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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Alabama dismissed Willie Abner’s 42
U.S.C. § 1983 complaint arising from his pending state criminal proceedings. Claims against the State
of Alabama and Judge Goggans, as well as claims concerning Investigator Davis’s judicial testimony,
were dismissed with prejudice based on immunity and related pleading deficiencies; the false-arrest
claim was also dismissed with prejudice. The malicious-prosecution and injunctive-relief claims were
dismissed without prejudice because the prosecution had not favorably terminated and Younger
abstention applied.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A pro se incarcerated plaintiff proceeding in forma pauperis brought a
42 U.S.C. § 1983 action challenging his arrest, preliminary hearing,
prosecution, and continued state criminal proceedings. The district
court screened the complaint under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e)(2)(B) and
1915A(b) and dismissed the claims, some with prejudice and some
without prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Mandatory screening under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1915(e)(2)(B) and 1915A(b),
applying the Rule 12(b)(6) failure-to-state-a-claim standard. The court
accepted well-pleaded factual allegations as true, construed them
liberally because the plaintiff was pro se, and assessed whether the
complaint stated a plausible claim for relief.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the State of Alabama is subject to suit and liability under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

2. Whether Judge Goggans was entitled to absolute judicial immunity for acts performed while presiding
over Abner's preliminary hearing.

3. Whether Abner stated a § 1983 false-arrest claim when he was arrested pursuant to a warrant.

4. Whether Abner stated a § 1983 malicious-prosecution claim without alleging favorable termination of
the underlying criminal proceeding.

5. Whether Investigator Davis was absolutely immune from damages liability for allegedly perjured
testimony during a judicial proceeding.

6. Whether the district court was required to abstain under Younger v. Harris from enjoining the ongoing
state criminal prosecution.

7. Whether amendment of the complaint would be futile.

HOLDINGS

1. The State of Alabama is not a person subject to suit under § 1983 and is protected by Eleventh
Amendment immunity because Alabama has not waived that immunity and Congress has not abrogated
it for § 1983 actions.

2. Judge Goggans was absolutely immune from Abner's § 1983 claims because the challenged conduct
consisted of judicial acts performed within the jurisdiction of the state district court.

3. Abner could not state a § 1983 false-arrest claim because the state court records established that he was
arrested pursuant to a warrant, meaning the seizure occurred pursuant to legal process.

4. Abner failed to state a plausible § 1983 malicious-prosecution claim because he did not allege that the
underlying criminal prosecution had terminated in his favor.

5. Investigator Davis was absolutely immune from damages liability under § 1983 for allegedly perjured
testimony given during Abner's preliminary hearing.

6. The court was required to abstain under Younger from granting injunctive relief that would dismiss or
interfere with Abner's ongoing state criminal proceedings.

7. Leave to amend was properly denied because amendment would be futile.



KEY QUOTATIONS

“Absolute judicial immunity applies “regardless of whether [the judge] made a mistake, acted maliciously, or
exceeded his authority.”” (Section IV.B)

“Section 1983 does not authorize a damages claim for alleged acts of perjury during judicial proceedings.”
(Section IV.C.2)

“Younger directs federal courts to abstain from granting injunctive or declaratory relief that would interfere
with or restrain ongoing state criminal proceedings except in extraordinary circumstances.” (Section IV.D)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Willie Abner, an inmate at the Chilton County Jail, challenged his arrest and ongoing state prosecution under 42
U.S.C. § 1983. He alleged that Investigator Davis gave false testimony at an August 2025 preliminary hearing,
threatened him during questioning at a police station, and initiated criminal proceedings; he also alleged that
Judge Goggans disregarded exculpatory evidence and restricted his participation at the hearing. State court
records showed that Abner was arrested pursuant to a warrant and that the underlying criminal charge remained
pending.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Abner filed the complaint on October 30, 2025, alleging due-process, Fourth Amendment, and other
constitutional violations arising from his arrest and prosecution in Alabama state court. The district court
conducted mandatory screening, determined that the claims against the State and judge were barred by statutory
and absolute immunities, that the claims against the investigator failed or were barred by immunity, and that
Younger abstention barred the requested interference with the pending state prosecution. The court denied leave
to amend as futile and directed that final judgment be entered separately.

DISPOSITION
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