UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS

Tommy-Lee Kirk v. Frank Shoffner, et al.

Kirk v. Shoffner -+ No. 25-1291-JWB - Decided February 9, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Kansas adopts a magistrate judge’s report and

recommendation and dismisses Tommy-Lee Kirk’s complaint without prejudice for lack of subject-

matter jurisdiction. The court holds that the Rooker-Feldman doctrine bars the action because Kirk’s

claims are effectively challenges to judgments and proceedings in an ongoing Kansas state-court

mortgage-foreclosure case. Kirk’s objections and remaining motions are denied or denied as moot.
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Plaintiff objected to a magistrate judge's report and recommendation
recommending dismissal for lack of subject matter jurisdiction. The
district court conducted de novo review of the properly objected-to
portions, adopted the report and recommendation, dismissed the
complaint without prejudice, and denied plaintiff's remaining motions

as moot.

The district court reviews properly objected-to portions of a magistrate
judge's disposition de novo under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
72(b)(3). The court may review portions to which no proper objection

is made under any standard it deems appropriate.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the federal district court had subject matter jurisdiction over plaintiff's claims challenging or

arising from an ongoing Kansas state-court mortgage foreclosure proceeding.

2. Whether the Rooker-Feldman doctrine barred plaintiff's federal action because the requested relief

would require the district court to review or reject state-court judgments.

3. Whether the district court should adopt the magistrate judge's report and recommendation after plaintiff
filed objections.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court lacked subject matter jurisdiction because plaintiff's claims sought relief from injuries
allegedly caused by state-court foreclosure proceedings and judgments, placing them within the Rooker-

Feldman doctrine.

2. The court overruled plaintiff's objections, adopted the magistrate judge's report and recommendation,

and dismissed the complaint without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The essential point is that barred claims are those complaining of injuries caused by state-court judgments.”
“The court cannot do so.”

“Therefore, this court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over this matter.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Credit Union of America filed a Kansas state-court action to foreclose a mortgage on real property after Tommy-
Lee Kirk and Chantel Kirk allegedly defaulted. The state court entered judgment for the credit union in April
2025 and scheduled a sheriff's sale. Kirk then filed a federal action alleging that defendants' failure to respond to
a purported conditional acceptance of a bill resulted in an implied acceptance and violated his civil rights by
depriving him of property without due process.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a federal complaint alleging that defendants violated his civil, property, contractual, and
constitutional rights in connection with a Kansas state-court mortgage foreclosure proceeding. A magistrate
judge screened the complaint under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii) and recommended dismissal for lack of
subject matter jurisdiction under the Rooker-Feldman doctrine. The district court overruled plaintiff's objections,
adopted the report and recommendation, dismissed the action without prejudice, and denied plaintiff's motion for

summary judgment and motion for de novo review as moot.
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