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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan granted Defendants’ Rule 12(b)
(6) motion to dismiss claims brought under the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act and Fair Credit
Reporting Act. The court held that the consumer reporting agency defendants were not adequately
alleged to be debt collectors, and that the FCRA claims lacked specific allegations of inaccurate or
unverifiable information and reasonable reinvestigation failures. The court also dismissed the claims
against individual corporate officers and dismissed the complaint with prejudice, closing the case.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought claims under the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act
and Fair Credit Reporting Act. Defendants moved to dismiss under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6). The court granted the
motion and dismissed the complaint with prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts the complaint's factual
allegations as true and determines whether they plausibly state a claim
for relief. The court generally considers the four corners of the
complaint and materials attached to or referred to in the complaint that
are central to the claims. Pro se pleadings are liberally construed, but



conclusory assertions and threadbare recitals of the elements are
insufficient.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Pitts abandoned his FDCPA claims by failing to address Defendants' arguments for dismissal in
his opposition brief.

2. Whether the consumer reporting agencies qualified as debt collectors under the FDCPA based on
allegations that they improperly reported debts.

3. Whether Pitts adequately pleaded FCRA claims based on allegedly unverifiable or inaccurate
information, failure to assure maximum accuracy, and continued reporting after direct disputes.

4. Whether the individual defendants could be held personally liable under the FCRA solely because of
their employment by the consumer reporting agencies.

HOLDINGS

1. Pitts abandoned his FDCPA claims by failing to mention or respond to the FDCPA arguments in his
opposition to the motion to dismiss; that failure independently warranted dismissal.

2. The FDCPA claims against the consumer reporting agencies failed because Pitts did not plausibly allege
that the agencies were debt collectors or that they attempted to collect debts; allegations that the
agencies improperly reported debts were insufficient.

3. Pitts failed to state FCRA claims because he did not identify specific information that was inaccurate,
unverifiable, or misleading and pleaded only conclusory violations of the FCRA.

4. The FCRA claims against Begor, Bounty, and Cartwright failed because Pitts alleged no personal
participation by them and sought to impose liability solely based on their employment by the consumer
reporting agencies.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When reviewing a 12(b)(6) motion, the Court must “accept all of the complaint’s factual allegations as true
and determine whether these facts sufficiently state a plausible claim for relief.”” (Section II)



“That is not enough; therefore, the FDCPA claims are dismissed.” (Section III.A)

“Accordingly, Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss (ECF No. 29) is GRANTED, and Plaintiff’s Complaint (ECF
No. 1) is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.” (Section IV)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In 2024 and 2025, Pitts sent written disputes to Experian, Equifax, and Trans Union concerning allegedly
inaccurate or false entries on his consumer credit file. He alleged that the agencies continued reporting the
disputed debts, failed to provide proof of investigations, and misrepresented debt amounts and legal status. He
also alleged that the agencies acted as debt collectors and that the individual defendants were liable based on
their employment as executive officers.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Pitts filed the action on May 12, 2025. Defendants filed a motion to dismiss on August 6, 2025, arguing, among
other things, that the consumer reporting agencies were not debt collectors under the FDCPA and that the FCRA
claims were inadequately pleaded. The court decided the motion without oral argument, granted it, dismissed the
complaint with prejudice, and closed the case.
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