UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF

PENNSYLVANIA

Waheed Jenkins v. Department of Corrections, et al.

Jenkins - No. 4:25-CV-01680 - Decided January 8, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania dismissed Waheed Jenkins's
pro se 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A(b)(1) for failure to state a claim. The
court held that Jenkins failed to adequately plead personal involvement, deliberate indifference to

serious medical needs, a protected liberty interest supporting procedural due process, or a

constitutional violation by a corrections officer, and that claims against the Department of Corrections

and official-capacity damages claims were barred. The court granted limited leave to amend, while

dismissing several claims with prejudice.
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United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania
Matthew W. Brann

United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania
January 8, 2026

4:25-CV-01680

dismissed

Pro se prisoner civil-rights complaint screened under 28 U.S.C. §
1915A. The court dismissed the complaint for failure to state a claim,
dismissed specified claims with prejudice, and granted limited leave to

amend the remaining claims.

The court applied the Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6)
plausibility standard to screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A(b)(1). It
accepted well-pleaded factual allegations as true, drew reasonable
inferences in the plaintiff's favor, disregarded legal conclusions, and

construed the pro se pleading liberally.
unpublished
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Thomas McGinley



TOPICS

section 1983  prisoners rights ~ motions to dismiss  procedural due process  eleventh amendment immunity

PRACTICE AREAS

civil rights  prisoner civil rights ~ constitutional law  civil procedure  remedies

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Jenkins plausibly alleged personal involvement by Superintendent McGinley in a constitutional

violation.

2. Whether the Pennsylvania Department of Corrections is a person subject to liability under 42 U.S.C. §
1983.

3. Whether Jenkins plausibly alleged deliberate indifference to serious medical needs under the Eighth

Amendment against Nurse Hall.

4. Whether official-capacity claims for monetary damages are barred by Eleventh Amendment sovereign
immunity.
5. Whether Jenkins alleged a protected liberty interest sufficient to support a Fourteenth Amendment

procedural due process claim based on 15 days in the RHU.

6. Whether Jenkins stated a § 1983 claim based on Corrections Officer Shearn's statement to a visitor.

HOLDINGS

1. A § 1983 plaintiff must plead each defendant's personal involvement in the alleged constitutional
misconduct; respondeat superior and conclusory allegations of supervisory responsibility are

insufficient.

2. The Pennsylvania Department of Corrections is not a person subject to suit under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and

Jenkins's damages claim against it was properly dismissed with prejudice.

3. Jenkins failed to state an Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claim against Nurse Hall because
alleging negligent medical judgment, without deliberate indifference and resulting harm, does not

establish a constitutional violation.

4. Official-capacity claims for monetary damages against Pennsylvania state officials are barred by

Eleventh Amendment sovereign immunity.

5. Jenkins failed to state a procedural due process claim based on 15 days in the RHU because he did not

identify a protected liberty interest; the claim was dismissed with prejudice.

6. Jenkins failed to state a § 1983 claim against Shearn because informing a visitor that Jenkins was in
disciplinary custody for drugs, without identifying a constitutional or federal-law right violated, was

insufficient; the claim was dismissed with prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS



“Because Jenkins fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted, the Court will dismiss his complaint
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915A(b)(1) but will grant him leave to amend.”

“To plausibly plead a Section 1983 claim, Jenkins must specify each Defendant’s personal involvement in the

alleged constitutional misconduct in order to state a claim against them.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jenkins was incarcerated at SCI Coal Township when he fell from the top bunk on July 25, 2025, allegedly
injuring his head and back. Nurse Kevin Hall responded and administered Narcan because he believed Jenkins
had overdosed on heroin. Jenkins was then held in the Restricted Housing Unit for 15 days during a disciplinary
investigation until toxicology results were negative. Jenkins alleged that Corrections Officer Je. Shearn later told
a visitor that Jenkins was in the RHU for drugs, and he sued the Pennsylvania Department of Corrections, Hall,

Shearn, and Superintendent Thomas McGinley for damages.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jenkins filed a September 2025 complaint under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 concerning events at SCI Coal Township. The
district court conducted statutory screening under § 1915A(b)(1), concluded that the complaint failed to state a
claim, and allowed amendment of claims that might be cured by additional factual allegations while dismissing
legally futile claims with prejudice.
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