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FOREWORD

The masthead of the Tulane Law Review spans two pages.
The first page introduces the reader to the Review’s student edi-
tors as well as to other individuals who participate in the daily
business of publication. The names change from year to year as
students graduate from law school and others from their first
year of study. The steady turnover coupled with the ever-pres-
ent threat of rebellion in the event of a misspelled name forces
the editor in chief of each volume to spend a substantial amount
of time reviewing the contents of the page. Given that the page
is read with some frequency, it is time well spent.
Although no less important, the second page of the mast-
head receives far less attention. Appearing on the second page is
a listing of contributing and advisory editors (generally persons
of some prominence) as well as an enclosed area providing read-
ers with information of a general nature—subscriptions, copy-
rights, back issues, etc. The contents of the page are, in fact, so
static that in most years student editorial boards adopt the mast-
head page proofs of the previous volume, making only minor
adjustments to account for the Review’s increased circulation or
the occasional change in subscription price. Defying tradition,
the editorial board for volume sixty-six made a discrete but sig-
nificant change to the second page of the masthead in its May
issue. Under the heading of “Production,” the following was
replaced:
The citations of the Review conform to THE BLUEBOOK: A
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF CITATION (15th ed. 1991). Except when
context suggests otherwise, the Review follows the guidelines
set forth in the TExas LAW REVIEW MANUAL ON STYLE (6th
ed. 1990).

The editorial board substituted:
The citations of the Review conform to THE BLUEBOOK: A
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF CITATION (15th ed. 1991). On most
matters of style, the Review follows the guidelines set forth in
the TEXAS LAW REVIEW MANUAL ON STYLE (6th ed. 1990).
The Tulane Law Review follows The Bluebook and the Texas
Style Manual except when common sense or local custom dic-
tates otherwise.

With this revision, the Review formally recognized a practice it

had adopted some time ago—departure from the The Bluebook

and the Texas Style Manual when their rules of form and style
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conflicted with “common sense or local custom.” For anyone
who has worked with The Bluebook or the Texas Style Manual,
the common sense exception is apt to be self-evident, and thus
further explanation would be superfluous. The local custom
exception, on the other hand, is surely a bit more ambiguous.
Local custom, as used here, is defined as those rules of form
applied by the Review to materials especially relevant to the
practice of law in Louisiana.

The Tulane Law Review’s departure from The Bluebook in
matters of local custom was motivated by two concerns. First,
The Bluebook’s treatment of Louisiana and civilian legal materi-
als is incomplete and, at times, misguided. This lack of clarity
leads to inconsistent citation forms among authors and, in turn,
confusion among readers. By providing rules of form for such
materials, the Review hopes to alleviate any confusion and to
reduce the workload of authors and editors by sparing them the
tasks of deciphering, interpreting, and interpolating T#he Blye-
book or simply from having to create their own cite forms. Sec-
ondly, many rules of form found in The Bluebook conflict with
traditional rules of form employed in Louisiana and by practi-
tioners in areas of law to which the Review has a unique commit-
ment. These traditional rules often contain information that
assists readers in their evaluation of a cited source and in many
instances makes retrieval of the source more convenient.

The Guide was conceived as and became a true community
effort for the Law Review. Members of three different Review
classes participated in some fashion in the preparation and publi-
cation of the Guide. Grateful acknowledgement for their com-
ments on various drafts of the Guide is especially due the
following individuals: Professor Shael Herman (Faculty Advi-
sor, volume 67); Louis L. Plotkin (Editor in Chief, volume 65);
Luke LeVasseur (Editor in Chief, volume 66); Marcy V. Mas-
sengale (Editor in Chief, volume 67); David V. Snyder (Senior
Managing Editor, volume 65); Laura Hegedus (Senior Managing
Editor, volume 67); John Hogerty II (Senior Articles Editor,
volume 66); and Michael D. Rubenstein (Managing Editor, vol-
ume 67). Any mistakes or inadequacies should, of course, be
attributed to no one but the author.

Final]y,'it must be noted that this compilation could not
have been completed without the assistance and direction of the
staff of the Tulane Law Library. Many of the materials dis-
cussed within the Guide are identified in print for the first time.
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Without the library staff, the existence of these materials would
have remained confined to a few individuals. Special thanks are
due staff members James Donovan, Kevin Hourihan, and Ray
Lytle, who were forced to expend more patience than most.
James Donovan’s guidance and comments on an earlier draft
were also invaluable in the preparation of the Guide for publica-
tion. The Tulane Law Review, and 1, hope that the Guide’s pub-
lication will assist authors, editors, and its readership in their
efforts to access the legal materials especially relevant to the
practice of law in Louisiana.

M.A. CUNNINGHAM
SENIOR MANAGING EDITOR
VOLUME 66
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Guide to Louisiana and Selected French Legal Materi-
als and Citation is designed to provide authors, editors, students,
and practitioners with a manageable reference source for legal
materials particularly relevant to the practice of law in Louisi-
ana. The scope of the work extends to the judicial and statutory
materials of Louisiana and France, Louisiana’s legislative and
executive materials, Louisiana’s state publications, Louisiana
and French periodicals, and civil-law treatises. The various
forms of these legal materials are identified and their coverage
and content recorded or briefly examined. Information that is
helpful in the efficient use of a particular source and that is not
obvious on immediate handling is also provided. Bibliographical
information concerning recent and commonly held materials
such as the Southern Reporter, Second Series, was thought to be
unnecessary and has been omitted.

Bibliographical and research information is presented by
way of citation rules and examples. This format will economize
the user’s time by providing enough information concerning a
particular source and its contents to allow for the Guide’s use
without requiring the reader to wade through extraneous infor-
mation. This organization, of course, does not afford an in-
depth or evaluative discussion of the sources or legal research in
general. For occasions when reference to such a source proves
necessary, two works by Kate Wallach, Louisiana Legal
Research Manual (1972) and Bibliographical History of Louisi-
ana Civil Law Sources: Roman, French and Spanish (1955),
have proved over time to be the standard in Louisiana, while
Judge Albert Tate’s collaboration with Warren J. Hebert in
Treatises for Judges: A Selected Bibliography (197 1) provides a
quick reference tool. For a guide to the records of colonial Loui-
siana, see Henry P. Beers, French and Spanish Records of Louisi-
ana: A Bibliographical Guide to Archive and Manuscript Sources
(1989). French legal materials are thoroughly surveyed in
Charles Szladits & Claire M. Germain, Guide to Foreign Legal
Materials: French (2d ed. 1985).

By combining source and citation information into a single
reference work, the Guide will in most instances dispense with
the need to consult both a treatise on legal bibliography and a
citation manual during the research process. The Guide, how-

ever, is source specific and should be used as a supplement to a
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more comprehensive system of citation. A basic grasp of cita-
tion form, therefore, is assumed throughout the Guide. The two
leading systems of legal citation are The Bluebook: A Uniform
System of Citation (15th ed. 1991) and The University of Chicago
Manual of Legal Citation (1986). As the Tulane Law Review
follows The Bluebook in all other matters of citation, examples
will conform to the typeface conventions for law reviews found
in The Bluebook.

Five topical headings serve as a general outline for the
Guide. Each designates a current source of law. Subheadings
denote the specific types of materials examined in that section
and, in some instances, include an introductory description of
the sources of law for that section. Following each subheading
are rules of form that discuss specific materials and the citation
form for those materials.

II. JUDICIAL OPINIONS, DIGESTS, AND RULES OF COURT
A.  Louisiana Case Law

There are four levels in the Louisiana state judicial system: the
supreme court, courts of appeal, district courts, and inferior
courts of limited jurisdiction. Only Supreme Court and Courts
of Appeal decisions are reported.

Rule 1: Louisiana Supreme Court

If possible cite to both an official state reporter and to the South-
ern Reporter or Southern Reporter, Second Series. Otherwise
cite to the reporter available for the applicable time period
whether it be an official state reporter or the Southern Reporter,
Second Series. In all citations, indicate parenthetically the date
of the decision. Unless the Louisiana Supreme Court’s jurisdic-
tion is made clear by a reference to either the Louisiana Reports
or the Louisiana Annual Reports, indicate the court (La.) within
the parentheses.

1.1. CURRENT CASES—1973 To DATE

Cite cases decided after 1972 to the Southern Reporter, Second
Series. Indicate parenthetically that the opinion was issued by
the Louisiana Supreme Court and the year of decision.

Griffin v. LeCompte, 471 So. 2d 1382 (La. 1985),
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1.2. DEcisions OF 1972

Cite cases decided in 1972 to the Louisiana Reports (vols. 260 to
263), if therein, and to the Southern Reporter, Second Series.
Otherwise cite only to the Southern Reporter, Second Serit_?s.. If a
parallel citation to the Louisiana Reports is supplied, omit juris-
dictional information from the parenthetical notation indicating
the year in which the decision was rendered. The Louisiana
Reports were discontinued after volume 263. Volume 270 of the
Southern Reporter, Second Series, however, provides parallel ref-
erences to volume 264 of the Louisiana Reports. As volume 264
of the Louisiana Reports never found its way to print, citations
should omit any reference to the volume.

State v. Curry, 263 La. 997, 270 So. 2d 484 (1972).

State v. Lee, 270 So. 2d 544 (La. 1972).

Not
State v. Lee, 264 La. 36, 270 So. 2d 544 (1972).

1.3. LouisiaNA REPORTS—I1900 1O 1971

Cite cases decided between 1900 and 1971 to both the Louisiana
Reports (vols. 104 to 260) and the Southern Reporter or Southern
Reporter, Second Series. Omit jurisdictional information for all
citations to the Louisiana Reports. By act of the Louisiana Leg-
islature, concurring and dissenting opinions were omitted from
the Louisiana Reports between 1900 (vol. 104 La.) and 1922
(vol. 149 La.). These opinions can be found in either the South-
ern Reporter or West’s (N.R.S.) edition of the Louisiana Reports.
When citing a dissenting or concurring opinion, a reference to
the Louisiana Reports should be made inside a parentheses fol-
lowing the named parties.

Dugas v. Powell, 207 La. 316, 21 So. 2d 366 (1945).
Lothrop v. Goudeau, 142 La. 342, 76 So. 794 (1917).

Haight v. Johnson (131 La. 781), 60 So. 248, 253 (1912)
{Breaux, C.J., dissenting).

State v. Spillers (105 La. 163), 105 La. N.RS. 91, 93
{Blanchard, J., dissenting).
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1.4, LoOUISIANA ANNUAL REPORTS—1846 To 1900

Cite opinions issued between 1846 and 1900 to the Lowisiana
Annual Reports (vols. 1 to 52). In addition, citations to opinions
issued between 1887 and 1900 should include a parallel citation
to the Southern Reporter. Omit jurisdictional information for all
citations to the Louisiana Annual Reports. Note that dissenting
and concurring opinions were omitted from the official reporter
between 1898 (vol. 50 La. Ann.) and 1900 (vol. 52 La. Ann.).
These opinion can be found in either the Southern Reporter or
West’s N.R.S. edition of the Louisiana Reports. When citing a
dissenting or concurring opinion, an appropriate reference to the
Louisiana Annual Reports is necessary. Refer to rule 1.3 for
examples of citations to dissenting and concurring opinions not
published in the official reporter.

Williams v. Hewitt, 47 La. Ann. 1076, 17 So. 496 (1895).
Copley v. Fretwell, 2 La. Ann. 310 (1847).

1.5. ROBINSON’S REPORTS—1841 TO 1846

Cite cases decided between 1841 and 1846 to Robinson’s Reports
(vols. 1 to 12). Indicate parenthetically the court and year of
decision.

Travis v. January, 3 Rob. 227 (La. 1942).

1.6. LoulsiaANA REPORTS—1830 TO 1841

Cite cases decided between 1830 and 1841 to the Louisiana
Reports (vols. 1 to 19). Indicate parenthetically the year of
decision.

Brownson v. Richard, 6 La. 261 (1837).

1.7. " MARTIN’s REPORTS (LOUISIANA TERM REPORTS)—
1813 TO 1830

Cite cases decided between 1813 and 1830 to Martin, Old Series
(0.8.) (vols. 1 to 12), covering Louisiana Supreme Court opinions
issued between 1813 and 1823, or Martin, New Series (n.s.) (vols.
1 to 8), covering the years 1823 to 1830, The Martin series is
also referred to as the Louisiana Term Reports. Citations to
cases decided between these years should indicate parentheti-
cally the jurisdiction and year of decision.
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Dufour v. Camfranc, 11 Mart. (0.s.) 675 (La. 1822).
Hummin v. Jones, 2 Mart. (n.s.) 163 (La. 1824).

1.8. MARTIN’s REPORTS (LOUISIANA TERM REPORTS)—
1809 To 1812

For opinions issued between 1809 and 1812 and prior to the
establishment of the Louisiana Supreme Court, when the Terri-
tory of Louisiana was divided into the District of Louisiana and
the Territory of Orleans, cite to Martin, Old Series. Indicate
parenthetically whether the opinion was issued by the Superior
Court of Louisiana (La.) or the Superior Court for the Territory
of Orleans (Orleans) and the year of decision.

Whetton v. Townsend, 1 Mart. (0.s.) 188 (Orleans 1810).
Livingston v. Cornell, 2 Mart. (0.s.) 281 (La. 1812},

1.9. MANNING’S UNREPORTED CASES—1877 To 1880

In 1884, Chief Justice Thomas C. Manning published a one-vol-
ume compilation of unreported Supreme Court opinions issued
between 1877 and 1880. Citations should include a reference to
the case docket number. Additionally, indicate parenthetically
the court and year of decision prior to citing the reporter.

Mississippi Valley Transp. Co. v. George A. Fosdick & Co.,
No. 5202 (La. 1877), MANNING's UNREP. Cas. 3.

1.10. SUPREME COURT REPRINTS

Supreme Court opinions have been reprinted in three different
editions: the Harrison Condensed Reports, published from 1839
to 1840 by J. Burton Harrison and containing digested cases
from Martin’s Old and New Series; the Morgan Reprint Edition,
published from 1846 to 1853 by Thomas Gibbes Morgan and
including unabridged and star paged text for Martin’s Old and
New Series as well as the original Louisiana Reports: and the
West Reprint Edition published from 1907 to 1913 and including
the unabridged and star paged text of Louisiana Supreme Court
opinions from Martin’s Old and New Series through volume 48
of the Louisiana Annual Reports and Manning’s Unreported

Cases. Although the aforementioned works are useful for
research purposes, authors should consult and cite the original
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reports. There are differences in the text between the original
reports and even the unabridged editions, so the original reports
must be used when checking the accuracy of quotations. If cita-
tion to a reprinted edition is necessary, provide a complete cita-
tion to the original work followed by “reprinted in,” the citation
of the volume containing the reprint, and a parenthetical expla-
nation of the importance attached to the cited reprint.

Hudson v. Grieve, 1 Mart. (0.s.) 143, 143-44 (Orleans 1810)
(“In this territory the laws are passed in both the French and
English languages . . . . There are, therefore, two originals of
the same strength and validity . . . .”"), reprinted in 1 Morgan
Reprint ed. 77, 77-78 (providing marginal reference notes to
the LA. ConsT. art. 6, §§ 6, 15 (1812)).

1.11. DiIGESTS

As Louisiana Supreme Court opinions have been consistently
published throughout the court’s history, citation to the Louisi-
ana Supreme Court digests is unnecessary in all but the most
limited circumstances. A comprehensive listing of Louisiana
Supreme Court digests and their coverage, however, is provided
below for reference purposes.

Title Coverage
LoursiaNAa DIGEST 2d (West since
1986): 1935 to present
LouisiANA DIGEST (West 1936 to
1986): 1809 to 1934
Roehl’s DIGEST (4 vols.) (1911): 104 La. to 125 La.
Breaux’s DiGesT (1 vol.) (1901): 40 La. Ann. to 52 La. Ann.

Taylor’s DIGEST (2 vols.) (1889): 30 La. Ann. to 40 La. Ann.
Louque’s DiGesT (1 vol.) (1878): 15 La. Ann. to 30 La. Ann.

Walker's DIGesT (1 vol.) (1870): 15 La. Ann. to 21 La. Ann.
Hennen’s DIGEST (2 vols.) (1861): 1 Mart. {(0.s.) to 15 La. Ann.
Deslix DiGesT (1 vol.) (1845): 13 La. to 3 Rob.
Benjamin & Slidell DiGEsT (1 vol)

(1834): 1 Mart, (0.5.) to 5 La.

Christy’s DIGEST (1 vol.) (1826): 1 Mart. (0.s.) to § Mart. (n.s.)
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1.12. CiviL WAR AND RECONSTRUCTION DEcIsIONS

Louisiana seceded from the Union on January 26, 1861, The
Louisiana Supreme Court ceased to publish opinions after Feb-
ruary 1862 (16 La. Ann.), although it continued to sit until
shortly before the Union’s capture of New Orleans in April
1862. The publication of court opinions did not resume until
May 1865 (17 La. Ann.). In the interim, President Lincoln
established a provisional court. The records for this court are
available at the Federal Archives in Fort Worth, Texas. Because
of legislative and executive control and abuse of the judiciary
during this period as well as later during Reconstruction, care
should be exercised in relying on opinions from these periods for
purposes other than historical interest. For a history of the Lou-
isiana Supreme Court, see Ben R, Miller, The Louisiana Judici-
ary (1981).

Rule 2: Louisiana Courts of Appeal

If possible cite to both an official state reporter and to the South-
ern Reporter or Southern Reporter, Second Series. In all cita-
tions provide a parenthetical indicating the circuit and date of
the decision. Circuit designations continue to be included in
citations to opinions issued by a court of appeal in Louisiana,
because, like their federal counterparts, the circuits in Louisiana
may, at times, have conflicting interpretations of the prevailing
law. Unless the court is made evident by the cited reporter, indi-
cate the court with the abbreviation “La. Ct. App.” inside the
parentheses containing the circuit and year of decision. Note
that with limited exceptions for the Orleans Parish Circuit, pub-
lished opinions are unavailable in commonly held reporters for
the Louisiana Courts of Appeal before October 1924. As for the
Orleans Parish Circuit, there is a gap in the publication of deci-
sions between June 1923, when the Peltier Reports were discon-
tinued, and October 1924, when the Louisiana Courts of Appeal
Reports were first published.

2.1. CURRENT CASES—1932 To DATE

Cite cases decided after 1931 to the Southern Reporter or South-
ern Reporter, Second Series. Indicate parenthetically the court,
circuit, and year of decision.

Miller v. Duthu, 470 So. 2d 500 (La. Ct. App. Ist Cir. 1985).
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Vineyard v. Stassi, 156 So. 778 (La. Ct. App. Ist Cir. 1934).

2.2. DECISIONS OF 1928 TO 1932

Cite decisions issued between 1928 and 1932 to the Louisiana
Courts of Appeal Reports and to the Southern Reporter. Indicate
the year of decision and circuit parenthetically but omit the
court.

Albany Farm Bureau Strawberry Growers’_ Co-op Ass'n v.
Cogley, 11 La. App. 297, 123 So. 395 (st Cir. 1929).

2.3. LoursiANA COURTS OF APPEAL REPORTS—OCTOBER
1924 10 1927

Cite decisions issued between October 1924 and 1927 to the Lou-
isiana Courts of Appeal Reports. Indicate parenthetically the
year of the decision and circuit but omit the court.

Hoffman v. Southern R.R., 4 La. App. 127 (Orl. 1926).

2.4. PELTIER’S DECISIONS—OCTOBER 1917 To JUNE 1923

Cite decisions issued by the Orleans Parish Circuit Court
between October 1917 and June 1923 to Peltier’s Decisions,
Court of Appeal, Parish of Orleans Reports. Indicate the court,
circuit, and year of decision parenthetically.

Lasseigne v. Laiche, 2 Pelt. 251 (La. Ct. App. Orl. 1919).

2.5. TEISSIER’S DEcIsions—1903 1O 1917

Cite decisions issued by the Orleans Parish Circuit Court
between the years of 1903 and 1917 to Teissier’s Court of Appeal,
Parish of Orleans Reports. Indicate the court, circuit, and year
of decision parenthetically.

Spreen v. Cassnau, 10 Teiss. 183 (La. Ct. App. Orl. 1913).

2.6. OGDEN’'S REPORTS—1894

Ogden’s Reports of Cases Argued and Determined in the‘ Cqurt of
Appeals of the Parish of Orleans is a one-volume compilation of
opinions issued by the Orleans Parish Circuit Court in 18?4.
The date of publication is unknown but can probably be attrib-
uted to 1895. Cite to opinions appearing in this volume by
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docket number indicating parenthetically the year of decision
and circuit.

Pool & Son v. Schwebacker, No. 1175 (La. Ct. App. Orl. 1894),
OGDEN's REP. 99,

2.7. MCGLOIN’S REPORTS—1881 AND 1884

The title of McGloin’s Reports of Cases A rgued and Determined
in the Various Courts of Appeal of the State of Louisiana suggests
that the reporter contains opinions from each of the existing cir-
cuit courts. The vast majority of reported opinions, however,
were handed down by the Orleans Circuit. Because judges from
the other circuits failed to send their opinions to Judge McGloin
before his printing deadlines, volume one omitted the opinions of
other circuits. The opinions in volume one are undated but are
thought to have been issued in 1881. Volume two does contain a
small number of opinions from outside Orleans Parish. Most
opinions are again undated, but are attributed to 1884 Volume
two also includes a small number of dated opinions handed
down in 1883. McGloin’s Reports does not contain any opinions
issued in 1882. To ascertain the circuit from which the opinion
was handed down, compare the opinion’s author with the listing
provided below. Indicate the court and year of decision
parenthetically.

Ist Circuit
2d Circuit
3d Circuit
4th Circuit

Judges Moncure & George
Judges Mayo & Farmer
Judges Moore & Irion
Judges McVea & Powell
Judges Blake & Bumartrait 5th Circuit
Judges McGloin & Bogus Orleans Circuit

Heim v. Powers, 2 McGl. 109 (La. Ct. App. Orl. 1884).

I VI T I

2.8. ORLEANS CIRCUIT OF THE LOUISIANA COURTS OF
APPEAL

When citing an opinion issued by the Orleans Circuit of the Lou-
isiana Courts of Appeal (now the Fourth Circuit), do not use
“Cir.” in the citation. Instead, indicate the Orleans Circuit with
the abbreviation “Orl.”

Cosey v. Scott, 137 So. 361 (La. Ct. App. Orl. 1931).
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2.9. LouisiaANA COURTS OF APPEAL DIGESTS

Three digests provide syllabi of Louisiana Courts of Appeal
opinions. The earlier digests, which are named aftpr thelr.edltor,
should contain a complete reference to the case t?1ge§ted includ-
ing the docket number, if any, followed by !:he editor’s name, the
abbreviation “DIG.,” and year of publication. A section head-
ing, if available, a page number, and the' year of pubhcatlpn
should also be provided. Given the relative infrequency with
which nineteenth-century Louisiana Courts of Appeal cases
were reported, these digests provide a valuable source of
information.

2.9.1. GuUNBY’S LEGAL PoINTS—1885

Gunby’s Legal Points Decided by the Secqn‘d Circuit of Louisiana
provides coverage of courts of appeal decisions for the year 1§85.
Court opinions are not reproduced; rather, short notes are given
for cases having legal significance. The _reporter was AA.
Gunby, a judge sitting on the Second Circuit at the time. Many
of the digested opinions were his own.

Montgomery v. Bell, (La. Ct. App. 2d Cir. 1885), Gunby’s
Legal Points D1G. 77 (1885).

2.9.2. TEISSIER’S DIGEST—OCTOBER 15, 1917 To JULY 31,
1923

Teissier’s Digest provides syllabi for 450 unreported cases from
the Orleans Parish Circuit.

Southern Constr. Co. v. City of Gretna, No. 7583 (La. Ct. App.
Orl. 1918), Teissier’'s DiG. Arbitration, at 23 (1923).

2.9.3. REevYNOLDS-HEROLD DIGEST

The Reynolds-Herold Louisiana Courts of Appeal Pigest anno-
tates decisions from the first six volumes of the Louisiana Courts

in blished in
of Appeal Reports. Because the oplmons_have_ been pu d
wholl::pelsewhere, use a “digested in” designation prior to citing
the digest.

iberni . . App.
Walter & Walzer v. Hibernia Bank & Trgst Co.,4 La
143 ?La. Ct. App. Orl. 1926), digested in Reynolds-Herold
DiG. Banks and Banking, at 51 (1928).
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2.10. WRIT AND SUBSEQUENT HISTORY

Courts of appeal and district court citations should provide writ
or subsequent history, if any, showing any disposition by the
Louisiana Supreme Court or Louisiana Courts of Appeal. When
the Louisiana Supreme Court or the Louisiana Courts of Appeal
grant or deny a writ of certiorari (review based on the court’s
appellate jurisdiction), or when the Louisiana Supreme Court
issues or denies a remedial writ (review based on the court’s
original or supervisory Jurisdiction), the reference “writ granted”
or “writ denied,” whichever is appropriate, should follow the
citation of a lower court opinion. If either appellate court has
issued a ruling regarding the merits of a granted writ, the cita-
tion should omit writ history and note the subsequent disposi-
tion, whether affirmed, reversed, or otherwise.

National Motor Club v. Conque, 173 So. 2d 238 (La. Ct. App.
3d Cir.), writ denied, 247 La. 875, 175 So. 2d 110 (1965).
McCray v. Cole, 236 So. 2d 863 (La. Ct. App. 3d Cir. 1970),
revd, 259 La. 646, 251 So. 2d 161 (1971).

To avoid confusion, do not use the explanatory phrases “cert,
granted” and “‘cert. denied” in Louisiana state court citations
when the Louisiana Supreme Court grants or denies certified
questions from the Louisiana Courts of Appeal or the federal
courts. Use the explanatory phrases “certifying question(s) to,”
“certification granted from,” “denying certification from,” or
“dismissing certification from” to indicate prior or subsequent
history concerning a certified question.

Frey v. Amoco Prod. Co., 943 F.2d 578 (1991), withdrawn in

part, 951 F.2d 67 (5th Cir. 1992), certifying questions to 1992
WL 153912 (La. 1992),

Frey v. Amoco Prod. Co., 1992 WL 153912 (La. 1992), certifi-
cation granted from 951 F.2d 67 (5th Cir. 1992).

State v. Roemer, 593 So. 2d 377 (La. 1992), dismissing certifica-
tion from 949 F.2d 145 (5th Cir. 1991).
Rule 3: Unpublished Opinions

Louisiana district court opinions are not published and do not
appear on computer databases. Slip opinions from the district
courts are available as public records from the clerk of the court



