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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Missouri made permanent a preliminary writ of prohibition, holding that
Missouri courts lacked personal jurisdiction over two Kansas business entities sued for injuries arising
from an accident in Kansas. The court concluded that the entities were not at home in Missouri for
purposes of general jurisdiction and that the plaintiff’s claims did not arise from their Missouri
contacts for purposes of specific jurisdiction. The court also rejected imputing the Missouri contacts of

a related corporation to the relators and denied jurisdiction-related discovery.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Relators sought an original writ of prohibition directing the Jackson

County Circuit Court to dismiss personal-injury claims against them
for lack of personal jurisdiction. After the circuit court overruled their
motion to dismiss and the court of appeals denied prohibition relief,

relators petitioned the Supreme Court of Missouri.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In an original prohibition proceeding, the Court determines whether
the lower court is acting outside the proper exercise of its jurisdiction
and whether usurpation of jurisdiction is clearly evident. Personal
jurisdiction is evaluated from the pleadings and, when jurisdiction is
contested with supporting evidence, from the parties' evidentiary
submissions; the plaintiff bears the burden of establishing sufficient

forum contacts.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published en banc opinion of the Supreme Court of Missouri;
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Missouri courts could exercise general personal jurisdiction over the Kansas corporate relators

based on their Missouri registration, business activities, lawsuits, and rental property.

2. Whether Missouri courts could exercise specific personal jurisdiction over the relators when Martinez's

Kansas injury and claims did not arise out of their Missouri contacts.

3. Whether the Missouri contacts of J.A. Peterson Enterprises, Inc. could be imputed to the relators based

on agency, ownership, or a parent-subsidiary relationship.

4. Whether Martinez was entitled to jurisdiction-related discovery despite failing to establish personal

jurisdiction from the pleadings and evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. Missouri courts lacked general personal jurisdiction over Cedar Crest and Peterson Properties because
neither entity was incorporated in Missouri or maintained its principal place of business there, and their

Missouri contacts did not make Missouri an exceptional surrogate for their corporate home.

2. Missouri courts lacked specific personal jurisdiction because Martinez failed to show that his claims

arose out of or were connected to any Missouri contact of either relator.

3. A corporation does not become the agent of another corporation merely because it owns the other
corporation, and the Missouri contacts of a corporate parent or managing member cannot be imputed to
out-of-state subsidiaries or related entities merely because of that relationship.

4. Martinez was not entitled to jurisdiction-related discovery because his pleadings contained only
boilerplate allegations and legal conclusions, and he did not respond with evidence or facts establishing

the relators' Missouri contacts after they contested jurisdiction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“at home” is not synonymous with “doing business,” and, when “a corporation is neither incorporated nor

maintains its principal place of business in a state, mere contacts, no matter how systematic and continuous,



are extraordinarily unlikely to add up to an exceptional case.” (at 4)

“there can be no question that every assertion of specific jurisdiction must rest upon a showing that: (1) the
defendant had at least one contact with the forum state, and (2) the claim being asserted against that

defendant arose out of that contact.” (at 5)

“Rather, each Relator’s contacts with Missouri must be sufficient to create general or specific jurisdiction on
their own.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Martinez, a Kansas resident, alleged that he was seriously injured while working at an apartment complex in
Overland Park, Kansas. He sued Cedar Crest Apartments, LL.C and Peterson Properties, Inc., both Kansas
business entities with Kansas employees and principal places of business in Kansas, asserting premises-liability
and related claims. Martinez relied on the entities' Missouri registration, business solicitation, unrelated Missouri
lawsuits, and unrelated Missouri rental property, and also argued that their relationship with Missouri
corporation J.A. Peterson Enterprises, Inc. supplied jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Martinez filed a damages action in the Jackson County Circuit Court arising from an injury sustained at a Kansas
apartment complex. Cedar Crest and Peterson Properties moved to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction; the
circuit court overruled the motion. Relators unsuccessfully sought prohibition in the court of appeals, then

sought the same relief in the Supreme Court, which made its preliminary writ permanent.

DISPOSITION

writ_granted

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

None. The preliminary writ of prohibition was made permanent, preventing further action by the circuit court

against the relators without personal jurisdiction.
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