UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

MISSOURI, EASTERN DIVISION

Ribas v. Besler

Ribas - No. 4:25 CV 570 CDP - Decided May 21, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri dismisses Victor Manuel Ribas’s

claims against Megan Besler with prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b). The court

finds a pattern of intentional delay, failure to prosecute, and willful noncompliance with court orders,

including mediation and show-cause orders.
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Defendant moved to dismiss the removed diversity action for failure to
prosecute and failure to comply with court orders under Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 41(b), and alternatively for failure to state a claim

under Rule 12(b)(6). The plaintiff did not oppose the motion.

Under Rule 41(b), dismissal with prejudice is an extreme sanction
appropriate for willful disobedience of court orders or a pattern of
intentional delay. The sanction must be proportionate to the plaintiff's
transgressions, and the court balances the policy of allowing the
plaintiff a day in court against preventing undue delay, avoiding court
congestion, and preserving respect for court procedures.

Unknown; memorandum and order from a federal district court with

no published reporter citation identified.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be dismissed with prejudice under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) for

failure to prosecute and failure to comply with court orders.

2. Whether the plaintiff's repeated missed deadlines, failure to respond to motions, and disregard of show-
cause and mediation orders constituted a pattern of intentional delay and willful disobedience warranting

dismissal with prejudice.

HOLDINGS

1. Dismissal with prejudice was appropriate because Ribas engaged in a pattern of intentional delay and
willfully disregarded the court's orders.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“dismissal with prejudice is an extreme sanction that should be used only in cases of willful disobedience of a

court order or where a litigant exhibits a pattern of intentional delay.”

“This does not mean that the district court must find that the appellant acted in bad faith, but requires only

that he acted intentionally as opposed to accidentally or involuntarily.”

“Plaintiff s practice of picking and choosing which portions of my orders he wants to follow provides strong

support for inferring that his noncompliance is intentional.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The action arose from allegations that Megan Besler accessed and monitored Victor Manuel Ribas's social media
accounts, deleted or blocked social and professional connections, and deleted or hid posts. Ribas filed this action
while a related defamation case between the parties was pending and undergoing settlement-related proceedings.
After removal, Ribas repeatedly failed to comply with orders concerning consolidation, mediation, show-cause
responses, and explanations for his noncompliance, and he failed to respond to motions to dismiss. The court

found that this conduct delayed the case and demonstrated intentional disregard of court orders.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Ribas filed this action in Missouri state court, and Besler removed it to the Eastern District of Missouri based on
diversity jurisdiction. The court previously denied an earlier motion to dismiss without prejudice while referring
the related action and this case to mediation. Ribas repeatedly failed to comply with mediation-related orders,
show-cause orders, and deadlines, and did not oppose either motion to dismiss. The court dismissed the action

with prejudice under Rule 41(b).
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