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SUMMARY

A United States magistrate judge recommends that the action be dismissed without prejudice because
the plaintiffs failed to comply with two court orders and failed to prosecute the case. The
recommendation also asks the clerk to close the case file and advises the parties of the fourteen-day
deadline for filing objections.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Report and recommendation on dismissal of a civil action for failure to
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be dismissed without prejudice because Plaintiffs failed to comply with two
court orders.

2. Whether the action should be dismissed sua sponte for failure to prosecute.

HOLDINGS

1. The magistrate judge recommended that the action be dismissed without prejudice because Plaintiffs
failed to comply with two court orders, failed to prosecute the action, and offered no excuse or good
cause for their failures.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Federal courts possess an inherent power to dismiss a complaint for failure to comply with a court order.”
(Discussion)

“Because Plaintiffs failed to comply with court orders and failed to prosecute this action the undersigned
respectfully RECOMMENDS that the District Court:” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiffs were ordered to file an amended complaint on a court-approved form by November 17, 2025. They
failed to comply, and they also failed to respond to a subsequent order requiring them to explain their
noncompliance and show cause by December 15, 2025. Plaintiffs offered no excuse or good cause for either
failure.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The magistrate judge ordered Plaintiffs to file an amended complaint on an approved form by November 17,
2025. After Plaintiffs failed to comply, the magistrate judge ordered them to show cause by December 15, 2025,
and again warned that noncompliance could result in dismissal. Plaintiffs did not comply with either order,
leading the magistrate judge to recommend dismissal without prejudice and closure of the case.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

None. The magistrate judge recommended that the District Court dismiss the action without prejudice and direct
the clerk to close the case file. The recommendation was subject to objections within fourteen days.
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