
IN RE: 

UNITED STATES • :ISTRIGT COURT 

MIDDLE DlSTRICT OF LOUJSIANA 

·~ 
I ,, 

REALLDTTMENT OF C IV! L CASES 

GENERAL ORDER 

NUMBER 00-4 

ORDER 

IT l S ORDERED th at "the cases on the attached list are here by reallotted from 

SECTION B.of this Court to SECTION Dt and irom SECTION C of this Court to 

SECTION D respectively: 

Baton Rouge, Louisi6'na, June 13, 2000. 

FRANK J. POLOZOLA, CHIEF JUDGE 
Ml ODLE DISTRICT OF ~OU ISIA:NA 

~ 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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CA NO. 92-8 9-C HOLLIS C. STALDER 
C NO. 93-78'9-C BREAZEA1LE V. A ERICAN HEYER-SCHULATE 
CA 0. 93-910-C JOHNSON V. BLOOD 
CA 0. 94-729-C DICKERSO V. SHERIFF PITRE 
CA NO. 94-777-C POULLARD V. TURNER 
CA NO. 94~ 1663-C MOORE V. CARMEN 
CA NO. 96~105-C STATE OF LA. V. TEXACO{and ·cm,sold. actions) 
CA NO. 96-3214-C SOURCE PROD. V. AUZE E 
CA D_ 96-3282-C POPE V. UNIROYAL CHE . 
CA NO. 96-3332-C ZUNIGA V. GOUDEAU 
CA NO. 96m3430-C llVlNGSTON DOWNS V. JEFFERSON DOWNS(and consold.) 
CA NO. 96M7326-C CHEN V. ALBEMARBLE CORP. 
CA NO. 96-7470-C POISSO V. FORMOSA PLASTICS 
CA NO. 9'6-7500-C DrXON V , BLUE CROSS 
CA NO. '96-7511--C JOHNSO V. GULFCO FINA CE 
CA NO. 96w7595-C JEFFERSON V. SO. UNIVERSffY 
CA NO. 97-40 C HANKS V. SHORE OIL 
CA NO. 97163-C GAUTREAU V. EPA 
CA NO. 97-362-C VICTI M V GRAVES 
CA NO. 97-416~C FI LLASTRE V. JACO8$ ENG NEER.ING 
CA NO. 97-535-C SANDERS V. R. J. REYNOLDS TOBACCO 
CA 0. 97-6,77 C SMITH V. BORDEN (and consolrd. acions) 
CA 0. 97-707~C ICHOLSO V. LEBLA C 
GA '0. 97-718~C LA1RD V. EXXON 
CA NO. 97A1083-C RUSTON V. CJTY OF DENHAM SPRINGS 
CA NO. 97 .. 1091-C EATE CORP V. LAMAR LIFE INS. 
CA NO. 97-1097-C HOUSTON V. ARGOSY GAMING 
CA NO. 97-1126-C DOW CHEM. CO. V. SCHLUMBERGER TECH. 
CA NO. 97-1138,.C RODRIGUE V. FISHER 
CA NO. 97-1156-C THOMAS V . LA. CASINO 
CA 0 . '97-1176-C SAMPS,QN V. STATE. 1OF LA. 
CA NO. 98-49-C BROCK V. LEVIS MOTORS 
CA NO. 98-123-C NA rL UNION V. CONS.QL. CAPlT AL 
CA NO. 98 124-C GALLON V. STATE Of LA. 
CA NO. 98~125-C GARAFOLA V. PAUL ReVERE UFE INS. 
CA 0. 98-250..C SI GLETO V. LU BER UTUAL 
CA NO. 98-259-C WILLIAMS V. CITY OF BATO ROUGE 
CA NO. 98-361 C ALBERTSON'S INC. V. FRANKS SERVICE CENTER 


