UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF
GEORGIA, ALBANY DIVISION

Ray Quantrevious Raheem v. Sheriff Billy Hancock, et al.

Raheem v. Hancock - No. 1:25-cv-178-LAG-ALS - Decided March 9, 2026

SUMMARY

The court grants Ray Quantrevious Raheem leave to proceed in forma pauperis but denies his motions
to compel discovery and appoint counsel. It orders him to recast his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint to
include only claims related to his detention at Crisp County Detention Center and recommends
dismissal without prejudice of the improperly joined claims arising from other facilities. The order
also addresses prisoner filing-fee obligations under the Prison Litigation Reform Act and provides a

fourteen-day objection period.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A prisoner proceeding pro se filed a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint,

moved to proceed in forma pauperis, moved to compel discovery, and
moved twice for appointment of counsel. The magistrate judge granted
in forma pauperis status, denied discovery and appointment of
counsel, ordered the complaint recast to address only claims related to
the Crisp County Detention Center, and recommended dismissal

without prejudice of the remaining claims for improper joinder.

STANDARD OF REVIEW At preliminary screening under 28 U.S.C. 88§ 1915A and 1915(e), the
court must dismiss claims that are frivolous, malicious, fail to state a
claim, or seek monetary relief from an immune defendant. Pro se
filings are liberally construed, but the complaint must contain
sufficient factual matter to state a plausible claim. Joinder under

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 20(a)(2) requires claims against



defendants to arise from the same transaction, occurrence, or series of

transactions or occurrences and to involve a common question of law

or fact.
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UESTIONS PRESENTED

Whether the claims arising from three separate correctional facilities and involving different defendants

were properly joined under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 20.

. Whether improperly joined claims should be dismissed, severed, or otherwise managed when dismissal

could impair the plaintiff's ability to refile claims before the statute of limitations expires.
. Whether the plaintiff's motions to compel discovery were premature before screening and service.
. Whether appointment of counsel was warranted in this pro se prisoner civil-rights action.

. Whether the plaintiff qualified to proceed in forma pauperis and was exempt from paying an initial

partial filing fee because he lacked assets.

OLDINGS

. A prisoner who demonstrates inability to pay may proceed in forma pauperis, and the court may permit
filing without payment of an initial partial filing fee when the prisoner lacks assets and means to pay it,

while requiring payment of the full filing fee through statutory installments.

. Appointment of counsel is not a constitutional right in an ordinary civil case and is warranted only in

exceptional circumstances committed to the district court's discretion.

. A court must screen a prisoner complaint seeking relief from a governmental entity, official, or
employee, and must dismiss claims that are frivolous, malicious, fail to state a plausible claim, or seek

monetary relief from an immune defendant.

. To state a claim under § 1983, a plaintiff must allege that an act or omission deprived him of a
constitutional or federal statutory right and that the act or omission was committed by a person acting

under color of state law.

. A plaintiff may join defendants in one action only when the claims arise from the same transaction,

occurrence, or series of transactions or occurrences and involve a common question of law or fact;



claims arising from unrelated incarceration periods at separate facilities and involving different

defendants are improperly joined.

6. A motion to compel discovery is premature when the complaint has not completed preliminary screening

and no service of process has occurred.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure permit a plaintiff to join only related claims and defendants in a single
complaint.” (PRELIMINARY SCREENING, III. Plaintiff's Claims)

“The Court cannot dismiss the entire Complaint for improper joinder.” (PRELIMINARY SCREENING, II1.
Plaintiff's Claims)

“There shall be no service of process in this case until further order of the Court.” (CONCLUSION)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Raheem alleged constitutional violations at three separate facilities. At the Crisp County Detention Center, he
alleged that an officer dragged him by his handcuffs, that he was housed in a cell contaminated with fecal matter,
that he was transferred after complaining about conditions, and that staff failed to respond adequately to a
suicide warning. He also alleged hurricane-related conditions at the Patten Probation Detention Center and
extreme conditions, including lack of electricity, plumbing, windows, and adequate heat, at Jackson State Prison.

The complaint sought primarily monetary damages under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Raheem filed a prisoner civil-rights complaint concerning alleged events at the Crisp County Detention Center,
Jackson State Prison, and Robert L. Patten Probation Detention Center. The court granted leave to proceed in
forma pauperis and directed collection of the filing fee under the Prison Litigation Reform Act. After preliminary
review, the magistrate judge concluded that the claims arising from the three facilities were improperly joined,
preserved the Crisp County Detention Center claims because limitations concerns could affect refiling, ordered a
recast complaint limited to those claims, denied premature discovery and appointed counsel, and recommended

dismissal without prejudice of the remaining claims. The parties were given fourteen days to object to the
recommendation.
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