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SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA
No. 18-CC-1609
ALECIA CELESTINE
Versus
BOYD GAMING CORPORATION, ET AL.
ON SUPERVISORY WRITS TO THE TWENTY-SEVENTH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, PARISH OF ST. LANDRY
GENOVESE, J., dissents and assigns the following reasons:

Subsequent to defendant’s filing of its motion for summary judgment in this
matter, plaintiff failed to meet the filing deadline of La.C.C.P. art. 966(B)(2), which
states that “[u]nless extended by the court and agreed to by all of the parties . . . any
opposition shall be filed and served . . . not less than fifteen days prior to the hearing
on the motion” (emphasis added). The hearing on defendant’s motion occurred on
May 11, 2018. Plaintiff filed her opposition seven days prior to the hearing on May
4, 2018, and filed her affidavit four days prior on May 7, 2018. Defendant filed a
motion to strike plaintiff’s opposition as untimely, which the trial court denied. As
the court and the parties did not agree to extend the filing deadline as required by
La.C.C.P. art. 966(B), | find the trial court erred in denying defendant’s motion to
strike plaintiff’s affidavit and opposition. The trial court, court of appeal, and the
majority of this court disregarded the mandates of La.C.C.P. art. 966(B). The 2015
amendment to the summary judgment article, specifically La.C.C.P. art. 966(B),
requires that an opposition be filed not less than fifteen days prior to the hearing on
the motion. This was not done in this case. These timelines have meaning and are
not mere suggestions. They are mandatory and not to be arbitrarily ignored. A

disregard of any of the timelines in the summary judgment article will thwart the
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efficacy and core of the procedure. | strongly disagree with the majority’s
indifference in not holding the line on the filing requirements of the summary
judgment procedure. | would reverse the trial court’s ruling, grant defendants
motion to strike, and remand the matter to the trial court to reconsider and rule upon

defendant’s motion for summary judgment without plaintiff’s opposition.



