IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

PHILLIP A. TUTEIN, JR.,
PLAINTIFF, SX-2010-CVv-018
V.
FORD MOTOR COMPANY AND METRO
MOTORS S.C., INC.,

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
DEFENDANTS.

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

THIS MATTER came before the Court on Defendant Ford Motor Company (hereinafter
“Ford”) and Defendant Metro Motors S.C., Inc.’s (hereinafter “Metro” and together with Defendant
Ford, “Defendants”) motion to strike Plaintiff Phillip Tutein’s (hereinafter “Plaintiff”’) request for
punitive damages in his proposed verdict form, filed on September 26, 2016. No opposition has been
filed.

On September 12, 2016, Plaintiff filed his proposed verdict form. As the title of the document
indicates, Plaintiff merely filed a proposed verdict form. The Court has not accepted or approved
Plaintiff’s proposed verdict form. As such, it is unnecessary for Defendants to file a motion to strike
Plaintiff’s request for punitive damages in Plaintiff’s proposed verdict form, and deplete the Court’s
already limited time and resource. It has been the practice of this Court to review and discuss with
parties prior to finalizing jury instructions and verdict form. Thus, while the Court can appreciate
Defendants filing an objection to Plaintiff’s proposed verdict form out of an abundance of caution,
they should not have filed this instant motion to strike Plaintiff’s request for punitive damages in

Plaintiff’s proposed verdict form. This is especially true in light of the fact that Defendants had already
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previously filed a motion in limine to exclude evidence related to punitive damages or claims that
Defendants’ conduct rises to the level sufficient to award punitive damages.! Accordingly, it is hereby:

ORDERED that Defendants’ motion to strike Plaintiff’s request for punitive damages in
Plaintiff’s proposed verdict form, filed on September 26, 2016, is DENIED.

p—~
DONE and so ORDERED this_ /7 __day of January, 2017.

ATTEST:

HAROLD W.L. WILLOCK.
Administrative Judge of the Superior Court

! The Court has since granted Defendants® motion in /imine to exclude evidence related to punitive damages or claims
that Defendants’ conduct rises to the level sufficient to award punitive damages, filed on August 29, 2016, and ordered
that “Plaintiff shall not include any evidence related to punitive damages or claims that Defendants’ conduct rises to the
level sufficient to award punitive damages at trial.”





