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SULLIVAN, Judge.

Upon receipt of the record, this court issued a rule to show cause why the

instant appeal should not be dismissed.  Subsequently, plaintiff/appellee, West

Cameron Port, Harbor and Terminal District, moved to dismiss the appeal filed by

defendant/appellant, Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal District, on the ground that

the judgment denying an exception of improper venue was a non-appealable,

interlocutory ruling.  For the reasons discussed below, we grant the motion to dismiss.

This case arises out of a petition for a declaratory judgment, injunctive relief,

and damages.  Defendant appealed from the judgment of the Thirty-Eighth Judicial

District Court which denied an exception of improper venue.  The trial court signed

the judgment on March 20, 2006.  On the next day, the trial court’s clerk’s office

mailed a notice of judgment and filed a certificate of mailing same in the record.  

Following the judgment, defendant filed a motion and order for suspensive

appeal, which the trial court granted.  Additionally, defendant filed notice of intent

to apply for supervisory review.  Thereafter, a record was compiled and,

subsequently, lodged in this court on April 4, 2006.

Upon receipt of the record, this court issued a rule to show cause why the

instant appeal should not be dismissed pursuant to the recent amendment to La.Code

Civ.P. art. 2083.  Plaintiff filed a motion to dismiss, seeking to have the instant appeal

dismissed on the same ground. 

The Legislature amended La.Code Civ.P. art. 2083 last year, effective

January 1, 2006.  In its present form, Article 2083 states that an interlocutory

judgment is appealable only when expressly provided by law.  Thus, the amendment

precludes an appeal from a denial of an exception of improper venue, as there is no
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statute expressly permitting an appeal from such a ruling.  Because the instant appeal

seeks review of a judgment denying an exception of improper venue, the appeal is not

properly before this court.  Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed at defendant’s cost.

Specifically, defendant, Lake Charles Harbor and Terminal District, is ordered to pay

costs in the amount of $458.80.  

APPEAL DISMISSED.
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