UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Tyrell Ainsworth v. Shepherd, et al.

Ainsworth - No. No. 2:24-cv-1478 KIM AC P - Decided December 30, 2025

SUMMARY

The document contains findings and recommendations by a United States magistrate judge in
Ainsworth v. Shepherd, et al. The magistrate judge recommends dismissal without prejudice because
the plaintiff failed to pay the filing fee after being ordered to do so and after his appeal was dismissed

for failure to pay the appellate filing fee.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Findings and recommendations by a magistrate judge recommending

dismissal without prejudice after plaintiff failed to pay the filing fee

and failed to respond to the court's order.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be dismissed without prejudice after plaintiff failed to pay the filing fee

despite an order and warning requiring payment.



KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY RECOMMENDED that this action be dismissed without prejudice.” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff was ordered to pay the filing fee within thirty days and was warned that failure to do so would result in
dismissal. He appealed the order, but his appeal was dismissed because he failed to pay the appellate filing fee.
After the appellate mandate issued, plaintiff still did not pay the district-court filing fee or otherwise respond to

the order.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The court ordered plaintiff to pay the filing fee within thirty days and warned that failure to do so would result in
dismissal. Plaintiff appealed, but the appeal was dismissed after he failed to pay the appellate filing fee, and the
appellate order became the mandate. Plaintiff then failed to pay the filing fee in the district court or otherwise

respond, prompting the magistrate judge to recommend dismissal without prejudice.
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