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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky considers Defendants’ Rule
12(b)(6) motion to dismiss claims arising from the seizure, retention, and alleged conversion of
Plaintiff’s vehicle. The court denies dismissal of the federal claims on statute-of-limitations grounds
and holds that the complaint adequately pleads a Monell claim based on ratification and tolerance or
acquiescence theories. The excerpt ends before the court’s complete analysis and disposition of the
remaining claims.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants Sheriff Ramon Pineiroa and Deputy Chief Brandon Bryan
moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) to dismiss
Plaintiff's amended complaint. The court granted the motion as to the §
1983 failure-to-train-and-supervise claim and denied it in all other
respects.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded allegations
as true, views the complaint in the light most favorable to the plaintiff,
draws reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's favor, and asks whether
the complaint contains sufficient factual matter to state a claim that is
plausible on its face. A statute-of-limitations defense may support
dismissal at the pleading stage only when the allegations affirmatively
show that the claim is time-barred.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint's § 1983 claims were affirmatively shown to be barred by Kentucky's one-year
statute of limitations.

2. Whether the complaint adequately pleaded a Monell claim based on ratification and tolerance or
acquiescence by the Nelson County Sheriff's Department.

3. Whether the § 1983 claims for continuing trespass and wrongful taking or conversion adequately alleged
violations of federal constitutional rights rather than merely state-law torts.

4. Whether the § 1983 failure-to-train-and-supervise claim was adequately pleaded under either a Monell
theory or an individual-capacity supervisory-liability theory.

5. Whether the Kentucky claims for negligent trespass, conversion, and intentional trespass to chattels were
adequately pleaded or barred at the motion-to-dismiss stage.

HOLDINGS

1. Dismissal on statute-of-limitations grounds was improper because the amended complaint did not
affirmatively show that the claims were time-barred. The allegations of later acts, including the 2024
demand for $17,000 and the 2025 title-related conduct, likely supported application of the continuing-
violation doctrine at the pleading stage.

2. The complaint adequately pleaded a Monell claim against the municipality, as asserted through Sheriff
Pineiroa in his official capacity, based on ratification and/or a custom of tolerance or acquiescence to
unconstitutional conduct.

3. Counts II and III adequately alleged § 1983 claims based on asserted Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment
violations and were not subject to dismissal merely because they used state-law property terminology
such as trespass, wrongful taking, or conversion.

4. Count IV failed to state a claim and was dismissed. The official-capacity Monell theory did not allege
facts tying prior unconstitutional conduct to deficient training or supervision, and the individual-capacity
supervisory-liability theory was inadequately pleaded and apparently abandoned.

5. The Kentucky property claims survived the motion to dismiss. The court declined to dismiss the
negligent-trespass and conversion claims as untimely, and the complaint adequately alleged the intent
required for intentional trespass to chattels.



KEY QUOTATIONS

“To survive a Rule 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss, “a complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted
as true, to ‘state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.’”” (Section II)

“Because the allegations in the Amended Complaint do not “affirmatively show” that Plaintiff’s § 1983
claims are time-barred, the Court will deny the Motion to Dismiss to the extent it argues Counts I, II, III, and
IV are untimely.” (Section III(A)(2))

“In the present case, Plaintiff has failed to allege sufficient facts to support these demanding requirements.”
(Section III(A)(5))

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that Defendants seized her 2018 Nissan Altima in June 2020 while executing a criminal warrant
unrelated to her, stored it as evidence, refused requests for its return, and later demanded $17,000 for its return.
She further alleged that in 2025 she learned Defendants were using the vehicle and had transferred title to
themselves or the Sheriff’s Office. The complaint asserted federal claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, including
Monell liability and Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment violations, along with Kentucky claims for trespass,
conversion, and related property torts.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed the action in Nelson Circuit Court on June 16, 2025. Defendants removed it to the Western District
of Kentucky on July 7, 2025. After Plaintiff filed an amended complaint, the court denied the original motion to
dismiss as moot, and Defendants filed the motion addressed in this opinion. The court also obtained status
reports concerning related state criminal proceedings, which had been dismissed as to Pineiroa and resolved by
plea agreement as to Bryan; the charges relating to Plaintiff's vehicle were dismissed.
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