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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California orders Plaintiff Quoc Xuong
Luu to show cause within 14 days why his civil rights action should not be dismissed for failure to
respond to the Court’s first screening order. The order permits Plaintiff alternatively to file a first
amended complaint or a notice of voluntary dismissal and warns that failure to comply may result in a
recommendation of dismissal for failure to obey court orders and failure to prosecute.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The court issued an order to show cause after a pro se prisoner plaintiff
failed to respond to a screening order directing him to file a first
amended complaint or a notice of voluntary dismissal.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential district-court order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court may require Plaintiff to show cause and potentially dismiss the action for failure to
comply with a court order and failure to prosecute.



2. Whether Plaintiff should receive an additional 14-day opportunity to respond to the screening order by
filing a first amended complaint, a notice of voluntary dismissal, or a written explanation.

HOLDINGS

1. A district court may use its inherent docket-management power, together with applicable rules, to
impose sanctions including dismissal when a party fails to prosecute an action, obey a court order, or
comply with local rules.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“District courts have inherent power to control their dockets” (at 2)

“Accordingly, the Court ORDERS Plaintiff to show cause in writing, within 14 days of the date of service of
this order, why this action should not be dismissed for his failure to comply with the Court’s screening order.”
(at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Quoc Xuong Luu, proceeding pro se and in forma pauperis, brought a civil-rights action against the
Warden of Wasco State Prison and other defendants. The court's first screening order found that the complaint
failed to state a cognizable claim against any named defendant. Plaintiff did not file an amended complaint, a
notice of voluntary dismissal, or any other response within the 21-day deadline.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed an in forma pauperis civil-rights action. On December 1, 2025, the court screened the complaint,
found that it failed to state a claim, and ordered Plaintiff to file a first amended complaint or notice of voluntary
dismissal within 21 days. Plaintiff took no action, so the court ordered him to show cause within 14 days why
the action should not be dismissed, while allowing him to file an amended complaint or voluntary dismissal
instead.
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