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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana dismisses Tracey Shorter’s 42
U.S.C. § 1983 claims arising from her arrest, detention, alleged denial of medical care, and related
municipal policies. The court holds that most claims are barred by Indiana’s two-year statute of
limitations, while the malicious-prosecution claim is timely but fails because dismissal pursuant to a
plea agreement does not constitute a favorable termination. The court grants the defendants’ motions
to dismiss and dismisses the case.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Pro se plaintiff brought claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and related
state tort claims. After the court granted leave to amend following
screening, defendants moved to dismiss under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 12(b)(6). The court granted the motions and dismissed the
amended complaint with prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true, draws reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's favor,
and determines whether the complaint contains sufficient factual
matter to state a plausible claim for relief under Rule 8(a)(2).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Shorter's Fourth Amendment unlawful-arrest claim was barred by Indiana's two-year statute of
limitations.

2. Whether Shorter's unlawful-detention, denial-of-medical-care, and Monell claims were barred by the
statute of limitations.

3. Whether the alleged denial of medical care was governed by the Fourth Amendment objective-
unreasonableness standard rather than the Fourteenth Amendment deliberate-indifference standard.

4. Whether Shorter's Fourth Amendment malicious-prosecution claim was timely and barred by Heck v.
Humphrey.

5. Whether dismissal of the underlying criminal charge pursuant to a plea agreement constituted a
favorable termination for purposes of a Fourth Amendment malicious-prosecution claim.

6. Whether Shorter adequately pleaded that Greg Shorter acted under color of state law and participated in
a § 1983 conspiracy.

7. Whether amendment would be futile.

HOLDINGS

1. A § 1983 unlawful-arrest claim accrues on the date of arrest. Because Shorter was arrested on July 13,
2023, but did not file suit until September 29, 2025, the claim was untimely and was dismissed with
prejudice.

2. A claim for detention without probable cause accrues when the unjustified detention ends. Shorter's
detention ended on July 15, 2023, so her September 29, 2025 filing was untimely.

3. Shorter's Monell claims and any Fourth Amendment claim based on denial of medical care accrued no
later than July 15, 2023 because she knew of her arrest, detention, and denial of medical care by then.
The claims filed more than two years later were barred.

4. For an arrestee who has not received a judicial determination of probable cause, the Fourth Amendment
applies and the relevant inquiry is whether the conduct was objectively unreasonable under the
circumstances, rather than whether officials acted with Fourteenth Amendment deliberate indifference.

5. A Fourth Amendment malicious-prosecution claim accrues when the underlying criminal prosecution
terminates without a conviction. Shorter's claim was timely because the relevant prosecution ended on



February 8, 2024 and she filed suit within two years.

6. Heck did not require dismissal of Shorter's malicious-prosecution claim on the record presented because
the underlying charges supporting her convictions were filed before the arrest and detention challenged
in the § 1983 action, and the defendants did not show that success on the claim would necessarily
invalidate those convictions.

7. Dismissal of a criminal charge pursuant to a plea agreement or compromise is not a favorable
termination for purposes of a Fourth Amendment malicious-prosecution claim. Because Shorter's charge
was dismissed as part of a plea agreement, she could not establish favorable termination and her claim
failed as a matter of law.

8. A private individual may be liable under § 1983 under a conspiracy theory only when the plaintiff
plausibly alleges a concerted effort with a state actor. Shorter's conclusory references to joint action and
conspiracy did not allege an agreement or willful participation by Greg Shorter, and the claim was also
untimely insofar as it was based on the arrest and detention.

9. Further amendment was futile and unwarranted because the claims were foreclosed by the statute of
limitations or by the legal consequence of termination through a compromised plea agreement.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Dismissal of a charge as part of a plea agreement or other compromise isn’t a favorable termination for a
malicious prosecution claim.” (Discussion—favorable termination)

“Accordingly, the standard is not deliberate indifference but instead whether the conduct was “objectively
unreasonable under the circumstances.”” (Discussion—medical care)

“For these reasons, the court GRANTS the motions to dismiss [14, 24] and DISMISSES Ms. Shorter’s
complaint with prejudice.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On July 12, 2023, a Pulaski County judge issued ex parte protective orders prohibiting Tracey Shorter and Greg
Shorter from interacting. After Deputy Andrew Speer served the orders and received a note from Greg Shorter,
Speer arrested Tracey Shorter and transported her to jail; she alleges she was detained for approximately 50
hours without judicial review and was denied medication, adequate food, water, and medical attention. The
related invasion-of-privacy charge was dismissed on February 8, 2024, pursuant to a plea agreement under
which Shorter pleaded guilty in two other criminal cases filed before the arrest and detention at issue.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Shorter filed her original complaint on September 29, 2025, alleging constitutional violations arising from her
arrest, detention, alleged denial of medical care, and related conduct. The court screened the complaint,
dismissed it for pleading deficiencies, and granted leave to amend; the court later dismissed Doe defendants and
Sergeant Seth Barton while allowing claims against the remaining defendants to proceed. Deputy Speer, Sheriff
Schramm, and Pulaski County moved to dismiss, followed by Greg Shorter. After briefing, the district court
dismissed all claims with prejudice and terminated the case.
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