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BY________________ WESTERNDISTRICT OFLOUISIANA
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MARION CARR CIVIL ACTION NO. 08-0326

VERSUS JUDGE ROBERT G. JAMES

PLYMOUTH TUBE CO., ET AL MAG. JUDGE KAREN L. HAYES

RULING

BeforetheCourt isDefendantECOF, Inc.’s (“ECOF”) SecondMotion in Limine. [Doe.No.

1931. ECOFseeksan orderprecludingprosePlaintiffMarianCan(“Can”) from introducingor

referencingat trial, for any purpose,theaffidavit ofRoy Page(“the affidavit”).

Carrintendsto introducetheaffidavitattrial to establishthat“ECOFacquiredTurnerMachine

Company.”[Doe. No. 193, Exhibit A]. Introducingor referencingtheaffidavit for thispurposeis

inadmissiblehearsay.FED. R. EvID. 801-802. Thecontentoftheaffidavit is offeredto prove the

truth ofthematterasserted,that“ECOF acquiredTurnerMachineCompany.” In Can’sResponse

to theMotion in Limine [Doe. No. 206], shedoesnot assertthat theaffidavit satisfiesany of the

enumeratedor residualhearsayexceptions.SeeFED. R. EvID. 803-804,807.

ECOF,however,seeksto precludeCarr from introducingorreferencingtheaffidavit/orany

purpose. ECOF’s requestis too broad. Can could introduceor refer to the affidavit to prove

somethingotherthanthe truth of thematterassertedin theaffidavit.

ECOF’sSecondMotion in Limine is GRANTED IN PART,to theextentthat Carr intendsto

introduceorreferto theaffidavitattrial to establishthat“ECOFacquiredTurnerMachineCompany,”

andDENIED TN PART, to theextentthat Carrintendsto introduceor refer to theaffidavit to prove

a matterotherthanthe truthofthe matterasserted.

Carr v. Spherion et al Doc. 216 Att. 1

Dockets.Justia.com

http://dockets.justia.com/docket/louisiana/lawdce/3:2008cv00326/106837/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/louisiana/lawdce/3:2008cv00326/106837/216/1.html
http://dockets.justia.com/


MONROE,LOUISIANA, this _____ day of September,2009.

ROBERTG. JAM~S)
UNiTED STATESbISTRICTJUDGE
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