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Hypotheticals 

Erie Doctrine

Applying Hanna v. Plumer, Yeazell, p. 237
1) State law requires that pleadings be stated in substantial factual detail.  This requirement was added to state law after a law reform commission deciding that this requirement will weed out spurious claims.  In a diversity action, must the federal court apply this state law.
2) State law requires that all medical malpractice cases must go to non-binding arbitration before coming to trial.  This law was enacted as part of a medical malpractice reform package.  The background to this reform package included both concerns that was the volume of malpractice litigation was increasing malpratice insurance premiums, and driving doctors out of business, and concerns to clear the dockets of the state courts, which had become backlogged..
3) As you saw in drafting the complaint for the Yvonne Skanars case,  RCW 4.28.360 provides that complaints for personal injuries in state court “shall not contain a statement of the damages sought but shall contain a prayer for damages as shall be determined.”  In a diversity case, should the federal court apply this state statute?
