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IN RE PRIORITY MANAGEMENT GROUP, L.L.C. AND RIVERLANDS HOME GROUP, L.L.C. D/B/A 

CHATEAU ST. JAMES REHAB AND RETIREMENT 

 
APPLYING FOR SUPERVISORY WRIT FROM THE TWENTY-THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT,  

PARISH OF ST JAMES, STATE OF LOUISIANA, DIRECTED TO THE HONORABLE JASON VERDIGETS,  

DIVISION "A", NUMBER 40,834 

    

 
Panel composed of Judges Susan M. Chehardy,  

Fredericka Homberg Wicker, and Jude G. Gravois 

 

 

WRIT DENIED 

  

Relators/defendants, Priority Management Group, LLC and Riverlands 

Home Group, LLC, d/b/a Chateau St. James Rehab and Retirement, seek this 

Court’s supervisory review of the trial court’s February 27, 2025 judgment which 

denied their motion to exclude exhibits dated and witnesses employed outside of 

Russell Alexander’s residency at Chateau St. James Rehab and Retirement.  For 

the following reasons, on the showing made, we deny the writ application. 

Plaintiffs, Sandtrell Broden, Shelcia Valentine-Carter, Peggy Valentine, and 

Jordy Valentine, individually and on behalf of their deceased father, Russell 

Alexander, filed suit against defendants for damages sustained by Mr. Alexander 



 

 

while he was a resident at Chateau St. James Rehab and Retirement.  Plaintiffs 

brought claims of both medical and administrative negligence. 

Defendants filed a motion to exclude allegedly irrelevant information from 

“documents dated or containing information dated outside” of August 23, 2021 to 

November 1, 2021, the time period when Mr. Alexander was a resident at Chateau 

St. James Rehab and Retirement.  Defendants also sought to exclude information 

from witnesses who were employed outside of this date range.1  Defendants 

referenced exhibits listed in plaintiffs’ pre-trial order and argued the exhibits are 

irrelevant and would be prejudicial to defendants.  Defendants claimed that emails 

and grievances from the staff and emails between defendants from outside the time 

Mr. Alexander was a resident at the facility are not relevant in determining if Mr. 

Alexander received inadequate care or whether the facility was sufficiently staffed 

at that time.  Defendants also argued specifically that census data and star ratings 

from the Center for Medicare and Medicaid Services that are not limited to August 

23, 2021 to November 1, 2021 should be excluded as they have no bearing on 

staffing matters during Mr. Alexander’s stay.  Defendants argued plaintiffs are 

trying to make defendants “look bad.” 

In opposition, plaintiffs argued that defendants’ overly broad motion to 

exclude all documents dated outside of Mr. Alexander’s stay would eliminate 

relevant documents such as the Management and Consultant Agreement between 

defendants and the policies and procedures for operating the facility.  Additionally, 

plaintiffs asserted that the information defendants seek to exclude is relevant to 

show defendants had knowledge of problems in the facility, specifically that the 

facility was understaffed and defendants failed to address this issue. 

                                           
1 In their reply memorandum, defendants specifically named Toni Emmons and Nakeyta 

Smith as two witnesses they seek to exclude since both were terminated prior to Mr. Alexander’s 

stay at the facility. 



 

 

Following a hearing, the trial court signed a judgment denying the motion on 

February 27, 2025. 

Relevant evidence is evidence having any tendency to make the existence of 

any fact that is of consequence to the determination of the action more probable or 

less probable than it would be without the evidence.  La. C.E. art. 401.  Although 

relevant, evidence may be excluded if its probative value is substantially 

outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice, confusion of the issues, or 

misleading of the jury, or by considerations of undue delay or waste of time.  La. 

C.E. art. 403. 

The trial court is granted broad discretion in its evidentiary rulings, which 

are not to be disturbed on appeal absent a clear abuse of discretion.  Moonan v. 

Louisiana Med. Mut. Ins. Co., 16-113 (La. App. 5 Cir. 9/22/16), 202 So.3d 529, 

534, writ denied, 16-2048 (La. 1/9/17), 214 So.3d 869. 

Upon review, on the showing made, we find no reason to disturb these 

evidentiary rulings of the trial court at this time and at this stage of the proceeding.  

We find the trial court did not abuse its broad discretion in denying defendants’ 

motion.  We recognize, however, that within the context of the actual trial, rather 

than in this pre-trial context, the trial court may revisit these issues if and when the 

evidence in question is sought to be admitted.  Accordingly, this writ application is 

denied. 

Gretna, Louisiana, this 23rd day of May, 2025. 
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