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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia screens Christopher L. Childs’s
pro se 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint alleging inadequate medical care at Rappahannock Regional Jail.
The court dismisses the jail as a defendant with prejudice because it is not a person subject to suit
under § 1983, but permits Childs to amend his complaint to identify individual defendants and provide
specific facts supporting his Eighth Amendment claim. The order warns that failure to amend within
thirty days may result in dismissal.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Screening of a pro se prisoner civil-rights complaint under 28 U.S.C. §
1915A.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, the court screens the complaint for
frivolousness, maliciousness, failure to state a claim, or claims against
immune defendants, applying the same pleading standard used under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6). The complaint must contain
sufficient factual matter to state a plausible claim for relief.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court memorandum opinion; nonprecedential
status not otherwise specified in the opinion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Rappahannock Regional Jail is a person subject to suit under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

2. Whether the complaint plausibly alleged an Eighth Amendment claim for deliberate indifference to
serious medical needs.

3. Whether Childs should be permitted to amend the deficient complaint.

HOLDINGS

1. A jail is not a legal entity or person subject to suit under § 1983; therefore, Rappahannock Regional Jail
was dismissed with prejudice as a defendant.

2. The complaint failed to state a plausible Eighth Amendment claim because it did not identify a
sufficiently serious medical need or allege deliberate indifference by a proper defendant.

3. The court allowed Childs thirty days to file an amended complaint that identifies each defendant, states
the federal right allegedly violated, and pleads specific facts, dates, and conduct supporting each claim.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because a jail is not a legal entity, it is not a ‘person’ subject to suit under § 1983.” (at 2)

“Thus, Plaintiff must allege two distinct elements to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Childs, a Virginia inmate detained at Rappahannock Regional Jail, alleged that he did not receive adequate
medical care and requested mental-health treatment because of a lack of medication. The complaint did not
identify a serious medical need, did not allege facts showing deliberate indifference, and did not provide dates
for the alleged denial of care. Rappahannock Regional Jail was the only named defendant.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Childs filed a pro se complaint under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 alleging inadequate medical care in violation of the
Eighth Amendment. The district court screened the complaint, dismissed Rappahannock Regional Jail with
prejudice as a defendant, and granted Childs thirty days to file an amended complaint identifying proper
defendants and providing particularized factual allegations.
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