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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California denied without prejudice the
parties' joint motion to dismiss the plaintiffs' sixth cause of action under the Private Attorney General
Act. The court held that Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a) permits dismissal of actions, not
individual claims, and directed the parties to seek amendment under Rule 15 after the stay is lifted.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The court considered a joint stipulation, construed as a joint motion
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a), seeking dismissal of
Plaintiffs' sixth cause of action under the Private Attorney General Act.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unknown
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a) permits parties to dismiss an individual claim, rather
than the entire action, by stipulation or joint motion.

HOLDINGS



1. Rule 41(a) provides for dismissal of actions, not individual claims within an action; withdrawal of an
individual claim against a defendant must instead be pursued under Rule 15.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Rule 41(a) does not allow for “piecemeal dismissals,” and that “withdrawals of individual claims against a
given defendant are governed by [Rule] 15 . . . .”” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Michelle Franklin and Irene Gamboa brought claims against Scripps Health, including a sixth cause of action
under the Private Attorney General Act. While the federal matter was stayed pending state-court proceedings, the
parties jointly sought dismissal of that individual claim.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs and Defendant jointly sought dismissal of one claim while the matter was stayed pending state-court
actions. The district court denied the motion without prejudice because Rule 41(a) authorizes dismissal of
actions, not individual claims, and directed the parties to file a joint status report after the state-court actions
concluded.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The motion was denied without prejudice to filing a motion to amend the pleadings after the stay is lifted. The
parties were reminded to file a joint status report within five business days after the conclusion of the state-court
actions for which the matter was stayed.
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