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Diversity of Citizenship 

Yeazell, p. 196

Apply the following cases to the statutory language, assuming that in each case, the amount in controversy requirement is met:
Q.1. A citizen of Mexico sues a citizen of Japan.  § 1332(a)(1)(4).

A. Rule:  “The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions...between… (1) citizens of different States… (4) a foreign state, defined in section 1603(a) of this title, as plaintiff and citizens of a State or of different States.  
Application:  Neither party is a citizen of a state.  
Conclusion:  No jurisdiction.
Q.2. A citizen of California sues citizens of Mexico and Japan.  § 1332(a)(2).

A. Rule:  “The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions...between… (2) citizens of a State and citizens and subjects of a foreign state”
Application:  Pl. is a citizen of a State and defs. are citizens of foreign states
Conclusion:  Yes, there is jurisdiction.  *Note, however, that the statutory language is less than clear in that it refers to subjects of “a” foreign state, not to subjects of “one or more foreign states.” 

Q.3. A citizen of California and a citizen of Mexico sue a citizen of New York and a citizen of Japan.  See § 1332(a)(3). 

A. Rule: “The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions...between… (3) citizens of different States and in which foreign states or citizens or subjects thereof are additional parties”
Application:  Pl from CA and def from NY are from different States.  Pl from Mexico and def from Japan are from foreign states and are additional parties.
Conclusion:  Yes, there is jurisdiction.

