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Q1.  What was the prior litigation in Piper?
A.
British Dept. of Trade investigation 



(mechanical failure)


Review Board:  adversary hearing



(pilot error)]
Q2.  What was the substantive claim?  What court was the case filed in?

A.  Pl. Reyno (Repr) ------------->  Def. Piper (plane mfg.)    





  Hartzell (Prop. mfg)  




wrongful death



 


prod. liab.

 




negl., strict   






$




Calif. state court
Q3.  Where were the parties from?

A.  Pl. Reyno (Repr) ------------->  Def. Piper (plane mfg.)    (Penn. )






  Hartzell (Prop. mfg)  (Ohio)
Repr. = Calif.





 Dec. = Scotland


Q4.  What procedural steps took the case to federal court?  
A.  Although sec'y of atty was appointed as representative of estate to comply with state law, this was not necessary in order to establish subject matter jurisdiction, because diversity would have existed under 1332(a)(2) if the plaintiff were from a Scotland.

Pl. filed in state ct., defendant  removed to fed. court in California
Q5. What was the basis for federal court subject matter jurisdiction?

A.  Diversity of citizenship under 1332(a)(1) and (2)

Q6. What procedural steps were taken once the case got to federal court?

A.  Piper moved to tranfer the case to Pennsylvania, where Piper does business,  as permitted by 28 U.S.C. §1404(a)..   Hartzell moved to dismiss for want of personal jurisdiction or to transfer the case un 28 U.S.C. §1631.   (Hartzell was an Ohio mfg., apparently with insufficient contacts with  California to permit jurisdiction there.)  The court transferred the case to Pennsylvania.
Q7.  What was the procedural posture of the case when the S.Ct. issues its decision? 


A.  Def's obtained review of a decision of Ct. App. which 



rev'd D.Ct. decision granting defendant’s motion to dismiss on 



grounds of forum non conveniens

Q8.  What was the disposition of the case by the Supreme Court?

A.  S.Ct. rev'd .  


Motion to dismiss on FNC grounds will be granted


Case will be heard in Scotland
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