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SUMMARY

The court denied plaintiff Forrest Gray’s motion to proceed with a bench trial in his 42 U.S.C. § 1983
civil rights action. The court held that defendant properly demanded a jury trial under the Seventh
Amendment, Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 38, and the applicable local rule.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved to proceed with a bench trial instead of a jury trial in a
42 U.S.C. § 1983 action. Defendant opposed the motion and asserted
that he had properly demanded a jury trial.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the governing constitutional and procedural rules
concerning the right to a jury trial and the timeliness and waiver of a
jury demand.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a defendant in a § 1983 action seeking legal relief has a Seventh Amendment right to a jury
trial.

2. Whether defendant properly demanded a jury trial under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 38 and Local
Rule 201, thereby preventing plaintiff from obtaining a bench trial without defendant's consent.

HOLDINGS

1. A § 1983 action seeking legal relief is an action at law within the meaning of the Seventh Amendment,
so a party is entitled to a jury trial upon a proper demand.

2. Defendant preserved the right to a jury trial by filing a timely jury demand in his answer and not
withdrawing it; plaintiff's motion for a bench trial was therefore denied.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“the Supreme Court has held that such an action “seeking legal relief is an action at law within the meaning
of the Seventh Amendment,”” (at 1)

“Therefore, because defendant has a right to a jury trial in this action and he has complied with the
procedures for demanding a jury trial, plaintiff's motion is denied.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff is a state inmate proceeding without counsel in a civil-rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Both his
initial and operative complaints requested a jury trial, while defendant filed an answer demanding a jury trial and
maintained that demand. Plaintiff later sought to proceed with a bench trial.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff, a state inmate proceeding without counsel, brought this § 1983 civil-rights action. Defendant filed an
answer containing a jury demand and did not withdraw it. The district court denied plaintiff's motion for a bench
trial.

DISPOSITION

other

CASES CITED

Curtis v. Loether, 415 U.S. 189, 194 (1974)

City of Monterey v. Del Monte Dunes at Monterey, Ltd., 526 U.S. 687, 707, 709 (1999)

Retrieved from lawtools.ai · https://lawtools.ai/cases/state/united-states-district-court-for-the-eastern-district-of-california-united-states-
district-court-for/2025/forrest-gray-v-cassie-4d3dmg80


