiff sent a2 heaslth care request to

H/S complaining of severe headaches, dizziness, and blurred vision.
BB. He was given a Oetuber 5, 2007 appointment to see the nurse.

68. 0On dctober 5, 2007, plaintiff saw Ms. Butts, R.N, She +tpld
plaintiff that his medicel record indicated that a renuest far an
offusight viait to aphthalmology was made by Dr., MeBraf in March but
waa not authorized, Ghe furthser said that there wan nothing she
could do about plaintiff's eye atrain and scheduled him to sec the
doctar on Qetober 29, 2007,

70, The defendente had knowledge that the plainmtiff feced @ rigk of
glaucoma without the surgeTty and falled %o provide, or cause others
to provide treatment, despite their knowledge of a substantial risk
af serious harm, Their failure to do so is thHe proximate cause of
plaintiff's pain and suffering, and heo caused him greast emotional

distress,

7. DOn information and bhelief, if the plaintiff is not promptly

provided with cataract surgery es directed by Dr. Dastolr, he rlaks

Y.
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permanent damage to his left mye.

CLATM FOR RELIEF

1. The failure of defendant George J. Pramstaller to approvas and to
praovide plaintiff with gataract surgery and to fellow the prascribed
treatment plan of Or, Dastgir, constitutes deliberate indifference
to the plaintiff's serious medicel needs 1In violation of the Eighth

Amencdment to the United States Constitution.

2., The feilure of defendant John Doe #1 to approve and 1o provide
plaintiff with cataract surgery and tw follew the prescribed
treatment plan of Dr. Bastqgir, constitutes deliberate indifferencs
to plaintiff's serious mediecal needs In violation of the Eighth

Amendment to the United States Constitutian.

3. The failure of defendant Jphn Doe #2, to spprove and to provide
pPlaimtiff with catarapt surgery constituted deliberate indifference
ton the ploimtiff's serious medical needs in violsation of the Elghth
Amendment to the Upited States Constitutian,

4, The tailure of defendant John Doe #3, to approve snd to provide
plaintiff with catarasct surgery conatltuted deliberate indifference
tp the plaintiffrs serlows medicel needs in violatlion of the Eighth
Amendment tp the United States Cpnstitution.

5, The failure of all of +the defendants, iIndividuslly, and in
conceErt, tw approve and provide the catersct surgery constituted
deliberate indifference to plaintiff's serious wedical #meeds  and
subjected him to the wanton and unnecessary infliction of pain and
suffering, inm violation of the Eighth Amendment to the United States

Constitutian,

6. As & direct and proximate result of the denial of catarzoct
surgery, plaintif?f suffers Ffrom intense hradaches, dizziness,

blurred visiomn in his right eye resulting from strain, loss nf depth

-9a
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perception, and less of peripheral visinn on his leflt =idm.
Plaintiff must nou wear an aye pateh over his left mye in order to

focus the vision in his right sye and is Blind on his left side.

7. The failure of 211 of the defendsnts to approve and to provide
the needed catarect surgery continus=s to subject plaintiff to pain
s spuffering, slong with humiliatiom, mental and emational anguish,

and anxiety.

RELIEF REQUESTED

WHEREFORE, plaintiff requests thet this Court grent the

following relief:

Ao Tesue n declarstory judgement mtating that:

1. The failure of all of the defendants +tn follow the
examination andg treatment plan of Dr., Dastgir by derying plaintiff
the eataract surgery, constituted deliberate indifference +to his
serivus medical needs in violation af the Eighth Amendment to the

United S5tates Constitutiaon,

B. Iszug an injunction vrdering defendants or their agents to:

1. Immediately arrange for plaintiff to receive rcataract

surgery with lens implant to the left eye,

2, Immediately arrange for the plaintiff's need for ghy othar
follow~-up treatment and evaluastion by = medical practitioner with

expertise in the treatment in restoring his visiaon.

G, Award compensatory cdamages to the plaintiff sgainst thoge
defendants for physical and emotional injuries sustained as & result
of their vielating his constitutiomel rights.

P. Award punitive damages against the defendants,

o L]
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£. firant such ather relis=f that this Honorahle Court may deem, or,

a5 1t may wppesr that the plaintiff is enmtitled.
Respectfully submitted,

Dallas Cobhs #164270

Ryan Corr. Facility

17600 Ryan Rd
Oetober 24, 2007 Detroit, MI 48212

-11 -
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CIVIL COVER SHEET FOR PRISONER CASES

Casa No. 07-14644
L

=
Name of 1* Listed Plaintiff/Petitioner:
DALLAS COBBS

Judge: _anna Diggs Tavior Magistrate Judge: _Charles € Binder I

Narne of 1* Listed Defendant/Respondent:
GEDRGE PRAMETALLER, ET AL

inmate Number: 164276

Additional Information:

Plaintiff/Patitioner's Attorney and Address Informatlon:

Correctional Facility:
Ryan Qorroctional Fagility

TVEDD Ryan Foad
Detroit, MI 48212
WAYNE COUNTY

BASIS OF JURISDICTION
[ 2 .5, Government Defendant
& 3 Faderal Question

NATURE OF SUIT
"l 530 Habeas Corpus
Il 540 Mandamus
550 Civil Rights
[0 555 Prison Conditions

QORIGIN
K 1 Original Proceeding
[0 5 Transferrad from Another District Court
[ Other:

FEE STATUS
B IFP In Forma Pauperis
[ PD Paid

PURSUANT TO LOCAL RULE 83.11

1. Is this a case that has been praviously dismissed?

[ Yes B¢ No
> If yes, give the follawing information:
Court:
Case No;
Judpge:

2. Other than stated above, are there any pending or previously discontinued or dismissed companion cases in this or any
other court, including state court? (Companion cases are matters in which it appears substantially similar evidence will
be offered or the sama or related parties are present and the cases arise out of the same transaction or eccurrence.)

I Yes [¥ No
> |f yes, give the following information:
Court:
Case No:
Judge:

MIER {Rev, 07/08) Civil Covar Sheet for Prisonsr Dases




