GLORIA B. BARNETT


     :  NUMBER:  511,724, “B”
VERSUS




     :  FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

SHREVEPORT PADDLEWHEELS, L.LC.

HCS I, INC., and HCS H, INC., doing 

business as the ELDORADO CASINO

SHREVEPORT JOINT VENTURE

     :   CADDO PARISH, LOUISIANA

JUDGMENT ON MOTION FOR SUMMARY

JUDGMENT (FILED JULY 24, 2008 BY

ELDORADO CASINO SHREVEPORT)


The court has considered the Motion For Summary Judgment filed July 24, 2008 by Eldorado Resort Casino Shreveport (apparently erroneously referenced in petition as Shreveport Paddlewheels, L.L.C. HCS I, Inc. and HCS II, INC) as well as the opposition filed September 18, 2008 by Plaintiff Gloria B. Barnett.  After review of the entire record and exhibits, the Court concludes that there is no genuine of material fact and the defendant is entitled to Judgment as a matter of law
.  Accordingly:


IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Motion For Summary Judgment filed by Eldorado Resort Casino Shreveport is granted and the case is dismissed with prejudice.


Signed this 12th day of November, 2008 in Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Louisiana.








_____________________________ 








       SCOTT J. CRICHTON 








          DISTRICT JUDGE

DISTRIBUTION:

Ronald Kip Gates, 318-322-7481

Curtis R. Joseph, Jr., 213-1079
� The Court has reviewed the (1) Guest Injury Mishap Report;  (2) the excerpt of plaintiff’s deposition (“I just pulled it (the chair) back and it just turned over…I never got on it (the chair)”…Defense counsel:  “…you’re moving the chair and you say it got hung up on something and that caused you to fall?”  Answer by plaintiff: “Yes”; and (3) VHS tape in which the event is captured.  Plaintiff counsel’s argument on page 2 of his opposition brief that “the fact that the chair legs hung up on the flooring of the casino and turned over with plaintiff in tow certainly establishes that the chair and/or the flooring in conjunction with the chair was an unreasonable risk of harm…” is legally incorrect.  After review of the entire record, the Court concludes that there is zero evidence to establish that the chair was defective or that the “flooring in conjunction with the chair” constituted an unreasonable risk of harm.





