UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS

Roosevelt Hunt, Jr. v. True Sky Federal Credit Union

Hunt - No. 25-1209-JWB - Decided February 25, 2026

SUMMARY

The court granted in part and took under advisement in part the defendant’s motion to dismiss claims

arising from allegedly inaccurate credit reporting and the handling of a vehicle-loan payoff. It

dismissed the breach-of-contract and implied-duty-of-good-faith claims, but found the Fair Credit

Reporting Act claim plausibly alleged subject to amendment concerning injury during the relevant

reporting period. The plaintiff was given until March 1, 2026, to file an amended complaint.
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Defendant moved to dismiss the amended complaint under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6). The court dismissed the breach-of-
contract claims, took the FCRA claim under advisement, and
permitted Plaintiff to amend the FCRA claim to allege injury during
the legally relevant period.

On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the complaint must contain sufficient
factual allegations to state a plausible claim for relief. Well-pleaded
facts and reasonable inferences are viewed in the plaintiff's favor, but
conclusory allegations are disregarded. Because Plaintiff proceeded
pro se, the court liberally construed his filings without supplying
additional facts or constructing a legal theory on his behalf.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff plausibly alleged a claim under 15 U.S.C. § 1681s-2(b) based on True Sky's failure to
investigate allegedly inaccurate credit reporting after receiving notice of a dispute from TransUnion.

2. Whether Plaintiff adequately alleged an injury in fact occurring during the period relevant to his FCRA
claim so as to establish standing.

3. Whether Plaintiff plausibly alleged breach of the loan agreement by True Sky's failure to apply funds in
his deposit account to the outstanding car-loan balance.

4. Whether Plaintiff plausibly alleged breach of the implied duty of good faith and fair dealing under

Oklahoma law.

HOLDINGS

1. Plaintiff plausibly alleged a violation of 15 U.S.C. § 1681s-2(b)(1) by alleging that he disputed the
tradeline with TransUnion, that TransUnion notified True Sky of the dispute by July 6, 2025, and that
True Sky failed to investigate within 30 days.

2. The court required Plaintiff to amend his complaint to allege an injury in fact occurring during the
period relevant to the FCRA claim; absent such an amendment, the FCRA claim would be dismissed

without prejudice for lack of standing.

3. Plaintiff failed to plausibly allege breach of contract because he did not identify a contractual provision
requiring True Sky to apply funds from his deposit account to the car-loan balance, and he

acknowledged that the relevant provisions were discretionary.

4. Plaintiff failed to plausibly allege that True Sky breached the implied duty of good faith and fair dealing
because the alleged duty would have required True Sky to exercise a discretionary contractual option
that it had not agreed to undertake.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Notably, these duties only arise dafter furnishers like Defendant receive notice from a CRA and not notice

directly from the consumer.”

“The court will address these claims together as a claim of breach of duty of good faith is simply another

theory of breach of contract.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff obtained a car loan from True Sky Federal Credit Union secured by a 2020 Toyota Camry and also

maintained deposit accounts with the credit union. After Plaintiff traded in the vehicle, CarMax made an initial



payoff payment that was short by $45.77 and later made a supplemental payment sufficient to pay the loan in
full. Despite the payoff, True Sky reported the account to TransUnion as 30 days delinquent; Plaintiff discovered
the tradeline while applying for a mortgage, alleged resulting credit-related injuries, disputed the information

with TransUnion on July 3, 2025, and the tradeline was corrected around August 12, 2025.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed an action asserting claims under the Fair Credit Reporting Act, for breach of contract, and for
breach of the implied duty of good faith. After Plaintiff filed an amended complaint, Defendant moved to
dismiss. The court granted the motion in part as to the contract-based claims and allowed Plaintiff until March 1,
2026, to amend the FCRA claim to address standing-related deficiencies.
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