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This case arises from an investigation by the National Collegiate 
Athletic Association ("the NCAA")  into alleged rule violations by Jeremy 
Pruitt and his staff during Pruitt's tenure as head football coach at the 
University of Tennessee ("UT"). After UT fired Pruitt and self-reported 
his alleged rule violations, the NCAA undertook an in-depth 
investigation into the alleged violations, which resulted in penalties 
being imposed against Pruitt.  

 
During the course of the NCAA's investigation, Pruitt moved to 

Alabama and filed the underlying lawsuit against the NCAA in the 
DeKalb Circuit Court. In his amended complaint, Pruitt alleged various 
claims against the NCAA related to its investigation and findings.  

 
The NCAA argued that Pruitt's lawsuit against it should be 

dismissed because the trial court lacked personal jurisdiction over it.1 
 

1"Personal jurisdiction" means a court has the power to make 
decisions about a person or business because that person or business has 
a sufficient connection to the state in which the court is located.  
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The NCAA also argued that DeKalb County was not the proper place, or 
venue, for the lawsuit to be filed. The trial court denied the NCAA's 
motion. The NCAA now wants this Court to order the trial court to 
dismiss Pruitt's lawsuit against it based on the lack of personal 
jurisdiction and improper venue.2 

 
 2This summary is provided as a courtesy to members of the public 
who are attending this oral argument. It is in no way intended to reflect 
the thoughts or opinions of the members of the Court on the present case.  


