
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 
 EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA 
 
 
JACQUELINE PATTERSON EDWARDS *  CIVIL ACTION 
  * 

*     NO. 09-4384 
VERSUS      * 

*      SECTION “J” 
       * 
ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST PARISH, ET AL  *             MAGISTRATE: 1 

*   
 

DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF 
TIME TO FILE AND SERVE AMENDED AND SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT 

 
NOW INTO COURT, through undersigned counsel, come Defendants, St. John The 

Baptist Parish ("SJBP"), Bill Hubbard in his official capacity as Parish President, and Debbie 

Labit Stricks in her official capacity as Parish Code Enforcement Officer and in her individual 

capacity (hereinafter collectively referred to as “Defendants”), who respectfully submit this 

memorandum in opposition to Plaintiff Jacqueline Patterson Edwards’ Motion for Extension of 

Time to File and Serve Amended and Supplemental Complaint (“Motion for Extension”).   

Plaintiff filed her Complaint on July 13, 2009 – almost three months ago.  In her 

Complaint, Plaintiff asserts 16 separate causes of action against Defendants under an exhaustive 

list of federal and state housing, civil rights, and constitutional laws.  Plaintiff sought immediate 

injunctive relief, a declaratory judgment, and $6.7 million in damages. 
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On August 31, 2009, Defendants filed a comprehensive Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff’s 

claims pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6).  The hearing on Defendants’ motion 

was initially set for September 30, 2009.  On September 24, 2009, Plaintiff requested in writing 

that the Court continue the September 30, 2009 hearing.  Plaintiff made no mention of her desire 

to amend her Complaint at that time.  The hearing on Defendants’ motion was then re-set for 

October 14, 2009.  

Plaintiff now requests, ex parte, that the Court grant her an additional continuance to 

“amplify and correct allegations in the original complaint; add additional parties . . .” and assert a 

claim under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO”).  Defendants 

object to Plaintiff’s request, and pray that the Court decline to continue the hearing on 

Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss any further and decline to permit Plaintiff to amend her 

Complaint under the circumstances present in this case. 

As an initial matter, Defendants note that Plaintiff fails to mention in her Motion for 

Extension that this is the second continuance of Defendant’s motion that she has requested.  In 

addition, Plaintiff fails to attach any proposed amended complaint for the Court and Defendants 

to consider.  Plaintiff provides no explanation as to how her proposed amendments will address 

or cure any of the bases for Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss.  Plaintiff identifies no facts which 

have occurred or changed since the filing of her initial Complaint which could necessitate an 

amendment.  Moreover, Plaintiff provides no indication as to how any potential RICO claim 

arises out of or relates back to the occurrences that were the bases for her initial Complaint.1 

                                                 
1   In briefest summary, Plaintiff’s lawsuit challenges the constitutionality of certain St. John the Baptist 
Parish zoning ordinances and the alleged conduct of a Parish code enforcement agent in connection with 
Plaintiff’s intention to lease a single family detached residence to at least 9 adult males. 
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Plaintiff’s sudden desire to amend her Complaint apparently stems from the recent 

publicity surrounding former St. John the Baptist Parish President Bill Hubbard.  In particular, 

Defendants note that Plaintiff has established a web page devoted to this case on which she seeks 

donations, discusses the facts of this case, and disparages the individuals involved.2  Recently, 

Plaintiff appears to have updated her web page to post the docket summary for the criminal case 

against Bill Hubbard together with news articles and editorial comments attacking Hubbard for 

his conduct in that matter.  Most telling, however, is Plaintiff’s press release (acting through A 

Plus Family Services, Inc. of which she is an officer and the registered agent) entitled: “Admitted 

Felon and Former President of St. John the Baptist Parish Bill Hubbard, and Other Parish 

Officials, Face Conspiracy and Racketeering Charges in Federal Civil Law Suit Brought by 

Resident of Parish.”  In her press release dated September 30, 2009 – the same date she served 

her Motion for Extension – Plaintiff states: 

September 30, 2009 – LaPlace, Louisiana.  Bill Hubbard, the former 
President of St. John the Baptist Parish who recently pled guilty to federal bribery 
charges, along with other parish officials, face conspiracy and civil racketeering 
charges in a civil rights lawsuit filed in July 2009 by a homeowner of St. John the 
Baptist Parish.  According to Plaintiff Jacqueline Patterson Edwards, “Bill 
Hubbard, along with the other defendants, all of whom are officials, employees, 
consultants or vendors of St. John the Baptist Parish, conspired with each other to 
engage in a common course of illegal misconduct, including bribery, or they aided 
and abetted that common course of illegal misconduct, for the purpose of 
enriching themselves at the public’s expense, resulting in damage to the home 
owner and other similarly homeowners of the Parish.” 

 
St. John the Baptist Parish is being sued in the United States District Court 

for the Eastern District of Louisiana for willful violations of the Racketeer 
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO), the Fair Housing Act, the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, and various other federal and state laws, for racially 
discriminatory housing policies and unfair enforcement of local zoning 
ordinances. 

 
 

                                                 
2   Plaintiff’s web page can be found at stjohnparishinfederalcourt.com.   
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This civil law suit alleges that Bill Hubbard and other Parish officials 
conspired and acted for the personal enrichment of their friends and to the 
detriment of the rights and duties owed local residents.  Bill Hubbard pled guilty 
to bribery and corruption charges in a separate federal criminal case. 

 
The federal Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act, or 

RICO, is best known for its use in criminal cases in which the government 
charges that groups like organized crime or gangs have engaged in a pattern of 
conspiratorial activity to further their crimes.  In civil lawsuits, the RICO statute 
is used by private citizens to contend that they have been harmed through a 
pattern of misconduct.  If successful under a RICO claim, a plaintiff can win up to 
three times the amount of damages that they would in a traditional lawsuit. 

 
The case against Bill Hubbard and other parish officials is Edwards vs. St. 

John the Baptist Parish, et al and is before Judge Carl Barbier of the U.S. District 
Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana in New Orleans, Docket Number 09-
cv-04384. 

 
For additional information, please contact Lydia Rivera of A Plus Family 

Services, Inc. at (888) 503-8463 or visit http://stjohnparishinfederalcourt.com. 
  

As the Court may be aware, Bill Hubbard pled guilty to charges of conspiracy to solicit 

bribes from certain contractors.  There is no indication, however, that any of the conduct at issue 

in Bill Hubbard’s criminal prosecution has anything whatsoever to do with Plaintiff, her 

property, or any of the occurrences set out in her initial Complaint.  As a result, Plaintiff’s 

intention to amend her Complaint appears to be solely motivated by her desire to harass 

Defendants, needlessly delay these proceedings, and increase the costs of defense.  In fact, there 

is every indication that Plaintiff’s amendments are likely to be frivolous, unwarranted, and 

intended to confuse the issues before the Court and to generate publicity for Plaintiff. 

In determining whether to grant a party leave to amend a complaint, the Court should 

examine five considerations:  (1) undue delay, (2) bad faith or dilatory motive, (3) repeated 

failure to cure deficiencies by previous amendments, (4) undue prejudice to the opposing party, 

and (5) futility of the amendment.  Smith v. Emc Corporation, 393 F.3d 590, 595 (5th Cir. 

12/10/04).   
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As discussed above, Plaintiff offers no explanation for the delay in time between the 

filing of her initial Complaint and her current desire to amend her Complaint to assert RICO 

claims.  In addition, Plaintiff’s bad faith surrounding her proposed amendments and her attempts 

to generate publicity for herself is obvious.  For these reasons alone, amendment should be 

denied. 

Moreover, it is well established that prejudice may result where the amendment seeks to 

add a new claim derived from a different set of facts of which the original complaint did not 

provide adequate notice.  See Mayeaux v. Louisiana Health Service and Indem. Co. 376 F.3d 

420, 428 (5th Cir. 7/1/04); Parish v. Frazier, et al., 195 F.3d 761, 764 (5th Cir. 10/13/99); Little v. 

Liquid Air Corp., 952 F.2d 841, 846 (5th Cir. 1992); Gregory, et al., v. Mitchell, et al., 634 F.2d 

199, 203 (5th Cir. 1/12/81).  See also Baker, et al., v. Putnal, et al., 75 F.3d 190, 196 (5th Cir. 

2/15/96). 

 Plaintiff’s original Complaint asserts multiple claims under federal and state housing, 

civil rights, and constitutional laws arising out of her intention to lease her single family 

detached residence to a large group of adult males.  There is no implication therein of any acts of 

bribery, corruption, or conspiracy to commit criminal acts on the part of Defendants.  Thus, 

Plaintiff’s proposed amendment will add new and completely unrelated claims to this lawsuit 

involving different issues of law and fact.  Defendants will certainly be prejudiced as a result.  

Accordingly, leave to amend is not appropriate here, and Plaintiff’s Motion for Extension should 

be denied. 

 Furthermore, an amendment is futile if it “would fail to state a claim for relief upon 

which relief could be granted.” Stripling v. Jordan Production Co., LLC, 234 F.3d 863, 873 (5th 

Cir. 2000).  See also  Pan-Islamic Trade Corp. v. Exxon Corp., 632 F.2d 539, 546 (5th Cir. 1980), 
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abrogated on other grounds, and Menard v. Board of Trustees of Loyola University of New 

Orleans, 2004 WL 856641 at *9, (E.D. La. 4/19/04)(if a proposed amendment advances a claim 

that is legally insufficient on its face, the court should deny leave to amend, without balancing, 

or even considering, other factors).  Plaintiff contends in her Motion for Extension that she 

“seeks to amend and supplement her complaint to…prepare a Court mandated case statement for 

an allegation of a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c), the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 

Organization Act…”  

Private litigants have standing under RICO only to the extent that they have been injured 

in their business or property by the conduct constituting the RICO violation.  Sedima, S.P.R.L. v. 

Imrex Company, 473 U.S. 479, 495-96, 105 S.Ct. 3275, 3284-85, 87 L.Ed.2d 346 (1985).  This 

injury must consist of a concrete financial loss, and not mere injury to a valuable, but intangible, 

property interest.  Oscar v. University Students Co-op Ass'n, 965 F.2d 783, 785, 787 (9th Cir. 

1992).  Moreover, there must be a direct relationship between the injury and the prohibited 

conduct. Imagineering, Inc. v. Kiewit Pacific Co., 976 F.2d 1303, 1311 (9th Cir. 1992).  In 

addition, claims under RICO are targeted primarily at organized crimes. Patterson v. Mobil Oil 

Corp. 335 F.3d 476, 493 (5th Cir. 7/8/03). 

 There is absolutely no evidence that any of the criminal acts former Parish President Bill 

Hubbard may have engaged in have any relevance to Plaintiff’s alleged injuries in this matter.  

Plaintiff has challenged the constitutionality of a Parish zoning ordinance and complained of the 

alleged conduct of a Parish code enforcement agent in enforcing that ordinance.  There is no 

relationship, direct or indirect, between Bill Hubbard’s criminal conduct and the facts and claims 

at issue in this lawsuit.  Thus, leave to amend is not appropriate here, and Plaintiff’s Motion for 

Extension should be denied. 
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  Respectfully submitted, this 7th day of October, 2009. 

 
 /S/CARL A. BUTLER                                          

CARL A. BUTLER  (La. Bar No. 17261) 
MICHAEL L. FANTACI (La. Bar No. 25043) 
JAIRO F. SANCHEZ (La. Bar No. 31954) 
LEBLANC BUTLER, LLC 
3421 Causeway Boulevard, Suite 301 
Metairie, Louisiana 70002 
Telephone: (504) 828-1010 
Facsimile: (504) 828-1079 
 
ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS  
 
 
        

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on the 7th day of October, 2009, a copy of the foregoing was filed 

electronically with the Clerk of Court using the CM/ECF system.  Notice of this filing will be 

sent to all participating parties and/or counsel of record by operation of the Court’s electronic 

filing system.  I also certify that the forgoing has been served upon all non-CM/ECF 

participating parties and/or counsel of record by United States Mail, postage prepaid and 

properly addressed. 

 

     S/CARL A. BUTLER     
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