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Mr. McReynolds is a passionate writer of state and federal appeal briefs. He is experienced in 

alternative dispute resolution methods and is certified by the American Arbitration 

Association as an arbitrator and mediator.  In his professional liability practice, Mr. 

McReynolds defends architects, engineers, lawyers and insurance agents against coverage 

disputes, malpractice, and construction claims.  He also has an active products liabilit y 

practice. 

Mr. McReynolds has assisted in teaching a course on Legal Aspects of Architecture for the 

College of Architecture and Design at Tulane University and a seminar on Construction Law at 

Loyola University Law School. He has served as adjunct professor at LSU Law School teaching 

appellate advocacy. 

Mr. McReynolds clerked for the Honorable Wallace A. Edwards on the First Circuit Court of 

Appeal before joining Deutsch Kerrigan in 1985. 

Professional Associations  

 American Bar Association 

o Tort, Trial and Insurance Practice Section 

o Litigation Section 

o Science and Technology Law Section 

 Defense Research Institute 

o Appellate Advocacy Committee 

 Louisiana State Bar Association 

 American Arbitration Association 

Accolades 

 Martindale-Hubbell AV® Preeminent™ Peer Review Rated Lawyer 

 The Best Lawyers in America® List, 2009-2019 

 New Orleans Magazine “Top Lawyers” List, Appellate Practice, 2016-2018 

 Louisiana Super Lawyers, 2007-2019 

Pending Appeals 

 Warren v. Teleflex, Inc., 196 So. 3d 776 (La. App. 3 Cir. 2016), writs granted, --- 

So.3d ----, 2017 WL 374837 (Mem), 2016-1647 (La. 1/13/17). 
 

The Louisiana Supreme Court granted writs to review Third Circuit’s decision af firming 

jury verdict awarding $23 million punitive damage award against manufacturer of 

hydraulic steering system installed in recreational speed boat, contrary to general 
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maritime law.  Mr. McReynolds wrote the Amicus Curiae brief on behalf of the 

Products Liability Advisory Council, Inc. in support of reversal of the punitive damage 

award. 

 

 In re: Crescent Energy Services, Inc., pending in U.S. Fifth Circuit. 
 

Mr. McReynolds drafted and will argue on behalf of Appellee Carr izo Energy Services, 

Inc., that its contract with Crescent Energy Services was a maritime contract under 

maritime law and its indemnity provisions are therefore valid and enforceable.  

Representative Successes 

 Matrimonial Regimes – Termination of Community 

Supreme Court of Louisiana sided with our client on an issue of first impression 

concerning the proper interpretation of Louisiana Civil Code article 2329 and the 

validity of matrimonial agreements when the parties fail to initiate the required 

judicial proceeding with a “joint petition.”   
 

The decision ended a twelve year litigation nightmare for our client that began when 

an improper judgment was rendered against him personally arising out of the sale of 

his business, for which he was never paid the full price. Unable to recoup more than 

about $100,000 from our client, the judgment creditor set his sights on our client’s 

wife’s income as a pharmacist by seeking to annul the separation of property 

agreement and termination of community our client obtained before the judgment 

against him was made final.  
 

The creditor prevailed in the district court and in the First Circuit, whose en banc 

decision resulted in a 5-5 tie vote, leaving the district court’s nullity judgment in 

effect.  
 

The Supreme Court reversed finding that the wife’s income was properly protected 

through the separation of property agreement. The Court held that a judgment 

creditor could not revoke the judgment approving the post -matrimonial agreement 

between our client and his spouse, which terminated their legal property regime and 

established separate property regime, even though the agreement was relatively null 

for the spouses' failure to file a joint petition. The failure to file a joint petition 

created a relative nullity that could only be invoked by the persons for whose interest 

the ground for nullity was established, the spouses. Thus, the creditor had no 

standing or capacity to assert the relative nullity of the matrimonial agreement in this 

regard. 
 

Radcliffe 10, L.L.C. v. Burger, 2016-0768 (La. 1/25/17); -- So.3d ---, 2017 WL 

362085 

 

 Products Liability – Medical Malpractice Act – Diversity Jurisdiction 
 

The U.S. Fifth Circuit issued an en banc decision, holding that improper joinder of a 

non-diverse physician defendant for alleged malpractice with product liability claims 

against manufacturers of medical implant devices did not destroy diversity 

jurisdiction because plaintiff had not exhausted his administrative malpractice claims 

against the physician before joining him in the product liability suit. Mr. McReynolds 

filed an Amicus Curiae brief on behalf of the Products Liability Advisory Council, Inc . 

in support of diversity jurisdiction.  
 

Kale Flagg v. Stryker Corporation, 819 F. 3d 132 (5th Cir. 3/24/15) 

 

 Architect and Engineer Liability - Wrongful Death and Survival Damages 
 

Mr. McReynolds briefed and argued this case before the Louisiana First Circuit Court 

of Appeal, which reversed a jury's verdict that awarded $13 million in wrongful death 

and survival damages arising out of a construction fatality on the expansion of t he 

Huey P. Long Bridge in Harahan, Louisiana. The Court held that Modjeski & Masters, 

the engineering firm that designed the roadway expansion, had no duty to supervise 

or inspect the work of the general contractor, or its subcontractors, and therefore no 

liability for the injuries.  
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Maldonado, et al. v. Kiewit of Louisiana Co., et al , No. 2012, (La. App. 1 Cir. 

5/30/2014), 152 So. 3d1129, writs denied, 157 So. 3d 1129 (La. 2015) 

 

 Recusal - Radcliffe 10, LLC v. Zip Tube Systems of Louisiana, et al  
 

Mr. McReynolds handled this case where The Supreme Court reversed the lower 

courts and remanded for a full hearing on whether the trial judge violated Canon 3C 

of the Code of Judicial Conduct by failing to disclose before trial the full extent of his 

personal and professional relationship with the plaintiff's sole economic expert, which 

if disclosed would have brought his impartiality into question.  
 

Radcliffe 10, LLC v. Zip Tube Systems of Louisiana, et al. , 06-CC0128 (La. 

11/3/06),_So.2d._. 

 

 Punitive Damages - Worker's Compensation - Parent-Subsidiary Relations - Good 

Samaritan Liability 
 

Mr. McReynolds handled this case where The Louisiana Supreme Court reversed a 

jury award of $38 million in compensatory damages and $120 million in punitive 

damages against a French parent corporation for injur ies sustained in an air 

separation plant owned and operated by its American subsidiary that had employed 

three injured workers. The Court affirmed the basic principle of shareholder immunity 

that a “parent corporation may, by virtue of its ownership interest, ha[ve] the right, 

power, and ability to control its subsidiary, [but] a parent corporation generally has no 

duty to control the actions of its subsidiary and thus no liability for a failure to control 

the actions of its subsidiary.” The court also held  that the plaintiffs had failed to 

prove that the French parent had undertaken any such duty within the meaning of 

§324A of the Restatement (Second) of Torts, also known as the Good Samaritan 

Doctrine: “Neither a parent’s concern with safety conditions and  its general 

communications with the subsidiary regarding safety matters, nor its superior 

knowledge and expertise regarding safety issues, will create in the parent corporation 

a duty to guarantee a safe working environment for its subsidiaries’ employees  under 

§324A.” The case was re-argued and submitted on January 18, 2005. The Supreme 

Court re-instated its original decision, reversing the jury verdict, in a per curiam 

opinion issued on January 19, 2006.  
 

Bujol v. Entergy Services, Inc., 03-0492 (La. 1/19/06), 922 So. 2d 1113, 2004 WL 

1157413 

 

 Construction Surety Bonds – Appeal 
 

Mr. McReynolds handled this matter in which a surety company sued an insurance 

agency and its liability carrier to recover $2.5 million in construction defaults on 

bonds fraudulently issued by the agency’s former employee. A trial limited to liability 

resulted in judgment for defendants on grounds that the surety company had ratified 

the bonds by demanding remission of the premiums. The court of appeal affirmed.   
 

North American Specialty v. Employers Reinsurance Corporation, et al,  02-2649 (La. 

App. 1 Cir. 9/26/03), 857 S. 2d 606, writ denied, 03-2977 (La. 1/16/04), 864 So. 

2d 633 

 

 Admiralty - Jones Act Seaman Status – Appeal 
 

Mr. McReynolds handled this appeal. Reversing a $43 million jury award, the Fifth 

Circuit held, as a matter of law, that a third year summer intern’s assignment to a 

jack-up drilling rig in the Gulf of Mexico for a three-day gravel-packing job was not a 

permanent, regular or consistent re-assignment to sea-based work that regularly 

exposed the student to the "perils of the sea" within the meaning of Chandris, Inc. v. 

Landis, 515 U.S. 347, 115 S. Ct. 2172 (1995), so as to classify the student as Jones 

Act Seaman: "To give teeth to the Chandris opinion’s rejection of a voyage test, it 

must be held that merely serving an assignment on a vessel in navigation does not 

alter a worker’s status. If that were not the case, Chandris in fact would have 

established a voyage test." 
 

Becker v. Tidewater, Inc., 335 F. 3d 376 (5th Cir. 2003) 
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 Insurer Liquidation - Reciprocity 
 

The Supreme Court held that Pennsylvania was a "reciprocal state" under Louisiana's 

Uniform Insurer Liquidation Act and that Pennsylvania liquidation order deprived 

Louisiana Courts of subject matter jurisdiction over all claims at law or equity a gainst 

insolvent Pennsylvania insurance company. 
 

All Star Advertising Agency v. Reliance Ins. Co.,  04-C-1544 (La. 4/12/05), 898 So. 2d 

369 

 

 Insurance Coverage – Pollution Exclusion – NORM Contamination 
 

Plaintiffs in this matter obtained a $56 million damage award against Alpha Technical 

Service, Inc. and others for its liability in contaminating property with NORM (naturally 

occurring radioactive material) from pipe scale on drilling pipes. They sought 

coverage against insurers in a declaratory judgment action. The case was 

successfully resolved by Mr. McReynolds prior to trial.  
 

Grefer, et al v. Scottsdale Ins. Co., et al , 24th JDC, filed in 2000 

 

 Products Liability – Adequacy of Warnings – Sophisticated User 
 

Foundry worker sued Unimin Corporation, a sand supplier, among others, for 

damages caused by exposure to silica dust in employer’s foundry. The trial court’s 

denial of Unimin’s motion for summary judgment was reversed on writ application. 

The Fourth Circuit Court of Appeal held that Avondale, plaintiff’s employer, was a 

sophisticated user of sand and that Unimin’s warnings on labels, invoices and in 

mass mailings were adequate as a matter of law.  
 

Cowart v. Avondale Industries, 01-0894 (La. App. 4th Cir. 7/3/01), 792 So.2d 73, 

writ denied, 01-2719 (La. 1/4/02), 805 So.2d 211. 

 

 Punitive Damages - Retroactivity 
 

Plaintiff in survival and wrongful death action sought punitive damages against 

asbestos manufacturers. The Supreme Court reversed the district and appellate 

courts and held that repealed Civil Code Article 2315.3, that allowed recovery of 

punitive damages for injuries arising out of wanton or reckless disregard for public 

safety in the storage, handling or transportation of toxic substances, could not be 

applied retroactively to asbestos exposure to manufacturer’s products that ended 

before the statute was enacted, even though the cause of action for wrongful death 

accrued while the statute was in effect. Significantly, the Supreme Court held that the 

law in effect at the time a cause of action occurs does not apply if the new law re -

evaluates the legality of past conduct or "attaches new consequences to past 

events." 
 

Anderson v. Avondale Industries, 2000-27 (La. 10/16/01), 798 So.2d 93 

 

 Attorney Malpractice – ERISA Claim - Prescription 
 

Plaintiff’s suit against attorney for allegedly failing to prosecute his claim for ERISA 

benefits was dismissed at close of plaintiff’s case. The appeals court affirmed, 

holding that plaintiff’s claim was under ERISA and subject to a ten year period of 

limitations, and was not a "hybrid" claim under Section 301 of the Labor Management 

Relations Act (LMRA), which may be subject to six-month periods of limitation. 
 

Ferrell v. Estate of Donovan, 00-935 (La. App. 5 Cir. 11/2/00), 772 So.2d 260, writ 

denied, 00-3186 (La. 1/12/01), 781 So.2d 562 

 

 Insurance Coverage – Property Dispute 
 

Mr. McReynolds successfully defended Travelers in a coverage dispute with Fair 

Grounds arising out of the fire at the Fair Grounds race track in December of 1993. 

Fair Grounds was claiming blanket coverage under a property policy and sought 

coverage and payment for an additional $18 million under the policy. The court found 

that the policy was a scheduled policy, denied the bulk of the Fairgrounds’ claims for 
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additional money, but awarded Fairgrounds 2.4 million in additional compensation 

for loss of business income. The Fifth Circuit reversed the BI award on appeal. The 

decision clarifies the jurisprudence on law of agency, blanket and scheduled 

coverage, and the proper application of Louisiana’s Entire Policy Statute, R.S.  

22:628. 
 

Fair Grounds Corporation vs. Travelers Indemnity Company of Illinois, et al, No. 99-

301 (La. App. 5 Cir. 09/28/99), 742 So.2d 1069, 1999 La. App. Lexis 2650, writ 

den’d, 99-3280 (La. 1/28/00), 753 So.2d 83.  

 

 Products Liability – Asbestos Property Abatement – Venue – Civil Conspiracy 
 

On a 7-0 vote, the Louisiana Supreme Court issued a rare peremptory writ, reversing 

the Third Circuit Court of Appeal and reinstating the district court’s exception of 

venue, dismissing a suit against U.S. Mineral Products Company for its alleged 

participation in an industry-wide conspiracy to suppress information about the 

harmful properties of its insulation product. The peremptory writ affirmed the law in 

Louisiana that product manufacturers are not liable for property damages caused by 

the products made by others and clarified the application of solidarity liability to 

manufacturers of different products.  
 

Ieyoub, ex. re. State of Louisiana v. W.R. Grace& Co. -Conn., et al., #97-180 (La. 

3/27/97), 692 So.2d 381, reversing 96-00500 (La. App. 3rd Cir. 12/18/96), 688 

So.2d 183 

 Products Liability – Toxic Encephalopathy 
 

The Fifth Circuit reversed a $4.5 million jury award for alleged brain damage allegedly 

caused by plaintiff’s inhalation of fumes from carpet adhesive, holding that no 

reasonable jury could find that Henry’s adhesive was defective under Louisiana law. 

The jury’s verdict was the result of the improper and prejudicial trial tactics of 

plaintiff’s counsel and the unscientific testimony of plaintiff’s expert, who attributed 

causation to toxic properties of a mistaken chemical not present in the product.  
 

Guilbeau v. W.W. Henry Co., 85 F.3d 1149 (5th Cir. 1996) 

Publications 

 “State-By-State Guide to Construction and Design Law,” Mr. Brennan, Mr. McReynolds 

and Ms. Theard co-authored the Louisiana Chapter of this book by ABA, 2009.  

 “State-By-State Guide to Design and Construction Contracts and Claims,” Mr. 

Brennan, Mr. Bergeron and Ms. Theard co-authored the Louisiana Chapter of this 

book by Aspen Publishers, 2008. Mr. Brennan and Ms. Theard have submitted 

supplements for this publication every year since 2008. 

 “Fifty State Public Construction Contracting,” Mr. Brennan and Mr. McReynolds co-

authored the chapter on Louisiana. John Wiley and Sons, Inc., 1996 

 
 

 


