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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Mississippi grants Defendants’ motion to
dismiss Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint. The court dismisses the federal claims, including claims
under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 alleging due process, fabrication of evidence, equal protection, and municipal
liability, with prejudice. The court declines supplemental jurisdiction over the remaining state-law
claims and dismisses them without prejudice.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) to
dismiss the First Amended Complaint. The court granted the motion as
to all federal claims and declined supplemental jurisdiction over the
remaining state-law claims.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded facts as true
and views them in the light most favorable to the plaintiff, but requires
sufficient factual matter to state a facially plausible claim. Conclusory
allegations and legal conclusions masquerading as factual allegations
are insufficient. At the pleading stage, a plaintiff facing qualified
immunity must plead facts that, if proved, would defeat the defense.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished federal district court memorandum opinion; persuasive
rather than binding outside the case.



PARTIES Keiasia Davis v. Wilbert Nelson, Individually and in His Professional
Capacity, City of Kosciusko, Mississippi

TOPICS

motions to dismiss section 1983 qualified immunity equal protection civil procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

civil rights constitutional law civil procedure municipal law torts

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff plausibly stated a Fourteenth Amendment due-process claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983
based on allegedly false statements in a police accident report and resulting loss of insurance proceeds or
tort recovery.

2. Whether Plaintiff plausibly stated a Fourteenth Amendment fabrication-of-evidence claim based on the
allegedly false accident report.

3. Whether Plaintiff plausibly stated a Fourteenth Amendment equal-protection claim based on alleged
differential treatment because of race, sex, and age.

4. Whether Plaintiff plausibly stated municipal liability claims against the City under Monell based on an
alleged policy, custom, ratification, failure to supervise, or failure to discipline.

5. Whether the court should decline supplemental jurisdiction over the remaining state-law claims after
dismissing all federal claims.

HOLDINGS

1. Plaintiff failed to state a due-process claim because potential insurance proceeds, tort recovery, and the
ability to recover damages from the automobile accident were not alleged to be constitutionally
protected property interests, and Plaintiff retained state-law remedies.

2. The alleged existence of an inaccurate police report, without a resulting criminal charge or other
cognizable constitutional deprivation, did not state a constitutional claim under § 1983.

3. Plaintiff failed to state a fabrication-of-evidence claim because she was not charged with a crime and did
not allege a resulting deprivation of liberty or other cognizable constitutional interest.

4. Plaintiff failed to state an equal-protection claim because her allegations of differential treatment based
on race, sex, and age were conclusory and did not identify similarly situated comparators.

5. Nelson was entitled to qualified immunity because Plaintiff failed to plausibly allege a violation of a
constitutional right; the court therefore did not reach whether any right was clearly established.

6. Plaintiff failed to state a municipal-liability claim because she did not plausibly allege an underlying
constitutional violation or an official City policy or custom that was the moving force behind one.

7. The court declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the remaining state-law claims after
dismissing all claims over which it had original jurisdiction.



KEY QUOTATIONS

“Without a predicate constitutional violation, there can be no Monell liability.”

“The general rule in the Fifth Circuit is that a court should decline to exercise jurisdiction over remaining
state law claims when all federal law claims are eliminated before trial.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that on February 16, 2025, her vehicle collided with a police cruiser operated by Officer Wilbert
Nelson at an intersection in Kosciusko, Mississippi. She alleged that Nelson falsely reported that she approached
the intersection at a high rate of speed and was at fault, causing financial injury through the denial of insurance
proceeds or other recovery. She also alleged that the City maintained policies, customs, supervisory failures, or
disciplinary failures that caused or ratified the conduct, and that she was treated differently based on race, sex,
and age.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed the action on December 3, 2025. Defendants moved to dismiss, after which Plaintiff timely filed a
First Amended Complaint under Rule 15(a)(1)(B), rendering the original motion moot. Defendants then moved
to dismiss the amended pleading. The court granted dismissal of all federal claims with prejudice and dismissed
the state-law claims without prejudice after declining supplemental jurisdiction.
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