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SUMMARY

The document is an order and findings and recommendations in a prisoner civil-rights action against J.
Quiring. The magistrate judge denies the plaintiff’s request for an in-person settlement conference and
recommends denial of preliminary injunctive relief concerning threats by other inmates because the
requested relief is unrelated to the complaint, seeks to affect nonparties, and does not satisfy the
applicable injunction standards.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A state prisoner moved for a protective order and preliminary
injunctive relief based on alleged death threats from unknown inmates,
and separately requested an in-person settlement conference. The
magistrate judge denied the settlement-conference request and
recommended denial of the motion for injunctive relief, subject to
objections and review by the assigned district judge.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A preliminary injunction requires a clear showing that the plaintiff is
likely to succeed on the merits, likely to suffer irreparable harm absent
relief, that the balance of equities favors relief, and that an injunction
is in the public interest. Mandatory injunctions are subject to a
heightened standard. Under the Prison Litigation Reform Act,
prospective relief must be narrowly drawn and the least intrusive
means necessary to correct the violation. An ex parte temporary
restraining order requires a clear showing that immediate and
irreparable harm will occur without relief.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished federal district court order and findings and
recommendations; not a precedential appellate opinion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Jones was entitled to preliminary injunctive or protective relief based on alleged threats by
unknown inmates.

2. Whether the requested injunction was permissible when it was based on allegations separate from those
in the complaint and sought relief against nonparties.

3. Whether Jones's request for an in-person settlement conference should be granted after he declined to
attend the previously scheduled conference.

HOLDINGS

1. Preliminary injunctive relief should be denied because Jones failed to address or establish the Winter
factors.

2. The court should not issue an injunction based on claims not pleaded in the complaint.

3. The court could not issue an injunction determining the rights of unnamed inmates who were not before
the court.

4. The request for an in-person settlement conference was denied because Jones declined to attend the
previously scheduled settlement conference.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A plaintiff seeking a preliminary injunction must show: (1) he is likely to succeed on the merits; (2) he is
likely to suffer irreparable harm in the absence of injunctive relief; (3) the balance of equities tips in his
favor; and (4) an injunction is in the public interest.” (Opinion at 2)

“When a plaintiff seeks injunctive relief based on claims not pled in the complaint, the court does not have the
authority to issue an injunction.” (Opinion at 3)

“A federal court may issue an injunction if it has personal jurisdiction over the parties and subject matter
jurisdiction over the claim; it may not attempt to determine the rights of persons not before the court.”
(Opinion at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Jones is a state inmate proceeding pro se. His complaint concerns an alleged Fourteenth Amendment violation
by Quiring during a 2022 disciplinary proceeding at Mule Creek State Prison. His motion for injunctive relief
instead sought protection from alleged death threats by unknown inmates at Salinas Valley State Prison. Jones
also sought an in-person settlement conference but refused to attend a conference previously scheduled before
Judge Dennis M. Cota.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jones's underlying complaint alleges that defendant Quiring violated his Fourteenth Amendment rights during a
2022 disciplinary proceeding at Mule Creek State Prison. Jones later sought injunctive relief concerning threats
allegedly made by unknown inmates at Salinas Valley State Prison and requested an in-person settlement
conference. The court denied the settlement-conference request, recommended denying the injunction motion,
and advised the parties of the procedure for objecting under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1).
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