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since at least 2017, and likely earlier. Obviously, those systems wem not effective.

IV.

As discussed throughout this Petition, the plans, designs, and mcommendations Mott

MacDonald sold the City-at significant expense to the City and its msidents-had holes, er1ors,

and oversights that c1eated opportunities for a tragedy such as this.

V.

This isn'tjustthestoryofabadplan,though. Therebalsobadexecution. Citycontractors

failed to live up to contractual obligations and perform work in the order and manner specified.

VI.

To fully appreciate Defendants' conduct, though, a look at the warnings that started years

ago is all that is needed.

PARTIES

VII.

This hwsuit is brought by the following victims of the preventable act of violence

committed on Bourbon Street in the early morning hours of January 1, 2025:

A. Alexis Windham, a natural person that is domiciled within, and a citizen of, the State
ofAbbama.

B. Corian Evans, a natural person that à domiciled within, and a citizen of, the State of
Abbama;

C. Jalen Lilly, a natural person that à domiciled within, and a citizen of, the State of
Abbama;

D. Justin Brown, a natural person that à domiciled within, and a citizen of, the State of
Abbama;

E. Shara Fri.son, a natural person that à domiciled within, and a citizen of, the State of
Missouri;

F. GregoryTownsend,anaturalpersonthatisdomiciledwithin,andacitizenof,theState
ofMissouri; and

G. Joseph Taylor, individually azul as survivor to his son, Brandon Taylor, is a natural
person that is domiciled within, and a citizen of, the State ofLouisiana.

VIII.

Mott MacDonald, LLC (henceforth "Mott MacDonald"), made a party defendant herein, is

a limited liability company organized under the hws of the State of Dehware, with its principal

business established in Louisiana within West Momoe, with members domiciled in the State of

New Jersey, the United Kingdom, and elsewhere, and which conducted systematic and continuous
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that specializes in infrastructure and transportation design.

IX.

HardRockConstruction,L.L.C.(henceforth"HardRock"),madeapartydefendanthemin,

is a limited liability company organized under the laws of the State ofLouisiana, with its principal

place of business in Harvey, Louisiana, with members domiciled within Louisiana, and that

conductedsystematicandcontinuousbusiness inLouisianaduringallmlevanttimeshemin. Hard

Rock is a contractor the engages in paving, cement, and mad construction p oj ects.

X.

That 'Ihe City of New Orleans (henceforth the "City"), made a party defendant hemin, is

political subdivision of the State ofLouisiana that is a body corporate with capacity to sue and be

sued in its own name.

XL

Shamsud-Din Jabbar is deceased at the time of filing and, as such, may not be named as a

Defendant as helackscapacityas aNatural Person pursuant toLa. CC Art.25, and other law. 'Ihat

would make the app opriate party-defendant to answer for him a succession representative

appointed bya courtofthisstatepursuant toLa. CCPArt.734. Asthereis noknownsuccession

in this state, though, an ad hoc mpresentative or appointed attomey would need to be named

pursuant to La. CCP Art. 5091. To avoid delays in bringing this matter to the Court, Plaintiffs

p oceed before appointing such an attomey but æserves the right to name any formal succession

mpresentative, ortomovetheCourttoappoint onetobenamed.

XH.

That Travelers Excess and Surplus Lines Company, made a party defendant hemin but not

named in the caption pursuant to La. R.S. §22:1269(B)(4)(a), is a foreign insurance company

authorized to do, and doing, business in Louisiana during all relevant times herein. During all

ælevant times herein, said insurance company issued a policy of liability insurance that insured

Shamsud-DinJabbarfromthetypeofharmsandlossesdescribedhemin. Moreover,asMr.Jabbar

is deceased, a direct action is permitted against said insurance company pursuant to La. R.S.

§12:1269(B)(1)(f).
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XIII.

Mott MacDonald seemingly began its rehtionship with the City ofNew Odeans more than

10 years ago.

XIV.

Before May 7, 2012, Lambert Engineers qualified for the City's design and engineering

services pool pursuant to Request for Qualifications No. 500C-01183, and executed numerous

professional services agmement with the city for mad improvement projects.

XV.

On May 7, 2012, though, Lambert Engineers wem effectively bought out by Mott

MacDonald, known then as Hatch Mott MacDonald, LLC. In the deal, Lambert Engineers sold

their assets, transfer1ed their employees, and, most relevant hem, assigned their contracts with the

City to Mott MacDonald.

XVI.

In the City's Assignment and Assumption agmement on April 25, 2013, document K13-

412, Mott MacDonald agreed to be bound by all terms of the prior Lambert Engineers contracts,

as well as all of the City's terms and conditions "without negotiation."

XVII.

Following the purchase of Lambert Engineers, Mott MacDonald would design numerous

oadway projects for the City including, but not limited to: those in Milneburg, St. Chude, Lake

Terrance and Oaks, and, ofcourse, The Fænch Quarter.

THE RISKOFVEHICULARATTACK BECOMES KNOWN

XVIII.

Starting in 2016, the wodd saw a rise in vehicle ramming incidents involving crowded

public spaces. Perhaps oneofthemostvisiblewasaneerilysimihrincident involvinga gumnan

driving a buck into a exowd celebrating Bastille Day in Nice, France which chimed the lives of

86peopleand injuredmanymore. Simihrattacks followedallaroundthewoddincludingattacks

in New York City Times Square, and London, England.

XIX.

Following these attacks, the City sought advice regarding its own risk of such an attack.

AECOM, titled Fænch Quarter Safety and Security Traffic Study. This Report was expressly

authored to "ensure that the City is better prepared to prevent and react to public safety threats. . .
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Odeans."

XX.

'IheAECOMReportstated innounclearterms:

TheFænchQuarterisoftendenselypackedwithpedestriansandrepresentsan
area where a mass casualty incident could occur. This area also presents a risk and
target area for feriorism that the FBI has identified as a concern that the City must
address. Following the attacks in Nice, France; in London, England; and the
scent NYC Times Square incident that cited bollards saved lives, it has become
clearhow populartouristareascanbethreatenedbyattackerswithvehiclesand
weapons.

XXI.

Ultimately, this would prompt the City of New Odeans to invest $40 million into public

safety improvementprojects. A majorcomponent ofthoseprojectswerepartoftheFænchQuarter

Improvement Project safety features. Most notably, the City wanted to follow the

acommendations ofAECOM and implement an effective bol lard system in the Fænch Quarter.

XXII.

In addition to fixed bollards, the City also used a portion of the money to acquire portable

"Aicher"bollardsfromMeridianRapidDefenseGroup,whichmanufacturesthem.Theseportable

bollards thatcanbedeployedtoasidewalkorstreetwithlittlenotice. The large, wheeled objects

need little more setup than to be placed in the location needed to be protected from vehicles. At

least48 of these portablebollardswereacquiredat that time. They hadægularuse in New Odeans

traflic control as eady as the 2017 Mardi Gras season.

XXIII.

Thecityalsousedaportionofthemoneytoacquireportable"wedge"bamersthancanbe

deployedtoastreettoblockallaccess. Again, thelargesystemneedonly bemovedtothelocation

where it is to be deployed.

MENCH QUARTER IMPROVEMENT PHASE ONE

XXIV.

The first phase of the Fænch Quarter Improvement Project-Phase One-involved

mconstruction of Bourbon Street between Canal and St. Louis Street, the 100 to 400 blocks

(henceforth, Phase One of the Fænch Quarter Improvement Project shall be "FQIP1"). Mott

MacDonald desigtred the entire project and Hard Rock was the contractor for the project. Work

was slated to began in 2017.
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hcluded inthe Pæject Documents forFQIP1 wastheAECOM Report. As such, that sport

was, presumably, mad by Mott MacDonald and Hard Rock. h essence, Mott MacDonald was an

expert in the field and was tasked with developing a plan to account for the findings of that sport.

XXVI.

By2018,FQIP1 wouldbesubstantiallycomplete. MottMacDonald'abollarddesigawas

fully implemented on Bourbon Street.

XXVH.

He Mott MacDonald design was to implement a "movable safely bollard system" in the

100to400blocksofBourbonStreet. ThatsystemwastheMetadorBollard System,andit involved

a baseplate with two, fixed bollards on either side ofone central sliding bol lard that moves to the

side to allow vehicular access. The movable bol lard slid acmss a diagonal "track" cut into the

baseplate. Notably, this system protected only the street, without offering bol lard protection to the

sidewalks.

PHASE ONE BOLLARD SYSTEM*DOES NOTAPPEARTOWORK"

XXVIH.

He City had concerns about the bol lard system Mott MacDonald and Hard Rock installed

as part of FRIPl. The bollards were often disabled because the track was clogged with beads,

empty drink containers and liquids including a mix of spilled drinks, vomit, rainwater, and other

unidentified fluids.

XXIX.

h 2019, the French Quarter Management District commissioned a report by hierfor

hternational to assess the effectiveness of the Mott MacDonald bollard system, and other

vulnerabilities in the French Quarter. The express purpose of that study was to assess

"vulnerabilities regarding public safety and terærist threats . . . [and] make specific

mcommendations on measures needed to achieve the desired level ofsecurity."

XXX.

HeReportcontinuedthat intheFænchQuarter,"Theriskofterærism-specificallymass

shootingand vehicularattacks-mmainshighlypossiblewhilemoderatelyprobable."TheReport

elaborated on page 37:

ne two modes of ter or attack most likely to be used are vehicular ramming and
active shooting. Both international and domestic terærists have tumed to these
methods as a cheap low-tech alternative to complex bomb plots, particularly in the
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Section 1211eans-Bourbon Street-is an open air thoroughfare with little to no access
control reinforces the rationale for these two methods.

XXXI.

This wasn't the only express warning. Page 50 of that Report states even imie plainly: "In

terms ofsecurity, unreshictedtraffic facilitates the commissionofcarramming attacks which have

proventobeapreferredmethodoflonewolfattackers inmcentyears."

XXXH.

The Report echoed what those with knowledge of the area aheady knew: the first Mott

MacDonaldbollardinstallationfromFQIP1 wasa failure. Asexplainedonpage500fthatReport,

"The current bol lard system on Bourbon Street does not appear to work."

XXXIH.

The Interfor Report had a simple conclusion for how to prevent these attacks all the way

back in 2019: "Regardless of the reason, Interror strongly recommends bol lard mobilization to

befixed/improvedimmediately."(boldinoriginal). Theympeatthisrecommendationagainon

page 58.

XXXIV.

Mott MacDonald, itself, even began to see that the existing system had serious holes, even

when working. In a presentation to the Vieux Carré Commission on May 27, 2020, Mott

MacDonald engineers Many Heymann and Austin Kittok conceded that in the area ofConti Street

vehicles were illegally entering and driving upon the sidewalk because "no bollard or general

streetscape is curæntly provided along the pedestrian corridor that would prevent vehicular

access." They both also noted that the wider sidewalks in the Fænch Quarter allow space for a

vehicle on the sidewalk "with ease."

XXXV.

During the May 27, 2020 presentation to the Vieux Cané Commission, those Mott

MacDonald engineers explained that bollards on the sidewalk, fixed or removable, were the best

solution to prevent vehicles from entering sidewalks in the Fænch Quarter.

XXXVI.

To be 1mre specific, that was their opinion for the area around Conti Street, except for

Bourbon Street. MottMacDonald'sopinionsmgardingBourbonStreetwouldbethesubjectofa

separate analysis prepared for the City, and delivered-separately-around the same time.
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xxxvu

In April of 2024, Mott MacDonald prepared an engineering analysis for the City,

examining options for new Bourbon Street bollards and security barriers. While nine potential

attack scenarios wem used as a basis for evaluating the potential solutions, seemingly none

involved a vehicle that drove on the sidewalk. This is particularly nonsensical given the

simultaneous efforts of Mott MacDonald engineers to reconunend sidewalk bollards in other

sections ofthe French Quarterin the vicinityofConti Street to deal with theproblemsand dangers

ofvehicles driving on to the sidewalk in those areas.

XXXVIIL

The City relied on the expertise and recomrnendations of Mott MacDonald to determine

whatprotectionswerenecessarytodeterandpmventvehicleranuning,andotherterroristattacks.

XXXIX.

One scenario presented by Mott MacDonald eight months before this tragedy even

involved a Ford F-150 truck specifically tuming right on to Bourbon Street frorn Canal Street, a

shockingly similar thmat that was seemingly predictable befom Decernber 31", and which came

true:.

• ele vs h ght Ho on o r Street
odeled Vehice: 2015 F-150 Crew Cab el 15mph
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In this way, the City specifically alied on the expe1tise and opinions of Mott MacDonald

as to how to protect Bourbon Street from a vehicle attack tuming from Canal Street.

XLI.

The Mott MacDonald Report showed potential attack speeds of a vehicle of 50 mph and

70 mph. It showed that a F-150 similar to the one involved in the subject incident could make

turns onto Bourbon Street from Canal Street at between 12 mph and 20 mph.

XLII.

Despite all of the infor1ration above, and the admissions from Mott MacDonald engineers

that sidewalk bollards were needed in other parts of the Fænch Quarter to keep vehicles from

traveling on the sidewalk, Mott MacDonald did ngt mcommend a bollard system that would

protect from the threats above. Instead, Mott MacDonald mcommended a cheaper option from 1-

800-Bollards, the actual company name.

XLIII.

The 1-800-Bollards system mcommended could not protect from any of the speeds

above-not even 12 mph-and it did not include any bollard protection for the sidewalks on

Bourbon Street.

XLIV.

'Ihe Mott MacDonald Design was incorporated into a P1oposal and Design Standards for a

new project, the Bourbon Street Bollard Assessment and Replacement project. This would, in

theory,giveMottMacDonaldthechancetoincorporateallofthelessonsleamed,reportsprepared,

and data gathered to fully and finally protect the French Quarter from the now clear threat posed

by weaponized vehicles. That is certainly what the City expected and ml ied on them to deliver.

That is not, however, what happened.

PROJECT DOCUMENTS ANDDUTIES FORTHE BOLLARD ASSESSMENTAND
REPLACMENT PROJECT

XLV.

MottMacDonalddesigned, prepared, andwiotetheprojectdocuments. Theyincludedno

fixedbollards on the street in theFrenchQuarter. They includedno fixed bollards that couldmsist

a 12 mph vehicle, let alone a faster vehicle.
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Mott MacDonald then instructed the contractor to mmove the existing bollard system.

Duringandafternmovalofthesystem,MottMacDonald specificallyinstructedthecontractornot

to impede, block, or interrupt vehicular traffic on the now undefended roadway on sheet 26 of the

construction notes for the project. Instead, contractors wem instructed to leave nothing more than

bare asphalt, where the new 1-800-Bollard products would soon be installed.

XLVII.

TheMottMacDonaldplanshavenoindicationsfortemporaryormobilebollardplacement,

norbarriersorfencingtoprotectintersectionsduringsmovalandreplacementofthebollards.

XLVIII.

He desip standards prepared by Mott MacDonald had one common theme: strip away all

existing protections and leave nothing in its place until the inferior 1-800-Bollard system was in

place. His should have prompted any masonable desiperto implement an interim bamersystem

during construction.

XLIX.

Given that the final bol lard system would leave the sidewalks unprotected, it is clear that

Mott MacDonald mcommendations for Bourbon Street differed from the acommendations for

sidewalkprotectiongiventoothergroupsatthatsametime. MottMacDonaldseeminglydidnot

think it prudent-or negligently failed to mcommend a system that would protect the sidewalks

ofBourbon Street from a vehicle attack.

L.

Moreover, on information and belief, Mott MacDonald provided a professional engineer

licensed by the State of Louisiana with a background in traffic flow and control to prepare and

submit a detailed traffic control plan pursuant to Section C128.04 of the New Orleans General

Specifications forStreet Paving.

LI.

The project pushed a sipificant deal of msponsibility on to the ultimate contractor for

ensuring that the work was done properly and safely. The contractor was msponsible for

submittingtrafficcontrolplansforeach intersectionunderconstruction. Thoseplansmustaccount

for how any missing or altered traffic control devices would be accounted for. Presumably,

however, all responsibility would fall on the company that desiped, supervised, and managed the

project. Namely,MottMacDonald.
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ne project incorporated a number of standard terms common to all City contracts.

Specifically, it expressly incorporated The City ofNew Orleans General Specifications for Street

Paving. Hosetermsmade it clearin Section C128.03 thaf duringconstructionand implementation

of the bol lard system that, "It shall be the duty and msponsibility of the Contractor to provide all

masonable measure necessary to insure safety of the public." That specifically envisioned

"bamers."

LIII.

Those general terms and conditions also obligated the performing parties to:

A. "RestrictAccess"intheareaswherethework was beingperformedand specifically
to "mdirect traffic";

B. While the design specifications were expected to demarcate necessary barricades,

should those design documents prove insufficient, they "shall not be construed as negating
mquirements for additional proper... bamcades|' pursuant to Section C129;

C. The Contractors were mquired to "install and maintain temporary construction
barricades|' pursuant to Section C129; and

D. TheContractorswerepermittedforequest to"closestreets andalleys|'entirely.

LIV.

The Request for P1oposal for the project, no dubbed DPW760, included additional details

forprospectivecontractors, too. They werenotto impedeanyothertrafficbollards.

LV.

The Request for Proposal also included certain "P1oject Conditions|' many of which

mirrored the obligations in the Standard Terms, above. In particular, contractors on the project

wereexpectio,"Exectappropriate... barriers priortoconstructionactivities."

LVI.

Contractors were "msponsible for obtaining the bollards, embedment sleeves, and pad

locks purchased by the City ofNew Orleans from their maintenance yard located at, 755 S Clark

Street, New Orleans, LA 70119."

LVII.

Contractors were told by Mott MacDonald that they were to be "æmoving and disposing

the existing bol lard systems previous [sic] installed on Bourbon Street." More specifically:

The mmoval of the existing bol lard system includes the mmoval and disposal of
the HT2 Matador-4 bollard system and all associated pavement sur1ound-mg the
bollard system to the nearest joint (curb to curb), as shown in the Construction
Plans. The mmoval of the existing 8" concrete foundation to which the exist-mg
HT2 Matador-4 bollard system is bolted to shall also be removed as part of this
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Section 12. Sch. 80 Pvc drainage piping and drain cleanouts, within the lirnits or rne RICT COURT
existing bollard excavation and cutting and capping to abandon in place. All work
shall be cornpleted as shown in the Bollard System Demolition Plan within the
Construction Plans. The Contractor will be responsible for disposing of the HT2
Matador-4 bollard system.

LVIIL

Contractors were paid for this work by the square yard of bollard removed. Mott

MacDonald did not include any intermediate protections in the design docurnents.

LIX.

Also, under the ter1ns of the project, the intersection ofCanal Street and Bourbon Street

was to be the very first bollard system installed. Presurnably, this was in light of its location as

entrypointintoBourbonStreetandtheFrenchQuarterfromCanalStreet. Thiswaspresurnably

a high priority sequence for the project:

TASK ORDER#1 TASK ORDEF

9tooçSt vvvvvwvW G

TASKORDER#2

-- RoyalSt^4--

0 FLAN EEl F E T I IECT LIMUS.

N I ED LEVEE

HARD ROCK AGAIN WORKS AS CONTRACTOR FOR MOTT MACDONALD

LX.

As potential contmeters started lining up, Mott MacDonald held a video conference on

Septernber 6, 2024 to provide certain additional details via an Addendum to prospective bidders.

Austin Kittok, a professional engineer from Mott MacDonald, along with Lucy Lyons led the

ineeting. This is especially noteworthy because Mr. Kittok is the sarne Mott MacDonald engineer
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bollards to deter vehicles entering the sidewalk in the vicinity ofConti Street mem weeks earlier.

LXI.

Mott MacDonald confirmed that the project they designed would only place bollards

"within the same general area" as those previously installed and would not include permanent

bollard installation on the sidewalks. There would, however, be sidewalk replacement work

involved.

LXII.

In an about face from his conversation with the Vieux Carrë Commission, Mr. Kittok

excludes the sidewalk from his entire discussion about bollards and vehicles on Bourbon Street.

LXIII.

Finally, during that meeting Mott MacDonald also emphasized that the project difremd

from others in that the Contractor would need to develop a plan for barricades at the site.

LXIV.

Ultimately, HardRock becamethecontractorontheBollardAssessmentandReplacement

Project. This means that the City has relied on the same engineer and designer-Mott

MacDonald-and the same contractor-Hard Rock-for all bollard and safety planning and

implementation in the Fænch Quarter since the first sports of the dangers of vehicle ramming

attacks came in 2016.

LXV.

On information and belief, Mott MacDonald and Hard Rock had actual knowledge of the

availabilityofvarious formsofmovablebamerstoprotecttheirconstructionsites fromtheirwork

with the City on FQIP1, and other related work that occur1ed in the following years.

LXVI.

AicherandwedgemovablebamerswereavailabletoMottMacDonaldandHardRockand

could have been deployed. At least one wedge barrier was even staged within the construction

zone at the time of the incident.

LXVII.

It was reasonable for the City to rely on Mott MacDonald to develop, design, implement,

andsuperviseeffortstoguardagainstvehiclerammingattacks intheFrenchQuarterbecauseMott

MacDonald holds itself out as a worldwide leader in urban infrastructure design and threat

mitigation.
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FromaNovember26,2024constructionupdate fromtheCityofNew OdeansDepartment

ofPublicWorks,weknowthatHardRockdid,infact,begintheworkonapproximatelyNovember

18,2024. Ratherthanstartatthe intersectionwithCanal Street, though, itappearsthatHardRock

started at the 300 and 750 blocks ofBourbon Street.

LXIX.

The next conshuction update on December 10, 2024 confumed, again, that work had not

yet been started at the intersection ofCanal Street and Bourbon Street.

LXX.

Finally,morethanamonthintotheproject, theconstructionupdateforDecember19,2024,

the Department of Public Works construction update myeals that Hard Rock is now actively

working at the intersection ofCanal Street.

DEFIC]ENC]ES AND CONSEQUENCES

LXXI.

IntheeadymorninghoursofJanuary 1,2025,whileconstructionwasongoingatthecorner

of Bourbon Street and Canal Street, Mr. Jabbar tumed a Ford F-150 on to Bourbon Street as

described in Paragraph I.

LXXH.

On information and belief, the 200 and 300 blocks ofBourbon Street remained part of the

active construction site at that time.

LXXHI.

Construction efforts by Mott MacDonald and Hard Rock had amoved previously-erected

bollards inthatconstructionsite. Othersweredisabledduringconstruction.

LXXIV.

Appropriate barriers, temporary or otherwise, were not erected in the construction site.

IXXV.

As a msult, the intersection had the appearance of a soft target.

LXXVI.

Upon initial penetration, Mr. Jabbar was able to travel approximately 3 blocks down

Bourbon Street.
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Ultimately, the City and its Contractors had express wamings about a vehicle ramming

attack occumng on Bourbon Street. The City, which cannot be masonably expected to have

expertise on every subject, ælied on Mott MacDonald to guard against that threat.

LXXVHl.

Mott MacDonald prepared an engineering analysis for the City that was mpresented as

expresslyprotectingBourbonStreetagainstavehicleattackfromaFordF-150modeltrucktuming

ontoBourbonStreetfromCanal Street. Inreality,itdidnotandMottMacDonaldfailedtoperform

thatwork withdueskillandmasonablecare.

LXXIX.

Mott MacDonald designed a protection plan that was mpresented as accounting for those

threats. Again, in mality, it did not and Mott MacDonald failed to perform that work with due

skill and masonable care.

LXXX.

Mott MacDonakl had actual and constructive knowledge of the importance of sidewalk

protection from vehicles at the time they completed the above work but negligently failed to

includesuchrecommendationtotheCity.

LXXXL

Mott MacDonald negligently failed to include interim protective measures during

construction in their design specifications.

LXXXH.

MottMacDonaldandHardRockfailedtodevelopaneffectivetrafficcontrolsystem during

construction.

LXXXUL

Mott MacDonald and Hard Rock failed to perform the work in an appropriate sequence,

which if followed would have had work completed at the Canal Street intersection before the

subject incident took place.

LXXXIV.

Mott MacDonald and Hard Rock failed to emct appropriate barriers.

LXXXV.

On information and belief, the City accepted and followed all of Mott MacDonald's

mcommendations but those acommendations neveraccounted forknown threats.
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Had Mott MacDonald competently provided engineering services to the City that

accounted for known threats, Mr. Jabbar's access to Bourbon Street would have been prevented

entirely. Appropriate protection at that intersection could have determd any attempt and stopped

any effort that was made. Even had he been able to gain access to a portion ofBourbon Street, his

progress could have been quickly stopped preventing what would ultimately become three blocks

ofchaos.

LXXXVH.

As such, the subject incident on January 1, 2025 was the fault of, and proximately caused

by the negligence ofDefendants Mott MacDonald and Hard Rock.

LXXXVHI.

While Plaintiffs allege that Mott MacDonald assumed sole msponsibility for planning,

developing, and implementing an effective system for deterring the exact threat imposed by Mr.

Jabbar, and further that the City's contractors assumed sole responsibility for barricade placement

and traffic control of the entire construction site on the day in question, if the evidence shows

otherwise, thenPlaintiffsallege inthealternativethatsomeorallofthosedutieswouldhavebeen

ætainedbytheCity,whowouldthenbemsponsible fortheabovebreachesofthoseduties.

DAMAGES SUFFERED BY PLAINTIFFS

LXXX]X.

That as a msult of the aforesaid incident, Alexis Windham suffered impact and gunshot

wounds causing sustained serious injuries to her, body and mind, including, without limitation,

fractures and injuries to her right leg and ankle, along with other areas of her body, together with

past and future mental anguish and physical suffering; past and future loss of enjoyment of life;

past and future expenses for medical care; past and future loss of earnings and impaired earning

capacity; disfigurement; permanent impairment; impaired eaming capacity; and other economic

losses; all of which entitles Plaintiff, Alexis Windham, to mcover from Defendants the damages

as are masonable in the premises.

XC.

That as a msult of the aforesaid incident, Corian Evans suffered sustained serious injuries

to body and mind, including, without limitation, fractures and injuries to the right leg and foot,

along with other areas of her body, together with past and future mental anguish and physical

suffering;pastand futurelossofenjoymentoflife;pastand futureexpenses formedicalcare;past
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a d t loss ofearnings and impaired eaming capacity; disfiguiement; permanent COURT

impairedearningeapacity;andothereconomiclosses;allofwhichentitlesPlaintiff,CorianEvans,

to recover from Defendants the damages as are masonable in the premises.

XCI.

ht as a msult of the aforesaid incident, Jalen Lilly suffered sustained sedous injuries to

body and mind, including, without limitation, fractures and injuries to her right leg and foot with

additional injuries to her left leg and foot, along with other areas of her body, together with past

and future mental anguish and physical suffedng; past and future loss of enjoyment of life; past

and future expenses for medical care; past and future loss of eamings and impaired earning

capacity; disfigurement; permanent impairment; impaired eaming capacity; and other economic

losses; all of which entitles Plaintiff, Jalen Lilly, to mcover from Defendants the damages as are

masonable in the premises.

XCH.

ht as a result of the aforesaid incident, Justin Brown suffe1ed sustained injuries to body

and mind, consisting ofwidespread injury without known bone fracture at this time, together with

past and future mental anguish and physical suffeáng; past and future loss of enjoyment of life;

past and future expenses for medical care; past and future loss of eamings and impaired earning

capacity; and other economic losses; all ofwhich entitles Plaintiff, Justin Brown, to mcover from

Defendants the damages as are masonable in the premises.

XCHI.

ht as a msult of the aforesaid incident, Shara Frison suffered sustained sedous injuries

to body and mind, including, without limitation, a fracture to her right leg with infection and

complications, along with injuries to other areas of her body, together with past and future mental

anguish and physical suffeáng; past and future loss ofenjoyment of life; past and future expenses

for medical care; past and future loss of eamings and impaired eaming capacity; disfigurement;

permanent impairment;impairedeamingeapacity;andothereconomiclosses;allofwhichentitles

Plaintiff, Shara Frison, to mcover from Defendants the damages as are masonable in the premises.

XCIV.

ht as a msult of the aforesaid incident, Cnegory Townsend suffemd sustained injuries to

body and mind, consisting ofwidespread injury without known bone fracture at this time, together

with past and future mental anguish and physical suffedng; past and future loss of enjoyment of

life; past and future expenses for medical care; past and future loss of eamings and impaired
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mi pacity; and other economic losses; all ofwhich entitles Plaintiff, Cnegory TÔÏÊŸM COURT

mcover from Defendets the damages as are reasonable in the premises.

XCV.

That Brandon Taylor perished in the events on January 1, 2025. At the time ofhis death,

hehadnochildrenaudwasunmamed. BrandonTayloristhenaturalchildofJosephTaylor.In

this action, Brandon Taylor is properly represented by his father as the proper party plaintiff for

the survival action (La. CC Art. 2315.1) and the wmngful death action (La. CC Art. 2315.2).

XCVL

Thatasamsultoftheaforesaidincident, BrandonTaylorhassustainedseriousinjuriesthat

killed him. Accordingly, Plaintiff Joseph Taylor in entitled to mcover from Defendets such

damagesasaremasonable inthepremisesfordamagessuffemaduringhisson'slifetime including

pain, suffering, mental anguish, pie.death fear and termr, medical expenses, loss ofeamings, loss

ofearning capacity, disability, and loss ofenjoyment of life; as well as for additional damages for

his own loss of love and affection, shock and grief, loss of economic support, loss of

compansionship, loss of consortium, funeral expenses, and burial expenses; and all other

categories ofdamages appropriate underLouisima Civil Code Articles 2315.1,2315.2,2315, and

other law.

WHEREFORE, Petitioners, Alexis Windham, Corian Evans, Jalen Lilly, Justin Brown,

Shara Frison, Gregory Townsend, and Joseph Taylor, individually and as survivor to his son,

Brandon Taylor, mquest that Defendets be served with a certified copy of this petition, and aAer

being duly cited to appear and answer hereto, and aAer the expiration of all legal delays and due

proceedings are had, that there be judgment ændered herein in favor of Petitioners, Alexis

Windham, Corian Evans, Jalen Lilly, Justin Brown, Shara Frison, Cnegory Townsend, and Joseph

Taylor, individually and as survivor to his son, Brandon Taylor, and against Defendets, Mott

MacDonald, LLC, HardRock Construction, L.L.C., theCityofNew Orleans, and Travelers Excess

and Surplus Lines Company, jointly and/or in solido, for damages as are masonable in the

premises; said judgment to bear legal inte1est from the date of judicial demand until paid and for

allcostsoftheseproceed-nigs.

SIGNATURE BLOCKAND SERVICE INSTRUCTION FOLLOW ON THE NEXT PAGE
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Section 12 °°'"©h DISTRICT COURT
Attorney for Plaintiff:

Matthew D. Hemmer
MORRtS BART, LLC

601 Poydras Street, 24th Floor
New Orleans, LA 70130
Telephone: (504) 599-3339(direct)

(504) 599-5557(paralegal)
Facsimile: (800)878-8937
Please serve all of the following email addresses
pursuant to La. CCP Art. 1313:
mhemmer@morrisbart.corn;

miohnson@morrisbart.com; and
neass@morrisbart.com

By:
MATTHEW ER, LA NO.34300
MORRIS B NO. LA02788
JORDANA.LIEBERMAN,NO.LA388I8

PLEASE SERVE:

MOTF MACDONALD, LLC
Through its registered agent in Louisiana:
Corporation Service Company
450 Lamel Street, 8' Floor
Baton Rouge, LA 70801

HARD ROCK CONSTRUCTION
Through its registered agent:
Jan Langford
1255 Peters Road
Harvey, LA70058

THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS
Through the Mayor:
LaToya Cantrell
1300PerdidoStreet
2nd Floor East
New Orleans, LA 70112

TRAVELERS EXCESS AND SURPLUS LINES COMPANY
Through its registered agent:
Louisiana SecretaryofState
8585 Archives Avenue
Baton Rouge, LA 70809
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