UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
MISSOURI, EASTERN DIVISION

Burchfield v. City of Berkeley Police Department, et al.

Burchfield - No. 4:25-cv-00847-MTS - Decided December 9, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri denied Lisa Sharon Burchfield’s
motion for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction under Federal Rule of Civil

Procedure 65. The court held that her allegations of past police harassment, ticketing, and assault did
not establish a likelihood of success or an immediate, non-speculative threat of irreparable harm, and

noted limits on relief affecting municipal proceedings or judicial officers.
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DISPOSITION denied

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for a temporary restraining order and preliminary

injunction under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65. The district court
denied the motion.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A temporary restraining order or preliminary injunction is an
extraordinary remedy requiring a clear showing of entitlement,
including a likelihood of success on the merits and an immediate, non-
speculative threat of irreparable harm.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Burchfield demonstrated entitlement to a temporary restraining order or preliminary injunction

under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65.

2. Whether allegations concerning past events established an immediate, non-speculative threat of future
irreparable harm.

3. Whether the requested injunction was unavailable insofar as it sought to interfere with an ongoing

municipal proceeding or enjoin a judicial officer acting in a judicial capacity.

HOLDINGS

1. Burchfield was not entitled to emergency injunctive relief because she failed to demonstrate a likelihood

of success on the merits or an immediate threat of irreparable harm.

2. To the extent Burchfield sought to enjoin an upcoming municipal proceeding or obtain injunctive relief
against a judicial officer acting in a judicial capacity, that relief was unavailable under governing law
absent the circumstances required for an exception to abstention.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65, such relief is an extraordinary remedy, appropriate only upon a
clear showing of irreparable harm.”

“These allegations concern past events and do not establish any immediate, non-speculative threat of future

irreparable injury.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Burchfield alleged police harassment, unlawful ticketing in 2023, and an assault by a Berkeley police officer in
August 2025. She sought broad emergency relief, including an order prohibiting officers from approaching or
contacting her and a 300-yard exclusion zone around her home, vehicle, and workplace. She also appeared to
seek relief concerning an upcoming municipal proceeding and against a judicial officer acting in a judicial

capacity.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Burchfield filed an action against the City of Berkeley Police Department and related defendants and sought
emergency injunctive relief based on allegations of police harassment, unlawful ticketing, and an alleged assault.
The district court denied the motion and stated that it would address the complaint and the motion to proceed in

forma pauperis in the ordinary course.
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