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A ) s ﬂ Hm w_.mm_ -old HQS, rcrwm: Emwm _uaﬁm:w wm mm_u:mﬁ:_uﬂ Emﬁﬁw. ?_. z._m EE:E.E; : EEEm:ﬁ mﬁmﬁmwn mEEE Hm .mEmau_”mu
g T e ' “awarded ' $500,000, each'in general damages  ‘death’’of any ¢ne’person.. uE_WHm Jeffrey controls the ‘amount . of .general “damag¢
: . * for the ﬁdsm?w amm% of -their daughter. .. - ..ﬁn_._cé cast Sm lone’ Emmmﬂ mmﬁ:m “it s, .&_,_.,mwam H.E. ﬁ.mnm:n death actions ._uun_cmH

ﬁ_m Ems nccﬁ ‘said it Smmwn the case mmmﬂ ._&nm_. :ew rmmumﬁﬁﬁm _Emﬂnma for, Em mwmﬁuﬁ a m..HEm entity, The statute originally
,.qu. ﬁE:E% to Emc_ﬁm a split"among  $500, 000 lim it to be' mww_:ma Ewmu&mmm of En “read, “In’ any. stiit for, wrongful. nm\.,mE the
Hb:_mmamu mﬁﬁmamno::moﬂmﬂ ﬁwﬂrmﬂm EE Eﬂc:uﬁ.mncamﬂﬁﬁ mwn_.:mﬁm omﬁmn
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$500,000. cap on general damages’in wrong- “One , would Ecnmm_ Eww. i’ Hmmm::ﬁ ical care m:a H.m__mﬂmn _.amnm?m ‘and loss of :

ful death’lawsuits against the state is‘applied Legislature, in an m:mﬂﬁzn_ wwcamﬂ the pub*.  earningsor * loss of support, “and loss of future

“per death’ victim” or “per plaintiff.” lic fisc, would bother to Emnm a $500,000 cap  support, mrm: :E mﬁnmmﬁ DE rcna_.mn Ecc-
The ceiling on-general damages assessed

on an- individual action: avhen'the awards_ . vE.a dollars. PR R S T
-+ against- the~state- for: wrongful ammﬁr m::m
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NEW" OWEE@ * The” H._uEmE:n_.
Supreme Court* :mm _.Ema that ' the 'state
Department  of .me:muaﬁm:c: and
Umﬂm?ﬁﬂmﬁ is partially liable' for'a 1998
traffic - accident .in. Baker that Kkilled a
Zachary _.H_mw School honor graduate.
| The nﬁmmw annﬁwm.a at-La. G mun_ QEDH
iRoad.- -~ <+
4 The mcwwmﬂm QEA also _.Ema Emmzmmamw.
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given prior. to that ﬁEm H)E. a ﬁﬁezm?_ death” *+Itwas mEmmmma in: Eom E H.mma ,:Hn m: mE?

_r.,

was first; enacted in 1985, The justices, by.a - action were rarely, if m.q.ﬂ. in mmnmmm Eq :m: PR S T T R TN
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% _mcn.ﬁcnmm& mmmﬂ: E. any one per-
~.son, the total amount recoverable,
manmEm of property damages, med-
.ical 'care and related benefits and
loss of earnings or loss of support,
- and loss of future support, shall not
..wmxnmma.bﬂm :_.E&.mn thousand dol-
. Justice ‘Jeannette Theriot Knoll,
ﬁ_.?u authored the Supreme Court’s
ruling, said the g%ﬁﬂ:_mw intent
“does not clearly require a ‘per death
victim' construction over a ‘per
plaintiff’ construction, especially
given the ng:?ngm EEGEEEGE
of this provision in the circuit

courts.” ot
In 1993, she said, the 3rd Circuit

Court of Appeal applied a “per plain-.

uff” copstruction in Ryland wv.
_Liberty Lloyds Insurance Co. and the
_ 1st Circuit Court of. bmmumm_ applied

--the same construction in. Ly v. State
Through Dept. of Public Safety and

'Knoll said.

ncqmnnozm "In moom the w& n:.nEﬂ

applied a .“per victim” ._Snmcdnccu..

in another case.
“We note with- significance that

. "'when the Legislature amended. this

statute in' 1996, the Ly ‘and Ryland

decisions ﬂum_ﬁnm the  wrongful

death cap to each plaintiff had been
rendered and were final in. 1994,"
. “If the Legislature dis-
agreed with these court decisions ...
it could have said so and could have
“changed the wording of the statute to
restrict the total amount recoverable
to one cap for all claims. It did not.”
Katy Lockett wasa passenger in a

> mn_:%w_u:wn_ car that tried to.turn
east, or left, onto Groom wnmm from
1a, G and was hit broadside on the:

passenger Side by a mcﬂm&mcum
pickup.

The Locketts’ attorney said Em dri-
_verof the car did not see the truck in
" the outside lane _.._mnmcmm another

.cuncEEm car ﬁmm stopped to turn

west onto n.ﬁucE ‘The state said the
driver of . Em car in which . Lockett

was riding could have waited for a
green arrow: hefore . turning or
ched forward _.EE her vision was

clear.

A jury found Em mﬁmﬁm_ DOTD 65
percent liable and the driver of the
car an@Em.anrmn 35 ..mm_qnmn.ﬁ li-

able, N

. 'The 1st n_wncn affirmed that find-
ing, saying a blind spot was created
at the intersection:in. the outside
Jlanes when two-opposing vehicles
were each stopped-.and waiting to
.make left turns onto Groom from the.
north and south-inside lanes.

“This ‘cone-of obscurement’ cou-
pled with the permissive green globe
lulled the. left-turning driver into a
false sense'of being able to safely
%mnﬁmﬁ the left turn‘when in fact it

is a perilous maneuver,” Knoll wrote.

Read intersection:. butf

She said the DOTD had been aware

of the flawed condition of the:inter-

sectionand its history of a high-acci-
dent rate as a result.of the blind:spot.
In the :past, tirning lanes- have
been planned. for: the La. 19-Groomh
no “im-
provements have: @mm: Emmm mﬁ .cﬁ
siteto date... %
A jury in 2001 awarded mmocbcq in
general damages to each of Lockett’s
parents, as well as $100,000 for med-
ical expenses and $10,000 for funeral
expenses. The trial judge reduced
the medical expense award to

L Shad

'$27,106 and the ?:mﬂm_ mmumzmm

award to $7,991.- ;

Leonard -Cardenas 111, h.r.u_.m._..ﬁ.. rep-
resents the Locketts, said Thursday
the state's" _EUEQ totals- ‘about
$700,000. The driver of the car car-
rying Lockett will not :wﬁmxoﬁmﬂ_ .
her share of the. damages becauseno,
claim was brought against her.



