UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

PENNSYLVANIA

Boyer-White v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, et al.

Boyer-White - No. 2:25-cv-06550 - Decided February 2, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania grants Gusir Dayshon Boyer-

White leave to proceed in forma pauperis but dismisses his § 1983 complaint in part with prejudice

and in part without prejudice. Claims against the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the Coatesville

Police Department, and Warden Howard Holland are dismissed with prejudice, while malicious

prosecution claims are dismissed without prejudice under Heck v. Humphrey and false arrest and false

imprisonment claims are dismissed without prejudice for failure to plead the absence of probable

cause. The court grants leave to amend the latter claims.

CASE DETAILS

COURT

WRITING FOR THE COURT

JURISDICTION

DECIDED

DOCKET

DISPOSITION

PROCEDURAL POSTURE

STANDARD OF REVIEW

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE

PARTIES

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania
Mia R. Perez

United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania
February 2, 2026

2:25-cv-06550

dismissed

Pro se prisoner civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983; the court
granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis and screened the
Complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii).

Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii), the court applies the Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) plausibility standard, accepting well-
pleaded facts as true, drawing reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's
favor, and construing a pro se complaint liberally while disregarding

conclusory allegations.
unpublished

Gusir Dayshon Boyer-White v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,

Coatesville Police Department, Howard Holland, Steven M. Parkinson
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the claims against the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania are cognizable under 42 U.S.C. § 1983
and barred by the Eleventh Amendment.

2. Whether the Coatesville Police Department is a proper defendant in a § 1983 action.
3. Whether the claims against Warden Howard Holland fail for lack of allegations of personal involvement.

4. Whether Boyer-White's challenge to his arrest and prosecution is barred by Heck v. Humphrey because

success would imply the invalidity of his conviction.

5. Whether the Complaint plausibly alleged Fourth Amendment false arrest or false imprisonment by
alleging the absence of probable cause.

6. Whether release from custody is available in a § 1983 civil action.

HOLDINGS

1. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is not a person subject to liability under § 1983, and the Eleventh

Amendment bars the claims because Pennsylvania has not waived its immunity for § 1983 actions.

2. The Coatesville Police Department is not a proper defendant because a municipal police department is

generally not legally separate from the municipality it serves for purposes of § 1983 liability.

3. The claims against Warden Holland fail because the Complaint contains no factual allegations showing
his personal involvement in any constitutional violation, and § 1983 liability cannot rest solely on

supervisory status.

4. The malicious-prosecution claim and any constitutional challenge to the conviction are barred by Heck
v. Humphrey because Boyer-White's conviction resulted in a guilty plea and has not been invalidated or

favorably terminated.

5. The potential Fourth Amendment false-arrest and false-imprisonment claims fail because the Complaint

does not allege facts showing that Officer Parkinson lacked probable cause.

6. The court cannot grant release from custody in a § 1983 civil action; a prisoner seeking immediate or

speedier release must pursue habeas corpus.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“when a prisoner “is challenging the very fact or duration of his physical imprisonment, and the relief he
seeks is a determination that he is entitled to immediate release or a speedier release from that imprisonment,

his sole federal remedy is a writ of habeas corpus”” (at 2 n.2)



“Aclaim . . . bearing that relationship to a conviction or sentence that has not been so invalidated is not
cognizable under § 1983.” (at 8)

“Fourth Amendment false imprisonment and false arrest claims rise and fall on whether probable cause

existed for the arrest.” (at 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Boyer-White alleged that Officer Steven M. Parkinson arrested him on November 1, 2023, purportedly under a
felony arrest warrant that he claimed was never issued. He also alleged that the affidavit of probable cause
lacked a judge's signature and seal and sought damages and release from custody. The related state criminal
proceedings resulted in a negotiated guilty plea and sentence, and the conviction had not been reversed,

invalidated, or otherwise favorably terminated.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Boyer-White filed a § 1983 Complaint alleging constitutional violations arising from his November 1, 2023
arrest and subsequent criminal prosecution. The court granted in forma pauperis status, judicially noticed the
related Pennsylvania criminal dockets, and found that the claims against the Commonwealth, the Coatesville
Police Department, and Warden Holland failed as a matter of law. It dismissed those claims with prejudice,
dismissed the malicious-prosecution claim without prejudice under Heck, dismissed potential false-arrest and
false-imprisonment claims without prejudice for failure to plead lack of probable cause, and granted leave to

amend those latter claims.
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