UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
TENNESSEE

Rev Gerald Kiner v. Shelby County Government, et al.

Kiner - No. 2:25-cv-02622-TLP-atc - Decided February 18, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Tennessee adopted a magistrate judge’s
Report and Recommendation and dismissed Gerald Kiner’s complaint against Shelby County
Government and other defendants. The court held that Kiner lacked standing to assert injuries arising
from the rejection of an organization’s contract proposal, denied his temporary restraining order as

moot, and dismissed the complaint with prejudice.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's Report and
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de novo; the remainder was reviewed for clear error.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Kiner had Article III standing to assert claims based on the County's rejection of a contract

proposal submitted by Daughters of Zion.
2. Whether Kiner could represent Daughters of Zion in federal court as a non-attorney.

3. Whether the district court should adopt the magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation and dismiss

the complaint with prejudice.

4. Whether Kiner's motion for a temporary restraining order should be denied as moot after dismissal.

HOLDINGS

1. Kiner lacked standing because the alleged injury was suffered by Daughters of Zion, not by Kiner

individually, and he alleged no injury separate and distinct from the organization's injury.
2. To the extent Kiner sought to represent Daughters of Zion, he could not do so as a non-attorney.

3. Dismissal with prejudice was appropriate because Kiner's standing defects could not be cured by

amendment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A plaintiff must establish three elements to demonstrate standing: injury in fact, causation and
redressability.” (PagelD 707)

“It follows that any injury to that proposal belongs to the organization, not Plaintiff himself.” (PagelD 709)

“The Court therefore GRANTS the County’s Motion to Dismiss, DENIES Plaintiff s Temporary Restraining
Order as MOOT, and DISMISSES his Complaint WITH PREJUDICE.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Shelby County solicited proposals for community violence and intervention services in February 2024. Kiner
submitted a proposal on behalf of the Daughters of Zion organization, but the County rejected it and selected
another organization. Kiner sued in his individual capacity, alleging that the rejection violated constitutional and
statutory rights and seeking relief that would effectively award the County contract to Daughters of Zion. The
court concluded that the alleged injury belonged to the organization and that Kiner alleged no separate and

distinct personal injury.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Kiner sued Shelby County Government and other defendants, asserting constitutional, federal statutory, and
state-law claims arising from the County's rejection of a proposal submitted by the Daughters of Zion
organization. The County moved to dismiss under Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(6), and

Kiner moved for a temporary restraining order. Magistrate Judge Annie T. Christoff recommended dismissal for



lack of standing and denial of the temporary restraining order as moot. After Kiner objected, the district court
reviewed the specific objection de novo, reviewed the remainder of the R&R for clear error, adopted the R&R,
granted the motion to dismiss, denied the temporary restraining order as moot, and dismissed the complaint with

prejudice.
DISPOSITION
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