Ltd appearances in fed ct

CLASS 4 – DARRAH V. WATSON (10/19/2005)

(Pg 482 – the “I’ll sue you here but you’ll pay me there” case)
1. Exactly the same principle in Harris v. Balk
2. Every state must give Full Faith & Credit to judgment of every other state
3. Where you sue and where you collect do NOT have to be in the same place
4. You bring the lawsuit in the place where you have the best chance to win (assuming ct has SMJ, PJ, & proper venue)
CLASS 5 – GRACE V. MACARTHUR (10/19/2005)

(Pg 485 – the “up, up & away” case)
1. Ok to get served on an airplane (very pro Pennoyer)
CLASS 6 – MILLIKEN V. MEYER (10/19/2005)

(Pg 487 – the “” case)
1. If the most important exception to the Pennoyer rule was you can be sued anywhere you consented no matter where you were served, this was the next most important exception
2. You can be sued anywhere you have a domicile
1.) IE: If you a TX citizen (domiciled), you can be served in AK & be sued in Houston
2.) Can’t run away from a ct in you home state

CLASS 7 – WYMAN V. NEWHOUSE (10/19/2005)

(Pg 485 – the “” case)

5. Meretricious relationship – involving sex & money (she was paying him)
6. She lies to him to get to the state of FL so she can sue him for the $ she paid him under the claim of seduction for promise of marriage
7. He says svc doesn’t count b/c she lied to get him into the state, and he’s right
8. This is a good rule b/c fraud is a bad thing
9. The ONLY bad lying is lying to get you across a state line;  any other lying is a good thing 
1.) If Δ is present in the state voluntarily, Π can lie to perform svc on him
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