Basic Case Reading Questions & Review of SMJ
Haddle v. Garrison (D.Ct.), p. 413
Q.  What were the substantive facts, i.e. the key events leading to plaintiff’s claim?

Pl. was fired from employment after he was subpoenaed to appear before grand jury to testify against his employer in connection with an investigation of Medicare fraud

Q. Was this simply a state tort law wrongful discharge case?  Would a  

federal court have jurisdiction over a wrongful discharge claim between these parties by itself?

No;  No, unless the parties were of diverse citizenship

Q.  What was source of law for the substantive claim?  What were the elements of plaintiffs claim?

Source of law for pl’s federal claim: 42 U.S.C. §1985

Elements:
1 or more persons




Conspire




Deter by force, intimidation, or threat





Party or W in court





Fr attending or testifying in matter pending




Or injure party or W 





In person





Or property

Q.  How  did defendant challenge the sufficiency of the complaint in district court?


12(b)(6)  motion

Q. Why did the court dismiss plaintiff’s state law claims?  (review)

If plaintiff states a federal claim under 42 U.S.C. §1985, then the court will have supplemental jurisdiction over the state law claims.  But absent the federal claim, jurisdiction over the state law claims is lacking

Q. Was the district court’s order granting defendant’s 12(b)(6) motion to dismiss a final order, or an interlocutory order? 

A decision granting a 12(b)(b) motion to dismiss is a final order.

It’s a final order because it ends the litigation (just as it starts) and leaves the court nothing more to do.
Q.  Why didn’t plaintiff amend the complaint, and assert that he was not an at-will Employee?

He couldn’t amend consistent w/ Rule 11.  Under Georgia employment law, Haddle was considered an at will employee, because his employment agreement was not for a specified term.  (See p. 412, note 2b)

Garrison v. Haddle (11th Cir.), p. 417              What’s with the Caption?????
Q.   Is plaintiff’s appeal to the 11th Cirt. an appeal as of right  or a  discretionary appeal? 

Why?


Appeal;    28 U.S.C. Sec. 1291


case is at end of road before even starts

Q. What does per curiam mean?  Why did the court issue a per curiam decision?  
Per curiam mean “for the court”             double check this!
Q. Why was this an “easy” case for the 11th Circuit?

The 11th Circuit had previously decided the issue in this case ten years earlier.
Haddle v. Garrison (S.Ct.), p. 417 
Q.  Procedurally, by what method did plaintiff obtain S.Ct review? 

Writ of certiorari

Q. What does the fact that the plaintiff sought review by means of a writ of certiorari tell you?

The S.Ct. was asked to provide discretionary review.  This was not a case within the mandatory jurisdiction of the S.Ct.

Q.  Why did the S.Ct. accept review of this particular case?

There was a split in circuits on this issue (one of the major criteria the court uses for accepting review). (See p. 418, last full paragraph)
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