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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia dismissed Anthony Farmer’s pro
se 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint without prejudice under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A(b)(1). Farmer alleged that
jail officials failed to warn inmates about a wet floor, causing him to slip and fall, and that a sheriff
failed to properly train deputies. The court held that the allegations amounted to negligence rather than
deliberate indifference under the Eighth or Fourteenth Amendment and declined supplemental
jurisdiction over any state-law negligence claim.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint plausibly alleged deliberate indifference to inmate health or safety under the
Eighth Amendment or the Fourteenth Amendment.

2. Whether allegations that jail officials failed to warn inmates about a wet floor stated an actionable claim
under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 rather than merely negligence.

3. Whether Sheriff Hash could be held liable under § 1983 based solely on his supervisory position when
the complaint alleged no underlying constitutional violation.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a plausible deliberate-indifference claim because the alleged wet-floor
condition and failure to warn, without more, amounted to negligence rather than a constitutional
violation.

2. Sheriff Hash could not be held liable under § 1983 based solely on his supervisory position because the
complaint failed to allege an underlying constitutional violation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To survive dismissal for failure to state a claim, “a complaint must contain sufficient factual matter,
accepted as true, to ‘state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.’”” (at 2)

“This is a “very high standard,” which is not met by a showing of mere negligence.” (at 5)

“As other courts have recognized, a claim based on the alleged failure to warn about a wet floor is “a
garden-variety negligence claim,” which is “not actionable under section 1983.”” (at 5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

During an evening headcount on February 7, 2025, officers discovered a flood in the detention-center pod that
required cleaning supplies. Officers later released Farmer and other inmates for recreation, and Farmer slipped
and fell when he exited his cell; paramedics transported him to a hospital. Farmer alleged that no wet-floor signs
were placed in the pod and that Sheriff Antonio Hash failed to properly train jail deputies.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Anthony Farmer, an inmate proceeding pro se, filed a § 1983 complaint against officials at the Roanoke City
Adult Detention Center based on a slip-and-fall incident. The district court screened the complaint under 28
U.S.C. § 1915A and dismissed it without prejudice for failure to state a claim under § 1915A(b)(1). The court
declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over any intended state-law negligence claim.
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