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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania considered motions to
dismiss claims arising from a fatal tractor-trailer accident. The court held that Hussain-Day’s claims
against Total Quality Logistics were preempted by the Federal Aviation Administration Authorization
Act to the extent TQL acted as a broker, but denied dismissal to the extent TQL may have acted as a
carrier because that status required discovery. The court also denied Superstar Transport’s motion to
dismiss punitive-damages claims based on allegations that the driver operated the tractor-trailer under
the influence of narcotics.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania

WRITING FOR THE COURT Karoline Mehalchick

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania

DECIDED February 25, 2026

DOCKET 1:25-CV-00201

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff's third amended Pennsylvania tort complaint was challenged
by motions to dismiss under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6).
The court considered TQL's FAAAA preemption arguments and
Superstar's challenges to punitive-damages and recklessness
allegations.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court identifies the elements of the
claims, disregards allegations that are merely conclusory, and
determines whether the well-pleaded factual allegations plausibly
satisfy the elements of the claims. The court accepts plausible factual
allegations as true and construes reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's
favor, while not assuming the truth of legal conclusions or facts not
alleged.
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PRACTICE AREAS
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court could determine on a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, based on TQL's public regulatory filings,
that TQL acted solely as a freight broker in connection with the accident.

2. Whether Hussain-Day's Pennsylvania negligence, negligent hiring, wrongful-death, survival, and broker-
liability claims against TQL were preempted by the Federal Aviation Administration Authorization Act.

3. Whether the FAAAA safety exception could preserve negligence claims against TQL if TQL acted as a
motor carrier rather than a broker.

4. Whether the complaint plausibly alleged conduct sufficient to support punitive damages against
Superstar.

5. Whether the complaint's allegations of recklessness and willful or wanton conduct should be stricken or
dismissed.

6. Whether Hussain-Day should receive leave to amend after filing three complaints.

HOLDINGS

1. Although the court could take judicial notice that TQL was registered with the Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Administration as a broker, that registration did not establish that TQL acted solely as a broker in
connection with Day's accident. The complaint's allegation that TQL may have acted as a carrier created
a factual issue requiring discovery.

2. Hussain-Day's Pennsylvania negligence, negligent-hiring, related wrongful-death and survival claims,
and broker-liability claims were preempted to the extent they alleged that TQL was liable as a broker.
The court granted TQL's motion as to those claims and dismissed the broker-liability claims with
prejudice.

3. The court denied TQL's motion without prejudice as to claims alleging that TQL acted as a carrier.
Because the court could not determine at the pleading stage whether TQL acted as a broker or carrier in
the accident, TQL could reassert preemption after discovery.

4. The complaint sufficiently stated punitive-damages claims against Superstar. Allegations that Crain
drove a tractor-trailer while under the influence of narcotics and that Superstar recklessly entrusted him



with the vehicle were sufficient at the pleading stage, particularly because the punitive-damages inquiry
is fact intensive.

5. The court denied leave to amend because Hussain-Day had already filed three complaints and had ample
opportunity to correct any pleading deficiencies.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“However, the fact that TQL is registered as a broker before the FMCSA does not by itself mean that it should
be considered a broker for purposes of the instant motion.” (Section III.A)

“Accordingly, negligent hiring and general negligence claims are barred against brokers and carriers unless
an exception to the FAAAA’s preemption applies.” (Section III.B)

“Such allegations are sufficient to sustain a claim for punitive damages given the fact intensive nature of the
inquiry and the general reluctance amongst courts to dismiss claims for punitive damages prior to discovery.”
(Section III.C)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Christopher Day was operating a motorcycle in York, Pennsylvania on April 30, 2024, when a tractor-trailer
driven by Jesse Crain entered his path and caused a crash resulting in Day's death. The complaint alleged that
Crain was under the influence of narcotics and that Superstar, Wooden Goose, and Kevin Richardson owned,
maintained, and/or controlled the truck. The complaint alleged that Total Quality Logistics either acted as a
broker or carrier between other entities or controlled and maintained the truck involved in the accident.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hussain-Day initiated the action on January 22, 2025, and filed a third amended complaint on April 23, 2025,
asserting twenty-eight Pennsylvania tort-law counts arising from a fatal tractor-trailer and motorcycle collision.
TQL and Superstar moved to dismiss. The Wooden Goose Defendants separately moved to dismiss, but their
motion became moot after settlement and court approval of the settlement. The court granted TQL's motion in
part, denied it in part, denied Superstar's motion, denied the Wooden Goose Defendants' motion as moot,
dismissed the broker-liability claims against TQL with prejudice, and denied further leave to amend.
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