
19 m  JUDICIAL DISTRICT OURT 
PARISH OF EAST BATON 

STATE OF LOU ISIA 

NUMBER LO 	OZXZ  1  DI 

COST OK $ 

() 
MAY 31 2 11 

PUTY CLE/e6TE6iJRT 

CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREG PIERSON 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH OFFICE 

OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

PETITION 

The Petition of Christy M. Weiser, a resident of the full age of majority of Livingston Parish, 

Louisiana, and Greg Pierson, a resident of the full age of majority of Livingston Parish, Louisiana, 

who respectfully represent: 

The defendants enumerated below are justly and truly indebted unto Petitioners for all sums 

as are reasonable under the premises, attorney's fees, all costs of these proceedings, legal interest 

thereon from the date of demand until paid, and all such other relief to which they are entitled at law 

or in equity: 

The Shaw Group, Inc. (hereinafter "Shaw"), a Louisiana corporation authorized and 

actually doing business in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. 

State of Louisiana, through the Office of Comnilmity Development (hereinafter 

"OCD"), an entity domiciled in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. 

On September 12, 2009, Petitioner Weiser was hired by defendant Shaw as a Team Leader, 

was promoted one month later to . ssistant Area ,Manager, and then promoted to Operations 

Managers four months later. On March 2010, Petitioner Pierson was h red by defendant Shaw 

as a Contract liaison. t all times pertinent hereto, defendant Shaw was Petitioners' employer 

within the mean ig and intent of law and employed greater than 1000 individuals. 

Both Petit -  cers were hired by Shaw to work in the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program which 

consists of funds nade available to OCD and which are for a program designed to provide monies 

to individuals in tl od areas for the purpose of elevating their homes. Defendant Shaw regulatese c, D  
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monitors the OCD program by virtue of a contract between the State and defendant Shaw. 

4.  

In conjunction with Petitioners' jobs, they have direct access to the "contracts" between the 

homeowners and the entities seeking to be paid for elevating the homes. 

5.  

Throughout their employment, Petitioners became aware of, opposed, and reported the 

following misconduct to both defendants Shaw and OCD: 

State official accessing confidential homeowner information, including from the 

original Road Home database, and selling pre-approved property listings to private 

organizations; 

2. State official receiving jewelry from a contractor; 

3. OCD officials insisting that Petitioner Weiser be fired because she refused to break 

program rules; 

4. OCD ordering Petitioner Pierson to ignore the governing regulations regarding 

distribution of the funds and approve - contracts regardless; 

5. Certain contractors submitting forged bid documents, including charging 

homeowners for moving "gas lines" when the particular residences had no gas 

service; 

6. OCD and Shaw pressuring and then ordering Petitioners to give certain contractors 

preferential treatment, including assigning said contractors their own, specific 

liaisons, ordering said contractors contracts be approved and paid ahead of all other 

contractors, even though they were in violation of law; 

7. State officials accepting meals and items of value from private contractors; 

S. 	Being ordered by OCD official to keep a particular contractor "happy and quiet", to 

give the COnflactor what he wanted to keep them from going to the media; 

O 

	

	OCD approving overtime compensation for Shaw employees assigned to handle 

Con files; 

I 0. 	Sexual harassment and retaliation in the workplace; and, 

1 I. 	Such other unlawful conduct which will be more fully shown at trial. 

0, 

n addition, commencing on time 0, 2010, Petitioner Weiser was repeatedly subject to 
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unwanted sexual propositions and innuendo by OCD official, Courage ldusuyi, including an incident 

on September 13, 2010, wherein Idusuyi approached Petitioner in her office and began rubbing her 

shoulders in the presence of at least two other Shaw employees. Both Petitioners repeatedly reported 

the sexual harassment in the workplace, all to no avail. 

7.  

On August 3, 2010, Petitioners received a telephone call from David Torkanowsky, an 

employee of J - Con, Inc., a house elevating contractor. J-Con is one of the contractors which has 

been receiving preferential treatment by defendants OCD and Shaw and is also one of the contractors 

who produced "duplicate" invoices for the same job, only one invoice shows a higher amount to be 

charged that the other. Petitioners had opposed and repeatedly reported what they witnessed with 

respect to J-Con to both OCD and Shaw, to no avail. 

8.  

During the August 3, 2010, conference call, Torkanowsky accused Petitioners of not getting 

payments to J-Con "fast enough" and threatened Petitioners that they had 24 hours to figure 

something out or he was going to go to the NY Times and to Shaw supervisor, Bill Croft and OCD 

Supervisor Laura Robertson, and tell them Petitioners were not doing their jobs and have them fired. 

Immediately after the phone call, Petitioners went to Shaw HR, specifically Sandy Sanders, and 

reported all that he just occurred as well as the numerous instances of unlawful conduct they had 

been witnessing. Petitioner Weiser was sent home, only to be recalled later that afternoon to meet 

with Bill Croft and Shane Rauh, another Shaw official. 

9.  

During the August 3, 2010, neeting between Petitioners and Shaw. Petitioners again reported 

the numerous instances of unlaw Cul conduct they had been witnessing, and specifically, the 

interactions between OCD and J-Con hereafter, Shaw, through Croft, threatened Petitioners they 

were neVor to speak of any of it again outside of his closed door. 

)• 

The next (lay, August 4. 2010, Petitioner Weiser's name plate was removed from her office 

door by Torkanowsky, with f-Con, and David Knight, an OCD official. This too was immediately 

wported to Shaw and OCD, to no avail. 

,klmost immediately therea Per. Petitioners were both demoted and Petitioner Pierson was 

Case 3:11-cv-00558-BAJ -CN   Document 1-2     08/16/11   Page 3 of 31



transferred from Baton Rouge to New Orleans. Additionally, all J-Con files were removed from 

Petitioners and transferred to another team to handle. 

12.  

On September 1, 2010, Petitioners met with Senator Vitter, along with other OCD and Shaw 

employees. During this meeting, Petitioners again reported the unlawful conduct they had been 

witnessing in conjunction with the program. 

13.  

Following this meeting, Petitioners were approached by Shaw officials and questioned about 

what they reported during the meeting, although the V itter meeting was supposed to be confidential. 

14.  

On September 14, 2010, Petitioner Weiser was given an unfounded write up for taking 

medical leave time and threatened with termination by Shaw. 

15.  

Petitioners have continued to report unlawful conduct to Shaw and/or OCD, both orally and 

in writing on numerous occasions, including August 3, 2010, September 22, 2010, September 29, 

2010, October 6, 2010, October 26, 2010, November 2, 2010 and on or about December 1, 2010, all 

to no avail. Indeed, no investigation of any kind regarding Petitioners' complaints has ever occurred. 

16.  

On October 21, 2010, Petitioners filed Charges of Discrimination with the EEOC and LCHR. 

17.  

Fherea fter, on November 2, 2010, Shaw HR contacted Petitioner Weiser and advised her they 

were aware she and Petitioner Pierson had tiled Charges with the FEOC and requested they meet 

with her. During the meeting, Petitioner continued to request that Edusuyi he removed completely 

From her chain of command and, further, that Shaw take action regarding the unlawful conduct she 

had reported. Following this meet* on November IS, 2010, Shaw, through corporate FIR, Melissa 

Mulkey, pulled Petitioner Weiser into a meeting at her Florida Boulevard worksitc and threatened 

Petitioner that she was going to send Petitioner Weiser to the SmallRental Program - an undesirable 

reassignment. 

I S. 

On November 16, 2010, Shaw HR, including Mulkey, confronted Peltioner Pierson in New 

Orleans at his work site. During that meeting, Petitioner Pierson continued to insist that Shaw 

Case 3:11-cv-00558-BAJ -CN   Document 1-2     08/16/11   Page 4 of 31



address the unlawful conduct he had reported. Rather than addressing the situation, defendant Shaw 

threatened Petitioner. 

19. 

After the November 15, 2010, threat of transfer, Petitioner Weiser reported that conduct, in 

writing and orally, to defendant Shaw as harassment and an effort to force her from her job. 

?O. • 

On December 14, 2010, Petitioner was unilaterally transferred by defendant Shaw to work 

on defendant OCD's Community Development Block Grant project at the State office building 

downtown where she was assigned to work directly with OCD persormel - all of whom know or 

work with Idusuyi. 

21. 

Shortly thereafter, defendant OCD insisted that Petitioner Weiser be removed from working 

with OCD personnel because of her complaint of sexual harassment and Petitioner was again 

transferred to another undesirable reassignment back to HMGP. 

2?. 

Following the November 16, 2010, meeting, defendant Shaw ordered Petitioner Pierson to 

once again be transferred - this time back to Baton Rouge. 

73 .  

Upon his transfer back to Baton Rouge, Petitioner Pierson had continued to be subject to 

retaliatory harassment, mcluding unfounded and illegitimate write-ups on January 3, 2011, and, most 

recently, on March 7, 2011, in which Petitioner was threatened with termination. 

24.  

Petitioner Weiser continued to be subject to retaliatory harassment, including tbreed medical 

leave and threats regarding her leave status. On February 21, 2011, Petitioner Weiser was 

constructively discharged from her employment as She had no other reasonable alternative but to 

resign. 

25.  

In addition to their repeated reports and complaints of unlaw hal conduct to defendants Shaw 

and 000. Petitioners additionally reported the unlawful conduct to several other outlets, including 

assisting co-workers to contact media. 
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76. 

As a result of the situation sued upon herein, Petitioner Weiser has sustained damages which 

include, but are not limited to, lost wages and employment benefits, loss of earning capacity, past 

and future medical expenses, severe emotional distress and mental anguish, humiliation and 

embarrassment, and all such other damages as will be more fully shown at trial and all for which 

Petitioner specifically sues for herein. 

27.  

As a result of the situation sued upon herein, Petitioner Pierson has sustained damages which 

include, but are not limited to, lost wages and employment benefits, loss of earning capacity, past 

and future medical expenses, severe emotional distress and mental anguish, humiliation and 

embarrassment, and all such other damages as will be more fully shown at trial and all for which 

Petitioner specifically sues for herein. 

28.  

Petitioners show that the actions of defendant Shaw set forth herein constitute unlawful 

reprisal, pursuant to La. R.S. 23:967, for which Petitioners specifically sue for herein. 

29.  

Petitioners show that the actions and deliberate inaction of the defendants were extreme, 

outrageous, sudden, and unexpected and constituted the tort of intentional infliction of emotional 

distress for which Petitioners specifically sue for herein. 

Petitioners contend that the actions of defendant OCD were also negligent for which 

Petitioners specifically sue for herein. 

31. 

Petitioners timely tiled Charges of Discrimination with the EEOC and LCH R, but have not 

vet received their Notices or Right to Sue and, ic.cordingly, reserve their rights to supplement in due 

course. 

Petitioners are ent lied to and desire an award of attorney's fees pursuant to Louisiana law. 

33. 

Petitioners are entitled to and desire an award of all such other relief attbrded them at law 

or in equity. 
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34. 

Petitioners are entitled to and desire trial by jury of this matter. 

WHEREFORE, Petitioners, Christy M. Weiser and Greg Pierson, pray for trial by jury and 

after clue proceedings are had that there be judgment herein in their favor and against defendants, the 

Shaw Group, Inc. and the State of Louisiana, through Office of Community Development, for all 

sums as are reasonable under the premises, attorney's fees, all costs of these proceedings, and all 

such other relief to which Petitioners are entitled at law or in equity. 

RESPEcrE 

JILL . CRA 	La. Bar Roll No. 20922 
Atto ey at Law LC 
Cry tal LaFleur, a. Bar Roll No. 27490 
721 North Stree 
Bat. Rou 	ouisiana 70802 
TeleshartC: (225) 663-2612 
Fax: (225) 663-2613 

PLEASE SERVE: 

The Shaw Group, Inc. 
Through its Agent for Service 
CT Corporation System 
5615 C'orporate Blvd., Suite 400B 
Baton Rouge, La 70808 

State o f Louisiana, through Office of Coimnunity 
Development, through its Interim Executive Director 
Patrick Forbes CIVIL 
1201 N. Third Street I/TM-DAMAGES 	 El 11-COMM. PROP , PARTITIONS 

02-CONTRACT 	 12-PUBLIC SERV, COMM. 
Claiborne Bldg., Suite 7-270  
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 	

0 03-PRISONER SUIT 	 0 13-OTHER PARTITIONS 

U 04-EXECUTORY PROCESS 	U 14-0tHER 

C3 05-SUIT ON NOTES 	 E3 15-0.E O. 

UI 06-EVICTION 	 0 16- 

UI 07-WORKMENS COMPENSATION 0 17. 

0 CS-JUDICIAL REVIEW 	0 IS- 

0 09-000PERTY RIGHTS 	0 19- 

o 10-ocuNCTION MASOAMUS 	LI 20- 

CERTIRED 
TRUE COPY 

ri 2011 

	  - 
DEPUTY CLERK 
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RISTY M. WEISER 

I9TH  JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

N UMBER 	 DIVISION 	 

CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREG PIERSON 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH OFFICE 

OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
******************m**************************************** 

VERIFICATION 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned Notary Public, personally came and appeared: 

CHRISTY M. WEISER 

a resident of the full age of majority of Livingston Parish, Louisiana, who upon being duly sworn 
did depose and state that she is the Petitioner in the above and foregoing Petition, that she has read 
same and all facts and allegations contained therein are true and correct. 

SWORN TO AND SUBSC BED before me, Notaiy Public, thO'day of May, 2011. 

4G.T1A FASEEY 
NOT,/ RY Pun' _lc, 

f" 	(3ritif)6 

CERT1FFD 
TRUE COPY 

A,PG I 	2011 

13Wc2_ 
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REG PIERSON 
(Le 

19T11  JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

NUMBER 	 DIVISION 	 

CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREG PIERSON 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH OFFICE 

OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
*************• 	 ******************************* 

VERIFICATION 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned Notary Public, personally came and appeared: 

GREG PIERSON 

a resident of the full age of majority of Livingston Parish, Louisiana, who upon being duly sworn 
did depose and state that he is the Petitioner in the above and foregoing Petition, that he has read 
same and all facts and allegations contained therein are true and correct. 

SWORN TO AND SUBS r IBED before me, No y Pu.lic, thi 	/day of May, 2011. 

\ 1GELA L /.,\ -.;LI.=:`!.  
HoTcRY PUBIJC 

c.6506 

('•••:1 

CERTIFIED 
RUE COPY 

NJ .' I 6 all 

3y(  
- DEPUTY CLERK ---- 
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:7,125- I i-000330 

C IT NT ION 

cniusTY NI WEISE , ET A L 
(tlotro'iff) 

'ME SHAW GROUP INC., pyr AL 
(,1)44,1ordant) 

NUMBER C602221 SECPION 24 

191' JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

co: THE S If/4W tAROUP INC 
- FIR-ROUGH THEIR AGENT FOR SPAVICE OF PROCESS: 
CT (ORPORATION SYSTEMS 

GREETINGS. 

Attached to tkis citation is a certified copy of the petition*. The petition tells you what you ffe being 
itted 

Von must EITHER do what the petition asks OR, within fifteen (15) days after you have received 
these documents, you must file au answer or other legal pleading in the office of the Clerk of Conrt at 
300 North Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.. 

If you do not do what the petition asks, or if you do not 61e an answer or legal pleading within fifteen 
(15)ilays. a judgment may be tendered against you without further notice. 

'fhis citation was issued by the Clerk of Court for East Baton Rouge Parish on 06-JUN-2011. 

l'erkagersitiog AttorAwy .nti, FLittkic 

41/irk-lied 	the following ilocwriezii: 

rET/TION", 2 V F,?V.IffONti 

Cl 	0 

Depti3O) Clerk Qf Court for 
Doug Welborn, Clerk of Court 

WE FORNINI .)N; 

ihe _ 	ot 
	

suici on the 	 (lay of 	 .7.(1 
the ithovo 4 4el lortv 

c()RPOttsTioNi 	 te44t11'42414e, 	ite to 11)e ))))13441 -itilP4te ,I,1) -1.) heudig iz  .3e 4 l  
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2 , 102-11-003490 

CITATION 

CITRISTY NT, WEISER, ET AL 
(clittntim 

l'HE SHAW GROUP INC., El' At 
0440414900 

NUMBER C60222I SECTION 2/ 

t.9 th  JUDICIAL DIS`IIHC17 COURT 

PMUSH OF EAST BATON ROIJGE 

sTATE OF LOUISIANA 

TO: STATE OF LOUISIANA, TITROUGII OFFICES OF COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT OFFICE 
'cHROUGH ITS [NTT-RIM EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
PADtICK FORBES 
1201 N 3 SI ME 7-270 
BATON ROUGF„ LA 70802 

OREETINOS: 

Attached to this citation is a certified copy of the petition*. The petition tells you what you ate being 
sued for. 

You must MUER do what the petition asks OR, within fifteen (15) days after you have received 
these documents, you must tile an answer or other legal pleading in the office of the Clerk of Court at 
300 North Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. if you do not do what the petition asks, or if you do not tde 
an answer or legal pleading within fifteen (15) days, a judgment may be teuMed against you without futther 
notice. 

Tins citation was issued by the Clerk of Cont for East Baton Rouge Parish on 06-JUN-2011. 

Pa!finte3ti01”, MIblowy: 	L CRAFT 

_ 
13eputy Clerk qi- Cm(rtlbr 

Onlig Welborn, Clerk of Court 

he following , Iiienutenu rue ,iifiteliol; 
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the libOW ilat1).2,1 palty 
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VONIK:fliARY SERVItT,7 C:ri the i3biu tomeri 	 2 _, by feaving the f , ortb-  A 	tkomik! 
pl 	ntn h,".13,,,nds 	 Lt 	 a the y eiel lana 
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:22.42;V, AN 0 	 :,12 12,2r 	 end 
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CERTIFIED 
TRUE COPY 

1 6 2011 
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DEPUTY CLERK 
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Very truly yours, 

Coats I Rose 

72 LL  

Stacy D. Bagby-Bordelon 
Paralegal 

Atoulteak 

COATS ROSE 

  

A PrOssiona/ Corporalion 

STACY BAGBY-BORDELON 
	 cbordelon@coatsrose.com  

Direct Dial 
(504) 299-3081 

June 2, 2011 

VIA UNITED STATES MAIL 

Clerk of Court 
19'h  Judicial District Court, Parish of East Baton Rouge 
Governmental Building 
222 St. Louis St. 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 

RE: 	Christy Weiser, et al v. The Shaw Group Inc., et al 
19th  JDC, Docket No. 602221, Division C 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

This letter is to request a copy of the Petition of the referenced matter. Per my 
conversation with Joshlynn today, I understand the fee for the Petition is $4.50. Therefore, 
enclosed is our firm's check in the aforesaid amount representing same. Please mail a copy of 
the Petition to our office in the self-addressed stamped envelope provided. 

Thank you for your attention and cooperation in this matter. Please contact me if you 
have any questions or wish to discuss this matter. 

SDB 
Enclosures 

Jit 
) 0, 	mai Placf, 365 C2,31 	S41/1", 	 t „s, 0 	70130 

PIn 504-299-3070 ! : 594-299J071 
, 11.1 

fy.±k-lu 

(10 

[ IOUSTON CIE, 
1,215 54.1,010928.000000 

AusTiN 

 

1 ),911--\9 	\NTC) Nlo I N EW () RI-F.'ANS 

  

ATRUE COPY 

- 	1 6 2011 
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DY. CLERK OF COURT 
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You must IMIIER do what, the telition asks OR, within fifteen ( 15) days after you have received 
these 4:mimeos, you must file an answer or other legal pleading in t tie office of the Clerk of Cord at. 
30(1 North Boulevard, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 
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NUMBER C602121 tilif TION 2, 4 

.11 	I)WRICT COURT 
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NO. 602221 	 SECTION 24 

CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREG MR 
4 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INc2„,_ 
AND THE STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH 
OFFICE OF COMMUNITY DEVEThrIVIENT--- 

FILED: 

STOK$ 

JUN 2 3 2 1 )1  

DEPUTY CLERK 0 COURT 

BAKER DON S9NEARMAN 
CALM, 	Irk RkOWITZ, PC 

El 
G. CANCIL NE T.A. (19605) 

RISTOPHER 0. (ORRIS (28847) 
Chase North "Lower 
450 Laurel Street, 20 th  Floor 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70825 
Telephone: ( .225) 381-7000 
Facsimile: (225) 343-3612 

19TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

DEPUTY CLERK 

MOTION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION  
OF TIME TO FILE RESPONSIVE PLEADINGS 

NOW INTO COURT, through undersigned counsel, comes defendant, The Shaw 

Group, Inc. ("Defendant"), for the purpose of this motion and with a full reservation of all rights, 

respectfully moves this Honorable Court for an extension of twenty (20) days, or until July 13, 

2011 within which to file responsive pleadings to the Petition filed by plaintiffs Christy M. 

Weiser and Greg Pierson ("Plaintiffs"). 

Undersigned counsel attempted to contact Plaintiffs' counsel to determine whether she 

will consent to the extension; however, Plaintiffs counsel was unavailable and as of the filing of 

this Motion hadOtot responded to the requested extension. Defendants have not previously 

requestedlain extension of time to respond to Plaintiffs' Petition. 

Respectfully submitted, 

., \TTORNEYS FOR TUE SHAW GROUP, INC. 

CERTIFIED 
TRUE COPY 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

I do hereby certify that I have on this 23r d  day of June, 2011, served a copy of the 

foregoing pleading on counsel for all parties to this proceeding, by placing same in the United 

States mail, properly addressed, and first-class postage 

CHRISTOPH 	MORRIS 
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19TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

NO. 602221 	 SECTION 24 

CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREG PIERSON 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND THE STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH 
OFFICE OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

FILED: 

   

    

DEPUTY CLERK 

ORDER  

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant's Motion for Extension of Time to File 

Responsive Pleadings is GRANTED, and Defendant, The Shaw Group, Inc., is hereby given 

until July 13, 2011 in which to respond to Plaintiffs' Petition. 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, this  2* day  ofJune, 2011. 

  

DISRICT COURT JUDGE 

 

CERTIFIED 
TRUE COPY 
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BEARMAN, CALDWELL 
8c. BERKOWITZ, PC 

BAKER, 
DONELSON 

CHASE NORTH TOWER 

350 LAUREL STREET, 20 1 " FLOOR 

BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 70801 

PHONE, 225.381.7000 

FAX 225.343 3612 

www.bakerdonelson.corn 

CGM/sb 
Enclosures 

DA COM 39585 vl 

CHRISTOPHER G. MORRIS 
ATTORNEY 
Direct Dial: (225) 381-7006 
Direct Fax: (225) 343-3612 
E-Mail Address: cmorris@bakerdonelson corn 

Via Hand-Delivery 

Hon. Doug Welborn 
Clerk of Court 
East Baton Rouge Parish 
19 th  Judicial District Court 
P.O. Box 1991 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70821-1991 

June 23, 2011 

Re: 	Christy XI Weiser and Greg Pierson v. The Shaw Group, Inc. and the State of Louisiana, 
through Office of Community Development 
Docket No. 602221; Section 24 

Dear Mr. Welborn: 

Please find attached an original and two copies of Defendant's Motion and Order for Extension 
of Time to File Responsive Pleadings in connection with the above-referenced matter. Please File the 
original into the record of this matter and return a date-stamped copy to my courier for my file. 

As per the instruction of your office, also attached please find our firm check in the amount of 
$41.00 to cover the cost of filing. 

Thank you, as always, for your kind assistance. 

Since 

Christ? er 0. Morris 

REC ' D 
0 0 06/23/2011 

JUN 2 11 ?fill 

A TRUE copy 
AUG 1 6 71111 
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CHRISTOPHE 	MORRIS 

CER171ED 
TRUE COPY 

- / 
	6 2011 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

I do hereby certify that I have on this 13 th  day of July, 2011, served a copy of the 

foregoing pleading on counsel for all parties to this proceeding, via facsimile transmission and/or 

by placing same in the United States mail, properly add stage prepaid. 
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19TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

NO. 602221 	 SECTION 24 

CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREG PIERSON 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND THE STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH 
OFFICE OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

FILED: 

   

   

DEPUTY CLERK 

ORDER 

The foregoing Motion for Extension of Time to File Responsive Pleadings having been 

duly considered, 

IT IS ORDERED BY THE COURT that the Motion by defendant, The Shaw Group, 

Inc., for an additional extension of thirty (30) days, or through and until Friday, August 12, 2011, 

within which to respond to plaintiffs' Petition, should be and the same hereby is GRANTED. 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, on this the  AS  — day ofJuly, 2011. 

DISTRICT JUDGE 

 

t3A CGM 40216 v 
29001971300107 07/13/2011 
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CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREGP 

VERSUS 

19TH  JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

NUMBER 602,221 DIVISi8104 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH OFFICE 

OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

.COST OK$ 

IJUL 15 201 

DEPUT( CLERK OF COURT 

******************************************************** 

MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE PARTY  

NOW INTO COURT come the plaintiffs, Christy M. Weiser and Greg Pierson, who 

respectfully request that Shaw Environmental and Infrastructure, Inc. be substituted for Defendant, 

The Shaw Group, Inc., in the above captioned matter for the following reasons, to-wit: 

1.  

The original Petition was filed in the matter on May 31, 2011. 

2.  

Named defendant in this matter is The Shaw Group, Inc., which is the parent company of 

Shaw Environmental and Infrastructure, Inc. 

3 

Plaintiff has been informed by counsel for the defendant that the correct name of the 

defendant in this matter is Shaw Enviromriental and Infrastructure, Inc, 

4. 

Undersigned counsel requests that Shaw Env ironm entA and Infrastructure, Inc. be substituted 

for The Shaw Group, Inc., as named defendant in this matter. 

Counsel for Defendant 	hss no objection the substitution. 

Plainti lOs entitled to pad desires issuance of an Order granting the substitution of the above 

pained party in this matter. 

No party will be prcjudicel H this inatti2r ;_is a vesult ,,f the proposed name change 

, Hth.stitution. 
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Baton Rouge, Louisiana, this )  d y 

Jill L. Cra 

CL. 

LL1 

Ca 
.1-1) (11 
- 

CO 

CD 

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs, Cluisty IV1. Weiser and Greg Pierson, pray after due proceedings 

are had that an Order be issued herein substituting Shaw Environmental and Infrastructure, Inc. as 

defendant in this matter. 

RESP TFULLY SUBMIllED: 

F F, La. Bar Roll No, 20922 
Attorney a Law, LLC 
Crystal L. leur, La. Bar Roll No. 27490 

ith Street 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 
Telephone: (225) 663-2612 
Fax: (225) 663-2613 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that on th (day of July, 2011, I have served a copy of 
the above and foregoing Motion to Substitute with the Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system. 
Notice of this filing will be sent to all counsel of record by operation of the Court's electronic tiling 
system. 

CERTIFIED 
IRUE COP'' 

„AOG 1 6 2 011 
, 
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19' JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

NUMBER 602,221 DIVISION 24 

CHRISTY M. WEISER AND GREG PIERSON 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH OFFICE 

OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
******************************************************** 

ORDER  

Upon consideration of the above and foregoing Motion to Substitute Party, the record of 

these proceedings, the law, and the evidence; 

IT IS ORDERED that Shaw Environmental and Infrastructure, Inc. substituted for The Shaw 

Group, Inc., as named defendant in this matter. 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, this J7  day of 	 , 2011. 

/41,,xif  

 

  

Honorable R. Michael Caldwell 
judge, 19' Judicial District Court 

CERTIFIED 
TRUE COPY 
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COST OK $ 
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DEPUTY CLEM( OF COURT 

NO. 602221 

19TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE 

STATE OF LiOSSITAE-7  

r  

CHRISTY M. WEISER ANFYG 	;LON 

VERSUS 

THE SHAW GROUP, INC. 
AND THE STATE OF LOUISIANA, THROUGH 
OFFICE OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

SECTION 24 

FILED: 	  
DEPUTY CLERK 

SHAW ENVIRONMENTAL & INFRASTRUCTURE, INC.'S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' PETITION FOR DAMAGES  

NOW INTO COURT, through undersigned counsel, comes defendant, Shaw Group 

Environmental & Infrastructure, Inc. ("Shaw") 1  and, with a full reservation of rights, submits this 

Answer to the Petition for Damages filed by Christy Weiser and Greg Pierson (collectively, 

''Plaintiffs"). Shaw denies each and every allegation contained in the Petition unless specifically 

admitted herein, and respectfully states as follows: 2  

With regard to the first, unnumbered paragraph of the Petition, Shaw admits that 

Plaintiffs are each of the full age of majority, but denies the remaining allegations for lack of 

sufficient information to determine the veracity of those allegations. 

AND NOW, responding to the numbered paragraphs of Plaintiffs' Petition, Shaw 

respectfully states as follows: 

1. 	To the extent the allegations in Paragraph I of the Petition are directed at it, Shaw 

denies those allegations, except to admit that it is a Louisiana corporation authorized to conduct, 

and conducting, business in East Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. The remaining allegations in 

Paragraph 1 are not directed at Shaw and, thus, no response is required. To the extent a response 

Plaintiffs originally named The Shaw Group, Inc. as defendant ill this Matter, Plaintiffs moved to substitute 
:is the proper rletendant, Shaw Environmental & Infrastructure, Inc., which Motion has been granted. As a result, 
this Answer is submitted on behalf of Shtiw Environmental & Infrastructure, Inc, which construes the allegations in 
the Complaint as though directed at that company. To the extent a response is required from The Shaw (iroup, Inc., 
it denies all allegations in the Petition. 

,,lany of the allegations in the Petition are directed at both Defendants in this action. Shaw responds only 
on its behalf Unless otherwise specifically indicated, no 1(11 -111sSioll or statement in this Answer should be consn tied 
or intelpreted as Shaw admitting a fact on behalf 01 or AS to another Defendant in ihis 

1 
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is required, Shaw denies those remaining allegations for lack of sufficient information to 

determine the veracity of those allegations. 

2. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 2 as written, except to admit that it hired 

and employed Plaintiff Weiser in several positions and that it hired and currently employs 

Plaintiff Pierson as a Contractor Liaison. 

3. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 3 of the Petition as written, and admits 

that Plaintiffs were assigned to work in connection with the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program 

(the "HMGP"), that the HMGP is a program operated by the Louisiana State Office of 

Community Development (the "OCD'') that provides funds to homeowners for disaster 

remediation and prevention, and that the OCD contracted with Shaw to provide staffing for the 

processing of homeowner applications through the HMGP. 

4. Shaw admits that Plaintiffs were provided access to contracts entered into 

between homeowners and contractors in connection with the HMGP. 

5. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 5 of the Petition. 

6. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 6 of the Petition, except to admit that 

Plaintiffs did purport to make claims that Plaintiff Weiser was being sexually harassed by Mr. 

ldusuyi. 

7. Shaw denies the allegations in the first sentence of Paragraph 7 of the Petition for 

lack of sufficient information to determine the veracity of those allegations. To the ex tent a 

response is required, Shaw denies those allegations. Shaw denies the remaining allegations in 

Paragraph 7. 

8. Shaw denies the allegations in the fitst sentence of Paragraph 8 of the Petition for 

lack of sufficient information to determine the veracity of those allegations. To the extent a 

response is required, Shaw denies those allegations. Shaw denies the allegations in the second 

sentence of Paragraph 8 is written, and admits that Plaintiff Weiser did speak to Sandy Sanders 

Fisher about a connactor who expressed frustration at the speed at which homeowner contracts 

were being processed and later that same day, Plaintif f Weiser met with Bill Croft, Shane Rauh 

and Sandy Sanders Fisher. Shaw denies Me remaithing allegations in Paragraph 8 as written. 

9. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 9 of the Petition. 

j3A COM .10500 
()- 0 (17/20/2011 
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10. Shaw admits that, presumably in jest, Plaintiff Weiser's name plate was removed 

from her door by non-Shaw personnel and that she brought that action to the attention of Shaw 

personnel. Shaw further admits that her name plate was subsequently replaced. 

11. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 11 of the Petition as written, except to 

admit that, at their request, Plaintiffs were assigned to work on files other than J-Con, and that 

Plaintiff Pierson was transferred to the New Orleans OCD-HMGP office where he had originally 

been assigned due to restructuring within the program. Shaw further admits that, later, at his 

request Plaintiff Pierson was transferred back to the OCD-HMGP Baton Rouge office. 

12. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 12 of the Petition for lack of sufficient 

information to justify a belief therein. 

13. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 13 of the Petition. 

14. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 14 of the Petition. 

15. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 15 of the Petition. 

16. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 16 of the Petition for lack of sufficient 

information to determine the veracity of those allegations, except to admit that Plaintiffs filed 

charges with the EEOC but that the EEOC has not issued right to sue letters in connection with 

either charge. 

17. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 17 of the Petition, except to admit that 

Shaw employees did meet with Plaintiff Weiser to address her concerns. 

18. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 18 of the Petition, except to admit that 

Shaw employees did meet with Plaintiff Pierson to address his concerns. 

Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 19 of the Petition. 

Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 20 of the Petition, except to admit that, 

at her request, PlaMtiff Weiser was transferred to work on the OCD Community Block Grant 

L'rograni (the "CBGP"). 

The allegations in Paragraph 21 of the Complaint directed at OCD ore not 

directed at Shaw and, thus no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Shaw 

denies those allegations except to admit that Plaintiff Weiser was transferred from the COOP to 

he tINIGP, 

Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 22 of the Petition as written and admits 

that it Plaintiff Pierson's request, he sas transferred from New Orleans hack to Baton Rouge. 

c't ■ 51 Ic000 

0 
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23. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 23 of the Petition. 

24. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 24 of the Petition. 

25. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 25 of the Petition. 

26. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 26 of the Petition. 

27. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 27 of the Petition. 

28. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 28 of the Petition. 

29. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 29 of the Petition. 

30. The allegations in Paragraph 30 are not directed at Shaw and, thus, no response is 

required. To the extent a response is required, Shaw denies those allegations. 

31. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 31 of the Petition for lack of sufficient 

information to determine the veracity of those allegations. To the extent a response is required, 

Shaw denies those allegations. 

32. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 32 of the Petition. 

33. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 33 of the Petition. 

34. Shaw denies the allegations in Paragraph 34 of the Petition. 

35. Shaw denies Plaintiffs' unnumbered "wherefore" clause and denies that Plaintiffs 

are entitled to any of the relief requested therein. 

AND NOW, for its exceptions and affirmative defenses, Shaw respectfully states as 

follows: 

DILATORY EXCEPTIONS  

Plaintiffs claims, ii any they have, under Louisiana's Employment Discrimination Law 

are barred as premature and for want of amicable demand pursuant to La. R.S. 23:303(C). 

FIRST DEFENSE  

Plaintiffs have failed to state a cause of action under the relevant statutes sued under. 

SECOND DEFENSE  

Slmw pleads the affirmative defenses of failure to exhaust administrative remedies, 

prematurity, want of amicable demand, waiver, estoppel, prescription, statute of limitations, (aches, 

dila failure toinitigate damages. 

fSA (2116N1 10.50) v 
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THIRD DEFENSE  

Plaintiffs cannot recover on their claims for intentional infliction of emotional distress 

because the conduct on which those claims are based, even if they occurred, which is denied, are 

insufficiently severe and outrageous to support those claims. 

FOURTH DEFENSE  

At all times, Shaw acted in good faith without any intent to, and did not, discriminate 

against or otherwise harm Plaintiffs. All employment actions taken with respect to Plaintiffs were 

based on legitimate, non-discriminatory and non-retaliatory reasons. 

FIFTH DEFENSE  

Shaw avers that Plaintiffs report of alleged sexual harassment was not a factor in any 

decision made concerning their employment. 

SIXTH DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs' claims are barred in Whole or in part because Shaw did not know, nor should it 

have known, of the alleged harassment by a non-employee. To the extent it became aware of any 

alleged harassment, it exercised reasonable care to prevent and promptly correct any alleged 

harassing behavior. 

SEVENTH DEFENSE  

Plaintiffs' claims are barred, in whole or in part, because at all pertinent times Shaw had 

in effect polices and procedures regarding the prohibition, reporting and/or remediation of 

unlawful employment practices, and Plaintiffs were aware of these polices and procedures and 

failed to take advantage of such policies and procedures, which would have avoided or lessened 

any harm they might have sufter a .1 if any. 

EIGHTH DEFENSE  

Plaintiffs are not entitled to some or all of the relief requested in their Petition. Even if 

Shaw were foutid to have considered any impermissible l'act.ors in any decisions or actions with 

respect to any Plaintiff, which is expressly denied, Shaw would have taken the same action with 

regard to any such Plaintiffs employment regardless of any Unpermissible factors. 

NINTH DEFENSE  

Plaintiffs' claims are barred, in whole or in part, by the docirines of comparative fault iind/or 

CoMparative negligence. "t hus, if Shaw was negligent in any manner, which is expressly denied, 

.t) 
eC0N.1 uiss 
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Plaintiffs and third parties were also negligent, and Shaw is entitled to'have the comparative fault of 

the parties apportioned in accordance with Louisiana law. 

TENTH DEFENSE 

In the event that Shaw discovers or otherwise learns of evidence to which the "after 

acquirer evidence doctrine applies, Plaintiffs shall be then and thereafter barred or limited from 

recovery or remedy pursuant to said doctrine. 

ELEVENTH DEFENSE  

Plaintiffs' state law claims are barred as they failed to provide Shaw with the pre-

litigation amicable demand notice as to some or all of their claims, as required under La. R.S. § 

23:303(C). 

TWELFTH DEFENSE 

In the event this Court finds Shaw liable to Plaintiffs, which is expressly denied, Shaw is 

entitled to take an offset for any interim earnings from other employment and/or other sources, 

and all other additional sums that Plaintiffs could have earned had they reasonably attempted to 

mitigate their damages. 

THIRTEENTH DEFENSE 

En the event this Court finds Shaw liable to Plaintiffs, which is expressly denied, Shaw 

avers that any damages sought or awarded are subject to all applicable limitations imposed by 

law. 

FOURTEENTH DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs' claims are barred its the alleged sexual comments or behavior were not severe 

or pervasive as required to recover damages as a matter of law. 

FIFTEENTH DEFENSE  

Shaw avers that this action, in whole oi in part, is frivolous, unreasonable and groundless, 

and accordingly. Shaw is entitled to its attorney's fees and other costs associated with the defense 

of this action pursuant to l.a. R.S. 23::303 (13) or as otherwise provided by law. 

SIXTEENTH DEFENSE  

Plaintiffs cannot maintain claims for retaliation because Plaintiffs' normal duties required 

them to report actual and potential cornpliance issues or concerns. 

40500 v I 
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SEVENTEENTH DEFENSE  

The matters about which Plaintiffs' allege to have complained did not constitute actual 

violations of state law, or actual violations of law by Shaw. 

EIGHTEENTH DEFENSE  

The issues and evidence allegedly presented by Plaintiffs to Shaw was insufficient for a 

reasonable party to believe that an actual violation of law occulTed. 

NINETEENTH DEFENSE  

All damages allegedly sustained by Plaintiffs were solely and proximately caused by the 

intent onal actions, inactions, or negligence of Plaintiffs or other third parties over which Shaw 

had no direction or control. 

WHEREFORE, the premises considered, Shaw prays that its affirmative defenses and 

exceptions be sustained and that this action be dismissed with prejudice at Plaintiffs' cost or, 

alternatively, that this Answer be deemed good and sufficient, and that, after due proceedings 

had, there be Jud ent herein in favor of Shaw and against Plaintiffs, dismissing their Complaint 

with prejudice, aildpawarding Shaw its attorneys' fees and costs, as well as such other declaratory 
Ci 

Cr, 
and equitablo reli0 as justice requires. 

f 

Respectfully submitted, 

BAKER DONEL ONTREA-4-MAN 
CA LDWEE f& RE -RIM-V.0 

-  
PHYELIS G. CANCIENNE T . (19605) 
CHRISTOPHER G. mcii(28847) 
Chase North Tower 
150 Laurel Street, 20' h  Floor 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70825 
Telephone: (225) 381-7000 
Facsimile: (225) 343-3612 

ATTORNEYS FOR SHAW ENVIRONMENTAL & 
INFRASTRUCTURE, INC. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

do hereby certify that I have on this lday of August, 2011, served a copy of the 

foregoing pleacliiig on counsel of record for all parties to this proceeding, by placing sante in the 

United States mail(lEaTiFassed, aild first-class postag_e:prepaid, -- 
TRUE COPY 

„iAUG 1 6 2011 
CI-FIZiSTOPHER C. MORRIS 

DEPUTY CLErsm 
7 
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Best regatd 

- 

BAKER, 
DONELSON 
BEARMAN, CALDWELL 
er.. BERKOWITZ, PC 

 

CHASE NORTH TOWER 

450 LAUREL STREET, 20'" FLOOR 

BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 70801 

PHONE: 225 381.7000 

FAX: 225.343.3612 

www.bakerdonelson.coin 

CIIRISTOPIIER G. MORRIS 

OF COUNSEL 

Direct Dial: (225)381-7006 
E-Mail Acldress: cmOrriS(a)bakerdonelson.corn 

August 1, 2011 

fid .0d/wry 

C I erk of Court 
19 th  Judicial District Court 
222 St. Louis Street 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 

Re: 	Christy M. Weiser and Greg Pierson v. The Shaw Group, Inc., et al. 
19 111 Judicial District Court Suit 4: 602,221  

Dear Clerk of Court: 

Enclosed please find Shaw Group Environmental & Infrastructure, Inc.'s Answer to Plaintiffs' 
Petition for Damages in the above-referenced matter. Also enclosed is a check in the amount of $40 to 
cover the cost for filing. 

If you have any questions or if you need anything further, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

CGM/ksd 
Enclosures 
CC: 	Jill Craft (Via Regular Mail) 

John Dunlap (Via Regular Mail) 

- _— 
Christopher G. Morris/ 

HZ 
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