UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS

Christopher Fountain v. A-Okay Enterprises, LL.C, et al.

No. 26-1037-JWB (D. Kan. May 11, 2026) - No. 26-1037-JWB - Decided May 11, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Kansas dismissed Christopher Fountain’s complaint

for failure to state a claim. The court held that the cited criminal and jurisdictional statutes did not

provide private causes of action and that the RICO claim failed for lack of a pattern of racketeering

activity and a distinct RICO enterprise. The court declined supplemental jurisdiction over the state-law

claims and dismissed them without prejudice.
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The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's report and
recommendation recommending dismissal for failure to state a claim.
Although Plaintiff did not file an objection because the mailed report
was returned as unclaimed, the district court reviewed the claims on
their merits under Rule 12(b)(6) and dismissed the complaint.

For a dispositive report and recommendation, a district judge must
review de novo any portion properly objected to under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 72(b)(3); absent a proper objection, the court may
review the recommendation under any standard it deems appropriate.
On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the complaint must contain sufficient
factual allegations to state a plausible claim for relief. Well-pleaded
allegations are accepted as true and construed favorably to the
plaintiff, but conclusory allegations are disregarded. Pro se filings are
liberally construed, without adding factual allegations or constructing
a legal theory for the litigant.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the complaint stated claims under 18 U.S.C. §§ 894, 1956, and 2314-2315.
2. Whether 28 U.S.C. § 1337 independently created a private cause of action.

3. Whether Plaintiff adequately pleaded a civil RICO claim by alleging a pattern of racketeering activity
and a RICO enterprise distinct from the RICO person.

4. Whether the court should exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the remaining state-law claims after

dismissing all federal claims.

5. What standard of review applied to the unobjected-to report and recommendation.

HOLDINGS

1. When a party fails to properly object to a dispositive report and recommendation, the district court may
review the recommendation under any standard it deems appropriate rather than being required to

conduct de novo review.

2.18 U.S.C. §8§ 894, 1956, and 2314-2315 do not provide individuals with private civil causes of action,

and 28 U.S.C. § 1337 is a jurisdictional statute that does not independently create a cause of action.

3. Plaintiff failed to state a civil RICO claim because he did not allege a pattern of racketeering activity and
did not adequately allege a RICO enterprise distinct from the RICO person.

4. After dismissing all federal claims, the court declined to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over

Plaintiff's state-law claims and dismissed them without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To withstand a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6), the complaint must contain enough allegations of fact

to state a claim for relief that is plausible on its face.” (I11I)

“Because a business entity acting through its agents cannot be both the RICO person and the RICO
enterprise, Plaintiff’s RICO claim also fails on this basis.” (111)

“THEREFORE, Plaintiff’s complaint (Doc. 1) is DISMISSED for failure to state a claim. This case is closed.”
Iv)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Christopher Fountain alleged that A-Okay Enterprises, LLC and its owner, Bruce Harris, acquired more than
$20,000 worth of his gold jewelry from a bail bondsman for approximately $4,000 after allegedly devaluing the
jewelry. He asserted claims under RICO, several federal criminal statutes, and state law, seeking compensatory,
punitive, treble, and other relief. The complaint also included numerous unrelated allegations involving law

enforcement, identity theft, road rage, toxic mold, and other asserted misconduct.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed the action on February 12, 2026, asserting federal claims under RICO and several federal criminal
and jurisdictional statutes, together with state-law claims. Magistrate Judge Brooks Severson recommended
dismissal. The district court found that Plaintiff had not properly objected, independently evaluated the claims,
dismissed all federal claims for failure to state a claim, declined supplemental jurisdiction over the state-law

claims, and closed the case.
DISPOSITION

dismissed
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