UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
LOUISIANA, LAKE CHARLES DIVISION

Hugh Brian Street v. Chuck Christ et al.

Street - No. 2:25-CV-01882 - Decided December 1, 2025

SUMMARY

The court denies Plaintiff Hugh Brian Street’s emergency motion for a temporary restraining order and
preliminary injunction seeking to preserve possible video evidence of an incident involving Louisiana
State Police officials. The court discusses the duty to preserve evidence and spoliation but finds no
indication that court intervention is warranted because the evidence may already have been preserved

and its existence is uncertain.
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DISPOSITION denied

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for an emergency temporary restraining order and

preliminary injunction to preserve potentially relevant video evidence

concerning the incident underlying the action.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court did not articulate a formal standard of review for the motion.
It applied principles governing the duty to preserve evidence and

determined that court intervention was not warranted on the record

presented.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district-court memorandum order; precedential status
unknown.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff was entitled to emergency injunctive relief requiring preservation of potentially

relevant video recordings.

2. Whether the record established a sufficient preservation concern or duty warranting court intervention.

HOLDINGS

1. The court denied Plaintiff's Emergency Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary
Injunction because the record did not show that the preservation request had not been honored, that the

recordings existed or had existed, or that judicial intervention was warranted.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The duty to preserve 'arises when a party has notice that the evidence is relevant to litigation or ... should
have known that the evidence may be relevant to future litigation. Generally, the duty to preserve extends to
documents or tangible things ... by or to individuals likely to have discoverable information that the disclosing

party may use to support its claims or defenses.'” (*7-*8)

“"'Spoliation" of evidence "refers to the destruction or material alteration of evidence or to the failure to

preserve property for another's use as evidence in pending or reasonably foreseeable litigation."” (*3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Shortly after the incident underlying his claims, Plaintiff apparently sent correspondence to Louisiana State
Penitentiary officials requesting preservation of video recordings of the incident. The record did not indicate that
the request had been disregarded, nor did it establish whether the recordings existed or had existed. Based on
that uncertainty, the court found no basis for intervention to preserve potentially relevant evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The action was pending in the Western District of Louisiana when Plaintiff filed the emergency motion. The
court found no indication that the preservation request had not been honored, or that the recordings existed or

had existed, and denied the motion.

DISPOSITION

denied
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