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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California grants Defendants’ unopposed
motion to stay this prisoner civil rights action under the Colorado River doctrine. The Court finds that
a parallel Sacramento County Superior Court action, filed first and involving the same events, claims,
and defendants, warrants a stay to avoid duplicative litigation and inconsistent results. Defendants
must file status reports every 90 days until the state court action concludes.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought a prisoner civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.
Defendants moved, without opposition, to stay the federal proceedings
under the Colorado River abstention doctrine because a parallel state-
court action involving the same events, claims, and defendants was
filed first.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the Colorado River doctrine and evaluated the eight
factors governing whether a federal court should stay or dismiss a
federal action in light of parallel state proceedings.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the federal action should be stayed under the Colorado River doctrine because a parallel state-
court action involving the same facts, claims, and defendants was filed first.

2. Whether the Colorado River factors favored staying the federal action pending resolution of the state-
court proceeding.

HOLDINGS

1. When a parallel state-court action alleges the same facts as a concurrent federal action, the federal
district court may stay the federal action under the Colorado River doctrine.

2. The Colorado River factors warranted staying the federal action pending resolution of the parallel
Sacramento County Superior Court action.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When a parallel state court action has been filed alleging the same facts as in a concurrent federal court
action, the district court may dismiss or stay the federal action.” (at 1)

“Defendants’ unopposed motion for a stay of federal proceedings pursuant to Colorado River is GRANTED.”
(at 3)

“This action is stayed pending resolution of the parallel Sacramento County Superior Court action.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, a state prisoner proceeding pro se, alleged civil-rights violations arising from a cell extraction on June
4, 2022. He filed a state-court action alleging the same facts against the same defendants before filing this
federal § 1983 action. Both proceedings were pending in courts located in the same geographic area, and the
state court could adjudicate the federal claims.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed an action in Sacramento County Superior Court on May 29, 2024, arising from a June 4, 2022 cell
extraction and naming the same defendants. Plaintiff then filed this federal action on June 4, 2024. The federal
court granted Defendants' unopposed motion to stay the federal case pending resolution of the state action.
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