UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
NORTH CAROLINA, WESTERN DIVISION

Ashley Galloway v. Federal Bureau of Investigation

Galloway - No. No. 5:25-CV-838-M-BM - Decided January 23, 2026

SUMMARY

A magistrate judge recommends dismissing Ashley Galloway’s pro se action against the Federal

Bureau of Investigation for failure to prosecute and failure to comply with a deficiency order. The

recommendation follows plaintiff’s failure to submit a completed financial disclosure statement and

required summonses, despite being given a deadline and warning of possible dismissal.
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The pro se plaintiff applied to proceed in forma pauperis. After the
court identified deficiencies in her filings and ordered her to submit
corrected documents, the magistrate judge issued a Memorandum and
Recommendation recommending sua sponte dismissal for failure to

prosecute and failure to comply with a court order.

A district court may dismiss an action sua sponte for lack of
prosecution or failure to comply with a court order, but dismissal is not
a sanction to be invoked lightly. The district judge must conduct a de
novo determination of portions of the Memorandum and
Recommendation to which proper objections are made.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court may recommend sua sponte dismissal for failure to prosecute and failure to comply

with a court order.

2. Whether plaintiff's failure to cure the deficiencies identified in the court's order warranted dismissal of

the action.

HOLDINGS

1. A federal trial court has inherent authority to dismiss an action sua sponte for lack of prosecution or

violation of a court order, although dismissal is a sanction that should not be imposed lightly.

2. Dismissal without prejudice was recommended because plaintiff failed to respond to the court's
deficiency order, failed to cure the identified deficiencies, and appeared not to intend to prosecute her
claims at that time.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A court has the inherent power to dismiss a case sua sponte for lack of prosecution or failure to comply with

a court order.”
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“However, “dismissal is not a sanction to be invoked lightly.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Ashley Galloway filed a pro se action against the Federal Bureau of Investigation and sought leave to proceed in
forma pauperis. The court found that she had not provided a completed financial disclosure statement and that
she had not supplied the summonses required for a federal agency or employee, the Attorney General, and the
U.S. Attorney Civil Process Clerk. After receiving the necessary forms and a warning that failure to correct the
deficiencies could lead to dismissal without prejudice, Galloway filed no additional documents and did not

respond to the court's order.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff initiated this federal case and applied to proceed in forma pauperis. The court ordered her to provide a
completed financial disclosure statement and corrected summonses for the federal defendant and required federal
officials. Although the Clerk mailed the necessary forms and plaintiff was warned that failure to cure the
deficiencies could result in dismissal without prejudice, she filed nothing by the January 21, 2026 deadline. The
magistrate judge recommended dismissal and allowed objections through February 6, 2026, subject to de novo

review by the presiding district judge.
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