
 
 

MINUTE ENTRY 
NORTH, M.J. 
JANUARY 27, 2021 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 

 
J. W. DOE         CIVIL ACTION 
 
VERSUS         NUMBER:  20-1321 
 
ARCHDIOCESE OF NEW ORLEANS     SECTION: “T”(5) 
INDEMNITY, INC., ET AL. 
 
 

ORDER 
 

 A hearing via videoconferencing means was held on this date in the presence of a 

court reporter (Sandra Minutillo:  589-7781) on Plaintiff’s motion to unseal the deposition 

of Lawrence Hecker (rec. doc. 29) and the motion to intervene by the attorneys of the 

Archdiocese.  (Rec. doc. 47). 

  PARTICIPATING: Richard Trahant Soren Gisleson 
     John Denenea  Dirk Wegmann 
     Jeff Tillery  David Walle  
     Eugene Redmann Brian Capitelli 
     Ian Gunn  
 
 For the reasons stated in detail on the record, the Court declines to grant Plaintiff 

the relief he seeks at this time.  With regard to the Hecker deposition transcripts, there is 

no protective order yet in place, despite the Court’s previous order that the parties submit 

one.  (Rec. doc. 24).  Accordingly, the Court will now issue a protective order sua sponte.  

Similarly, there has been no designation of confidential testimony, as was also ordered by 

the Court.  Any effort to unseal testimony at this point is therefore premature.  

More importantly, questions and testimony germane to the claims against Hecker 

and the Archdiocese are so intertwined that they are insusceptible of meaningful 
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disentanglement, which, in the case of a motion to unseal, would be necessary in light of the 

limited lift-stay order issued by the Bankruptcy Judge.   

As for the documents attached to the deposition transcript, unsealing the vast 

majority of those would violate the automatic stay and the limited lift-stay order issued by 

the Bankruptcy Court.  Plaintiff’s counsel attached two tranches of documents as Exhibits 1 

and 2 to the Hecker deposition, comprising some 1,500-plus pages, only a fraction of which 

were used to question the deponent.  All of these documents, including state-court motion 

papers not made exhibits to the subject deposition, were subject to pending motions at the 

time the automatic stay took effect.  The Court will not permit those documents (and 

Plaintiff’s efforts to unseal them) to be bootstrapped into this limited federal litigation at 

this early stage of the proceedings in the Bankruptcy Court.   

Counsel were provided additional guidance on the conduct of any depositions that 

may take place in this or the companion case and directed to certain authority that should 

guide their interactions and conduct therein.  See Hunter v. GEICO General. Ins. Co., 2018 WL 

4352823 (E.D. La.); Tajonera v. Black Elk Energy Offshore, LLC, 2015 WL 13533520 (E.D. 

La.).   

 The motion to intervene is granted for the limited purpose of allowing the 

Archdiocese’s attorneys to file a formal opposition to the motion to unseal and to 

participate in today’s hearing. 

 

              
           MICHAEL B. NORTH 
          UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
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