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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of California ordered the plaintiff to show
cause why the action should not be dismissed for failure to prosecute. The order states that the plaintiff
failed to file an amended complaint by the court-ordered deadline and directs him to respond by April
25, 2025, warning that nonresponse may lead to reassignment and a recommendation for dismissal.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE After screening the complaint and granting plaintiff leave to amend,
the court issued an order to show cause why the action should not be
dismissed for failure to prosecute and failure to comply with court
orders.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the court should require plaintiff to show cause why the action should not be dismissed for
failure to prosecute and failure to comply with court orders.

2. Whether the court possesses inherent authority to dismiss an action sua sponte to ensure the orderly and
expeditious disposition of cases.

HOLDINGS

1. A federal court possesses inherent power to dismiss an action sua sponte to achieve the orderly and
expeditious disposition of cases.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“to achieve the orderly and expeditious disposition of cases.” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The court had screened Sanchez de Tagle's complaint and stayed service of process. Plaintiff was granted leave
to file an amended complaint by March 28, 2025, but the docket showed that no amended complaint had been
filed by that deadline. The court therefore required plaintiff to explain why the action should not be dismissed
for failure to prosecute.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On March 5, 2025, the court screened plaintiff's complaint, stayed service of process, and granted leave to file an
amended complaint by March 28, 2025. Plaintiff did not file an amended complaint by the deadline. The court
ordered plaintiff to respond by April 25, 2025, warning that failure to respond would result in reassignment to a
district judge with a recommendation for dismissal.
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