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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION

SOCIETY INSURANCE,
Plaintiff,
VS. 1:12-cv-01164-JMS-DML

NicK’S ENGLISH HUT, INC. andJoN PIKE, et
al.,

N N N N N N N N

Defendants.

ORDER TO FILE JOINT JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT

Plaintiff Society Insurance (“Society”) fieka Complaint against Defendants Nick's Eng-
lish Hut, Inc. (“Nick’s”) and Jon Pik&. [Dkt. 1.] In the Complaint, Society alleged that this
Court has diversity jurisdiction under 28 U.S81332 because: (1) Society is a Wisconsin cor-
poration with its principal placof business in Wisconsind[ at 2, T 4]; (2) Nick’s is an Indiana
corporation with its principgblace of business in Indianad[at 2, T 5]; (3) Mr. Pike is a citizen
of Indiana, [d. at 2, { 7]; and (4) the amount in controversy exceeds $75i008t 2, 1 8].

In his Answer, [dkt. 16], Mr. Pike states that he lacks knowledge sufficient to admit or
deny whether Society is a Wisconsin corporatigth its principal plae of business in Wiscon-
sin and therefore denies that allegatiod, gt 1, § 4]. Mr. Pike ab states that he lacks
knowledge sufficient to admit or deny whettliee amount in controversy exceeds $75,000 and
therefore denies that allegationid.[at 2, 1 8.] Nick’s has nget answered the Complaint.

The Court must independently determineethier proper diversity among the parties ex-

ists. Thomas v. Guardsmark, LL.@87 F.3d 531, 533 (7th Cir. 2007T.he Court is not being

! Society actually sues Mr. Pikiedividually and all others siitarly situated and part of any
class certified in Ca@sNo. 1:11-cv-1304-WTL-MJD, a putatiwdass action which is the subject
of Society’s request for declaraggudgment here. No class hasen certified in that case, and
the citizenships of the membersadf/et-to-be-certified class anet relevant for purposes of our
jurisdictional analysis here.
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hyper-technical: Counsel has aofassional obligation to analgzsubject matter jurisdiction,
Heinen v. Northrop Grumman Cor®71 F.3d 669 (7th Cir. 2012), and a federal court always
has a responsibilityo ensure that has jurisdictionHukic v. Aurora Loan Servs88 F.3d 420,
427 (7th Cir. 2009). Based on Society’s Complaimd Mr. Pike’s Answerand specifically Mr.
Pike’s denial of allegations reilag to Society’s citizenship antie lack of any information re-
garding whether the amount in controversy exceeds $78X)0sive of interest and costhe
Court cannot determine whether it can exadiversity jurisdiction over this case.

Specifically, the parties are remiied that: (1) jurisdictional allegations must be made on
personal knowledge, not on information and bet@finvoke the subject matter jurisdiction of a
federal courtAmerica’s Best Inns, Inc. v. Best Inns of Abilene,,l9B0 F.2d 1072, 1074 (7th
Cir. 1992); (2) it is insufficient for a party generically allege that another partyngt a citizen
of a stateGuaranty Nat'l Title Co. v. J.E.G. Assac$01 F.3d 57, 59 (7th Cir. 1996); and (3) the
amount in controversy must exceed “$75,@@08lusive of interest and cost&8 U.S.C. § 1332
(emphasis added).

The Court ORDERS the parties to meet and confand conduct whatever investigation
necessary, to determine whether this Court hagsiiygurisdiction. If tre parties agree that di-
versity jurisdiction is proper, they shall file a joint jurisdictional statemer®tipber 15, 2012
setting forth the parties’ citizehip and a statement regarding ttmount in controversy. If the
parties cannot agree on any jurtsnal requirement, they are ordered to file competing juris-

dictional statements b@ctober 15, 2012 setting forth their positions.

Hon. Jane Magnus-Stinson, Judge

United States District Court
Southern District of Indiana

09/28/2012
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