GEORGE MEADOWS AND


:  NUMBER 545,929-B

LINDA MEADOWS, INDIVIDUALLY

AND AS HUSBAND AND WIFE

VERSUS




:  FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT    

SUCCESSION OF MURLYON
DANIEL LAGRONE, JR., JESSICA

GENE LAGRONE, IN HER

CAPACITY AS THE SUCCESSION

REPRESENTATIVE OF THE 

SUCCESSION OF MURLYON

DANIEL LAGRONE, JR. AND

STATE FARM MUTUAL AUTOMOBILE

INSURANCE COMPANY


:  CADDO PARISH, LOUISIANA

REASONS FOR JUDGMENT ON

MOTION TO DISMISS AND EXCEPTION OF
NO RIGHT OF ACTION


The Court has thoroughly considered the Motion to Dismiss filed by Rellis P. Godfrey on May 12, 2011; the Exception of No Right of Action and Request for Sanctions filed by George and Linda Meadows (“the Meadows”) on June 3, 2011; the Response to the Exception filed by Mr. Godfrey on July 12, 2011; oral arguments of counsel held July 18, 2011, the entire record and applicable law.  For reasons which follow, this Court concludes that the Motion to Dismiss should be denied, that the Exception of No Right of Action should be sustained, and that the Request for Sanctions should be denied. 


Mr. Godfrey, in proper person, seeks to have this suit against the Succession of Murlyon Daniel LaGrone, Jr. (“the Succession”) dismissed.  While he is the attorney of record for the Succession, he has repeatedly denied any representation of the Succession in this suit.  Mr. Godfrey cannot deny involvement in this suit, while requesting its dismissal.  Under La. Code Civ. Proc. art. 681, only a party with “a real or actual interest” may assert an action.  In this suit, the parties with an interest are the Meadows, the Succession, Jessica LaGrone, and State Farm.  Mr. Godfrey, in proper person, has no interest in the suit and lacks standing to request a dismissal on behalf of the Succession or any other party.  The standing issue now argued in connection with the motion filed May 12, 2011 was not asserted in connection with Mr. Godfrey’s exception filed February 1, 2011.  Now that the issue is before the Court by virtue of Mr. Godfrey’s motion and Mr. Cooper’s exception, the Court concludes that Mr. Godfrey, in proper person, lacks standing and apparently does not have a real or actual interest in this lawsuit.
For reasons assigned, this Court concludes that Mr. Godfrey’s Motion to Dismiss should be denied, that Plaintiff’s Exception of No Right of Action should be sustained, and that Plaintiff’s Request for Sanctions should be denied.

Counsel shall submit a formal Judgment in accordance with La. Dist. Ct. R. 9.5.

Signed this 21st day of July, 2011 in Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Louisiana.
                                                         _______________________

                                                                                                 SCOTT J. CRICHTON

                                                                                                    DISTRICT JUDGE

DISTRIBUTION:

J. Allen Cooper, counsel for Plaintiffs, George & Linda Meadows
Rellis Godfrey, in proper person
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