
CIVIL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH OF ORLEANS 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

DOCKET NO. 2006-01241 DIVISION I 

JOHN W. HOUGHTALING, II VERSUS CANDYCE C. GAGNARD 

MOTION TO UNSEAL PLEADINGS, ORDERS AND JUDGMENTS 

Now into Court comes The Independent Weekly, LLC, a Louisiana corporation, 

domiciled in Lafayette Parish, Louisiana, for ·the following motion which is filed in both of the 

above captioned lawsuits which have not been consolidated for hearing but which present 

identical public record issues and parties (Houghtaling and Gagnard). 

1. 

Respondents to this motion are the original litigants in the two lawsuits captioned above: 

John W. Houghtaling II and Candyce C. Gagnard (now Perret). 

2. 

Time is of the essence due to the fact that Candyce C. Gagnard (Perret) is a candidate for 

the Third Circuit Court of Appeal which primary election will be conducted on March 25, 2017 

(Exhibit 1). 

3. 

The ex parte relief sought is "one to which mover is clearly entitled without supporting 

proof' and thus authorized pursuant to the provisions of Code of Civil Procedure article 963. 

4. 

In the alternative, this matter should be heard on an expedited basis so that the public 

records at issue may be made available prior to the March 25, 2017 election date. 

5. 

The entirety of the court record for both of the lawsuits captioned above and another not 

at issue in this motion (Docket No. 2005-8958) have been sealed from public view, essentially, 

by agreement of the parties to that litigation and prior to public issues inherent in the voters 

consideration of a candidate for the Court of Appeals. Louisiana Constitution (La. Const. art. I, 
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§ 22), its Public Records law (LRS 44:1, et seq) and the seminal case on these issues, Copeland v 

Copeland, 966 So.2d 1041 (S.Ct. 2007) confirm the right of The Independent and any other 

person to obtain the records sought in this motion: 

Louisiana has a constitutional open courts provision and a constitutional public 

records provision. 
***** 

"The provision of the constitution must be construed liberally in favor of free and 
unrestricted access to the records, and that access can be denied only when a law, 
specifically and unequivocally, provides otherwise. Whenever there is doubt as to 
whether the public has the right of access to certain records, the doubt must be 
resolved in favor of the public's right to see. To allow otherwise would be an 
improper and arbitrary restriction on the public's constitutional rights. 

***** 
We have also "defined the limits on the right to privacy [as follows]: 'the right to 
privacy is not absolute; it is qualified by the rights of others ... The right of 
privacy is also limited by society's right to be informed about legitimate subjects 
of public interest."' 

***** 
Although there may be some justification for sealing certain sensitive evidence in 
a proceeding, the parties have the burden of making a specific showing that their 
privacy interests outweigh the public's constitutional right of access to the record. 
The trial court, should it grant such relief, must ensure that its order is narrowly 
tailored to cause the least interference possible with the right of public access." 

6. 

Respondents are both public persons in this proceeding as a product of their voluntary 

actions. Candyce Gagnard (Perret) by virtue of her qualifying as a candidate for the Court of 

Appeal (Exhibit 1) on January 11,2017. John Houghtaling by virtue ofhis March 3, 2017 public 

response (Exhibit 2) contesting the criminal arrest of his then fiance, Candyce Gagnard Perret, in 

2004 (Exhibit 3). The public records arrest export of Candyce Gagnard for "exposure of sexual 

organs" filed by Sgt. Brian Schultz ofthe Walton County Sheriffs Office, records Gagnard'sjob 

title as "Assistant, District Attorney." In his report of the arrest, Schultz wrote, "At this time, Ms. 

Gagnard stepped out the front doors of the residence and stated to me, you better have all your 

t's crossed and your i's dotted because I'm an assistant district attorney and I also do civil 

litigation for false arrest." None of that was true. Gagnard (Perret) obtained dismissal of the 

charge by participating in the pretrial diversion program. 

7. 
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Months later, former fiance Jolm Houghtaling filed suit for declaratory judgment against 

Candyce Gagnard (Perret) under docket number 2004-14710 (Exhibit 4) and again under docket 

number 2006-01241 (Exhibit 5). The specifics of those actions are unknown due to the orders 

sealing the records in each proceeding. 

8. 

Between those two sealed actions, Jolm Houghtaling filed yet another verified petition for 

an injunction against Candyce Gagnard (Perret) under docket number 2005-08958 (Exhibit 6). 

That lawsuit is also sealed but the verified petition and the resulting temporary restraining order 

have been obtained and reveal the court's order (Exhibit 7): 

" ... requiring Defendant Gagnard [Perret] to stay away from plaintiffs 
[Houghtaling and Benoit], their residences, their businesses, and schools, cease 
and desist all telephone calls to plaintiffs, cease and desist all contact with 
plaintiffs, cease and desist all threats and intimidation of plaintiffs, to not defame 
or slander plaintiffs or their businesses, and otherwise be restrained from 
interacting with plaintiffs in any manner either directly or indirectly." 

9. 

The only records sought by this ex parte motion are the pleadings (petition, answer, 

exceptions, motions, oppositions) and the orders or judgments granted. There can be no 

reasonable expectation of privacy with regard to either party filing those documents into the 

public record of those declaratory actions. No discovery requests or responses, depositions, 

affidavits, sworn statements, photographs, videos or other evidentiary items are requested at this 

time. 

10. 

In the event that this ex parte motion is not granted and a contradictory hearing is 

required, it is respectfully submitted that the hearing be scheduled immediately so that the 

contents of the sealed records are available for the voters to consider prior to the March 25, 2017 

primary election. Counsel for The Independent is available to the court and to the respondents at 

any time in person or by telephone conference. 

11. 

Houghtaling objects to this motion and requests a hearing. Gagnard (Perret) has not 

responded to is presumed to object. 
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Wherefore, The Independent Weekly, LLC prays that its ex parte motion to unseal the 

public records be granted by the respective District Judge for Docket Nos. 2004-14710 and 

2006-01241 and that the Civil Clerk of Court for Orleans Parish be directed to provide copies of 

pleadings (petition, answer, exceptions, motions, oppositions) together with the orders or 

judgments granted in the respective actions BUT that discovery requests or responses, 

depositions, affidavits, sworn statements, photographs, videos or other evidentiary items remain 

sealed pending further order from the respective courts. 

CONTACT INFORMATION: 

Candyce Gagnard (Perret) 
501 W. St. Mary Boulevard 
Suite 210 
Lafayette, LA 70506 
Office: (337) 692-1360 
Fax: (337) 456-4565 
candyceg@perretgroup.com 

John W. Houghtaling, II 
3500 N. Hullen Street 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Office: (504) 456-8600 
Fax: (504) 456-8624 
john@ghwlegal.com 

Respectfully submitted: 

GaryMCGOffi (#9319) 
Jonathan R. Villien (#34136) 
DURIO, McGOFFIN, STAGG & ACKERMANN, P.C. 
220 Heymann Boulevard (70503) 
P. 0. Box 51308 
Lafayette, Louisiana 70505 
Telephone 337/233-0300 
Facsimile 337/233-0694 
Counsel for The Independent Weekly, LLC 
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CIVIL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH OF ORLEANS 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

DOCKET NO. 2006-01241 DIVISION I 

JOHN W. HOUGHTALING, II VERSUS CANDYCE C. GAGNARD 

ORDER 

Considering the motion of The Independent Weekly, LLC, 

IT IS ORDERED that the Independent Weekly, LLC's ex parte motion to unseal the 

public records be GRANTED and that the Civil Clerk of Court for Orleans Parish be directed to 

provide copies of pleadings (petition, answer, exceptions, motions, oppositions) together with the 

orders or judgments granted in the respective actions BUT that discovery requests or responses, 

depositions, affidavits, sworn statements, photographs, videos or other evidentiary items remain 

sealed pending further order from the respective courts. 

OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, that John Houghtaling II and Candyce Gagnard (Perret) 

be ordered to show cause on the _ day of March, 2017 at o'clock AM/PM IN PERSON 

or via TELEPHONE why the Civil Clerk of Court for Orleans Parish be directed to provide 

copies of pleadings (petition, answer, exceptions, motions, oppositions) together with the orders 

or judgments granted in the respective actions BUT that discovery requests or responses, 

depositions, affidavits, sworn statements, photographs, videos or other evidentiary items remain 

sealed pending further order from the respective courts. 

Signed this __ day of March, 2017 at New Orleans, Louisiana. 

HONORABLE PIPER D. GRIFFIN 
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CIVIL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH OF ORLEANS 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

DOCKET NO. 2006-01241 DIVISION I 

JOHN W. HOUGHTALING, II VERSUS CANDYCE C. GAGNARD 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO 

UNSEAL PLEADINGS, ORDERS AND JUDGMENTS 

Now into Court comes The Independent Weekly, LLC to support its motions to unseal 

the pleadings (petition, answer, exceptions, motions, oppositions) together with the orders or 

judgments granted in the respective actions BUT that discovery requests or responses, 

depositions, affidavits, sworn statements, photographs, videos or other evidentiary items remain 

sealed pending further order from the respective courts. 

Background 

The special election primary for the Third Circuit Court of Appeal is March 25, 2017. 

Candyce Gagnard (Perret) has qualified and is a candidate for that seat. 

Public records from Fort Walton County reveal her arrest in 2004 for "exposure of sexual 

organs" and her subsequent pretrial diversion to obtain dismissal of that charge. 

Public records in two lawsuits (2013 & 2014) involving Candyce Gagnard as attorney of 

record and/or general counsel for her husband's business, Louisiana Specialty Institute (LSI), 

confirm challenges to the authenticity and propriety of charges for medical services provided to 

plaintiff personal injury claimants by LSI. 

Three lawsuits were filed in Orleans Parish by Candyce Gagnard (Perret) former fiance, 

John Houghtaling, in 2004, 2005 and 2006. Those lawsuits have been sealed in their entirety and 

are unavailable for public view or copying. 

John Houghtaling filed the 2005 injunction action (Exhibit 6) and obtained a temporary 

restraining order prohibiting Candyce Gagnard (Perret) from stalking and defaming him (Exhibit 

7). 



Public Records Law 

Louisiana Constitution (La. Const. art. I,§ 22), its Public Records law (LRS 44:1, et 

seq) and the seminal case on these issues, Copeland v Copeland, 966 So.2d 1041 (S.Ct. 2007) 

confirm the right of The Independent and any other person to obtain the records sought in this 

motion: 

Louisiana has a constitutional open courts provision and a constitutional public 
records provision." 

***** 
The provision of the constitution must be construed liberally in favor of free and 
unrestricted access to the records, and that access can be denied only when a law, 
specifically and unequivocally, provides otherwise. Whenever there is doubt as to 
whether the public has the right of access to certain records, the doubt must be 
resolved in favor of the public's right to see. To allow otherwise would be an 
improper and arbitrary restriction on the public's constitutional rights. 

***** 
We have also "defined the limits on the right to privacy [as follows]: 'the right to 
privacy is not absolute; it is qualified by the rights of others . . . The right of 
privacy is also limited by society's right to be informed about legitimate subjects 
of public interest."' 

***** 
Although there may be some justification for sealing certain sensitive evidence in 
a proceeding, the parties have the burden of making a specific showing that their 
privacy interests outweigh the public's constitutional right of access to the record. 
The trial court, should it grant such relief, must ensure that its order is narrowly 
tailored to cause the least interference possible with the right of public access." 

Ex Parte Motion - CCP article 963 

The ex parte relief sought is "one to which mover is clearly entitled without supporting 

proof' and thus authorized pursuant to the provisions of Code of Civil Procedure article 963. 

There is no need for a contradictory hearing because there is no justifiable basis for sealing the 

pleadings ((petition, answer, exceptions, motions, oppositions) together with the orders or 

judgments granted in this lawsuit. Each of those documents state the public record position of the 

parties and document the relief obtained. 

While it is possible that discovery requests or responses, depositions, affidavits, sworn 

statements, photographs, videos or other evidentiary items could present questions concerning 



the right to privacy particularly by third parties, no request is made for the release of those 

documents which shall remain sealed pending further order from the respective divisions. 

Exhibits 

Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure article 853 "A copy of any written instrument which 

is an exhibit to a pleading is a part thereof for all purposes." 

Conclusion 

The petition and the referenced exhibits form the basis for this motion such that it may be 

decided on its face and without contradictory hearing particularly in light of the extremely 

limited window of opportunity in which this information relevant to the public may be obtained 

and viewed. 

Thus the relief sought in unsealing the pleadings, judgments and orders is one to which 

The Independent is clearly entitled and for which there is no good reason to delay. 

Respectfully submitted: 

Gary cGof m (#9319) 
Jonathan R. Villien (#34136) 
DURIO, MCGOFFIN, STAGG & ACKERMANN, P.C. 
220 Heymann Boulevard (70503) 
P. 0. Box 51308 
Lafayette, Louisiana 70505 
Telephone 337/233-0300 
Facsimile 337/233-0694 
Counsel for The Independent Weekly, LLC 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the above and foregoing pleading has this day been 
forwarded to all counsel of record to this proceeding by: 

~ U.S. Certified Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 

_,..-·Email 

Lafayette, Louisiana, this 20th day of March, 2017. 

Gary McGoffin (#9319) 
Jonathan R. Villien (#34136) 

Facsimile 
U.S. Mail 



Candidate Inquiry 

Election 
Date 

Note: This information is UNOFFICIAL until qualifying is closed. 

Party /Race/Gender 
Vanessa Waguespack Anseman 
01/13/2017 

314 Biltmore Way Lafayette, LA 70508 

337-298-4202 

Candyce Perret 
01/11/2017 

P.O. Box 53388 Lafayette, LA 70505 

000-000-0000 

Susan Theall 
01/12/2017 

1304 Lafayette St. Lafayette, LA 70501 

337-706-7944 

Republican 

White 

Female 

Republican 

White 

Female 

Republican 

White 

Female 

EXHIBIT 
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\\:'cmddl H. trauthiJ.."f( 194.~-11101 1 

John \\'. Ht,ughtu.liu)!. II 
Cd~:~tc A Gawhi~·r 
Ecl\\art.l f". I>N,·nin~. 111 
Uri:m J. tlnullht.llin1! 
Frl.;'d~rkk \\·. Ur>lillcy 
CttcL Oi)!Jt" . 
JJ.,I'n C. \t.lch.·ncr!' 
·\nJrc<~ f . Rutlt:r; 
Jonathan D. LeW!" 

• GAUTHIER 
HOUGHTALING 

ATTOJI.NBYS AT LAW 

\larch 3. 20 J7 

Fia email ti t cperret@ perret(()rjudf!£'.C'I11/1 
u 1111 l.S. M II if 
Candyce Gagnard Perret 
P.O. Box 533~S 
Lafayette. LA 70505 

Dear Candycc: 

I send this letter of apology: a letter I should have sent long ago: 

Of'('()'m"el 

Jamt:~ \1. William ... 
PctL·r Salan.:rry ~ 

; Admiltt.'tl in Lc,ui:-i;m;l & l"cxa~ 
: ·\tlmittcd in T cx<l"' 

W\\'W.thC!!ilUthictiirm.cclm 

As you know. almost 15 years ago two ofliecrs unlawfully entered my house to investigate 
the report of a night party we attended on the beach in Florida. I became angry alter they damaged 
property in the home and 1 mouthed off to the ofiicer~. After 1 told them I was going to file a 
report against them. they threatened that they could falsely accuse you. without evidence. ofheing 
improper at the party. They nc\'cr ~aw you at the party. or my home or anywhere else. but they 
told me they had a report of a girl swimming in the ocean at the party without a top. They said 
they would return tn get even with t11e. As ypu know, they n'tumcd and falsely arrested you to 
punish me. 

1 owe you two sincere npologies tor separate things I did wrong that night and in the 
aftermath. Fir~t. I mouthccl off to twv police ofticcrs. i\s the president of a charitable sheriffs 
ofticc ti.mndation. I ha,·c great respect for law enl(lrcement. I know that tragic circumstances can 
result from inflaming tlu: passions of the police. I also know that while most officers arc trying to 
do the right thing. there arc also very had apples who can falsely arrest someone for immediate 
and impf(lper punishment. That night. I encountered two extremely unethical officers who decided 
that the way to hurt me the most for speaking badly to them was to falsely arrest my fiance. I will 
never fi1rget the smile on their face~ when they took you. and the wink they gave me when putting. 
you in th~: car. 

Second. I owe you an apology t(>r failing to bring~ civil suit for t:1Isc arrest against these 
officers that night. 1 have now read the reports they wrote and not a single word of my ctm1plaint 
made it into that report. They also rcfusecl to include another witness who gave evidence that they 
falsely identified you. As you know. a witness followed you and l to the detention ccnte.r and I 
complained to officers that you were falsely identified and you did not do what they accused you 
of. l see lr<'m the report that they tal~cly manipulated fact~ to get around their lack of facts on 
your identitication. They failed It> include eyewitness reports. They knew that night that I 
promised to sue them. and it's dear these reports were written in setting up their defense. They 
changed the name of a witness who also came forward. They identified you as an assistant district 
attorney as opposed \tl a former citv prosecutor. I bcli~:vc this false identitication was to evade 
cx..:ulpatory evidence in the repott. There's no evidence of a witness Barron when they knew that 
wa> not the name of the witnc$S. who happened to he a respected judge. It's possible they called 
you as~istant district attomey as opposed to former city prosecutor as an inadvertent mistake (as 
these arc similar tcnn:;) hut it is dear they manipuli!tcd the report. 1 promised you 1 would follow 
through on bringing a titls.: arrest suit and I did not. I prot0undly regret not doing this. I've spent 
my career attempting to fight tor ju~tice tor people who arc wronged hy people in positions of 
power. I let you d0wn. You deserved better fwm me. 

I recently researched pur~uing a false arre>t petition now. As this happened almost I~ 
years ago. it appear~ that tht· ~;tatute nf limitations have cxpinxl t(lr tl1lsc reporting or false 
arrest. :\cwrthclcss. if the people that did this to you repeat these falsehoods in the public. I will 
invcstigatc pursuing thcsu charges ami justice l(lr >•ou. 

I understand that yPu arc sc~king to run fi1r the appellate court and this false report is being 
cin:uhucd and used against you unjustly by an opponent. I feel the pain of injustice rctum that 1 
fl:lt that night. I can't think of a mnre moral. caring and smart appellate judge. While we haven't 
~pokcn in a while. I t(lr on<.: am grateful you arc offering to serve our great state. 

JWHmfp 

..._ ____ _ 
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CIVIL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH OF ORLEANS 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

DIVISION " " SECTION 

JOHN HOUGHTALING AND BRITTANY BENOIT 

VERSUS 

CANDYCE GAGNARD. 

FILED:. __________ _ 
DEPUTY CLERK 

PETITION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 
AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

NOW COME John Houghtaling and Brittany Benoit, both persons of the full age of majority 

and domiciled in the Parish of Orleans, plaintiffs herein, through undersigned counsel, who moves 

this Honorable Court for a temporary restraining order requiring defendant ~andyce Gagnard, a 
CIVIL DISTRICT COURT 

person of the full age of majority and domiciled in the Parish of Orleans,'ll:il <strav Mv i!!tUffiNG 
· m (OYOLA iiVfNUE 

HEll OR LEA tiS t LA 70112 
plaintiffs, their residences, their businesses, and schools, cease and desist all tel~fle!I:!Mls to 

1!6. ~ 0 ReceiPt ~ 363951 
plaintiffs, cease and desist all contact with plaintiffs, cease and desist all tlfreatSiah'cl4rttimidaMlb/~f at 14120 

Case ~= 05' 8958 Cnsbier ~ l · ________________ .,._., _____ _ 
plaintiffs, to not defame or slander plaintiffs or their businesses, and otherwise be reBDramld from 

1 a ~ 21s.so ~ 278.50 
• • • h 1 • 'ffs · 'th di tl . . 2h , JUDGES SUPPL COMP FUND mteractlng Wit p amtl m any manner et er rec y or mdtrectly for t e folkrwmg r~sons: ~ J $'. r.;o 

201 fNDIG LEG FEE 

I. 
1 a • 10. M ~ Hl. ~~o 

Plaintiff Houghtaling and Defendant Gagnard were involved -i~-.. a ··long ti~e datii'ig- -· ----
Ch'!d: {1.,\.,un: t -:rt? : ·· : 

relationship and were engaged to be married. The relationship ended approximately el~fr'dm~JIJ.QJ:ltps 
. · ~.:~=== 

ago. 

II. 

After the relationship ended, Defendant began a consistent and persistent pattern ofharassing 

and threatening Plaintiff Houghtaling in the following non-exclusive manners: 

a. constant ~d continued phone calls all during the day including at inappropriate hours 
; 

including making repeative calls to Plaintiff Houghtaling between the hours of 1 :00 -

4:00 in the morning; 

b. repeatedly threatening to physically accost Plaintiff Houghtaling; 

c. repeatedly attempting to intimidate Plaintiff Houghtaling; 



. .. 

d. repeatedly threatening to harm PlaintiffHoughtaling' s business, reputation, and career; 

e. unauthorized accessing of Houghtaling's personal and professional information 

III. 

Plaintiff Houghtaling is now in a dating relationship with PlaintiffBenoit. Since that time, 

Defendant has began a consistent and persistent pattern ofharassing and threatening PlaintiffBenoit 

in the following non-exclusive manners: 

a. constant and continued phone calls all during the day including at inappropriate hours; 

b. repeatedly threatening PlaintiffBenoit; 

c. repeatedly attempting to intimidate Plaintiff Benoit; 

d. repeatedly threatening to come to PlaintiffBenoit's home; 

IV. 

During a recent trip to Europe by Plaintiffs, Defendant Gagnard discovered their itinerary 

and repeatedly co~tacted them at their hotel. Defendant Gagnard then notified them that she had 

followed them to Europe and that she would be waiting for them outside of their hotel at the time 

that they were scheduled to depart. 

v. 

Despite numerous pleas to stop the hamssing conduct, Defendant Gagnard has failed to do 

so. 

VI. 

Plaintiffs have reasonable belief that they will suffer irreparable harm. Defendant 

Gagnard has indicated that it is her intention to attack Plaintiffs verbally and bas suggested that 

she will accost them physically in public. 

vn. 

Upon information and belief that Defendant's harassment is escalating in intensity and 

severity, Plaintiffs fear for their safety. Therefore immediate action is needed to protect plaintiff. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs pray that this Court issue a tempomry restraining order 

requiring Defendant Gagnard to stay away from plaintiffs, their residences, their businesses, and 

schools, cease and desist all telephone calls to plaintiffs, cease and desist all contact with 

plaintiffs, cease and desist all threats and intimidation of plaintiffs, to not defame or slander 



... 

plaintiffs or their businesses, and otherwise be restrained from interacting with plaintiffs in any 

manner either directly or indirectly; Plaintffs further request that, prior to the expiration of the 

temporary restraining order, Defendant Gagnard be ordered to appear before the court and show 

cause why preliminary and permanent injunctive relief should not be granted. 

PLEASE SERVE: 

CANDYCE GAGNARD 
909 Lafayette Street 
Apartment #6 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70113 

Respectfully submitted, 

GAUTHIER. HOUGHTALING, 
WILLIAMS, & SULZER, L.L.P. 

By:~M·~ 
STEPHEN M. HUBER, BAR NO. 24463 
3500 N Hullen Street 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Telephone: (504) 456-8600 
Facsimile: (504) 456-8624 
ATTORNEYSFORPL~S 



CIVIL DISTRICT COURT FOR 'I:HE PARISH OF ORLEANS 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

NO. DMSION " " SECTION 

JOHN HOUGHTALING AND BRITT ANY BENOIT 

VERSUS 

CANDYCE GAGNARD. 

F1LED: __________ _ 

DEPUTY CLERK 

VERIFICATION 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

PARISH OF ORLEANS 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned Notary Public, personally came and appeared: 

JOHN W. HOUGHTALING, II 

Petitioner in the foregoing PEmiON FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION, who declared that he has read the same and that all of the 

allegations contained therein are true and correct to the best of his knowledge, infonnation and 

belief. 

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED 

TARYPUBLIC 
0:t.r ~o : S'5 ~ 2 



CIVIL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH OF ORLEANS 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

NO. DMSION " " SECTION 

JOHN HOUGHTALING AND BRITTANY BENOIT 

VERSUS 

CANDYCE GAGNARD. 

FILED: __________ _ 
DEPUTY CLERK 

AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

PARISH OF JEFFERSON 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned notary public, personally came and appeared, JOHN W. 

HOUGHTALING, IT, who after being duly sworn, deposed: 

1. He is a resident of"the full age of majority of the Parish of Orleans, State of 

Louisiana; 

2. The information contained in this affidavit is based on his personal knowledge; 

3. Affiant is one of the plaintiffs in this matter; 

4. Affiant has made defendant, CANDYCE GAGNARD, aware that he and the other 

plaintiff, Brittany Benoit, have prepared this Petition for Temporary Restraining 

Order and Preliminary Injunction and intend to file it with the Civil District Court for 

the Parish of Orleans in order that the Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 

Injunction may be made permanent. 

5532 
BAR ROLLI ID # 
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CML DISTRICT COURT FOR THE PARISH OF ORLEANS 

STATE OF LOillSIANA 

NO. DMSION" " SECTION 

JOHN HOUGHTALING AND BRITTANY BENOIT 

VERSUS ~ 
0 p!. --u; ~ 

I ' 

CANDYCEGAGNARD --i r \-~ 
~CJ I n- - rn --~~ 

FILED: nr'" -a CJ 
DEPUTY CLERK c: r:.;> 

~ .c 

ORDER 

BASED UPON THE FOREGOING MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a temporary restraining order be granted to expire in ten 

days requiring Defendant Gagnard to stay away from plaintiffs, their residences, their businesses, 

and schools, cease and desist all telephone calls to plaintiffs, cease and desist all contact with 

plaintiffs, cease and desist all threats and intimidation of plaintiffs, to not defame or slander 

plaintiffs or their businesses, and otherwise be restrained from interacting with plaintiffs in any 

manner either directly or indirectly. 

~ 
IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the defendants show cause on the~ 

day of~. 2005 ~m. why the injunctive relief requested should not be made ;1fJ 
perrnak / JUL 0 1 2005 u 

:??-~~ Jft'4 e , . - .-v iftt. 
PLEASE SERVE: 

.CANDYCE GAGNARD 
909 Lafayette Street 
Apartment #6 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70113 

• '• - I "•1'1'1 ~) : 1 ~ II • 

·' ··. 
·:.. .. 

EXHIBIT 

~ 


