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SUMMARY

The court dismissed a civil rights complaint filed by Jerry Dwayne King Jr. as next friend of
incarcerated plaintiff Dequan Lynn Hall against the City of Detroit and related defendants. The court
held that King failed to establish Hall’s inaccessibility, incompetence, disability, or a sufficient
relationship to support next-friend standing under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 17(c) and
Whitmore v. Arkansas.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The court sua sponte dismissed a civil-rights complaint at the outset
because the person who signed and filed it as Hall's next friend failed
to establish next-friend standing.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court determined whether the complaint established next-friend
standing and thereby justified the court's jurisdiction.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether an incarcerated person may proceed through a next friend based solely on incarceration and
limited access to legal materials.

2. Whether King established the prerequisites for next-friend standing by showing that Hall was unable to
litigate independently and that King was dedicated to Hall's best interests and had a significant
relationship with him.

3. Whether the complaint should be dismissed when the purported next friend lacks standing.

HOLDINGS

1. Incarceration, limited access to legal materials, or lack of legal knowledge does not by itself establish
that a real party in interest is inaccessible or otherwise unable to litigate, and therefore does not establish
next-friend standing.

2. King failed to establish next-friend standing because he did not demonstrate that Hall was unable to
litigate on his own behalf and did not explain the significant relationship he claimed to have with Hall.

3. Because King lacked standing to file the action on Hall's behalf, the complaint and the cause of action
were dismissed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Most important for present purposes, “next friend” standing is by no means granted automatically to
whomever seeks to pursue an action on behalf of another.” (495 U.S. at 163-64 (quoted in opinion))

“The burden is on the “next friend” clearly to establish the propriety of his status and thereby justify the
jurisdiction of the court.” (495 U.S. at 163-64 (quoted in opinion))

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hall was incarcerated, and Jerry Dwayne King Jr. attempted to file a civil-rights complaint on Hall's behalf as his
next friend. The complaint alleged that Hall's incarceration limited his access to courts, legal materials, facts,
documents, and litigation resources. It did not allege that Hall was a minor, mentally incompetent, or disabled,
and it did not explain the nature of King's asserted significant relationship with Hall.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jerry Dwayne King Jr. filed a civil-rights complaint on January 6, 2026, purporting to act solely as next friend
for incarcerated plaintiff Dequan Lynn Hall. The complaint alleged that incarceration made Hall functionally
unable to litigate, but did not allege that Hall was a minor, incompetent, or subject to a disability preventing him
from prosecuting the action. The district court concluded that King lacked standing and dismissed the complaint
and cause of action.
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