UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT

Victor L. Jordan, Sr. v. Colleen Gallagher, et al.

Jordan - No. 3:24-cv-01694 (VAB) - Decided December 19, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Connecticut ruled on Defendants’ motion to
dismiss Victor L. Jordan, Sr.’s claims arising from alleged unconstitutional prison medical care and
retaliation. The court dismissed all claims against Warden Reis after injunctive relief was dismissed,
but allowed the Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claims against Colleen Gallagher, Dr.
Gloria Perry, and Captain Blackstock and the First Amendment retaliation claim against Dr. Perry to

proceed. The motion to dismiss was therefore granted in part and denied in part.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) to
dismiss a pro se sentenced inmate's claims under the Eighth and First
Amendments.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court applies the plausibility standard,

accepts factual allegations as true, views them in the light most
favorable to the plaintiff, and generally limits review to the complaint,

attached exhibits, and documents incorporated by reference.
PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court opinion
PARTIES Victor L. Jordan, Sr. v. Colleen Gallagher, Dr. Gloria Perry, Captain

Blackstock, Warden Reis
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether the remaining Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claims against Gallagher, Perry, and

Blackstock plausibly stated claims for relief.

. Whether Jordan's First Amendment retaliation claim against Perry plausibly alleged protected conduct,

adverse action, and causation.

. Whether the prior-pending action doctrine required dismissal of the remaining damages claims.

. Whether qualified immunity could be applied at the motion-to-dismiss stage on the grounds asserted by

defendants.

. Whether dismissal of the injunctive-relief claim required dismissal of the official-capacity claim against

Warden Reis.

HOLDINGS

1.

The complaint plausibly stated Eighth Amendment deliberate-indifference claims against Gallagher,

Perry, and Blackstock, so dismissal under Rule 12(b)(6) was denied.

. The First Amendment retaliation claim against Perry plausibly stated a claim, and dismissal was denied.
. The remaining damages claims were not dismissed under the prior-pending action doctrine.

. The court declined to apply qualified immunity at that time because defendants' motion presented a

procedural mismatch.

. Because the request for injunctive relief had been dismissed, the remaining official-capacity claim

against Warden Reis was dismissed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Deliberate indifference is a mental state equivalent to subjective recklessness, as the term is used in criminal
law.” (Discussion § I11.B)

“advancing qualified immunity as grounds for a motion to dismiss is almost always a procedural mismatch.”
(Discussion § II1.D)

“Defendants’ motion to dismiss, ECF No. 27, is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jordan, a sentenced inmate at Cheshire Correctional Institution, alleged that prison officials were deliberately
indifferent to serious medical needs and that Dr. Perry retaliated against him for protected conduct. The initial
review order allowed damages claims against Gallagher, Perry, and Blackstock and injunctive relief against
Warden Reis. The court had denied Jordan's requested emergency injunctive relief concerning dental care

because it duplicated relief sought in a separate action.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jordan filed the complaint on October 23, 2024. After initial review, the court permitted damages claims against
Gallagher, Perry, and Blackstock in their individual capacities for alleged Eighth Amendment deliberate
indifference, a damages claim against Perry for First Amendment retaliation, and official-capacity injunctive
relief against Warden Reis. The court later denied Jordan's emergency motion for a temporary restraining order
and preliminary injunction as duplicative of relief sought in another action. Defendants then moved to dismiss,

and the court granted the motion in part as to Reis and denied it as to the remaining defendants and claims.
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