UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
MISSOURI, CENTRAL DIVISION

Paul Mackey v. Allstate Indemnity Company

Mackey - No. 2:26-cv-04085-MDH - Decided June 9, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Missouri grants Allstate Indemnity

Company’s motion to transfer an insurance-coverage dispute to the Eastern District of Missouri under

28 U.S.C. § 1404(a). The court concludes that convenience of the parties and witnesses and judicial

economy favor transfer, while the plaintiff’s choice of forum weighs against it and other factors are

neutral.
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Defendant removed Plaintiff's Missouri state-court action to federal
court and moved under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) to transfer the case from
the Western District of Missouri to the Eastern District of Missouri.

The court applied the discretionary case-specific balancing inquiry
under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a), considering convenience, the interests of
justice, and judicial economy. The party seeking transfer bears the
burden of showing that transfer is warranted, and a plaintiff's choice of

forum generally receives considerable deference.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be transferred from the Western District of Missouri to the Eastern District of
Missouri under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a).

2. Whether the convenience of the parties and witnesses, accessibility of records and documents, location
of the operative events, judicial economy, and other interests-of-justice factors favored transfer despite

Plaintiff's choice of forum.

HOLDINGS

1. Transfer to the Eastern District of Missouri was warranted because the convenience of the parties and
witnesses and several related factors favored the Eastern District, while the remaining factors were

neutral or did not outweigh those considerations.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“For the convenience of the parties and witnesses, in the interest of justice, a district court may transfer any
civil action to any other district or division where it might have been brought or to any district or division to

which all parties have consented.” (Standard)

“For the reasons stated herein, Defendant’s Motion to Transfer Venue is GRANTED. This case is hereby

transferred to the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The case concerns an insurance dispute over hail and wind damage to Plaintiff's property in St. Louis, Missouri.
Allstate initially estimated covered damages at $317.20, later increased its estimate to $6,928.79, while
Plaintiff's consultant estimated restoration costs at $163,667.94. Plaintiff alleged that Allstate failed to pay
sufficient funds under the policy and asserted breach-of-contract and vexatious-refusal claims.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Mackey filed a two-count petition in the Circuit Court of Cole County, Missouri, alleging breach of contract and
vexatious refusal to pay arising from an insurance claim. Allstate removed the action to the Western District of
Missouri and moved to transfer it to the Eastern District of Missouri. The district court granted the motion and

ordered the case transferred.
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