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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 arBefendant ENSCO fishore Company’s objections to certain
trial exhibits1 The Defendanbbjects to Exhibits 44 through 58he Court rule®n the
objectionsas follows.
> EXHIBIT 44

This exhibithas beemwithdrawn. The objection i©VERRULED AS MOOT .
> EXHIBIT 45

This exhibithas beemwithdrawn. The objection i©VERRULED AS MOOT .
> ExHIBIT 46

This exhibithas beemwithdrawn. The objection i©VERRULED AS MOOT .
> ExHIBIT 47

This exhibithas beemwithdrawn. The objection i©VERRULED AS MOOT .
> ExHIBIT 48

This exhibithas beemwithdrawn. The objection i©VERRULED AS MOOT .
> ExHIBIT 49

Exhibit 49 consists ofwo Facebook postgs by Joanna Jordan (KFJ000405

KFJ000409 andscreenshotefa number ofext messages (KFJ0004Q®8).
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a. KFJ000405
The Facebook po®fates labeled KFJ00040%admissibleln this Facebook post,
Ms. Jordan commented that she was “calling enggitmow and taking them up on their
offer.” During her depositionMs. Jordan acknowledged that she created this Fedeb
post and counsel hadn opportunity at that timt® discuss the postith Ms. Jordamand
to crossexamine her with respect to ithe objection with respect to the Facebook post
that isBates labeled KFJ00040® Exhibit 49is OVERRULED .

b. KFJ000406408

The text messages Bates labeled KFJ0006408 are inadmissible. When asked at
her deposition, Ms. Jordan did not remember sendimgse text messages or being
involved intheconversation. The objection with respexthe text messages Bates labeled
KFJ000406-408in Exhibit 49is SUSTAINED.

c. KFJ000409

The Facebook post Bates labeled KFJ000#0Bxhibit 49is identical to Exhibit
50. For the reasons stated belowth respect to Exhibit 50this Facebook post is
inadmissible, and thBefendant'sobjection toit is SUSTAINED.
> ExHiBIT 50

Exhibit 50is an excerpbfa Facebook conversation between Joanna Jorddman
number of othe individuals. Plaintiff represents that the conversation is digant
becausen it Joanna Jordan “identified her usband as aictim of molestation 2
According to Plaintiffthis conversation shows Ms. Jordan’s charactere“&relessly or
callously exposed a very personal and painful eigraxe of her husband simply to garner

attention.”Having reviewed the exhibit, the Court finds thhetexhibit is irrelevant to
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any issues in this casand has minimal probative wed. Exhibit 50 is inadmissible.hE
Defendant’s objection to Exhibit 50 8USTAINED.
> ExHiBIT 51

This exhibit has been withdrawn. The objectio® ERRULED AS MOOT.
> EXHIBIT 52

This exhibit has been withdrawimhe objection iIOVERRULED AS MOOT.
> EXHIBIT 53

Exhibit 53is a draft of a Child Support and Property Settlatnggreement. This
agreement wasirculated betweethePlaintiff and Joanna Jordan ithe contekoftheir
divorce proceedingslaintiff argues thexhibit is relevanbecausat indicates thatMs.
Jordanhas an interest in the outcome ofthese proceedifgsagreement was not signed
by eithe party.Moreover, the agreement in the bench books ierely a draft, and there
is no evidence as to whether it ever took effeghikit 53 is inadmissible. Thebjection
to this exhibit iISSUSTAINED.
> EXHIBIT 54

Exhibit 54 is a screenshot dbanna JorddnFacebook post in which she said she
was “callingensco right now and taking them up on their off@is exhibitis identical
to the Facebook post Bates lab@KFJ000405 in Exhibit 49which the Court ruled is
admissible For the reasons stated aboweéth respect to Exhibit 49, Bates label
KFJ000405the objection iOVERRULED .
> EXHIBIT 55

Exhibit 55 is identical to Exhibit 50. It is the Facebook conatien involving

Joanna Jordamand other unidentified individual$or the reasons stated above with



respect to Exhibit 50this Facebook conversation isadmissible. TheDefendant’s
objection to Exhibit 55 ISUSTAINED.
> ExHIBIT 56

Exhibit 56 is a screenshot of Joanna Jordan’s Famelpage and, specifically, an
image with the caption: “Pull up to my ex wit myetengs missing!!'!'” Ms. Jordan admitted
in her deposition that she posted this image to kacebook pageCounsel had an
opportunity at thatime to discuss the post with M3ordan and to crossxamine her
with respect to itThis exhibit is admissible, and the objectisftOVERRULED .
> ExHIBIT 57

Exhibit 57 is a 103page printout of Ms. Jordan’s Facebook paBkintiff has
withdrawn a majority of thiexhibit and now seeks to introduce only two pagesxhibit
57, specifically the pages Bates labeled KFJ000d46d KFJ000464These pagen
Exhibit 57 were discussedwith Ms. Jordanduring her deposition. Ms. Jordan
acknowledged having created the Facebook posthempages Bates labeled KFJ000461
and KFJ000464. These pagafsExhibit 57are admissiblebut only with respect to the
Facebook comments from Ms. Jord&ecause comments from other Facebook users are
also present on the pages Bates labeled KFJ000d6é K&J0O00464, those comments
must be redacted before the pages can be showretaity and introduced into evidence.
> ExHIBIT 58

This exhibt has been withdrawn. The objectionG¥ ERRULED AS MOOT .

ITIS SO ORDERED.

New Orleans, Louisiana, thisl9th day ofMay, 2016.

“““ S Gﬁe‘m&eg%”“““““
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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