IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 92-4632
Conf er ence Cal endar

ALONZO HOMNRD PAYNE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JAMES A. COLLINS, Director,
Texas Dept. of Crimnal Justice,
I nstitutional Division,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:91-CV-155
(January 21, 1993)
Before GARWODOD, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-appellant Al onzo Howard Payne appeals the district
court's denial of his request for a tenporary restraining order
and/or prelimnary injunction. Payne filed his request in the
instant action seeking the return of his typewiter, |aw books,
| egal pl eadi ngs, and personal property.

The denial of a tenporary restraining order is not

appeal able. Matter of Lieb, 915 F.2d 180, 183 (5th Cr. 1990).

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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The district court did not abuse its discretion in denying a
prelimnary injunction, which is an extraordi nary renedy.

M ssi ssi ppi Power & Light Co. v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., 760

F.2d 618, 621 (5th Gr. 1985). Payne has not denonstrated a
threat of irreparable injury and has not shown, as he all eges,
that the lack of access to his legal materials and typewiter is
hanpering his ability to litigate. Payne has an adequate renedy
at law for the alleged confiscation of his personal property.

The granting of injunctive relief is not essential to preserve
the Court's ability to rule on the nerits of his underlying claim

for the denial of adequate nedical care. See id. at 627.

AFFI RVED.



