UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW MEXICO

Rajnee Huber and Thomas Huber v. Progressive Insurance Company

Huber - No. Civ. No. 25-1314 KK/SCY - Decided January 26, 2026

SUMMARY

The court orders Plaintiffs Rajnee Huber and Thomas Huber to show cause why they failed to comply
with a prior order requiring Rule 7.1 disclosures identifying their citizenship. The court explains that
the failure to establish citizenship may affect diversity jurisdiction and warns that noncompliance
could result in dismissal of the complaint.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant removed the action to federal court on the asserted basis of

diversity jurisdiction. The court sua sponte ordered Plaintiffs to show
cause why they failed to comply with an earlier order requiring Rule

7.1 citizenship disclosures.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Trial court order; no reporter citation or precedential designation

appears in the opinion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiffs failed to comply with the court's order requiring Rule 7.1 disclosures identifying their

citizenship.



2. Whether Plaintiffs should be required to show cause for that noncompliance, with dismissal identified as
a possible consequence.
HOLDINGS

1. In an action removed on the basis of diversity jurisdiction, the parties must comply with Federal Rule of

Civil Procedure 7.1(a)(2) by identifying the citizenship of the individuals or entities whose citizenship is
attributed to them.

2. Residency is not equivalent to citizenship for purposes of federal diversity jurisdiction; citizenship
requires residence coupled with an intent to remain in the state indefinitely.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that no later than February 9, 2026, Plaintiffs must show cause in writing as why
they failed to comply with the Court’s January 2 order.” (Order)

“Failure to comply with this order could result in dismissal of the complaint.” (Order)
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant removed the insurance action to federal court based on diversity jurisdiction. The Notice of Removal
alleged that both Plaintiffs were citizens of New Mexico, but the Complaint stated that one Plaintiff resided in
Nevada and did not allege either Plaintiff's citizenship. After the court ordered Plaintiffs to file Rule 7.1
citizenship disclosures, Plaintiffs missed the January 16, 2026 deadline.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Progressive removed the action, alleging diversity jurisdiction and identifying both Plaintiffs as New Mexico
citizens, while the Complaint alleged that one Plaintiff resided in Nevada and did not allege either Plaintiff's
citizenship. The court ordered Plaintiffs to file Rule 7.1 disclosures identifying their citizenship by January 16,
2026. Plaintiffs did not file the required statements, so the court ordered them to show cause in writing by
February 9, 2026, warning that noncompliance could result in dismissal.
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