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I. INTRODUCTION 

 This is the thirteenth article in a series of annual reports on U.S. admiralty and 
maritime law and practice.1  In these articles we try to call attention to the principal na-

                                                 

1 The preceding twelve articles are David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, 
Recent Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the 
Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 37 TUL. MAR. L.J. 401 (2013) [hereinafter 2012 Recent 
Developments]; David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Recent Developments in 
Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Cir-
cuits, 36 TUL. MAR. L.J. 425 (2012) [hereinafter 2011 Recent Developments]; David W. 
Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at the 
National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 35 TUL. MAR. L.J. 493 (2011) 
[hereinafter 2010 Recent Developments]; David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, 
Recent Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the 
Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 34 TUL. MAR. L.J. 443 (2010) [hereinafter 2009 Recent 
Developments]; David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Recent Developments in 
Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Cir-
cuits, 33 TUL. MAR. L.J. 381 (2009) [hereinafter 2008 Recent Developments]; David W. 
Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Recent Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at 
the National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 32 TUL. MAR. L.J. 493 (2008) 
[hereinafter 2007 Recent Developments]; David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, 
Recent Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the 
Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 31 TUL. MAR. L.J. 463 (2007) [hereinafter 2006 Recent 

mailto:drobertson@law.utexas.edu
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tional-level developments that bear on the work of admiralty judges, lawyers, and schol-
ars, and we look more closely at the relevant work of the U.S. Courts of Appeals for the 
Fifth and Eleventh Circuits.  We do not warrant full coverage, although with respect to 
the Fifth and Eleventh Circuit Courts of Appeals, we try to be fairly thorough.2 

II. MISCELLANEOUS DEVELOPMENTS AT THE NATIONAL LEVEL 

A. Federal Rules Amendments 

 Amendments to the federal rules of civil and appellate procedure are expected to 
go into effect on December, 1, 2013.  Amendments to civil rules 37 and 45 relate to sub-
poena practice.  Amendments to appellate rules 28 and 28, dealing with briefing require-
ments, consolidate the dual requirements of a “statement of the case” and a “statement of 
facts” into one requirement of a “concise statement of the case.”3 

                                                                                                                                                 

Developments]; David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Recent Developments in 
Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Cir-
cuits, 30 TUL. MAR. L.J. 195 (2006) [hereinafter 2005 Recent Developments]; David W. 
Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Recent Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at 
the National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 29 TUL. MAR. L.J. 369 (2005) 
[hereinafter 2004 Recent Developments]; David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, 
Recent Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the 
Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 16 U.S.F. MAR. L.J. 147 (2004) [hereinafter 2003 Recent 
Developments]; David W. Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Recent Developments in 
Admiralty and Maritime Law at the National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Cir-
cuits, 27 TUL. MAR. L.J. 495 (2003) [hereinafter 2002 Recent Developments]; David W. 
Robertson & Michael F. Sturley, Recent Developments in Admiralty and Maritime Law at 
the National Level and in the Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, 26 TUL. MAR. L.J. 193 (2001) 
[hereinafter 2001 Recent Developments]. 

2
 We make no attempt to be thorough respecting district court decisions, although 

we have included some for their information value.  “A decision by a federal district 
judge is not binding precedent in either a different judicial district, the same judicial 
district, or even upon the same judge in a different case.”  18 MOORE’S FEDERAL 
PRACTICE § 134.02[1][d], p. 138-24.1 (3d ed. 2007).   See also American Electric Power 
Co. v. Connecticut, 131 S. Ct. 2527, 2540 (2011) (“[F]ederal district judges, sitting as 
sole adjudicators, lack authority to render precedential decisions binding other judges, 
even members of the same court.”). 

3
 See 81 U.S.L.W. 1521 (Apr. 23, 2013).  Other amendments to  the appellate 

rules address appeals from the Tax Court.  There are also amendments to the bankruptcy, 
criminal procedure,  and evidence rules. 


