UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
GEORGIA, WAYCROSS DIVISION

James Andrew Sims, Jr. v. Coffee County Sheriff's Office, Entire

Police Dept., and Entire Sheriff's Dept.

Sims - No. 5:25-cv-55 - Decided November 24, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Georgia dismissed without prejudice

James Andrew Sims, Jr.’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint arising from his arrest. The court held that the

Douglas Police Department, Coffee County Sheriff’s Office, and Coffee County Jail were not proper

persons subject to suit under § 1983, closed the case, and denied leave to proceed in forma pauperis on

appeal.
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The plaintiff filed a pro se 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action arising from his
arrest. The district court conducted mandatory prisoner and in forma
pauperis screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A and dismissed the

complaint without prejudice.

Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, the court must identify cognizable claims
and dismiss claims that are frivolous, malicious, fail to state a claim,
or seek monetary relief from an immune defendant. Pro se pleadings
are liberally construed, but they must still satisfy applicable procedural
requirements and contain sufficient factual matter to state a plausible

claim.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint stated a claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 against the entire police department,
sheriff's office, and county jail.

2. Whether the plaintiff should be denied in forma pauperis status for an appeal because any appeal would

not be taken in good faith.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a § 1983 claim because the Douglas Police Department, Coffee County
Sheriff's Office, and Coffee County Jail were not persons or suable legal entities subject to liability
under § 1983.

2. The plaintiff was denied leave to proceed in forma pauperis on appeal because an appeal from the

dismissal would not be taken in good faith.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because the Douglas Police Department, Coffee County Sheriff’s Office, and Coffee County Jail are not

“persons” subject to suit under § 1983, the Complaint should be dismissed in its entirety.”

“Thus, I DENY Plaintiff in forma pauperis status on appeal.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sims alleged that he was shot and attacked by police during his April 25, 2025 arrest. He alleged that his leg was
injured when officers pulled him from his vehicle after he surrendered. He did not identify any individual officer
and instead named the entire police department, sheriff's department, and jail. He sought medical treatment and
compensation for medical bills, physical injuries, and mental-health injuries.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Sims filed a complaint alleging that police officers shot and attacked him during his April 25, 2025 arrest and
injured his leg while removing him from his vehicle. He named the entire police department, sheriff's
department, and jail rather than individual officers or a legally suable governmental entity. After screening, the
court dismissed the complaint in its entirety, closed the case, and denied leave to proceed in forma pauperis on
appeal.
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