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Allowing a counterclaim to establish “arising under” jurisdiction would also contravene the longstanding policies underlying our
precedents. First, since the plaintiff is “the master of the complaint,” the well-pleaded-complaint rule enables him, “by eschewing
claims based on federal law, ... to have the cause heard in state court.” Caterpillar Inc., supra, at 398—-399. The rule proposed by
respondent, in contrast, would leave acceptance or rejection of a state forum to the master of the counterclaim. It would allow a
defendant to remove a case brought in state court under state law, thereby defeating a plaintiff’'s choice of forum, simply by raising a
federal counterclaim. Second, conferring this power upon the defendant would radically expand the class of removable cases,
contrary to the “[d]ue regard for the rightful independence of state governments” that our cases addressing removal require.

See Shamrock Oil & Gas Corp. v. Sheets, 313 U. S. 100 <, 109 (1941) (internal quotation marks omitted). And finally, allowing
responsive pleadings by the defendant to establish “arising under” jurisdiction would undermine the clarity and ease of administration
of the well-pleaded-complaint doctrine, which serves as a “quick rule of thumb” for resolving jurisdictional conflicts. See Franchise Tax
Bd., supra, at 11.

For these reasons, we decline to transform the longstanding well-pleaded-complaint rule into the “well-pleaded-complaint-or-
counterclaim rule” urged by respondent.

(HOLMES GROUP, INC. v. VORNADO AIRCIRCULATION SYSTEMS, INC. 13 Fed. Appx. 961, vacated and remanded.)
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