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SUMMARY

The document is a magistrate judge’s Findings, Conclusions, and Recommendation in a pro se action
by Linda Johnson Iwuala, also known as Linda Chunn, against Country Wide Financial and others.
The recommendation concludes that the plaintiff’s apparent claims concerning alleged fraud involving
her home are facially barred by applicable statutes of limitations and recommends dismissal with
prejudice under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2).
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Pro se plaintiff filed an in forma pauperis complaint. The district judge
referred the action to the magistrate judge for pretrial management and
recommendation under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b). The magistrate judge
recommended dismissal with prejudice under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2).

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii), the court must dismiss an in
forma pauperis action that fails to state a claim. The pleading standard
tracks Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), requiring sufficient
factual matter to state a facially plausible claim. A limitations defense
may support dismissal at the screening stage when the complaint itself
affirmatively demonstrates that the claims are time-barred and does
not establish a basis for tolling.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential magistrate judge recommendation; adoption status is
not stated in the source.

PARTIES Linda Johnson Iwuala a/k/a Linda Chunn v. Country Wide Financial,
et al.
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PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure civil rights real estate remedies

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the in forma pauperis complaint should be dismissed under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii) for
failure to state a claim because the claims are facially barred by applicable statutes of limitations.

2. Whether the complaint alleged facts sufficient to invoke the continuing-violation doctrine.

3. Whether the complaint alleged facts sufficient to support equitable tolling of the limitations periods.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint should be dismissed with prejudice because, on its face, the asserted federal and Texas-
law claims accrued years before the June 2025 filing and are time-barred.

2. A two-year limitations period applies to the § 1983 claims through Texas's general personal-injury
limitations period, while a four-year period applies to the asserted Texas-law fraud, wrongful-
foreclosure, and voidable-deed quiet-title claims.

3. The claims accrued when Iwuala became aware of her injury or possessed sufficient information to
know that she had been injured, rather than when the consequences of the alleged acts later became
painful.

4. The complaint did not establish a basis for applying the continuing-violation doctrine to extend the
limitations period.

5. The complaint did not plausibly support equitable tolling because it alleged neither an extraordinary
circumstance preventing timely filing nor reasonable diligence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A complaint is ‘subject to dismissal if its allegations affirmatively demonstrate that the plaintiff’s claims are
barred by the statute of limitations and fail to raise some basis for tolling.’” (Discussion)

“The statute of limitations for a suit brought under § 1983 is determined by the general statute of limitations
governing personal injuries in the forum state.” (Discussion)



“the proper focus is on the time of the [allegedly wrongful] act, not the point at which the consequences of the
act become painful.” (Discussion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Iwuala alleged that defendants obtained her home through fraud, relying on documents dated 2000, 2002, and
2006. She also alleged that she had been terrorized from 1978 through June 4, 2025, but pleaded no facts
connecting timely events to an ongoing violation. The complaint appeared to assert possible claims under 42
U.S.C. § 1983 and Texas law for fraud, wrongful foreclosure, and quiet title.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Iwuala filed her complaint in June 2025 and was granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis. After reviewing the
complaint, the magistrate judge concluded that the asserted federal and Texas-law claims were facially barred by
statutes of limitations, that the complaint did not support application of the continuing-violation doctrine or
equitable tolling, and recommended dismissal with prejudice. The document directs the parties to file objections
within 14 days.
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