UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Hopson v. Chavez

No. 1:24-cv-00474-BAM (PC) (E.D. Cal. Jan. 5, 2026) - No. 1:24-cv-00474-BAM (PC) - Decided January 5,
2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California recommends dismissing Ryan
Joel Hopson’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action with prejudice. The recommendation is based on failure to state
a claim, failure to obey the Court’s order to amend, and failure to prosecute. The Court also directs the

Clerk to randomly assign a district judge and provides a fourteen-day period for objections.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Magistrate judge screening prisoner complaint under 28 U.S.C. §

1915A and recommending dismissal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint states a cognizable claim for relief under 42 U.S.C. § 1983



2. Whether Plaintiff properly joined claims and parties under Rules 18 and 20
3. Whether Plaintiff failed to prosecute and obey the court order to amend
4. Whether Plaintiff established supervisory liability

5. Whether injunctive relief is moot

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint fails to state a cognizable claim because it contains conclusory allegations without
sufficient factual detail linking specific defendants to the alleged constitutional violations.

2. The complaint improperly joins unrelated claims against unrelated parties in a single action in violation
of Rules 18 and 20.

3. Dismissal with prejudice is the appropriate sanction for Plaintiff's failure to file an amended complaint
as ordered and failure to prosecute.

4. Supervisory liability cannot be based on respondeat superior; Plaintiff must show the supervisor

participated in, directed, or knew of violations and failed to act, or implemented a deficient policy.

5. Injunctive relief is moot because Plaintiff is no longer housed at the jail where the alleged incidents

occurred.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, a state prisoner, filed a civil rights complaint against county jail officials alleging numerous
constitutional violations including mail delays, unsanitary conditions, inadequate food, and racial discrimination.
The complaint was 29 pages long and made conclusory allegations without linking specific defendants to

specific wrongs.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a pro se and in forma pauperis civil rights complaint. The Court screened the complaint, found
deficiencies under Rules 8, 18, and 20, and granted leave to amend. Plaintiff failed to file an amended complaint
or otherwise communicate with the Court.

DISPOSITION

dismissed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Clerk of Court is ordered to randomly assign a District Judge to the action. The Findings and

Recommendations will be submitted to the assigned District Judge for review.
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