JOHNNY SEPULVADO				:  NUMBER:  540,651, “B”

VERSUS						:  FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

MONICA BLAKE AND
HOME DEPOT, U.S.A., INC.			:  CADDO PARISH, LOUISIANA

JUDGMENT ON PLAINTIFF’S MOTION IN LIMINE
(FILED 10/17/12)

	The Court has thoroughly considered the Plaintiff’s Motion in Limine (filed 10/17/12), the Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion in Limine (filed 3/13/13), oral arguments of counsel made in open court on March 15, 2013, and applicable law.  The Court concludes the following:
	IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Motion in Limine Number 1 is denied.  Such evidence is relevant and admissible for consideration of bias and interest as well as credibility determinations.  It does not impugn the character of the plaintiff nor does it violate La. C.E. art. 401- 403.
	IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Motion in Limine Number 2 is granted by agreement of counsel.
	IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Motion in Limine Number 3 is granted for reasons set forth in the Judgment addressing the applicability of La. R.S. 22:1871, et seq.
	IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Motion in Limine Number 4 is denied.  Evidence of the plaintiff’s initial complaints and his medical history are relevant and admissible particularly in light of the allegations in paragraphs 11 and 12 of the petition.
	IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Motion in Limine Number 5 is denied.  The Court agrees with defense counsel that if inappropriate questions are asked to a medical expert, a contemporaneous objection should be lodged.  The request is premature and severely boot-straps defense counsel from representing his clients.
	Signed this 15th day of March, 2013 in Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Louisiana.
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