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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPL
ABERDEEN DIVISION
WILL MCRANEY PLAINTIEF
v, Civil Na: 1:17-ev:00080-GHD-DAS

THE NORTH AMERICAN MISSION BOARD
OF THE SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION DEFENDANT

For the reasons set forth in the memorandum opinion issued this day, it is ORDERED

that:

Jurisdiction;

3. The North American. Mission Board’s pending niotion to steike [56] is DENIED

4. This case is CLOSED. et
SO ORDERED, this, the &N day of April 2016,

SENIOR U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE
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. This.matter is before-the Court on Defendant The North American Mission Board’s
mOtlon forsummary3udgment{48] and the Court’s ,Qrd.er,to_s_how _c_a_use_.[.é()] whytheCourt . .

S mternal procedures, or mternal dec:smns of the church.” Gznyard v Church of God m“::;'“:___‘____:::“:f """" )

~ Christ Kentucky First Jurisdiction, Inc., 6 F. Supp 3d 725,729 (W.D. Ky. 2014). Under '
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..................

_Reform Movement Am. Unzon Irzt'l Mtssmnary Socy, .719 F Appx 926, 928 (llth Clr e
'2018), Gregorzo v." Hoover, 238 F. Supp 3d 37, 46 (DDC 2017","'Kélléy“v Decaturf o

- US.C. § 1447(c) (In case removed to fedcral court, “[i]f at any time before final judgment

...t _appears that the district court lacks subject matter jurisdiction, the case shall be

maﬁer,Jurlsdlctlon,over McRaney. B O IS, e

12(b)(1) Subject Matter Jurlsdnctlon Standard

remanded.”) The parties responded, and the Coutt now considers whether it has s subject

The Court has a continuing duty to assess its subject matter Jurlsdlctlon through all---“ e

~phases of the litigation. Arbaugh v. Y&H Corp., 546 U.S. 500, 501, 126 8, Ct. 1235, 163 .
L Ed. 2d 1097 (2006). Thus, the Court converts the NAMB’s miotion to summiaty Judgment“

toaRule 12(b)(l) motion to dxsmlss for lack of subject matter Jurzschctlon See Szmpson v, - |



.................................................
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~ thisdoctrine courts have:

~consistently agreed that civil courts should not review the internal

- -policies, internal procedures, or-internal decisions of the-church; - -

... removing . [dissident church members] was of no constitutional

Coommrmnrrs o and this includes review of whethier a chiurch followed its own
e internal - policies -or-procedures: - See; e g, Kral v Sisters of the R
..................................................... Third.Ordgr,,Rggular..ofSt'...Francis., 746F‘2d450(8thCir.1984) e e
_______________________________________________________________ (“A claim of violation of the law of a hierarchical church, once
.......................................................... rejected---by---the---ehurch's- jUdl()lal -authorities-,wis' not subject-to- [P

...................... o revision in the secular cour.ts,,’?).;uNunn..u..Blaclg,,506_F__Supp_..444,........, S

C Consequence?), offd 661 F2d 925 (4h Cir. 1981); Simpson v

____________________________ in his/her lawful business; (3) that they were done with the unlawful purpose of causing

“damage and loss, without right or justifiable cause on the pait of the defendant (whichacts



.........................................

~upon him by displaying a picture of him at its headquarters which stated “that he wasnot
. betrusted and public enemy #1 of NAMB.” Compl. at 6. A plaintiff seeking to establish . . ... ...
an intentional infliction of emotional distress must show that “(1) the defendant acted ™~
""""""""""""""""  willfully or wantonly toward the plaintiff by committing certain described actions; (2) the -

........................................................................................................................................

................................... resolve,.these..issues,,,the..Court,.will.need.,to..,make det@rminations.about..why.the NAMB. .

. held these opinions of McRaney, and because the NAMB is a religious institution, the -

I question will touch on matters of religious belief: The Court, therefore, finds that underthe---—+
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temoved to federal court and then moved to dismiss. Jd The district court agreed that

dismissal was appropriate because the Veterans' Judicial Review Aet, 38 U.8.C: §:511,

The Count agrees thiat the state court also.clearly lacks subject matterjurisdiction. Like
‘the focal application doctring in Boaz, the ecclesiastical abstention doctrine applies inboth
state-and federal courts, Mallette, 789 So.2d at 123, (A civil court is forbidden; under the
First and Fourteenth Amendments to the. United States Constitution, from becoming
involved in gcclesiastical disputes.”): If this court lacks jurisdiction to hear MeRaney’s

claims because they involve ecclesiastical disputes; then all civil courts lack jurisdiction,

Thus, ofi femand, the state tiial court-would likewise be compelled to dismiss under the




