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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Maryland considered a motion to dismiss claims
arising from the interstate shipment of household goods. The court held that forum-selection clauses
requiring litigation in Florida were contractually invalid because they conflicted with the Carmack
Amendment's venue protections for household-goods shippers. The court denied dismissal of the
Carmack Amendment claim but dismissed the state-law claims as preempted and dismissed the
freestanding claim for injunctive relief.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant moved to dismiss the complaint based on forum-selection
clauses and, alternatively, under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)
(6) on federal-preemption grounds.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A motion to dismiss based on a forum-selection clause is evaluated
under forum non conveniens, with consideration of evidence outside
the pleadings and facts viewed in the light most favorable to the
plaintiff. For a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded
allegations as true, draws reasonable inferences for the plaintiff, and
asks whether the complaint states a facially plausible claim.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished memorandum opinion; district-court decision with
persuasive value.

TOPICS

forum non conveniens motions to dismiss civil procedure deceptive trade practices commercial



PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure contracts consumer protection commercial litigation remedies

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the forum-selection clauses requiring litigation in Florida were enforceable against Blackmon's
Carmack Amendment claim.

2. Whether the Florida deceptive-trade-practices and common-law fraud claims were preempted by the
Carmack Amendment or the Interstate Commerce Commission Termination Act.

3. Whether a freestanding claim for injunctive relief stated a cognizable cause of action.

HOLDINGS

1. The forum-selection clauses were contractually invalid as applied to the interstate household-goods
shipment because they violated public policy embodied in the Carmack Amendment's special venue
provisions.

2. The theories alleging unlawful storage fees and retention of the goods were preempted by the Carmack
Amendment.

3. Even assuming the misrepresentation and fraudulent-inducement theories were not preempted by the
Carmack Amendment, they were preempted by the ICCTA because they related to the price, route, or
service of a motor carrier.

4. A freestanding claim seeking injunctive relief fails because an injunction is a form of relief rather than
an independent cause of action.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When a patty moves to transfer or dismiss a case based on the existence of a forum selection clause, courts
follow a three-step process to determine if the clause should be enforced.” (at 4)

“These provisions assure the shipper a choice of forums as plaintiff.” (at 6)

“in the context of household goods... [,] the Carmack Amendment essentially prohibits enforcement of forum-
selection clauses.” (at 7)

“Because the Carmack Amendment “is a comprehensive exercise of Congress’ power to regulate interstate
commerce,” it preempts “all state or common law remedies available to a shipper against a carrier for loss
or damage to interstate shipments.”” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Blackmon contracted with International Van Lines to transport household goods from Mississippi to Maryland.
The parties' bills of lading and moving estimates contained forum-selection clauses requiring disputes to be
brought in Florida state court, and the documents addressed different levels of cargo-value protection. After
pickup, the carrier allegedly delayed delivery, imposed storage fees, and retained the goods after Blackmon



refused to pay additional fees. Blackmon asserted a Carmack Amendment claim, Florida deceptive-trade-
practices and fraud claims, and sought injunctive relief.
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Robert Blackmon filed suit in the District of Maryland concerning an interstate household-goods shipment.
International Van Lines moved to dismiss, arguing that contractual forum-selection clauses required suit in
Florida and that the state-law claims were preempted. The court denied dismissal of the Carmack Amendment
claim and granted dismissal of the state-law and freestanding injunctive-relief claims.
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