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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California grants Defendant My
Escondido BCG LLC’s motion to dismiss claims brought by pro se plaintiff Eric Ray Castro. The
court concludes that, although the alleged filing of a false police report could support an intentional
infliction of emotional distress theory, the complaint does not allege sufficient facts to state a claim
against the defendant. The dismissal is granted with leave to amend by October 31, 2025.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant My Escondido BCG LLC moved to dismiss the pro se
complaint under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6).

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true and determines whether the complaint contains
sufficient factual matter to state a claim for relief that is plausible on
its face. The court does not resolve factual disputes at the pleading
stage.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint stated a plausible claim for relief against My Escondido BCG LLC under the
Rule 12(b)(6) pleading standard.

2. Whether Plaintiff's allegation that My Escondido BCG LLC filed a false police report plausibly stated an
intentional infliction of emotional distress claim.

3. Whether Plaintiff should be granted leave to amend after dismissal for failure to state a claim.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint failed to state a plausible claim for relief against My Escondido BCG LLC because it
contained only one factual allegation concerning that defendant and did not clearly connect the
defendant to the listed claims.

2. The allegation that My Escondido BCG LLC knowingly filed a false police report did not state an
intentional infliction of emotional distress claim because Plaintiff alleged no facts supporting the
required emotional-distress and causation elements.

3. Plaintiff was granted leave to amend the complaint to address the identified pleading deficiencies.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To survive a motion to dismiss under this new standard, “a complaint must contain sufficient factual matter,
accepted as true, to ‘state a claim to relief that is plausible on its face.’”” (at 2)

“Knowingly filing a false police report may satisfy the “extreme and outrageous conduct” element of an
intentional infliction of emotional distress claim.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that his truck was repossessed and that he was subsequently arrested for larceny. He alleged that
My Escondido BCG LLC falsely reported that he stole the truck despite receiving full payment. The complaint
also described an allegedly warrantless, forcible entry into Plaintiff's father's home and seizure of firearms and
trust-related documents, but it did not clearly identify which claims were asserted against which defendants.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Plaintiff filed claims arising from the repossession of his truck, his arrest, and an allegedly warrantless search.
The Clerk entered default against Officer Ganot, and defaults against the San Bernardino County Sheriff's
Department and California Highway Patrol were later set aside. My Escondido BCG LLC was the only
defendant to respond and moved to dismiss. The court granted the motion as to that defendant and granted
Plaintiff leave to amend.
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