UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

CALIFORNIA

John Brown v. Takeuchi Mfg. Co. (U.S.), Ltd.; Takeuchi Mfg. Co.
Ltd.; United Rentals (North America), Inc.; and United Rentals Inc.

Brown v. Takeuchi - No. 2:21-cv-00392-JAM-DMC - Decided April 3, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California dismissed the action after

Plaintiff failed to file settlement-related dispositional documents by the court-ordered deadline.

Applying the Ferdik factors, the court concluded that dismissal was appropriate and directed the Clerk

to close the case.
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United States District Court for the Eastern District of California
John A. Mendez

United States District Court for the Eastern District of California
April 3, 2025

2:21-cv-00392-JAM-DMC

dismissed

Following settlement discussions and repeated extensions of the
deadline to file dispositional documents, the court dismissed the action

after Plaintiff failed to comply with the court's final deadline.

The court evaluated dismissal under the five Ferdik factors governing

dismissal for failure to comply with a court order.
Unknown; district court order with no reporter citation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether dismissal was appropriate after Plaintiff failed to comply with the court's order requiring filing

of dispositional documents by the final deadline.

HOLDINGS

1. Dismissal was appropriate because the public interest in expeditious resolution, the court's need to
manage its docket, the risk of prejudice to Defendants, and the unavailability of effective less drastic

alternatives outweighed the public policy favoring disposition on the merits.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“No further extension of this March 31, 2025 deadline will be granted by the court absent a showing of good
cause. If the settlement documents are not filed by March 31, 2025, this case will be dismissed.” (at 2)

“the public has an overriding interest in securing “the just, speedy, and inexpensive determination of every
action.”” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The parties had apparently reached a settlement, but Plaintiff did not sign or file the settlement-related
dispositional documents. From August 2024 through March 2025, Plaintiff's counsel repeatedly sought
continuances, and the court repeatedly extended the filing deadline. Despite an express warning that failure to

file by March 31, 2025 would result in dismissal, Plaintiff filed no dispositional documents by that date.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The court ordered the parties to file dispositional documents after settlement. The court granted several
continuances, ultimately setting a March 31, 2025 deadline and expressly warning that no further extension
would be granted absent good cause and that failure to file the documents would result in dismissal. Plaintiff did
not file dispositional documents by the deadline, and the court dismissed the action and directed the Clerk to

close the case.
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