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SUMMARY

The Alabama Supreme Court reviewed the dismissal of claims brought by Jeffrey Johnson against
officials of the Alabama Department of Mental Health and fictitiously named mental-health workers
following an assault at Searcy Hospital. The court held that claims for prospective injunctive relief
against the officials in their official capacities were properly dismissed, but that dismissal of the
individual-capacity claims was premature because State-agent immunity ordinarily requires factual
development. The court also remanded for reconsideration of a subpoena seeking information about
the fictitiously named defendants.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Johnson appealed the Mobile Circuit Court's dismissal of his claims
against Reddoch and McLean and its order quashing a nonparty
subpoena served on the Alabama Department of Mental Health
seeking information concerning fictitiously named defendants.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A Rule 12(b)(6) dismissal is reviewed de novo, without a presumption
of correctness. The allegations of the complaint are accepted as true
and viewed most strongly in the pleader's favor; dismissal is proper
only when the plaintiff could prove no set of facts entitling the plaintiff
to relief. Because the trial court treated the matter as a motion to
dismiss rather than summary judgment, the complaint was the only
potential factual source for the immunity defenses.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE published opinion

PARTIES Jeffrey Johnson, by and through his aunt and next friend, Sue
Thompson v. Jim Reddoch, in his official capacity as commissioner of
the Alabama Department of Mental Health, Beatrice J. McLean, in her



official capacity as director of Searcy Hospital, Beatrice J. McLean,
individually, Fictitiously named defendants 1 through 8
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the circuit court's June 28, 2013, order was a final, appealable judgment despite the presence of
fictitiously named defendants.

2. Whether State immunity barred Johnson's claims for prospective injunctive relief against Reddoch and
McLean in their official capacities.

3. Whether State-agent immunity required dismissal under Rule 12(b)(6) of Johnson's individual-capacity
claims against McLean and the fictitiously named defendants.

4. Whether the circuit court properly quashed Johnson's nonparty subpoena to ADMH seeking information
concerning the fictitiously named defendants.

HOLDINGS

1. An order dismissing the only named defendants and disposing of the case also disposes of claims against
fictitiously named defendants; therefore, the June 28, 2013, order was a final, appealable judgment.

2. State immunity barred Johnson's official-capacity claims against Reddoch and McLean because the
complaint did not allege that either official was currently acting beyond the scope of authority or
illegally.

3. McLean was not entitled to dismissal of Johnson's individual-capacity claims based on State-agent
immunity because the complaint did not establish the defense and immunity ordinarily should be
determined after discovery at the summary-judgment stage.

4. The circuit court erred in dismissing Johnson's claims against the fictitiously named defendants because
they had filed no motion and the complaint did not establish their entitlement to State-agent immunity.

5. The subpoena ruling had to be reconsidered because the action against the fictitiously named defendants
should have remained active; the Supreme Court remanded without deciding whether the requested
discovery was otherwise burdensome or privileged.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We have said that a “ ‘ “motion to dismiss is typically not the appropriate vehicle by which to assert ...
qualified immunity or State-agent immunity and ... normally the determination as to the existence of such a
defense should be reserved until the summary-judgment stage, following appropriate discovery.”’”” (at 507)



“The circuit court correctly dismissed Johnson’s claims against Reddoch and McLean in their official
capacities. The circuit court erred in dismissing Johnson’s claims against McLean and the fictitiously named
defendants in their individual capacities.” (at 508)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Johnson was a patient with paranoid schizophrenia at Searcy Hospital, a state-operated Alabama facility, and
allegedly required constant one-to-one supervision. He was severely beaten in his ward on June 22, 2012,
sustaining life-threatening injuries. He alleged that Searcy employees failed to provide the required supervision
and failed to report his injuries, and that McLean negligently failed to supervise and train employees. Searcy
later closed, and Johnson was transferred to Bryce Hospital.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Johnson sued seeking prospective injunctive relief against Reddoch and McLean in their official capacities and
damages against McLean and fictitiously named mental-health workers in their individual capacities. The circuit
court dismissed the claims against Reddoch and McLean, treated the action as disposed without prejudice,
denied Johnson's Rule 59(e) motion, and quashed his subpoena to ADMH. The Alabama Supreme Court held
that the dismissal was final as to the fictitious defendants, affirmed dismissal of the official-capacity claims,
reversed dismissal of McLean's individual-capacity claims and the fictitious defendants, and remanded for
reconsideration of the subpoena.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The circuit court must conduct further proceedings consistent with the opinion, including reconsideration of
Johnson's subpoena and discovery concerning the fictitiously named defendants. Dismissal of the official-
capacity claims against Reddoch and McLean remains affirmed; dismissal of McLean's individual-capacity
claims and the fictitiously named defendants is reversed.
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