UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF

GEORGIA

Anthony J. Oliver v. Sandi West, et al.

No. 5:25-cv-265-MTT-AGH, United States District Court for the Middle District of Georgia (March 10, 2026)

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Georgia dismissed Anthony J. Oliver’s civil

action without prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The court found that Oliver

failed to comply with court-imposed filing restrictions, failed to provide information requested in court

orders, and failed to respond to an order to show cause and a defendants’ motion. The court denied the

pending motions as moot and warned that future disrespectful or noncompliant conduct could result in

filing sanctions.
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5:25-cv-265-MTT-AGH

dismissed

Plaintiff filed a civil action in Georgia state court. Defendants removed
it to the Northern District of Georgia, which transferred it to the
Middle District of Georgia. After Plaintiff failed to comply with court
orders and failed to respond to an order to show cause and a motion to
dismiss, the district court dismissed the action without prejudice under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b).

A district court may dismiss an action sua sponte under Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(b) for failure to prosecute or failure to obey a
court order; dismissal without prejudice is generally appropriate when
a litigant fails to comply with a court order, particularly after being

warned.

Unknown; district court order designated as a trial-court opinion and
no precedential status stated.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be dismissed under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) because Plaintiff

failed to comply with court orders and failed to prosecute the action.

2. Whether Plaintiff's outstanding motion to consolidate and Defendants' motion to extend deadlines or

alternatively dismiss should be denied as moot following dismissal.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court may dismiss an action without prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b)
when a plaintiff fails to prosecute or fails to comply with court orders, and dismissal was warranted

because Oliver repeatedly failed to comply with the Court's orders and warnings.

2. Plaintiff's outstanding motion to consolidate and Defendants' motion to extend deadlines or alternatively

dismiss were denied as moot after the action was dismissed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A district court has authority to manage its docket to expeditiously resolve cases, and this authority includes

the power to dismiss a case for failure to prosecute or failure to comply with the court’s orders.”

“In conclusion, this action is DISMISSED without prejudice due to Plaintiff’s failure to follow the Court’s
Orders.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Oliver, a state prisoner, filed this action without complying with a state-court filing restriction imposed as a
condition of her criminal sentence. The district court ordered her to disclose her Georgia litigation history and
explain her noncompliance, but she did not provide the requested information and instead submitted
disrespectful and threatening responses. After the Court issued an order to show cause and repeatedly warned

that noncompliance would result in dismissal, Oliver failed to respond.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Oliver filed the action in the Superior Court of Monroe County and moved to proceed in forma pauperis.
Defendants removed the action to the Northern District of Georgia, which transferred it to this Court. The Court
ordered Oliver to disclose her litigation history and explain her compliance with a state-court filing restriction,
later issued an order to show cause, and gave her additional time to respond. Oliver did not comply or respond,
so the Court dismissed the action without prejudice for failure to follow court orders.
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