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MISSOURI, EASTERN DIVISION

Tyron Shelton v. Unknown Sims, et al.
Shelton · No. 4:25-cv-01804 RHH · Decided December 17, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri grants Tyron Shelton’s application
to proceed in forma pauperis and assesses an initial partial filing fee of $1.00. The court orders Shelton
to show cause why his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action should not be dismissed without prejudice for failure
to exhaust administrative remedies under the Prison Litigation Reform Act. The court also denies his
motion for appointment of counsel without prejudice.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A self-represented prisoner brought a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging
that a correctional officer and the City of St. Louis failed to protect
him from an inmate assault. The court addressed his application to
proceed in forma pauperis, motion for appointment of counsel, and
apparent failure to exhaust administrative remedies before filing suit.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the Prison Litigation Reform Act's mandatory
exhaustion requirement and evaluated appointment of counsel under
the factors governing civil cases involving indigent pro se litigants.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Shelton should be permitted to proceed in forma pauperis and be assessed an initial partial
filing fee under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(b).

2. Whether the action appeared subject to dismissal for failure to fully exhaust available administrative
remedies under the Prison Litigation Reform Act.

3. Whether appointment of counsel was warranted for the self-represented prisoner at that stage of the case.

HOLDINGS

1. The court granted Shelton's application to proceed without prepaying fees or costs and assessed an initial
partial filing fee of $1.00.

2. The court determined that the complaint appeared to show a failure to fully exhaust available
administrative remedies and ordered Shelton to show cause why the action should not be dismissed
without prejudice.

3. The court denied Shelton's motion for appointment of counsel without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“No action shall be brought with respect to prison conditions under section 1983 of this title, or any other
Federal law, by a prisoner confined in any jail, prison, or other correctional facility until such administrative
remedies as are available are exhausted.”

“Plaintiff's failure to comply with this Order will result in the dismissal of this action without prejudice and
without further notice.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Shelton, an inmate at the St. Louis City Justice Center, alleged that he told Correctional Officer Unknown Sims
in early November 2025 that he feared for his safety because of threats from other inmates and requested to be
moved. He alleged that on November 6, 2025, several inmates assaulted him, causing injuries to his face and
neck. Shelton acknowledged that he had not filed an Institutional Resolution Request or grievance, but had
submitted an Inmate Concern Form on November 8, 2025 and had not pursued any further administrative steps.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Shelton filed the action and an application to proceed without prepaying fees or costs. The court granted in
forma pauperis status, assessed a $1.00 initial partial filing fee, denied appointment of counsel without prejudice,
and ordered Shelton to show cause within twenty-one days why the action should not be dismissed without
prejudice for failure to fully exhaust administrative remedies.
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