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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Oregon denied as moot two motions to dismiss
filed against the original complaint in a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action and related Oregon Tort Claims Act
negligence claim. The court held that the First Amended Complaint superseded the original complaint,
rendering the motions directed to the original complaint moot.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff filed an action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and asserted a
negligence claim. Two defendants moved to dismiss the original
complaint for failure to state a claim. Plaintiff then filed a first
amended complaint, and the court denied the pending motions as moot
because they were directed to the superseded original complaint.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished

TOPICS

motions to dismiss pleadings motion to amend civil procedure section 1983

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure civil rights

QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether defendants' motions to dismiss the original complaint became moot after plaintiff filed a first
amended complaint.

2. Whether motions directed at a complaint superseded by an amended complaint should be denied.

HOLDINGS

1. A first amended complaint supersedes the original complaint, rendering motions directed at the original
complaint moot.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is well-established in our circuit that an ‘amended complaint supersedes the original, the latter being
treated as non-existent.’”

“Because Plaintiff’s FAC supersedes her original complaint, and because Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss
were directed at the original complaint, those Motions are now moot.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that the defendants violated her Eighth Amendment rights by subjecting her to unsafe prison
labor and by denying or delaying medical care. She also asserted a negligence claim against the State of Oregon
under the Oregon Tort Claims Act. The court resolved only the procedural effect of Plaintiff's amended
complaint on the pending motions to dismiss.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed suit on January 30, 2026. Warren Roberts and Joe Bugher separately moved to dismiss the original
complaint on April 16 and April 23, 2026. Plaintiff filed a first amended complaint on April 30, 2026. The
district court held that the amended complaint superseded the original complaint and denied the pending motions
to dismiss as moot.
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