
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

LAKE CHARLES DIVISION

EDDIE JAMES JONES CIVIL ACT. NO 2:09- cv-0044

V. JUDGE MELAN~ON

WAL-MART MAGISTRATE JUDGE HANNA

JUDGMENT

This matterwasreferredto United StatesMagistrateJudgePatrickJ. Hanna

for ReportandRecommendation.No objectionshavebeenfiled. After an

independentreviewof therecord,the Courtconcludesthat theReportand

Recommendationof themagistratejudge is correctand thereforeadoptsthe

conclusionsset forth therein. It is therefore

ORDEREDthatdefendantWal-Mart’s motion for partial dismissalis

grantedin part anddeniedin part. PlaintiffEddieJamesJones’sclaimsunder

Title VII of theCivil RightsAct of 1964,42 U.S.C. § 2000e,et. seq.; § 102 of the

Civil RightsAct of 1991,42 U.S.C.§ 1981a;Discriminationin aplaceofpublic

accommodationin violationof 42 U.S.C. § 2000a;Americanswith Disabilities

Act, 42 U.S.C.§ 12101 et. seq.,and the RehabilitationAct of 1973,29 U.S.C. §

701, et. seq.,areDISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE. Thematterwill proceedto

trial on plaintiff’s claimsunder42 U.S.C. § § 1981 (otherthananyclaimunder 42
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U.S.C.§ 1981a)and 1982 andhis claimsrelatedto thehandling of his ethics

complaintandhis attemptsto protest.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED thatplaintiff shall amendhis complaint

WITHIN FIFTEEN DAYS of the entryof thisjudgmentto allegehis claims

regardingthe Ethics Complaintandhis protestwith moreparticularity. Through

his amendedcomplaint,plaintiff is to identify the basisin law (eg. federalor state

statutory,constitutional,jurisprudential)uponwhich theseclaimsare founded.

Lafayette,Louisianathis
2

nd dayof February,2010.

TuckerL. Me1a~con
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE


