Civil Procedure

Maranville


Basic Case Reading Questions #1
Hawkins v. Masters Farm 
Yeazell, p. 6
Substantive Claim

Q:  The Parties.  Who was suing whom?
A:  Plaintiffs Mary Ann Hawkins and Rachel Baldwin, representing the Estate of James Patrick Creal, (see p. 6, para. 1) sued Defendant Masters (he’s not mentioned in the case caption, but he’s referred to on p. 6, paras. 1 and 4) ,and his company Masters Farms, Inc. (mentioned only in the case caption).  


Q:  The Substantive Claim:  What was the lawsuit about?
A:  The suit arose from a traffic accident on December 8, 2000, in which a tractor driven by Defendant Masters collided with an automobile driven by Mr. Creal, resulting in the death of Mr. Creal (p. 6, para. 1).  As you’ll learn in Torts this year, the claim would have been one for “negligence”.
Q:  The Relief Sought:  Does the opinion tell you what kind of relief was sought (in other words, what the plaintiffs hoped to gain)?  What type of relief do you think they sought?


A:  No, the opinion does not indicate what type of relief was sought.  Plaintiffs were probably seeking damages (money).  Damages are what American courts typically award plaintiffs as relief.  

Q.  The Court.  What court did the plaintiffs file their lawsuit in?  How can you tell?


A.  Usually, the citation tells you what court the opinion is from.  Here, the citation is to Westlaw (WL), not to an official reporter, but the parenthetical (D. Kan. 2003) tells you that the case was filed in the District of Kansas, which means that it was filed in the United States District Court, i.e. federal court.  In addition, the text of the opinion tells you that the case was filed “in federal court”, p. 6, para. 1,  and refers to 28 U.S.C. §1332, the statute governing federal district court jurisdiction.
Note that the recent date, 2003, could mean that the citation to the official reporter was not available when the casebook went to the printer, or the opinion may not have been designated as a published opinion, since it does not seem to set out any new legal principles.

Procedural History

Q.  How did the issue of subject matter jurisdiction/diversity of citizenship come before the court?

A:  Defendants’ filed a motion to dismiss for lack of subject matter jurisdiction (p. 6, para. 1, sentence 3).

Q.  How did the court rule on this motion?


A.  The court granted the motion. (p. 8, next to last sentence of opinion)

Subject Matter Jurisdiction & Court Structure in a Federal System
Q:  Can every litigant go to federal court?  Why or why not?

A:  No, every litigant cannot go to federal court because federal courts are courts of limited jurisdiction (see p.5, para 3).  
Q:  If litigants can’t go to federal court what should they do?



A:  Go to state court.

Q:  What does it mean that plaintiffs have lost this motion?

A:  The case is dismissed from the federal district court and therefore it will not be tried by that court.  The Plaintiffs will have to file in state court.  
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