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Plainfs Anthony Ryan Pottet, a
. 
v uzlwa zmuam Ixuuuuuius uro K, sled this civil dghts

action pursltrmt to 42 U.S.C. j 1983 agnl-nst the ççHaysi Regigoqnal Jai1,'' alleging that he was

being wrongfully kept in <tmax'' and shotlld be'releued. Compl. 1, 2, ECF No. 1. Aûer review

of the mgord, the court concludes that this civil action must be sllmmarily dismissed,

The court is iequired to dismiss any action sled by a prisoner against a governmental

.entity or bfscer if the court determbnes that the .action is fdvolous, malicious, or fails to state a

clàim on wllich relief mc be granted. 28 U.S.C. j 1915A(b)(1). Section 1983 parmits an
. 

':

aggrieved party to ;le a civil action against a person for qctions taken under color of state law

that violated his constimtional dghts. Cooper v. Sheeham 735 F.3d 153, 158 (4th Cir. 2013). A

complm'nt must be dismissed if it does not allege Nnougb facts to state a claim to relief that is

plausible on its face.'' Bell Atl. Coo. v. Twombly. 550 U.S. 544, 570 (200X.

Potter identifes o2ly one defendant: the Haysi Aqgional Jail. A local jail, however,

cnnnot qualify as a person subject to being suedxunder j 1983: See. e.q., Mùcoy v. Chésapeake
'' , .

Com Ck., 788 F. Supp. 890, 893-94 (E.D. Va, 1992). Because Potter's j 1983 clslms Mnnot

proceed against the only defendant he has nmnedk the court will sllmmarily dismiss tlze action
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without prejudice tmder j 1915A(b)(1).1 An appropriate order will enter this day. Such a

dismissal leaves Potter free to refile his claims in a new and separate civil action if he can correct

the defciencies described in tllis opinion.He is advised, however, that a prisoner may not bring

a civil action without complete prepayment of the appropdate filing fee and a $50.00

administrative fee, if the pdsoner has brought on three or more occasions, an action or appeal in

a federal court that was dismissed as fdvolous, as malicious, or for failm e to state a claim upon

which relief may be granted, lmless the p.risoher is in imminent danger of sedous physical injury.

See 28 U.S.C. j 1915(g).

The Clerk is directed to send copies of this memorandum opinion and accompanying

order to plaintiff.

ENTER: Tllis M  day of June
, 2020.

Serliör Un' ed States Distdct Judge

1 M oreover, Potter's submissions do not present facts stating any actionable j 1983 claim against anyone.
His complaint centers on his security classitkation and the m'ea of the jail where he is confmed. As reliet he seeks
to be housed in a medium security unit at a differentjail. However, inmates have no constimtionally protected right
to be housed at any particular jail or to be classified to any pm icular security level within a jail. See Hewitt v.
Helms, 459 U.S. 460, 468 (1983) (finding that prisoner has no recorized liberty interest in a particular secmity
classitkation or prison glacement); Meachum v. Fano, 427 U.S. 215, 223-224 (1976) (finding that inmates had no
liberty interest in avoidmg transfer from medium to maximllm sectlrity prison or in being transferred only after
proven, serious misconduct).
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