UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

LOUISIANA

Norma Marcella, et al. v. Huntington Ingalls Inc., et al.

Marcella - No. 24-780 - Decided December 11, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana grants plaintiffs’ motion for

partial summary judgment in an asbestos-exposure personal injury case. The court holds that

Huntington Ingalls Incorporated, formerly Avondale, may not invoke Boyle government-contractor

immunity or Yearsley derivative sovereign immunity against state-law claims based on alleged failure

to warn employees about asbestos dangers or failure to prevent the spread of asbestos dust at the

shipyard from 1962 to 1964. The ruling does not apply to dismissed para-occupational exposure

claims.
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Plaintiffs moved for partial summary judgment seeking dismissal of
Huntington Ingalls Incorporated's Boyle government-contractor-
immunity defense and Yearsley derivative-sovereign-immunity

defense as applied to specified Louisiana state-law asbestos claims.

Summary judgment is proper when the record shows no genuine
dispute of material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a
matter of law. The court must view evidence and draw reasonable
inferences in favor of the nonmovant, may not weigh evidence or
resolve credibility issues, and must grant summary judgment when the
nonmovant cannot identify competent evidence supporting a trial-

worthy dispute.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether plaintiffs were entitled to partial summary judgment on Huntington Ingalls Incorporated's
Boyle government-contractor-immunity defense as applied to state-law claims alleging failure to warn

employees about asbestos dangers and failure to take precautions against the spread of asbestos dust.

2. Whether plaintiffs were entitled to partial summary judgment on Huntington Ingalls Incorporated's

Yearsley derivative-sovereign-immunity defense as applied to the same specified state-law claims.

3. Whether the record established that no genuine dispute of material fact prevented summary judgment on

those immunity defenses.

HOLDINGS

1. Huntington Ingalls Incorporated may not use the Boyle government-contractor-immunity defense or the
Yearsley derivative-sovereign-immunity defense against plaintiffs' state-law claims alleging that it failed
to warn employees of asbestos dangers and failed to take precautions to prevent asbestos dust from

spreading at the Avondale shipyard during Marcella's employment and exposure from 1962 to 1964.

2. Summary judgment must be granted when, after adequate discovery, the record shows no genuine issue
of material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law; conclusory or unsupported

assertions do not create a genuine dispute.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“IT IS ORDERED that Plaintiffs’ motion for partial summary judgment (R. Doc. 107) is GRANTED, and
Avondale is not permitted to use the Boyle and Yearsley government-immunity defenses against Plaintiffs’
state-law claims alleging that Avondale (1) failed to warn its employees of the dangers of asbestos and (2)
failed to take precautions to prevent the spread of asbestos dust at the Avondale shipyard during the

employment and exposure of Marcella from 1962 to 1964.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Ronald Marcella allegedly worked at Huntington Ingalls Incorporated's Avondale shipyard and was
occupationally and environmentally exposed to asbestos during the 1960s and 1970s. He later developed
asbestos-related mesothelioma and died on October 21, 2023. His widow and adult children asserted state-law

claims alleging that Huntington Ingalls failed to warn Marcella and its employees about asbestos dangers and



failed to take precautions to prevent asbestos dust from spreading at the shipyard. The court's ruling was limited
to alleged exposures during Marcella's employment at the shipyard from 1962 to 1964; para-occupational

exposure claims involving nearby restaurants had been dismissed without prejudice.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs filed the personal-injury action in Louisiana state court against Huntington Ingalls Incorporated and
other defendants. Huntington Ingalls removed the action to federal court under the federal-officer removal
statute, 28 U.S.C. § 1442(a)(1), and asserted Boyle and Yearsley immunity defenses. The district court granted

plaintiffs' motion for partial summary judgment as to those defenses and specified claims.
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