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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Arizona held that Arizona's statute of limitations governed a tort action arising

from an automobile accident that occurred in Arizona, even though all parties were California

residents. Applying Restatement (Second) of Conflict of Laws § 142, the court concluded that Arizona

had a substantial interest in regulating and deterring wrongful conduct within the state. The court

vacated the court of appeals' decision, reversed the trial court's judgment, and remanded the case.
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The Arizona Supreme Court granted review of an Arizona Court of
Appeals memorandum decision affirming summary judgment for
defendants on statute-of-limitations grounds.

De novo review of the choice-of-law issue and the summary-judgment
ruling is implied; the opinion does not expressly state a standard of

review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Arizona or California law governed the statute of limitations for Jackson's tort action arising

from an accident, injury, and allegedly wrongful conduct occurring in Arizona.

2. Whether Arizona had a substantial interest in maintaining the claim so that the forum would apply its

own statute of limitations under Restatement (Second) of Conflict of Laws § 142 (1988).

HOLDINGS

1. Under Restatement (Second) of Conflict of Laws § 142 (1988), Arizona generally applies its own statute
of limitations when the claim is timely under Arizona law, unless maintaining the claim would serve no
substantial Arizona interest and the claim would be barred under the law of a state with a more

significant relationship to the parties and occurrence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“as a starting point, the forum's statute of limitations applies.” ( 8)

“Arizona has a substantial interest in applying its statute of limitations to torts arising from conduct that
occurs in the state and produces injury in the state.” (1 21)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In August 1997, Robert Jackson was traveling through Arizona from California to Louisiana when a dust storm
sharply reduced visibility. After Jackson pulled into the emergency lane and parked, vehicles driven by
California residents Donald Chandler and Purita Sicat collided with each other and struck Jackson's vehicle,
causing serious spinal injuries and extensive vehicle damage. Jackson returned to California after hospitalization
and filed a tort action in Arizona in August 1999, which was timely under Arizona's two-year limitations period
but untimely under California's one-year period.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jackson filed a tort action in La Paz County Superior Court in August 1999. The superior court granted
defendants summary judgment, holding that California's one-year statute of limitations barred the action. The
court of appeals affirmed, and the Arizona Supreme Court vacated the court of appeals decision, reversed the

superior court judgment, and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The case was remanded to the trial court for further proceedings consistent with the opinion, applying Arizona's

statute of limitations.
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