


that a bankruptcy court had found that he had incurred debts through false pretenses,
misrepresentations, or fraud is probative of Wengler's character for untruthfulness..”). Here,
Plaintiff simply argues the fact that Defendant has prior unpaid debts is and of itself enough to
demonstrate his character for untruthfulness. The link between unpaid debts and truthfulness is too
tenuous to demonstrate a character of untruthfulness.

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiff is precluded from inquiring into Defendant’s prior
unpaid debt during cross-examination unless the debt itself was the result of fraud or the Defendant
lied about the unpaid debt in some capacity.
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Alexander N. Burke
Superior Court Judge
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