
Understanding Comparative Fault in Louisiana
Personal Injury Claims

OPELOUSAS, LA, UNITED STATES, May

21, 2025 /EINPresswire.com/ -- In

Louisiana, individuals involved in

personal injury incidents are often

surprised to learn that financial

recovery may still be possible—even if

they share some degree of

responsibility for the accident. This

legal concept, known as comparative

fault, plays a significant role in

determining the amount of damages

that can be awarded in a lawsuit.

Louisiana follows a pure comparative

fault system. This means that an

injured party may recover damages

even if found to be 99% at fault for the

incident. However, the total amount of

compensation is reduced by the

percentage of fault assigned to the

injured party. For example, if a person

is awarded $100,000 in damages but is

determined to be 30% at fault, the actual recovery would be limited to $70,000.

This framework often leads to complex legal evaluations, as determining fault is rarely a clear-cut

matter. In many personal injury cases—especially those involving motor vehicle collisions,

Many clients assume that

being partially at fault

disqualifies them from any

kind of compensation”

William P. Morrow

workplace incidents, or premises liability—multiple parties

may share responsibility. Insurance adjusters and legal

representatives must evaluate the actions of all parties

involved, including whether reasonable care was taken,

whether any safety regulations were violated, and how the

sequence of events contributed to the outcome.

William P. Morrow, an attorney with Morrow Law Firm in

http://www.einpresswire.com
https://mgmlawllc.com/
https://mgmlawllc.com/


Opelousas, Louisiana, emphasizes the importance of understanding how comparative fault

influences both litigation and settlement decisions.

“Many clients assume that being partially at fault disqualifies them from any kind of

compensation,” said Morrow. “That’s simply not the case under Louisiana law. Comparative fault

allows for a more balanced approach—recognizing that accidents are often the result of a

combination of actions and conditions.”

In practice, determining fault can involve multiple layers of investigation. Police reports, witness

statements, video surveillance, and expert testimony all contribute to assessing liability.

Insurance companies often conduct their own reviews, but these assessments may differ

significantly from the findings presented in court.

Comparative fault can arise in various scenarios, including:

A driver rear-ends another vehicle but alleges the lead vehicle had malfunctioning brake lights.

An employee slips on a wet floor at work but was running in a restricted area.

A pedestrian is struck by a car but was crossing outside of a designated crosswalk.

In each of these cases, courts and juries are asked to assign a percentage of fault to each party

involved. These determinations directly affect the calculation of damages.

It is also important to distinguish between comparative fault and contributory negligence. Some

states operate under contributory negligence rules, where any degree of fault bars recovery

altogether. Louisiana’s approach is more lenient, allowing injured individuals to seek

proportional compensation.

Morrow Law Firm, led by William P. Morrow, John Michael Morrow, Jr., and Stephen M. Morrow,

frequently handles cases involving workplace injuries, where comparative fault becomes a

central issue. In such cases, questions often arise around the use of safety equipment,

adherence to protocols, and employer responsibility.

In workplace scenarios, Louisiana’s workers’ compensation laws may also intersect with fault-

based personal injury claims, particularly when third parties are involved. Understanding how

comparative fault applies in these dual-track cases is essential for achieving fair outcomes.

Litigation involving comparative fault requires careful strategy, as defendants often attempt to

shift blame to reduce their own liability. This can result in prolonged negotiations or trials

focused heavily on percentage assignments rather than the actual facts of the injury.

Evidence is critical. Timely documentation, medical records, accident reconstruction, and



detailed timelines all contribute to building a case that accurately reflects the role of each party

involved. Legal representatives must work to present a comprehensive picture of events in order

to limit the client’s attributed fault and maximize potential recovery.

From a legal standpoint, comparative fault underscores the necessity of investigating all aspects

of an incident—not just who caused it, but how each party’s actions influenced the result. This

approach promotes accountability while still allowing those affected to seek compensation for

medical costs, lost wages, and other damages.

The Morrow Law Firm continues to advise clients across Louisiana on how partial fault may

impact a case and the importance of gathering detailed evidence to support claims. The firm

remains focused on addressing legal matters involving injury and liability through careful

analysis and procedural guidance.
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