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SUMMARY

The Sixth Circuit held that the district court abused its discretion by exercising supplemental
jurisdiction over Scott Williams’s Michigan constitutional Fair and Just Treatment claim after
dismissing all federal claims. Because the state constitutional claim presented novel and complex
issues and implicated federal-state comity, the court vacated the judgment as to that claim and related
respondeat superior liability and remanded for dismissal without prejudice. The court declined to
address other state claims that Williams abandoned on appeal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court abused its discretion by exercising supplemental jurisdiction over Williams's
novel and complex Michigan constitutional Fair and Just Treatment claim and related respondeat
superior theory after dismissing all federal claims.

2. Whether the appellate court should address Williams's other state constitutional claims when he
abandoned them on appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court abused its discretion by exercising supplemental jurisdiction over Williams's Fair and
Just Treatment claim and related respondeat superior theory because the federal claims had been
dismissed and the remaining claims presented novel and complex questions concerning an unresolved
provision of the Michigan Constitution, making comity and the other § 1367(c) considerations favor
dismissal.

2. The court would not consider Williams's other state claims because he expressly abandoned them on
appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“But the district court’s discretion is not limitless and “is bounded by constitutional and prudential limits on
the use of federal judicial power.”” (5)

“For the reasons stated, we VACATE and REMAND with instructions for the district court to dismiss without
prejudice Williams’s Fair and Just Treatment claim and related assertion of respondeat superior liability.” (8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Scott Williams was elected to the Addison Community School Board and was unanimously selected as its
president for a one-year term. After a dispute during a board meeting and complaints about Williams's conduct,
board members prepared a resolution seeking to censure him and remove him as president. Williams received no
advance notice of the specific allegations, attended a closed meeting with a representative, and was removed by
board vote. He then sued, including a claim under the Fair and Just Treatment clause of the Michigan
Constitution.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Williams sued Addison Community Schools and individual school-board defendants, asserting federal and
Michigan constitutional claims arising from his removal as school-board president. The district court dismissed



the federal claims, exercised supplemental jurisdiction over the state claims, and granted defendants summary
judgment on all claims while denying Williams's partial summary-judgment motion. Williams appealed only the
disposition of his Fair and Just Treatment claim and related respondeat superior theory. The Sixth Circuit vacated
and remanded with instructions to dismiss those claims without prejudice.

DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The district court must dismiss without prejudice Williams's Fair and Just Treatment claim and related assertion
of respondeat superior liability.
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