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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT

SHAWN MILNER, :
Plaintiff, : No. 3:17-cv-1341 (SRU)

V.

WILLIAM MULLIGAN,
Defendant.

RULING ON MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

Shawn Milner (“Milner”),currently confined at ldcDougall-Walker Correctional
Institution in Suffield, Connecticut, has filedreotion seeking a temporary restraining order or
preliminary injunction. Milner alleges that hime in Administrative Segregation has been
extended as a result of two fatsisciplinary reports and seeks arer that he immediately be
returned to general population.

Preliminary injunctive relief is available only tedress injuries that are related to the
conduct giving rise to the complaingee De Beers Consol. Mines Ltd. v. United Sates, 325 U.S.
212, 220 (1945) (preliminary injunction appropriatgtant intermediate relief of “the same
character as that which may be granted fygabbut inappropriate where the injunction “deals
with a matter lying wholly outdie the issues in the suit”)rowell v. Upstate Correctional
Facility, 2016 WL 7156559, at *7 (N.N.Y. Dec. 7, 2016) (“To prevail on a motion for
preliminary injunctive relief, the moving party stestablish a relationship between the injury
claimed in the motion and the conduct giving tséhe complaint.” (citation and internal

guotation marks omitted)).
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The claims in this case arose while Mitrwas confined d@lorthern Correctional
Institution. He alleges that,thbugh he suffers from a seizutisorder, he was housed in a cell
without a cellmate or working emergency respdnstton. Milner alsalleges the denial of
prompt medical care when he suffered a seizure.

The relief requested in the motion is unrelat@the claims in this action. Because the
actions underlying the claims did not give ris¢hte alleged injuries ithe motion, preliminary
injunctive relief is not warraetd. Milner's motion is d@ed without prejudice.

Milner’'s motion for temporary restrainingder or preliminary ijunction [ECF No. 19]
is DENIED.

SO ORDERED at Bridgeport, Connecticutis 12" day of October 2017.

/s STEFAN R. UNDERHILL

StefanR. Underhill
UnitedStateistrict Judge




