
    

  

 

 

STATE OF LOUISIANA  

COURT OF APPEAL, THIRD CIRCUIT 
 

 

CW 21-156 consolidated with 21-155, CA 20-556, CA 20-557 

CW 20-376 & CW 20-377 

 

 

 

PHILMER JOHNSON, JR., ET AL. 

 

VERSUS 

 

CITY OF WESTLAKE                                             

 

 
 

********** 
 

APPEAL FROM THE 

FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

PARISH OF CALCASIEU, NO. 2017-5089 

HONORABLE RONALD WARE, DISTRICT JUDGE 

 

********** 
 

J. LARRY VIDRINE ٭ 

JUDGE 
 

********** 
 

Court composed of Billy H. Ezell, D. Kent Savoie, and J. Larry Vidrine٭, Judges. 

 

 
 

REVERSED AND RENDERED. 

 

 
 

_____________________ 

 

 Honorable J. Larry Vidrine participated in this decision by appointment of the ٭ 

Louisiana Supreme Court as Judge Pro Tempore. 
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VIDRINE, Judge Pro Tempore. 

For the reasons set forth in the case of Daniel L. Moore and Marie Moore v. City of 

Westlake, 20-556 (La.App. 3 Cir. __/__/____), __So.3d ____, the judgment of the 

trial court is reversed.  We render that the City of Westlake’s ordinances 880-882 

were legally enacted, not discriminatory, and were reasonable.  Costs of this appeal 

are assessed to Plaintiffs.  

 

 

 


