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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Virginia dismissed Marquan D. Williams’s
42 U.S.C. § 1983 action against the Albemarle Charlottesville Regional Jail. The court held that the
jail is not a “person” subject to suit under § 1983 and dismissed the action for failure to state a claim
under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii), after Williams failed to file an amended complaint naming a
proper defendant.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought an action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. After the court
advised him that the jail was not a proper defendant and directed him
to amend, he failed to file an amended complaint. The court dismissed
the action for failure to state a claim under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)
(ii).

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the operative complaint for failure to state a claim
under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

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

2. Whether the complaint should be dismissed under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii) after the plaintiff failed
to amend as ordered.

3. Whether the jail is entitled to Eleventh Amendment immunity as an arm of the Commonwealth of
Virginia.

HOLDINGS

1. A jail is not a person subject to suit under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

2. The action must be dismissed for failure to state a claim because the operative complaint names only a
non-suable jail as defendant and plaintiff failed to amend after being given an opportunity and warning.

3. The jail is an arm of the Commonwealth of Virginia entitled to Eleventh Amendment immunity.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Jail is not a ‘person’ for purposes of § 1983, and is an arm of the Commonwealth of Virginia entitled to
Eleventh Amendment immunity.”

“Accordingly, the court will grant Plaintiff’s request to proceed in forma pauperis and dismiss this case for
failure to state a claim under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii).”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Williams filed a § 1983 complaint against the Albemarle Charlottesville Regional Jail. The court advised him
that a jail is not a person subject to suit under § 1983 and directed him to amend the complaint to name an
appropriate person defendant. Williams did not amend within the 30-day period.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Williams filed the complaint on September 26, 2025, naming the Albemarle Charlottesville Regional Jail as the
defendant. The court conditionally filed the complaint, then ordered Williams to file an amended complaint
naming a proper person defendant and describing the alleged constitutional violations. After more than 30 days
elapsed without an amended complaint, the court reviewed the original complaint and dismissed the action.
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