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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Maryland dismisses without prejudice a pro se
prisoner’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 claims alleging deliberate indifference to serious medical needs in
violation of the Eighth Amendment. The court concludes that the allegations against the named
medical defendants do not plausibly establish subjective recklessness or disregard of necessary
medical care. The court also denies the plaintiff’s motions to appoint counsel and to collect or test
evidence.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging that prison
medical personnel were deliberately indifferent to his serious medical
needs in violation of the Eighth Amendment. Defendants moved to
dismiss or, alternatively, for summary judgment. The court construed
the motions as motions to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6), granted them,
dismissed all claims without prejudice, and denied plaintiff's motions
to appoint counsel and to collect or test evidence.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded allegations
as true and draws reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's favor, but
does not accept legal conclusions, unwarranted inferences, or
conclusory allegations. A pro se complaint is liberally construed but
must still contain sufficient facts to state a plausible claim for relief.
The court's review generally is limited to the pleadings, documents
attached to or incorporated into the complaint, judicially noticed facts,
and documents integral to the complaint.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unknown
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TOPICS

prisoners rights section 1983 cruel and unusual punishment motions to dismiss civil procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

civil rights prisoner litigation constitutional law civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Long plausibly stated an Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claim under 42 U.S.C. §
1983 against the named prison medical personnel.

2. Whether the allegations against the unserved defendants Doe, Dr. Chifron, Medical Director Michelle,
and Dr. Rhozia stated claims subject to screening under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e)(2)(B) and 1915A.

3. Whether Long's motion to collect or test evidence should be granted when the requested evidence
concerned alleged assaults not included in the operative complaint.

4. Whether exceptional circumstances warranted appointment of counsel.

HOLDINGS

1. Long failed to plausibly allege that Knoll or Shade deliberately disregarded a serious medical need. His
allegations showed, at most, insensitive treatment, an unhelpful referral, or an unexplained failure to
provide emergency care, without facts establishing reckless disregard.

2. Long failed to plausibly allege deliberate indifference by Dr. Moultrie, Alenda, Fayall, or Dr. Djahanmir.

3. The claims against Doe, Dr. Chifron, Medical Director Michelle, and Dr. Rhozia failed to state claims
for deliberate indifference and were dismissed without prejudice.

4. The motion to collect or test evidence was denied because the requested evidence concerned alleged
physical or sexual assaults by correctional officers, matters outside the medical-care allegations in the
operative complaint.

5. Appointment of counsel was denied because Long did not demonstrate exceptional circumstances.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Deliberate indifference is a very high standard—a showing of mere negligence will not meet it.” (Discussion
III)

“True subjective recklessness requires knowledge both of the general risk, and also that the conduct is
inappropriate in light of that risk.” (Discussion III)



“The motions to dismiss or, in the alternative, for summary judgment, construed as motions to dismiss, are
granted. Long’s claims against all defendants are dismissed without prejudice.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Long, a Maryland prisoner, alleged that correctional officers assaulted him in September 2023, causing a
protruding clavicle bone, impaired mobility, breathing problems, chronic pain, and other conditions. He alleged
that numerous prison medical personnel failed to provide referrals, testing, hospital care, specialist treatment, or
adequate responses to his complaints at several correctional institutions. The court assumed for some claims that
Long alleged objectively serious medical needs but found that his allegations generally did not plausibly show
that any defendant subjectively knew of and recklessly disregarded a serious medical risk.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Long filed the action on January 16, 2025. A second action, Long v. Moultrie et al., No. DLB-25-957, was
consolidated with this case, and its complaint became the operative consolidated amended complaint.
Defendants filed two dispositive motions, which the court construed as motions to dismiss. The court dismissed
all claims without prejudice and denied Long's ancillary motions.
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