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80-1874—O0PINION
PATSY ». FLORIDA BOARD OF REGENTS 31

involved in §1983 cases argues for congressional consider-
ation of the myriad of policy considerations, and may explain
why Congress, in deciding whether to require exhaustion in
certain § 1983 actions brought by adult prisoners, carved out
such a narrow, detailed exception to the no-exhaustion rule.
After full debate and consideration of the various policy argu-
ments, Congress adopted § 1997, taking the largest class of
§1983 actions and constructing an exhaustion requirement
that differs substantially from the McKart-type standard
urged by respondents and adopted by the Court of Appeals.
See note 31, supra. It is not for us to say whether Congress
will or should create a similar scheme for other categories of
§ 1983 claims or whether Congress will or should adopt an al-
together different exhaustion requirement for nonprisoner
§1983 claims.

\Y

Based on the legislative histories of both §1983 and
§1997e, we conclude that exhaustion of state administrative
remedies should not be required as a prerequisite to bringing
an action pursuant to §1983. We decline to overturn our
prior decisions holding that such exhaustion is not required.
The decision of the Court of Appeals is reversed and re-
manded for proceedings consistent with this opinion.

It is so ordered.

ant to [§ 1983] by an individual involuntarily confined in any State institu-
tion . . ., unless it appears that the individual has exhausted such plain,
speedy, and efficient State administrative remedy as is available.” H.R.
5791, 95th Cong., 1st Sess. (1977).

Congress declined to adopt this McKart-type standard after witnesses tes-
tified that this procedure would bog down the courts in massive procedural
litigation thereby frustrating the purpose of relieving the caseloads of the
federal courts, that state procedures are often not effective and take too
much time, and that the court would have to judge a myriad of state proce-
dures without much guidance. See, e. g., 1977 Hearings 34-35, 51,
164-165, 169-170, 263-264, 323; 1979 Hearings 4849.
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