UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Bryan Mitchell v. H. Gomez, et al.

Mitchell v. Gomez - No. 2:25-cv-05847-SVW-DTB - Decided November 7, 2025

SUMMARY

The court dismissed Bryan Mitchell’s civil action without prejudice because he neither paid the filing
fee nor submitted a complete in forma pauperis request. The dismissal followed the plaintiff’s failure

to comply with a prior order within the allotted 30-day period.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The court dismissed the civil rights action without prejudice after

Plaintiff failed either to pay the filing fee or submit a complete in

forma pauperis request within the court-ordered period.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be dismissed without prejudice because Plaintiff failed to pay the filing fee or
submit a complete in forma pauperis request after being ordered to do so.



HOLDINGS

1. A civil action in federal district court requires payment of the filing fee unless the plaintiff is granted
leave to proceed in forma pauperis; prisoners who receive in forma pauperis status remain responsible

for the fee through installment payments.

2. The court may dismiss an action without prejudice when a plaintiff fails to comply with an order

requiring payment of the filing fee or submission of a complete in forma pauperis request.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The authority . . . to dismiss sua sponte for lack of prosecution . . . [is] vested in courts to manage their own

dffairs so as to achieve the orderly and expeditious disposition of cases.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff initiated a civil action but did not pay the filing fee. His request to proceed in forma pauperis was
incomplete, and the court gave him 30 days either to submit a fully completed request or pay the full fee.
Plaintiff did not comply with that order.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a civil action and an incomplete request to proceed in forma pauperis. On September 10, 2025, the
court postponed ruling on the request and directed Plaintiff to file a complete request or pay the filing fee within
30 days, warning that noncompliance would result in dismissal without prejudice. Plaintiff did not respond, and

the court dismissed the action.
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