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Saeed · No. No. 25-1699; 2:25-cv-01699 · Decided January 23, 2026

SUMMARY

The court grants Defendant Yahya Qahtan’s Rule 12(b)(1) motion and dismisses the case without
prejudice for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction. The court concludes that the complaint does not
adequately establish diversity jurisdiction or a federal-question claim, and that amendment to assert a
False Claims Act claim would be futile. Plaintiff’s motion requesting federal review of alleged fraud,
leave to add related claims, and a hearing is denied.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant Yahya Qahtan moved under Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(6) to dismiss the complaint. Plaintiff
also moved for federal review of alleged fraud against the United
States, to add related claims, and for a hearing.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(1) motion, the court may consider the complaint
alone, the complaint supplemented by undisputed facts, or the
complaint supplemented by undisputed facts and the court's resolution
of disputed facts. The plaintiff bears the burden of proving subject
matter jurisdiction by a preponderance of the evidence. A motion to
amend may be denied when amendment would be futile.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished federal district court order; no reporter citation appears.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court had diversity subject matter jurisdiction when the complaint alleged an amount in
controversy exceeding $75,000 but failed to allege the citizenship of the plaintiff and defendants.

2. Whether the complaint alleged a sufficient federal question to support federal-question jurisdiction.

3. Whether Saeed should be permitted to amend the complaint to assert a False Claims Act claim or obtain
federal review of alleged fraud against the United States.

4. Whether the action should be dismissed without prejudice for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.

HOLDINGS

1. Saeed failed to establish diversity subject matter jurisdiction because the complaint did not allege the
citizenship of the parties and he did not respond to Qahtan's assertion that both he and Qahtan were
Louisiana citizens.

2. The complaint did not establish federal-question jurisdiction because its vague reference to violations of
United States law did not allege facts sufficient to present a colorable federal issue.

3. Leave to amend to assert a False Claims Act claim was properly denied as futile.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Federal courts are courts of limited jurisdiction, and possess only that power authorized by the Constitution
and statute.”

“A cause of action under the False Claims Act consists of four elements: (1) a false statement or fraudulent
course of conduct; (2) made or carried out with the requisite scienter; (3) that was material; and (4) that
caused the government to pay out money or to forfeit moneys due.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Saeed sued thirteen defendants over alleged contractual and tortious conduct and sought damages exceeding $8
million. The complaint alleged diversity jurisdiction but did not identify Saeed's citizenship or the citizenship of
any defendant. Qahtan asserted that both he and Saeed were Louisiana citizens, and Saeed did not respond with



facts establishing diversity. Saeed later referenced possible fraud against the United States and the False Claims
Act, but his filings did not allege a fraudulent claim that caused the government to pay money or forfeit money
due.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Saeed filed a complaint asserting breach of contract, fraudulent misrepresentation, civil conspiracy, tortious
interference with a contract, and unjust enrichment, relying on diversity jurisdiction and seeking more than $8
million. Qahtan moved to dismiss for lack of subject matter jurisdiction, asserting that both he and Saeed were
Louisiana citizens; Saeed did not oppose the motion. The court dismissed the action without prejudice for lack of
subject matter jurisdiction and denied Saeed's motion to add False Claims Act-related claims and obtain federal
review.
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