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VIRGINIA, RICHMOND DIVISION

Christopher S. George v. Sergeant Brown
George v. Brown · No. 3:24CV318 (RCY) · Decided December 15, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia grants Christopher S. George’s
motion for default judgment against Sergeant Brown in a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action. The court
concludes that the allegations establish deliberate indifference under the Eighth Amendment based on
Brown’s alleged unlocking of George’s cell during a lockdown, which enabled an inmate assault. The
court awards $94,042.96 in damages, consisting of documented medical expenses and compensation
for pain and suffering.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for entry of default judgment under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 55(b)(2) after the Clerk entered default against
Defendant for failing to plead or otherwise defend. The Court held a
damages hearing and granted the motion.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The Court exercised sound discretion in deciding whether to enter
default judgment. It accepted well-pleaded factual allegations as
admitted, but analyzed whether those allegations stated a claim under
the Rule 12(b)(6) plausibility standard and independently determined
the amount of damages.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Court had subject matter jurisdiction, personal jurisdiction, and proper venue to enter
default judgment.

2. Whether George adequately served Sergeant Brown so that the Court could exercise jurisdiction over
her.

3. Whether the well-pleaded allegations, deemed admitted upon default, stated an Eighth Amendment
deliberate-indifference claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

4. What amount of compensatory damages was supported by the evidence presented at the default-
judgment hearing.

HOLDINGS

1. After the Clerk entered default and the Court determined that the well-pleaded allegations stated a viable
claim, the Court had discretion to enter default judgment under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 55(b)
(2).

2. Service was adequate because George posted the summons and Complaint at the main entrance of
Brown's residence, mailed the process to her, and established that Brown received actual, timely notice;
Virginia's service savings provision cured any defect in the form of service.

3. The Complaint stated an Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claim because Brown allegedly
unlocked George's cell during lockdown, exposing him to a substantial risk of serious harm from other
inmates, and that conduct enabled the ensuing attack.

4. Qualified immunity did not bar the claim because an intentional violation of the Eighth Amendment is
sufficient to overcome qualified immunity.

5. The amount of damages was not deemed admitted merely because Defendant defaulted; the Court
independently determined an appropriate award of $94,042.96 based on the hearing evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Upon default, facts alleged in the complaint are deemed admitted and the appropriate inquiry is whether the
facts as alleged state a claim.” (II)

“Because Sergeant Brown had actual, timely notice of the lawsuit filed against her, any questions about the
proper form of such service are rendered moot.” (III.B)

“Sergeant Brown, however, actively unlocked Mr. George’s cell during a prison lock-down, leaving him
exposed to a substantial risk of serious harm by unsecured inmates.” (III.C)



“Unlike factual allegations, which may be taken as true, “the Court does not automatically deem admitted the
amount of damages” alleged by the plaintiff.” (III.D)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

George was incarcerated at Sussex II State Prison when Sergeant Brown, a correctional officer, unlocked his cell
during a lockdown and left the door cracked. Five inmates from another housing pod entered the cell and
attacked George with a shank, causing six stab wounds, a chipped tooth, loss of consciousness, physical pain,
emotional distress, and scarring. Brown did not respond to the lawsuit after service, and the Clerk entered
default.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

George filed this 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action on May 7, 2024, alleging that Sergeant Brown unlocked his prison cell
during lockdown, enabling other inmates to enter and assault him. After service efforts, Brown failed to respond,
and the Clerk entered default on November 1, 2024. George moved for default judgment on April 4, 2025.
Following a December 11, 2025 hearing at which George and his counsel appeared, the Court granted default
judgment and awarded $94,042.96 in damages.
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