UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW

YORK

Andrea L. Marion v. Transitowne Jeep Chrysler Dodge Ram

Williamsville

Marion - No. 23-CV-294-LJV - Decided March 30, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of New York granted Transitowne Jeep

Chrysler Dodge Ram Williamsville's motion to dismiss Andrea L. Marion's amended complaint. The

court held that Marion's Truth in Lending Act claim was time-barred, lacked diversity jurisdiction over

her state-law claims, and declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over those claims. The court

directed the Clerk to enter judgment and close the case.
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dismissed

Defendant moved under Rule 12(b)(6) to dismiss the amended
complaint. The court granted dismissal of the federal Truth in Lending
Act claim as time-barred, determined that the state-law claims did not
satisfy diversity jurisdiction, declined supplemental jurisdiction,
entered judgment, and closed the case.

On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true and determines whether the complaint states a claim
for relief that is plausible on its face. A statute-of-limitations defense
may be resolved on a motion to dismiss when the defense appears on
the face of the complaint. For diversity jurisdiction, the plaintiff bears
the burden of showing a reasonable probability that the amount in
controversy exceeds $75,000; a face-of-the-complaint determination
that the jurisdictional amount cannot be recovered to a legal certainty

requires dismissal.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court decision with no reporter citation and no

precedential designation in the source.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Marion's TILA damages claim was barred by TILA's one-year statute of limitations and

whether equitable tolling or a discovery rule applied.

2. Whether Marion established the amount-in-controversy requirement for diversity jurisdiction over her

state-law claims, including through her demand for punitive damages.

3. Whether the court should exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the state-law claims after dismissing

the federal claim and finding no diversity jurisdiction.

HOLDINGS

1. Marion's TILA damages claim was time-barred because the limitations period ran from the occurrence
of the alleged nondisclosure, not from the date Marion discovered it, and the amended complaint did not

plead facts supporting equitable tolling.

2. Marion did not establish the required amount in controversy for diversity jurisdiction because punitive

damages were unavailable on her claims, leaving at most approximately $37,000 in alleged damages.

3. The court declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the state-law claims after dismissing the

only federal claim and finding no diversity jurisdiction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Therefore, Marion’s TILA claim is time-barred, and the Court grants the motion to dismiss that claim.”

(Discussion § I)

“The Court finds that it lacks diversity jurisdiction over Marion’s state law claims and declines to exercise

supplemental jurisdiction over those claims.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Marion alleged that Transitowne violated TILA by failing to provide required disclosures in connection with an
automobile retail installment contract, breached a fiduciary duty, violated New York General Business Law §
349, and committed common-law fraud. She alleged that she discovered errors in her credit report in late 2022
and sought to toll the TILA limitations period until that discovery. She also alleged that Transitowne submitted a
different version of the contract to Five Star Bank and sought actual damages, statutory damages, restitution, and
punitive damages.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Andrea L. Marion filed the action pro se on March 31, 2023, initially naming Five Star Bank and Transitowne.
Marion later dismissed Five Star Bank. The court granted Transitowne's first motion to dismiss but permitted
Marion to amend; after Marion filed an amended complaint, Transitowne again moved to dismiss. The court
granted the renewed motion, dismissed the TILA claim, found no diversity jurisdiction over the state-law claims,
declined supplemental jurisdiction, directed the Clerk to enter judgment and close the case, and denied leave to

appeal in forma pauperis.
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