UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
VIRGINIA, ROANOKE DIVISION

Larry Allen Young, Jr. v. Chadwick Dotson, et al.

Young v. Dotson - No. 7:25cv00279 - Decided March 3, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia granted the defendants’ Rule
12(b)(6) motion to dismiss Larry Allen Young, Jr.’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 claim. Young alleged that prison

officials violated the Eighth Amendment by placing him in a double cell despite his prior single-cell

housing, history of sexual assault, and reported mental health issues. The court held that the complaint

did not allege a specific known risk of harm, deliberate indifference to a serious mental health need,

resulting injury, or a constitutional violation based solely on alleged violations of prison policy.
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Defendants moved to dismiss Young's 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6). The parties consented
to magistrate-judge jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 636(c), and the

court granted the motion.

On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true and asks whether they plausibly show that the
defendant is liable. Legal conclusions, labels, and conclusory
statements are insufficient. Pro se pleadings are liberally construed but

still must allege facts stating a legally sufficient claim.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Young plausibly alleged an Eighth Amendment failure-to-protect claim based on being housed
with a cellmate.

2. Whether Young plausibly alleged deliberate indifference to a serious mental-health need based on his

housing assignment.

3. Whether alleged violations of VDOC classification, orientation, or housing policies state a constitutional
claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

HOLDINGS

1. Young failed to state an Eighth Amendment failure-to-protect claim because he did not allege a specific
known risk of serious harm posed by the cellmate or that any defendant actually knew of and

disregarded such a risk.

2. Young failed to state a claim for deliberate indifference to a serious mental-health need because he did
not allege a sufficiently serious mental-health need requiring particular treatment, a denied request for
treatment, or defendants' knowledge of and disregard for an excessive risk.

3. Alleged failure to follow VDOC classification, orientation, or housing policies, standing alone, does not

constitute a violation of the Constitution actionable under § 1983.

4. Section 1983 liability must be based on each defendant's own constitutional violation; respondeat
superior does not apply.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A plaintiff establishes ‘deliberate indifference’ by showing that the prison official ‘kn[ew] of and

ER2)

disregard[ed] an excessive risk to inmate health or safety.
“It not enough that [officials] should have recognized it; they actually must have perceived the risk.”

“Thus, ‘an official’s failure to alleviate a significant risk that he should have perceived but did not’ will not

give rise to a claim under the Eighth Amendment.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Young, a Virginia Department of Corrections inmate, was transferred to Keen Mountain Correctional Center on
October 31, 2024, and placed in a cell with a cellmate without receiving VDOC orientation or classification. He
alleged that officials knew he had previously been housed alone, had been sexually assaulted by another inmate,
and suffered anxiety, panic attacks, depression, and difficulty living with other inmates. He sought single-cell
housing and related classification relief, but did not allege a specific known risk of harm from his particular

cellmate, a denied request for specific mental-health treatment, or an injury resulting from double-cell housing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Young filed a § 1983 complaint alleging that Virginia Department of Corrections officials violated his Eighth
Amendment rights by housing him with a cellmate and failing to provide appropriate classification, orientation,
and housing. The court previously severed his claims into five separate civil actions, leaving only Claim 1 in this
case. After the parties consented to magistrate-judge jurisdiction, defendants moved to dismiss, and the court

dismissed the remaining claim for failure to state a claim.
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