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SUMMARY

The court granted the named defendants’ Rule 12(b)(6) motion in this 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action arising
from an alleged use of excessive force against an incarcerated plaintiff and his subsequent criminal
prosecution. The court dismissed the malicious prosecution and fair trial claims without prejudice
because the plaintiff was already incarcerated on unrelated charges and therefore did not allege an
actionable post-arraignment deprivation of liberty. The supervisory liability claim was dismissed with
prejudice because standalone supervisory liability is not independently cognizable under Second
Circuit precedent.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action arising from an alleged use
of force during incarceration and a subsequent criminal prosecution.
Named defendants moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)
(6) to dismiss the malicious prosecution, fair trial, and supervisory
liability claims.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true and draws reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's



favor, but does not accept legal conclusions; the complaint must
contain enough facts to state a plausible claim for relief.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court memorandum-decision and order;
persuasive but not binding precedent
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Stewart plausibly alleged the deprivation-of-liberty element required for a § 1983 malicious
prosecution claim when he was already incarcerated on unrelated charges.

2. Whether Stewart plausibly alleged a § 1983 fair trial claim when he remained incarcerated on unrelated
charges during the prosecution.

3. Whether standalone supervisory liability claims remain cognizable under § 1983 after Tangreti v.
Bachmann.

HOLDINGS

1. A plaintiff who is already incarcerated on unrelated charges and remains incarcerated throughout the
challenged prosecution does not suffer an actionable deprivation of liberty from being compelled to
attend the related criminal proceedings. Stewart therefore failed to state a § 1983 malicious prosecution
claim.

2. Stewart failed to state a § 1983 fair trial claim because he did not allege an actionable deprivation of
liberty resulting from the prosecution while he was already incarcerated on unrelated charges.

3. Standalone claims for supervisory liability are no longer cognizable under § 1983 in the Second Circuit.
A plaintiff must instead plead and prove that each defendant, through the defendant's own individual
actions, violated the Constitution.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“there is no special rule for supervisory liability. Instead, a plaintiff must plead and prove ‘that each
Government-official defendant, through the official’s own individual actions, has violated the Constitution.’”

“Because the Second Circuit no longer recognizes supervisory liability as an independent claim under §
1983, Plaintiff’s claims for supervisory liability are dismissed, but evidence that Defendants acted in a



supervisory capacity may be used to establish direct liability for other claims.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Stewart was incarcerated at Clinton Correctional Facility when corrections officers allegedly used force against
him during an escort and in the medical clinic. Several officers allegedly forwarded false evidence to prosecutors
stating that Stewart initiated the altercation, and Stewart was later indicted and prosecuted. Stewart attended
pretrial proceedings and was acquitted, but he remained incarcerated on unrelated charges throughout the
prosecution.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Stewart filed a § 1983 action and amended complaint asserting excessive force, malicious prosecution, fair trial,
failure to intervene, and supervisory liability claims. The named defendants moved to dismiss three claims. The
court granted the motion, dismissing the malicious prosecution and fair trial claims without prejudice and the
supervisory liability claim with prejudice.
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