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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

KEVIN JORDAN CIVIL ACTION
Plaintiff

VERSUS NO. 15-1226

ENSCO OFFSHORE COMPANY SECTION: “E” (1)

Defendant

ORDER AND REASONS

Before the Court is Plaintiff Kevin Jordamotionin limineto exclude the video
deposition of Marti George as cumulativ&€he motion is opposk? For the reasons that
follow, the motionisDENIED .

Defendant, ENSCO Offshore Compaimgs takerthe depogions ofboth (1) Marti
George,Plaintiffs former mothetin-law, and (2) Joanna Jordan, Plaintdf exwife.
Plaintiff maintains‘[b]Joth Mrs. Jordan and Ms. George teigf that Plaintiff accidently
injured his left index finger with a knife and thevent to work’3 Plaintiff thusargues
that “Ms. Georgés testimony is the samas her daught&” and should be excluded as
cumulative In the alternative, Plaintiffs seek to excludeanna Jordas deposition
testimony essentiallyarguingthatthe Defendant should be liteid to cdling one or the
other, but not both, at trial.

As Defendant points out, Marti Georgalepositions “a merell minutedong.”4
Furthermore, the Court finds the testimonyothMrs. Jordan and Mrs. George may be
needed by the &endant, given that Mrs. Jordan and the Plaimatié divorced andher

testimony may be subjeab attack based on her bias against themRiff.> The exclusion

1R. Doc. 77.

2R. Doc. 85.

3R. Doc. 771 at 1.

4R. Doc.85 at 1.
5SeeR. Doc. 85 at43.
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of neitherMs. Georgés nor Mrs. Jordatrs testimony ascumulativeis warranted.The
Courttakes this opportunity, however, tmtethat timeat trial will be limited, sothe
partiesmustmake every effort to ustheir trial time effectively and efficientignd to avoid
cumulative testimony.

Additionally, in Plaintiff's reply brief, Plaintiff noted thathe “meet and confer
between counsel for Plaintiff anebunselfor ENSCO unfortunatelyailed to reach an
agreement to remove much of the colloquy in Mrs.dam's deposition’s As the Court
expressed at the Pilial Conferenceall colloquy between counsehust be removed
from thedeposition testimony that will be played at trialth no exception. To the extent
colloquy between counsel reams in a witness deposition testimonyhetestimony may
not be presented to the jury.

ITIS SO ORDERED.

New Orleans, Louisiana, thisl3th day of May, 2016.

_____ Staag N B

SUSIE MO N
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

6 R. Doc. 962 at 1.



