UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Jasmen Lavar Hall v. Ironwood State Prison

Hall v. Ironwood State Prison - No. 2:24-cv-2701-JGB-RAO - Decided September 11, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Central District of California dismisses Jasmen Lavar Hall’s
civil rights action without prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The dismissal is
based on Hall’s failure to file an amended complaint and failure to respond to the court’s order to show

cause.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Pro se prisoner civil-rights action dismissed without prejudice under

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) for failure to obey court orders

and failure to prosecute.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the five-factor Ninth Circuit test for dismissal for

failure to prosecute or failure to comply with court orders.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the action should be dismissed without prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b)
because Plaintiff failed to file the required amended complaint, failed to respond to the order to show
cause, and failed to prosecute.

HOLDINGS

1. Dismissal without prejudice was appropriate because Plaintiff failed to obey the court's orders and failed

to prosecute the action.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“For the reasons set forth below, the Court dismisses this action for failure to obey court orders and to

prosecute pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b).” (at 1)

“Four factors favor dismissal and one factor weighs slightly against dismissal. Accordingly, dismissal of this

action without prejudice is appropriate.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, a California state prisoner proceeding pro se, filed a civil-rights complaint. After the case was
transferred, the court granted in forma pauperis status and dismissed the complaint with leave to amend, setting a
deadline for a First Amended Complaint and warning that noncompliance could result in dismissal. Plaintiff did
not file the amended complaint or respond to the subsequent order to show cause.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a civil-rights complaint in the Southern District of California, and the action was transferred to the
Central District of California. After granting in forma pauperis status, the court dismissed the original complaint
with leave to amend and ordered Plaintiff to file a First Amended Complaint. Plaintiff instead filed grievance-
related documents, failed to file the amended complaint, and failed to respond to an order to show cause; the

court then dismissed the action without prejudice.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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