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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia dismissed Darren Lamont Rice’s
federal claims arising from alleged inadequate medical treatment, supervisory inaction, disclosure of
medical information, and other conduct at Wallens Ridge State Prison. The court granted motions to
dismiss filed by Chadwick Dotson, Benny Mullins, and Luciano D’Amato, dismissed additional
claims under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, and declined supplemental jurisdiction over Rice’s state-law claims.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Prisoner civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 before the court on
motions to dismiss filed by Dotson, Mullins, and D’Amato, with
additional federal claims subject to screening under 28 U.S.C. §
1915A.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court tests the legal sufficiency of the
complaint, accepts well-pleaded factual allegations as true, construes
pro se pleadings liberally, and determines whether the complaint states
a plausible claim for relief. Legal conclusions and bare assertions
without factual enhancement are not accepted as true.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished federal district court memorandum opinion;
nonprecedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Rice’s second amended complaint stated plausible official-capacity claims under § 1983.

2. Whether Rice adequately pleaded equal-protection, life-and-liberty, and right-to-travel claims.

3. Whether Rice adequately pleaded Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claims against the medical
and correctional defendants.

4. Whether Rice could bring a private claim under HIPAA for disclosure of medical information.

5. Whether Rice adequately pleaded supervisory liability against Dotson.

6. Whether the court should exercise supplemental jurisdiction over Rice’s state-law claims after
dismissing the federal claims.

HOLDINGS

1. Rice failed to state official-capacity claims because he did not identify an express policy, final
policymaker decision, deliberately indifferent omission, or sufficiently persistent and widespread custom
causing his alleged constitutional injuries.

2. Rice failed to state plausible equal-protection, life-and-liberty, or right-to-travel claims.

3. Rice failed to state deliberate-indifference claims against D’Amato and Nauss.

4. Rice failed to state a deliberate-indifference claim against Mullins based on treatment decisions, refusal
to provide preferred specialist care, medication decisions, or alleged negligence.

5. Rice’s HIPAA claim failed as a matter of law because HIPAA does not provide a private right of action.

6. Rice failed to state a supervisory-liability claim against Dotson.

7. Rice failed to state plausible constitutional claims against Townsend, Davis, Caughron, Hall, or the
Quality Health Office Holder.

8. The court declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over Rice’s state-law claims after dismissing all
federal claims.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To survive a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6), a complaint must “state[] a plausible claim for relief”
that “permit[s] the court to infer more than the mere possibility of misconduct.””



“The Constitution does not provide a right to specific medication or preferred treatment”

“Medical malpractice does not become a constitutional violation merely because the victim is a prisoner.”

“The statute does not . . . provide a private right of action for any citizen.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Rice was incarcerated at Wallens Ridge State Prison when he underwent hernia surgery performed by physician
Luciano D’Amato in June 2023. He alleged postoperative complications, a fentanyl overdose, delayed specialist
treatment, continuing pain and liver-related problems, and inadequate medical responses by several medical and
correctional personnel. He also alleged disclosure of medical information, interference with prison-related
matters, threats, missing mail, and attempts to force him into general population. The court concluded that the
pleaded facts did not plausibly establish deliberate indifference, supervisory liability, equal-protection violations,
a right-to-travel violation, a HIPAA private claim, or other constitutional claims.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Rice filed an initial complaint concerning medical treatment following hernia surgery. After the court granted
opportunities to clarify and amend, Rice filed an amended complaint and then a second amended complaint,
which became the operative pleading. The court granted the motions to dismiss, dismissed the federal claims
against the remaining defendants under § 1915A, and declined supplemental jurisdiction over the state-law
claims.
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