Civil Procedure

Maranville


BCRQ #13

Grupo Dataflux v. Atlas Global Group, L.P. (S. Ct. 2004)

Edited version on website

Q.1.  What were the substantive claim and the court in which the lawsuit was originally filed?

A.  Respondent Atlas sued Petitioner Dataflux alleging breach of contract and in quantum meruit in the U.S. Dist. Ct. for the Southern Dist of Texas seeking over 1.3 million in damages.  

Q.2.  What was the procedural posture of the case (as it came before the court that issued the opinion you are reading)?  
A.  The S. Ct. granted Petitioner Dataflux’s writ of certiorari to review the 5th Cir’s reversal of the Dist. Ct’s dismissal of the case for lack of SMJ.  
Q.3.  On what basis did the plaintiff’s complaint originally allege the federal court subject matter jurisdiction was proper?

A.  Diversity of citizenship

Q.4.  How is the citizenship of a partnership determined?

A.  A partnership is considered to be a citizen of every country or U.S. State of which any of its partners is a citizen.

Q.5.  What was the problem with diversity of citizenship at the time the lawsuit was filed?

A.  The defendant Grupo Dataflux was a citizen or subject of Mexico, and pl.  Atlas was a partnership that included partners from Mexico.

Q.6.  What change involving the parties did the plaintiff rely on in arguing to the S.Ct. that the federal courts had subject matter jurisdiction?

A.  The plaintiff relied on the fact that the Mexican partners dropped out of the partnership before the trial began.
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