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SUMMARY

The court grants Plaintiff Ashley Humphrey’s application to proceed in forma pauperis and conducts
an initial review of her claims concerning alleged disability-based harassment, failure to
accommodate, equal protection violations, and retaliation involving her minor son’s public education.
The court directs that the complaint be sealed because it disclosed the minor’s full name and requires
an amended complaint complying with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 5.2. The court also explains
that a pro se parent may not litigate the minor’s Rehabilitation Act, ADA, constitutional, or related
state-law claims without counsel, and denies the emergency motion for a temporary restraining order
without prejudice.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee,
Columbia Division

WRITING FOR THE COURT William L. Campbell Jr.

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee,
Columbia Division

DECIDED April 20, 2026

DOCKET 1:26-cv-00037

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff filed a verified complaint asserting federal and state-law
claims and an embedded emergency motion for an ex parte temporary
restraining order and preliminary injunction. The court granted leave
to proceed in forma pauperis, ordered the complaint sealed because it
disclosed the minor's full name, required an amended complaint, and
denied the emergency motion without prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B), the court must dismiss an in forma
pauperis complaint that is frivolous, malicious, fails to state a claim, or



seeks monetary relief from an immune defendant. The failure-to-state-
a-claim inquiry uses the Rule 12(b)(6) plausibility standard.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished

PARTIES Ashley Humphrey, individually and as next friend of J.H., a minor v.
Maury County Board of Education, Whitthorne Middle School,
Various school officials and Maury County officials
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint complied with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 5.2(a)(3)'s requirement to protect
the identity of a minor.

2. Whether a nonlawyer parent proceeding pro se may assert her minor child's personal claims under the
Rehabilitation Act, Title II of the ADA, and the Equal Protection Clause.

3. Whether the embedded emergency motion for a temporary restraining order should be granted while the
complaint required sealing and amendment.

4. Whether Plaintiff qualified to proceed in forma pauperis.

HOLDINGS

1. A complaint that repeatedly identifies a minor by the minor's full name does not comply with Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 5.2(a)(3); the complaint may be sealed and the plaintiff required to file a
redacted or amended complaint using the minor's initials.

2. A nonlawyer parent proceeding pro se may not plead or conduct litigation asserting the parent's minor
child's personal claims under the Rehabilitation Act, Title II of the ADA, or the Equal Protection Clause;
if such claims are reasserted without counsel, they are subject to dismissal without prejudice.

3. The emergency motion for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction was denied without
prejudice because the case was awaiting amendment of the opening pleading and the filing did not
comply with the applicable local requirements for a TRO motion.

4. Plaintiff qualified to proceed in forma pauperis because the record showed she could not pay the filing
fee in advance without undue hardship.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Parents cannot appear pro se on behalf of their minor children because a minor’s personal cause of action is
[his] own and does not belong to [his] parent or representative.”



“Rule 17(c)(2) authorizes the next friend to bring suit on behalf of a minor; in other words, to facilitate the
prosecution of the rights not of the next friend, but of the minor.”

“Thus, Rule 17 cannot be read as authorizing the unlicensed practice of law.”

“The Clerk is DIRECTED to place the Complaint UNDER SEAL and to remove J.H.’s name from the
electronic docket.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that her thirteen-year-old son, J.H., has a congenital heart defect and depends on a pacemaker;
shortly before filing, he underwent emergency surgery to repair a detached pacemaker lead. She alleged that
school officials failed to address disability-based bullying, refused to develop a Section 504 safety plan or
provide accommodations, and did not adequately respond to threats after his return to school. Plaintiff asserted
Rehabilitation Act, ADA, equal-protection, First Amendment retaliation, and state-law claims, seeking injunctive
relief and damages.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Humphrey initiated the action on April 16, 2026, proceeding pro se and seeking emergency injunctive relief. The
court conducted the required initial screening under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B), found that the complaint violated
the minor-identification requirements of Rule 5.2(a)(3) and improperly asserted claims belonging to the minor
through a nonlawyer parent, and allowed 30 days for amendment. The court denied the embedded TRO motion
without prejudice pending amendment and compliance with the local TRO rules.
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