
CAUSE NO. ______________ 
 

JOSEPH FERGUSON, AS NEXT 
FRIEND OF S.F. and A.F., minors, 
ZOEY FERGUSON and BRUCE 
FERGUSON 
 
Plaintiffs, 
 
 
VS. 
 
 
SCOREMORE, LLC, 
SCOREMORE HOLDINGS, LLC, 
SCOREMORE MGMT., LLC, 
SASCHA STONE GUTTFREUND, 
KEITH BUTLER, TREY HICKS, 
MARK MILLER, DARRYL 
PLATT, ASM GLOBAL, LLC,  
ASM GLOBAL PARENT, INC. 
CACTUS JACK RECORDS, LLC, 
and JACQUES BERMON 
WEBSTER II A/K/A TRAVIS 
SCOTT 
 
 
Defendants. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

____ JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PLAINTIFFS’ ORIGINAL PETITION 

COME NOW, Plaintiffs Joseph Ferguson, as next friend of S.F. and A.F., minors, Zoey 

Ferguson, and Bruce Ferguson (“Plaintiffs”) and file this Original Petition complaining of 

Defendants Scoremore, LLC, Scoremore Holdings, LLC, Scoremore Mgmt., LLC, Sascha Stone 

Guttfreund, Keith Butler, Trey Hicks, Mark Miller, Darryl Platt, ASM Global, LLC, ASM Global 

Parent, Inc., Cactus Jack Records, LLC and Jacques Bermon Webster II a/k/a Travis Scott 

(“Defendant”), and would respectfully show as follows:  
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DISCOVERY CONTROL PLAN 

Pursuant to Rules 190.1 and 190.4 of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, discovery is 

intended in this lawsuit to be conducted under Level 2. 

PARTIES 

Plaintiff S.F. is an individual who resides in Webb County, Texas.  

Plaintiff A.F. is an individual who resides in Webb County, Texas. 

Plaintiff Zoey Ferguson is an individual who resides in Webb County, Texas. 

Plaintiff Bruce Ferguson is an individual who resides in Webb County, Texas. 

Defendant Scoremore, LLC is a Texas limited liability company and can be served with 

process by and through its registered agent, Sascha Stone Guttfreund at 5704 West Highway 290, 

Austin, Texas 78735 or wherever he may be found. 

Defendant Scoremore Holdings, LLC is a foreign limited liability company doing business 

in the State of Texas. Defendant may be served with process by and through its registered agent: 

Corporate Creations Network, Inc., 54444 Westheimer, Suite 1000, Houston, Texas 77056. 

Defendant Scoremore Mgmt., LLC is a Texas limited liability company and can be served 

with process by and through its registered agent, Sascha Stone Guttfreund at 5704 West Highway 

290, Austin, Texas 78735 or wherever he may be found. 

Defendant Sascha Stone Guttfreund is an individual who resides in Travis County, Texas. 

Defendant Guttfreund is the manager of Scoremore and may be served with process at 5704 West 

Highway 290, Austin, Texas 78735 or wherever he may be found. 

Defendant Keith Butler is an individual who resides in Texas. Defendant may be served at 

14238 Royal Hill Drive, Houston, Texas 77083 or wherever he may be found. 
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Defendant Trey Hicks is an individual who resides in Texas. Defendant may be served at 

2602 Broken Oak Drive, Austin, Texas 78745 or wherever he may be found. 

Defendant Mark Miller is an individual who resides in Texas. Defendant may be served at 

10060 Plantation Mill Place, Apt. P, Missouri City, Texas 77459 or wherever he may be found. 

Defendant Darryl Platt is an individual who resides in Texas. Defendant may be served at 

2614 Sunshade Court, Pearland, Texas 77584 or wherever he may be found. 

Defendant ASM Global, LLC is a foreign limited liability company doing business in the 

State of Texas. Defendant ASM Global LLC may be served with process by and through its 

registered agent: Corporation Service Company d/b/a CSC – Lawyers Incorporating Service 

Company, 211 E. 7th Street, Suite 620, Austin, Texas 78701. 

Defendant ASM Global Parent, Inc. is a foreign for-profit corporation doing business in 

the State of Texas. Defendant may be served by and through its registered agent: Corporation 

Service Company d/b/a CSC – Lawyers Incorporating Service Company, 211 E. 7th Street, Suite 

620, Austin, Texas 78701. 

Defendant Cactus Jack Records, LLC is a foreign limited liability company doing business 

in the State of Texas. Defendant may be served by and through its registered agent: E-

Residentagent, Inc., 823 Congress Avenue, Suite P-4, Austin, Texas 78701. 

Defendant Jacques Bermon Webster II a/k/a Travis Scott is an individual who resides in 

Harris County, Texas. Defendant may be served at his place of residence in this State or wherever 

found.  

JURISDICTION 

The court has jurisdiction of the subject matter of this lawsuit and the amount in 

controversy is above the minimum jurisdictional limits of this Honorable Court. Pursuant to Rule 
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47 of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiffs seek monetary relief over $1,000,000. 

Furthermore, because the Parties herein are not completely diverse, removal of this matter would 

not be proper.  

VENUE 

Venue is proper in Harris County, Texas pursuant to Texas Civil Practice & Remedies 

Code § 15.002(a)(1) because it is the county in which all or a substantial amount of the events or 

omissions giving rise to the claim made the basis of this lawsuit occurred. 

FACTS 

On or about November 5, 2021, Defendants individually and collectively acted as 

producers, organizers, and operators of a concert event at NRG Stadium located at One NRG Park, 

Houston, TX 77054 known as “Astroworld.” (or, the “Event”). On that day, Plaintiffs arrived at 

the Event and waited in line to enter the gates of the festival. Once on the festival grounds, 

Plaintiffs, along with tens of thousands of other attendees, were corralled into tight areas with little 

room to safely navigate in the midst of the crowd. As the evening approached and the Event’s 

headliner, Defendant Travis Scott, began his performance, the crowd was incited into a frenzy. As 

the crowd of almost 50,000 surged toward the single stage, many in crowd were knocked to the 

ground and trampled. Others were crushed against metal barricades by the voracious crowd which 

had been directly fueled by Scott’s encouragement for the crowd to foment and become wild. The 

resulting carnage was the loss of at least eight lives and hundreds more left injured, including 

Plaintiffs who sustained serious bodily injuries when they were knocked to the ground and 

trampled during the mayhem. 

This incident should have been easily foreseen had Defendants behaved in a reasonably 

prudent manner in planning a Festival with such scale as Astroworld. Indeed, Astroworld had been 
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marketed, promoted and touted as an unforgettable, lifetime experience. Defendants should have 

known what safety precautions such an event requires, given the clear precursor to this incident 

occurred almost two years prior to the day.  

On November 9, 2019, a surging crowd charged a permanent fence that surrounded NRG 

stadium, separating the festival grounds from the outside. While waiting concertgoers waited in 

line, the anxious crowd became impatient and hostile and subsequently forced the metal barricades 

to the ground and stormed the entrance to the festival. Patrons were forcefully pushed to the ground 

by the mob and became trapped under a stampede of people unable to stand back up. As a result, 

many suffered serious injuries and damages. After the 2019 incident, an investigation quickly 

revealed that there was little to no security at the barricades before the entrance to prevent the rush 

into the event.  

 

 In a tragic parallel, the early afternoon of November 5, 2021, revealed a similar issue—

insufficient security personnel permitted a crowd to surge the perimeter barricade, causing Patrons 

to stampede the downed fence and into the premises all the while trampling over one another. 

These two near-carbon copy incidents would have, should have given any reasonably prudent party 
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who observed even an iota of safety enforcement pause that premises safety was dangerously inept. 

However, Defendants proceeded blindly onward despite the clear danger lurking on that festival 

ground. Unfortunately, the conscious disregard of the extreme danger that a crowd may be driven 

to frenzy which would no doubt cause serious injury or death to those trapped in the crowd’s surge 

led to the death of 8 loyal fans and left hundreds more injured. Many witnesses reported that there 

were so few emergency personnel present that patrons themselves had to render emergency aid 

and CPR to fellow patrons. The extent of the chaos was so immense that emergency vehicles were 

forced to cut through the amalgam of terrified, frenzied patrons to render aid. One could not 

imagine a scene starker in contrast to the evening envisioned by those who had traveled so far and 

waited so long to enjoy. 

For their money, Plaintiffs paid for entertainment and a safe premises to enjoy that 

entertainment. What they were given was a nightmare that will scar them forever and a night that 

left them battered within an inch of their lives. For this, Plaintiffs bring cause of action against 

Defendants as set forth below. Plaintiffs face a long road to recovery and their lives will never be 

the same. 

CAUSES OF ACTION 

I. NEGLIGENCE – ALL DEFENDANTS  

Defendants owed a legal duty to Plaintiffs. Specifically, Defendants owed a duty to 

exercise reasonable care to Plaintiffs. Defendants owed a duty to make sure the Event remained 

safe, and that Defendants planned by ensuring there was sufficient security to handle the 

anticipated crowd. On the occasion in question, Defendants, by and through their agents and/or 

employees, breached the duty owed to Plaintiffs, and proximately caused Plaintiffs’ injuries by: 

a. failing to provide a safe environment for its patrons;  
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b. failing to provide necessary security;  
 

c. failing to promptly correct an unreasonable safety risk; 
 

d. failing to train its employees in proper security and protection procedures;  
 

e. failing to provide adequate security and medical personnel; 
 

f. failing to institute safety precautions and implement safety procedures to 
protect concert patrons like Plaintiffs; 

 
g. violating industry standards and best practices for concerts, crowd 

management and safety, and crowd ingress/egress; and 
 
h. failing to warn Plaintiffs of the unsafe condition.  
 
At the time of the incident, Defendants controlled the area where the incident occurred. 

Defendants owed and assumed a duty to provide safe premises. The condition of the premises, and 

the failure to properly secure, maintain, and provide adequate safety measures for the Event posed 

an unreasonable risk of harm of which Defendants had actual or constructive knowledge. 

Defendants breached its duty of ordinary care by failing to adequately make the unreasonably 

dangerous risk of harm safe which were proximate causes of Plaintiffs damages and injuries. 

Additionally, Defendants’ negligence in failing to provide adequate security at the event 

was a proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ damages and injuries. Specifically, Defendants retained 

control over all aspects of the event, including the security and safety procedures at the event.  

At the time and on the occasion in question, Defendants committed acts of omission and 

commission, which collectively and separately constituted negligence. Defendants had a duty to 

exercise ordinary care, meaning that degree of care that would be used by any individual or entity 

of ordinary prudence under the same or similar circumstances. 
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Each of the foregoing acts and omissions, either singularly or in combination, constituted 

negligence which proximately caused the incident made the basis of this lawsuit, and Plaintiffs’ 

resulting injuries and damages pled herein. 

II. GROSS NEGLIGENTCE – ALL DEFENDANTS 

The 2021 Astroworld tragedy is the result of gross negligence. Defendants acted with 

flagrant and conscious disregard for Plaintiffs’ health and safety. Defendants were objectively and 

subjectively aware of the extreme risk posed by the conditions which caused Plaintiffs’ injuries 

but did nothing to rectify them. Defendants’ acts and omissions involved an extreme degree of risk 

considering the probability and magnitude of potential harm to Plaintiffs and others. Defendants 

had actual, subjective awareness of the risk, and consciously disregarded such risks. Instances of 

trampling and crowd frenzy occurred again, and again, and again—both at previous Astroworld 

festivals and other Travis Scott concerts around the country. Yet in pursuit of enrichment, serious 

safety hazards that were known were ignored.  

DAMAGES 

As a result of Defendants’ negligence and gross negligence as set forth herein, Plaintiffs 

suffered injuries. Plaintiffs brings this action for the following damages against Defendants:  

a. Past physical impairment of Plaintiffs, and that which they will in all probability 

suffer in the future; 

b. Past physical pain and suffering of Plaintiffs, and that which they will in all 

probability suffer in the future; 

c. Past mental anguish of Plaintiffs, and that which they will in all probability suffer 

in the future;  
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d. The medical expenses that Plaintiffs have incurred in the past and will in all 

reasonable probability continue to incur in the future; 

e. Past and future lost earnings or loss of wage-earning capacity; and  

f. Any and all other damages to which Plaintiffs may be justly entitled.   

Plaintiffs seek both pre- and post-judgment interest as allowed by law, for all costs of court, 

actual damages, compensatory damages, and all other relief, both in law and in equity, to which 

Plaintiffs may be entitled. 

PRESERVATION OF EVIDENCE 

Plaintiffs hereby request and demand that Defendants preserve and maintain all evidence 

pertaining to any claim or defense related to the incident made the basis of this lawsuit, or the 

damages resulting therefrom, including photographs; videotapes; audiotapes; recordings; business 

or medical records; bills; estimates; invoices; checks; correspondence; memoranda; files; 

facsimiles; email; voice mail; text messages; investigation; cellular telephone records; calendar 

entries; and any electronic image, data, or information related to Plaintiffs, the referenced incident, 

or any damages resulting therefrom. Failure to maintain such items will constitute spoliation of 

the evidence.  

RULE 193.7 NOTICE 

Defendants are hereby notified that Plaintiffs intend to use all documents produced by 

Defendants in discovery at the trial of this cause. Plaintiffs request that Defendants assert any 

objection to the authenticity of any document produced within ten (10) days of its production. 

PRAYER 

Plaintiffs pray that Defendants be cited in terms of law to appear and answer herein, that 

upon final trial and hearing hereof, Plaintiffs recover damages from Defendants in accordance with 
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the evidence; that Plaintiffs recover costs of court herein expended; that Plaintiffs recover interest 

to which Plaintiffs are justly entitled under the law, both pre- and post-judgment; that Plaintiffs 

recover actual damages; that Plaintiffs are entitled to recover compensatory damages; and for such 

other further relief, both general and special, both in law and in equity, to which Plaintiffs may be 

justly entitled.  

      Respectfully submitted, 

     ABRAHAM, WATKINS, NICHOLS,  
     AGOSTO, AZIZ, & STOGNER 
 
     By:  /s/ Benny Agosto, Jr.    
      Benny Agosto, Jr. 
      Texas Bar No. 00794981 
      Ben Agosto III 
      Texas Bar No. 24091926 
      800 Commerce Street 
      Houston, Texas 77002 
      Telephone: (713) 222-7211 
      Facsimile: (713) 225-0827 
      bagosto@awtxlaw.com 
      ben.agosto@awtxlaw.com  
 
      ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS 
 


