UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
TEXAS, AMARILLO DIVISION

Brodrick Eugene Davis v. Nick Wright, et al.

Davis - No. 2:25-CV-122-Z-BR - Decided January 26, 2026

SUMMARY

A United States Magistrate Judge recommends dismissing Brodrick Eugene Davis’s pro se civil-rights
complaint without prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The recommendation is
based on Davis’s failure to comply with an order requiring him to file a notice of intent to proceed

after an apparent change of Bureau of Prisons facility and address.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A pro se prisoner plaintiff failed to comply with an order requiring him

to file a notice of intent to proceed and update or confirm his address.
The magistrate judge issued findings, conclusions, and a
recommendation that the complaint be dismissed without prejudice
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b).

STANDARD OF REVIEW Dismissal under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) may be
imposed sua sponte for failure to prosecute or failure to comply with

the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or a court order.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint should be dismissed without prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure

41(b) because the plaintiff failed to comply with a court order and failed to prosecute the action.

HOLDINGS

1. Dismissal without prejudice was appropriate because Davis failed to comply with the court's order and

the action could not proceed without his compliance.

2. Davis's pro se status did not exempt him from complying with applicable procedural rules or the court's

order.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This authority [under Rule 41(b)] flows from the court’s inherent power to control its docket and prevent

undue delays in the disposition of pending cases.”

“A pro se litigant is not exempt from compliance with relevant rules of procedural and substantive law.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Brodrick Eugene Davis, proceeding pro se and while incarcerated, filed a complaint alleging that unknown
defendants violated his civil rights. The court later determined that Davis appeared to have changed Bureau of
Prisons facilities without updating his address and ordered him to file a notice of intent to proceed. Davis missed

the January 20, 2026 deadline and did not otherwise respond despite being given ample opportunity to comply.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Davis filed a civil-rights complaint on June 6, 2025. After the court ordered him to file a notice of intent to
proceed by January 20, 2026, Davis neither complied nor otherwise responded. The magistrate judge
recommended dismissal without prejudice, subject to the parties' right to object under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b) and
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(b)(2).
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