UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

MISSOURI

John A. Reeves v. First Bank, et al.

Reeves - No. No. 4:25-cv-01241-JMD - Decided December 29, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri dismisses John A. Reeves’s pro se

action against First Bank and Millsap & Singer, P.C. for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction. The court

concludes that the complaint’s foreclosure-related allegations and cited federal statutes do not establish

a nonfrivolous federal question, and it alternatively notes that the claims would fail under Rule 12(b)

(6). The defendants’ motion to dismiss is granted, and Reeves’s pending motions are denied as moot.
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Defendants moved to dismiss the complaint for lack of subject matter
jurisdiction and failure to state a claim. While the motion was pending,
the property was sold at a foreclosure auction, and plaintiff moved for
a temporary restraining order, immediate ruling, and a stay of
execution. The court granted the motion to dismiss, dismissed the
action for lack of subject matter jurisdiction, and denied the remaining

motions as moot.

On a facial attack to subject matter jurisdiction, the court restricts its
review to the face of the pleadings, accepts alleged facts as true, and
draws reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's favor. Pro se pleadings
are liberally construed, but must still allege sufficient facts to support

the asserted claims.

Unknown; memorandum and order from a federal district court, with
no precedential-status designation in the source.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint adequately established federal-question subject matter jurisdiction over plaintiff's

mortgage and foreclosure dispute.

2. Whether the complaint's conclusory, implausible, and sovereign-citizen-related allegations warranted
dismissal for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.

3. Whether plaintiff's motions for a temporary restraining order, immediate ruling, and stay of execution

should be granted after dismissal of the action.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint did not establish federal-question jurisdiction because its alleged facts did not give rise to

a federal question, despite plaintiff's citation of numerous federal statutes and constitutional provisions.

2. Conclusory allegations, legal labels, formulaic recitations of claim elements, and patently frivolous
sovereign-citizen theories do not establish federal-question jurisdiction; dismissal for lack of subject

matter jurisdiction was proper.

3. Plaintiff's motions for a temporary restraining order, immediate ruling, and stay of execution were

denied as moot following dismissal of the action.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Federal courts are courts of limited jurisdiction,” possessing “only that power authorized by Constitution
and statute.” (at 3)

“This case is DISMISSED for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction because none of the facts asserted by Reeves

raises a federal question and because the complaint is patently frivolous.” (at 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Reeves challenged a mortgage and foreclosure involving property that had originally been encumbered by a loan
and deed of trust executed by his father, Gene E. Reeves, in 2013. Title was later transferred to Reeves, and
Reeves acknowledged the existence of a mortgage-loan assumption and loan-modification agreement. After
sending First Bank demands for validation, original loan documents, and responses to an error-resolution request
and qualified written request, Reeves alleged that defendants failed to respond meaningfully. The property was

sold at a foreclosure auction while the case was pending.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



John A. Reeves filed a pro se federal complaint against First Bank and Millsap & Singer, P.C., asserting claims
arising from a mortgage loan and foreclosure and invoking federal-question jurisdiction. Defendants jointly
moved to dismiss. The district court concluded that the complaint's alleged facts did not establish a federal
question and that the claims were patently frivolous, dismissed for lack of subject matter jurisdiction, and denied

plaintiff's pending motions as moot.
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