
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF HAWAII

Jordan James Anger v. County of Hawaii, by and through Its
Corporation Counsel (Renee Schoen)

Anger · No. Civ. No. 26-00004 LEK-WRP · Decided April 20, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Hawaii dismissed Jordan James Anger’s civil rights
complaint with prejudice after he failed to file an amended complaint by the court-ordered deadline.
The court denied his application to proceed without prepaying fees or costs as moot and directed the
Clerk’s Office to enter final judgment and close the case.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court dismissed the plaintiff's civil-rights complaint
without prejudice and granted leave to amend by April 17, 2026. After
the plaintiff neither amended the complaint nor requested an
extension, the court dismissed the action with prejudice under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b), denied the pending fee-waiver
application as moot, and directed the Clerk's Office to close the case.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Abuse-of-discretion framework for dismissal under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 41(b), including consideration of the five Dreith
factors.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; persuasive authority only.

PARTIES Jordan James Anger v. County of Hawaii, by and through Its
Corporation Counsel (Renee Schoen)

TOPICS

motions to dismiss civil procedure section 1983 sanctions



PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure civil rights

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court could dismiss the complaint with prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
41(b) after the plaintiff failed to amend by the court-ordered deadline or seek an extension.

2. Whether the plaintiff's application to proceed without prepaying fees or costs should be denied as moot
after dismissal with prejudice.

HOLDINGS

1. A district court may dismiss an action with prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) when
the plaintiff fails to comply with a court order setting a deadline to file an amended complaint, provided
the court considers the applicable dismissal factors.

2. The application to proceed without prepaying fees or costs should be denied as moot after the complaint
was dismissed with prejudice and the case was closed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The claims in Anger’s Complaint, which this Court previously dismissed without prejudice, are DISMISSED
WITH PREJUDICE.” (at 2)

“In light of the dismissal with prejudice, Anger’s Application is DENIED AS MOOT.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Anger filed a civil-rights complaint against the County of Hawaii and an application to proceed without
prepaying fees or costs. The court previously dismissed the complaint without prejudice and set April 17, 2026,
as the deadline for filing an amended complaint. Anger neither filed an amended complaint nor requested an
extension, and he had not served the original complaint on the County.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On January 5, 2026, Anger filed a civil-rights complaint and an application to proceed without prepaying fees or
costs. On February 17, 2026, the court dismissed the complaint without prejudice and allowed amendment by
April 17, 2026. Anger did not file an amended complaint, seek an extension, or serve the original complaint. The
court therefore dismissed the claims with prejudice, denied the application as moot, and directed entry of final
judgment and closure of the case on May 5, 2026.

DISPOSITION

dismissed

CASES CITED



Yourish v. California Amplifier, 191 F.3d 983, 988 (9th Cir. 1999)

Russel v. United States, Case No. 21cv1029-LL-MDD, 2023 WL 2919319, at *3 (S.D. Cal. Apr. 12, 2023)

Dreith v. Nu Image, Inc., 648 F.3d 779, 788 (9th Cir. 2011)

Retrieved from lawtools.ai · https://lawtools.ai/cases/federal/united-states-district-court-for-the-district-of-hawaii/2026/jordan-james-anger-
v-county-of-hawaii-by-and-through-its-hqb2u4yl


