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Remedial Measures
	When paralegals talk about remedial measures, they would automatically think of Federal Rules of Evidence (FRE) 407. Rule 407 refers to subsequent remedial measures. In our text, it provides, “When measures are taken that would have made an earlier injury or harm less likely to occur, evidence of the subsequent measures is not admissible to prove: negligence, culpable conduct, a defect in a product or its design, or a need for a warning or instruction.” (Marlowe, 2016) Rule 407 mostly applies to manufacturers, landowners, and employers. 
	An example of remedial measures could be a woman named Susie was bitten by a dog, and sues the potential dog owner, Junior. Junior claimed that the dog never leaves the property and that’s why the dog wasn’t on a leash.  Susie states that she still wants to sue Junior for negligence. The next day, Susie takes a picture of Junior putting up a chain-linked fence in his front yard with the dog in the yard playing. This picture wouldn’t be admissible to show negligence.
	There are usually exceptions to most rules, including FRE 407. According to our text, “FRE 407 allows the admission of evidence of remedial measure when offered for ‘another purpose’ other than to prove culpable conduct, a predict design or defect, or a need for a warning or instruction, such as ‘impeachment or- if disputed- proving ownership, control, or the feasibility of precautionary measures.’” This would be the exception that allows the picture Susie took of Junior putting the fence up because the dog is also in the picture to prove Junior owns the dog. This would be considered as “another purpose” since you’re not using the picture to prove negligence.
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