
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA
LAFAYETTE-OPELOUSAS DIVISION

JOSEPH BOWMAN CORMIER, CIVIL ACTION NO. 09-703
MARY ANN HENRY CORMIER

VERSUS JUDGE DOHERTY

LAFAYETTE CITY-PARISH MAGISTRATE JUDGE HANNA
CONSOLIDATED
GOVERNMENT, ET AL

RULE 7(a) HEIGHTENED PLEADING REVIEW

In this § 1983 civil rightssuit, plaintiffs havesueddefendantsLafayetteCity-

ParishConsolidatedGovernment,LafayetteCity PoliceDepartmentand/orLafayetteCity

Prosecutor’sOffice, Earl “Nickey” Picard,Timothy Picard,GaryJ.Haynes,ShaneM.

Mouton, Lt. Nolvey Stelly, CorporalHeatherMartin, andOfficer ChaseGuidry in their

official andindividual capacities. In their answers,defendantspleadqualifiedimmunity.

Theundersignedhasthereforeconductedanevaluationof plaintiffs complaintto

determinewhetherit meetstheapplicableheightenedpleadingrequirement.See Schultea

v. Wood, 47 F.3d 1427, (5th Cir. 1995);Bakery. Putnal,75 F.3d 190, 195 (5th Cir. 1996).

After review,theundersignedconcludesplaintiffs have“supported[their] claims

with sufficient precisionandfactualspecificityto raisea genuineissueasto the illegality

of defendants’conductat thetime of the allegedacts.” Schultea,47 F.3d at 1434.

Although the courtmaylaterdeterminethe factsin favor of defendants,the soleissue

presentedhereis whetherplaintiffs havesatisfiedtheheightenedpleadingrequirementof
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Shultea,which theundersignedconcludestheyhave. Thus,no order limiting discovery

underSchulteais appropriate.

Signedat Lafayette,Louisianaon this 12th dayofMarch, 2010.

trkkLHarm~
United States istrate Judge
800 LafayetteSL, Suite 3500
Lafayette, Loui~ana70501
(337) 593~5J4O(phone)593-5155 (fax)


