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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

AMBER SAX, individually, as Successor-in-

Interest of John J. Sax, and as guardian ad 

litem for the surviving children of John J. 

Sax; AVERY RASMUSON, individually, as 

Successor-in-Interest of Seth D. Rasmuson, 

and as guardian ad litem for the surviving 

child of Seth D. Rasmuson; EMILY 

BAXTER, individually and as Successor-in-

Interest of Nathan E. Carlson; WAYLAND 

B. STRICKLAND, individually and as 

Successor-in-Interest of Evan A. Strickland; 

MICHELLE A. STRICKLAND, individually 

and as Successor-in-Interest of Evan A. 

Strickland; 

 

    Plaintiffs, 

 

             v. 

 

BELL TEXTRON, INC.; THE BOEING 

COMPANY; ROLLS-ROYCE CORP.; and 

ROLLS-ROYCE NORTH AMERICA, INC.,  

 
    Defendants. 

  CASE NO.  
 

 COMPLAINT 
  

 JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
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COMPLAINT 

 

1. This case arises from the fatal crash of a U.S. Marine Corps V-22 

“Osprey” aircraft with Bureau Number 168018 which was assigned callsign 

“SWIFT 11.”  

2. On June 8, 2022, SWIFT 11 suffered a catastrophic failure in-flight and 

a subsequent impact with terrain tragically killing Plaintiffs’ decedents, who were 

the aircraft’s crew during a training mission (the “Accident”). 

THE PARTIES 

3. Plaintiff AMBER SAX is a citizen and resident of the 

State of California, and she is the widow and Successor-in-Interest 

(Declaration attached) of Captain John J. Sax, United States 

Marine Corps, deceased, and the natural mother and guardian ad 

litem of E.S. and E.S., minors.   

4. E.S., a minor, is the first-born natural child of Plaintiff AMBER SAX 

and Plaintiff’s decedent Captain John J. Sax, deceased.  

5. E.S., a minor, is second-born natural child of Plaintiff AMBER SAX 

and Plaintiff’s decedent Captain John J. Sax, deceased, with the same initials as their 

first-born child.   

6. Decedent Captain John J. Sax was, at the time of his passing, a citizen 

of the State of California.   

John J. Sax 
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7. Plaintiff AVERY RASMUSON is a citizen and 

resident of State of Montana, and she is the widow and Successor-

in-Interest (Declaration attached) of Corporal Seth D. Rasmuson, 

United States Marine Corps, deceased, and the natural mother and 

guardian ad litem of R.R., a minor.  

8. R.R., a minor, is the natural child of Plaintiff AVERY RASMUSON 

and Plaintiff’s  decedent Corporal Seth D. Rasmuson.   

9. Decedent Corporal Seth D. Rasmuson was, at the time of his passing, a 

citizen of the State of California.   

10. Plaintiff EMILY E. BAXTER is a citizen and 

resident of State of North Carolina, and she is the widow and 

Successor-in-Interest (Declaration attached) of Corporal Nathan 

E. Carlson, United States Marine Corps, deceased.   

11. Decedent Corporal Nathan E. Carlson was, at the 

time of his passing, a citizen of the State of California.   

12. Plaintiff WAYLAND B. STRICKLAND is a citizen and 

resident of State of New Mexico, and he is the natural father and 

Successor-in-Interest (Declaration attached) of Lance Corporal Evan 

A. Strickland, United States Marine Corps, deceased.   

Seth D. Rasmuson 

Nathan E. Carlson 

Evan A. Strickland 

1 
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13. Plaintiff MICHELLE A. STRICKLAND is a citizen and resident of 

State of New Mexico, and she is the natural mother and Successor-in-Interest 

(Declaration attached) of Lance Corporal Evan A. Strickland, United States Marine 

Corps, deceased.  

14. Decedent Lance Corporal Evan A. Strickland was, at the time of his 

passing, a citizen of the State of California.   

15. Defendant BELL TEXTRON, INC. (“BELL”) is a corporation 

organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware with a principal place 

of business located at 3255 Bell Flight Blvd., Fort Worth, Texas 76118. 

16. Defendant BELL is registered to do business in the State of California 

with Secretary of State File Number 1112059.  

17. Defendant BELL conducts substantial and not isolated business in this 

State and District, and it maintains a registered agent in California as follows: The 

Corporation Company, 555 Capital Mall, Suite 1150, Sacramento, California 95814.  

18. Defendant THE BOEING COMPANY (“BOEING”) is a corporation 

organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware with a principal place 

of business located at 929 Long Bridge Drive, Arlington, Virginia 22202.   

19. Defendant BOEING is registered to do business in the State of 

California with Secretary of State File Number 367504.  
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20. Defendant BOEING conducts substantial and not isolated business in 

this State and District, and it maintains a registered agent in California as follows: 

CSC – Lawyers Incorporating Service, 2710 Gateway Oaks Drive, Sacramento, 

California 95833. 

21. Defendant ROLLS-ROYCE CORPORATION (“RRC”) is a 

corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware with a 

principal place of business located at 450 South Meridian Street, Indianapolis, 

Indiana 462205. 

22. Defendant RRC is registered to do business in the State of California 

with Secretary of State File Number 1867640.  

23. Defendant RRC conducts substantial and not isolated business in this 

State and District, and it maintains a registered agent in California as follows: CSC 

– Lawyers Incorporating Service, 2710 Gateway Oaks Drive, Sacramento, 

California 95833.  

24. Defendant ROLLS-ROYCE NORTH AMERICA, INC. (“RRNA”) is 

a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware with a 

principal place of business located at 1900 Reston Metro Plaza, Suite 400, Reston, 

Virginia 20190.   

25. Defendant RRNA is registered to do business in the State of California 

with Secretary of State File Number 2342808.   
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26. Defendant RRNA conducts substantial and not isolated business in this 

State and District, and it maintains a registered agent in California as follows: CSC 

– Lawyers Incorporating Service, 2710 Gateway Oaks Drive, Sacramento, 

California 95833. 

27. Defendants RRC and RRNA are referred to collectively herein as 

Defendant ROLLS.  

28. Defendants BELL, BOEING, and ROLLS are referred to collectively 

herein as “Defendants” unless otherwise specified. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

29. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction of this matter pursuant to 

Article I, § 8, cl. 17 of the United States Constitution, because the incident occurred 

in a federal enclave, namely Range 2512 which is located on land that lies beneath 

the airspace of Restricted Area 2512. The incident occurred in one of two areas 

designated for live aerial gunnery training, specifically the area called Inky Barley.   

(See Willis v. Craig, 555 F2d 724, 726 (9th Cir. 1977); Celli v. Shoell, 40 F.3d 324, 

328 (10th Cir. 1994).) 

30. The incident occurred within Range 2512, which is a federal enclave 

located wholly within Imperial County within the State of California. Range 2512 is 

operated, controlled, maintained, and secured by the Federal Government, through 

the Department of the Navy.  
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31. This Court also has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 

1332 because there is complete diversity of citizenship between the Parties. 

32. This Court also has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 

1332 because the amount in controversy exceeds $75,000 exclusive of interest and 

costs.     

33. This Court has personal jurisdiction over all Defendants, and each of 

them individually, by virtue of California Code of Civil Procedure 410.10 consistent 

with the Due Process clause of the United States Constitution because all 

Defendants, and each of them individually, have purposefully availed themselves of 

California’s benefits, the claims stated herein arise out of or relate to Defendants’ 

contacts with the forum, and the exercise of jurisdiction over Defendants by this 

Court comports with traditional notions of fair play and substantial justice, because 

Defendants: 

a.  are registered to do business in California as alleged in 

paragraphs 21 through 27; 

b. operate, conduct, engage in, or carry on a business in this state 

or have an office in this state, and employ California residents who work in 

this state; 
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c. breached a contract in this state by failing to perform acts 

required by the contract to be performed in this state, and Plaintiffs and their 

decedents are third-party beneficiaries of said contracts; 

d. placed defective products that caused harm in this state into the 

stream of commerce, and they have the requisite minimum contacts here such 

that they should fairly anticipate being hauled into court here; 

e. committed tortious acts and/or omissions that resulted in the 

wrongful deaths of service members in this state; 

f. contracted with the U.S. Government to deliver products, goods, 

and/or services to California in connection with military aircraft in general 

and V-22 Osprey aircraft in particular to military bases within California 

including Marine Corps Air Station Camp Pendleton California, Marine 

Corps Air Station Miramar, California, Naval Air Station North Island 

California, Naval Air Station Point Mugu California, and Edwards Air Force 

Base California;   

g. sent their respective employees and/or agents who are technical 

representatives “TECHREPS” for military aircraft in general and V-22 

Osprey aircraft in particular to military bases within California including 

Marine Corps Air Station Camp Pendleton California, Marine Corps Air 
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Station Miramar California, Naval Air Station North Island California, Naval 

Air Station Point Mugu California and Edwards Air Force Base California; 

h. maintain a network of multiple authorized dealers, maintenance, 

support, and service centers within California to sell and service Defendants’ 

products in-state; 

i. targeted California through advertising and marketing efforts, 

including attending and participating in aviation trade shows within the state, 

and have sold their products in California as a result of said efforts; and/or  

j. litigated multiple lawsuits in California courts as both a plaintiff 

and defendant over the years. 

34. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2) 

because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claim occurred 

in this District near Glamis, Imperial County, California.  

35. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(c)(2) 

because all Defendants, and each of them, are deemed to reside here and are subject 

to the Court’s personal jurisdiction here.   

36. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(c)(2) 

because all Defendants, and each of them, have the capacity to sue and be sued here. 

// 

// 
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FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

A. BACKGROUND OF THE V-22 “OSPREY” AIRCRAFT 

37. The V-22 Osprey aircraft is a land- and sea-based, tiltrotor, multi-

mission aircraft operated by the United States Marine Corps, Navy and Air Force.  

38. The V-22 Osprey carries a crew of between three and five crew 

members, depending upon the mission assigned.   

39. The V-22 Osprey does not have ejection seats or parachutes to facilitate 

crew egress in the event of a catastrophic emergency.   

40. Rather, in the event of a catastrophic emergency the crew must engage 

in a forced landing on land or water.  

41. The V-22 Osprey’s tilting “proprotors” allow the aircraft to takeoff or 

land vertically, like a helicopter with rotors, but fly horizontally in forward flight 

like an airplane with propellers. 

 
Photo of V-22 in vertical flight 
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Photo of V-22 in forward flight 

 

42. The complex moving engine and proprotor system has a transmission-

type system that is supposed to provide redundancy and power to both proprotors in 

the event that one engine fails.   

43. The vertical flight characteristics of the V-22 Osprey are supposedly 

advantageous over a traditional airplane because they supposedly allow for takeoff 

and landing without a runway or airport.   

44. The forward flight characteristics of the V-22 Osprey are supposedly 

advantageous over a traditional helicopter because they supposedly allow for faster 

transit.  

45. However the aircraft, as fielded, has failed and continues to fail to meet 

the government’s safety and reliability specifications and requirements and the 

aircraft is not safe in the vertical operating mode, horizontal operating mode, or any 

transitional or other operating mode in between.   
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46. On Thursday, September 28, 2023 the United States Department of 

Justice announced that The Boeing Company resolved “allegations that it violated 

the False Claims Act by submitting false claims and making false statements in 

connection with contracts with the U.S. Navy to manufacture the V-22 Osprey, a 

tiltrotor military aircraft.”  (Exhibit A, Dept. of Justice Press Release Sept. 23, 

2023).  

47. On December 31, 2023 the United States House of Representatives’ 

Committee on Oversight and Accountability sent a letter to the Secretary of Defense 

summarizing the safety and reliability problems with the Osprey and requested eight 

categories of documents related to Osprey safety.  (Exhibit B, Letter, Dec. 21, 

2023).    

B. BACKGROUND OF THE DEFENDANTS 

48. Defendants BELL and BOEING are the general contractors that jointly 

design, manufacture, and assemble V-22 Osprey aircraft in or near Philadelphia, 

Pennsylvania and Amarillo, Texas.   

49. Defendant ROLLS is the contractor that designs, manufactures, and 

assembles, V-22 Osprey engines, which are model AE1107C turboshaft engines, 

and related components and systems which provide power to both proprotors, in or 

near Indianapolis, Indiana. 
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50. The ROLLS AE1107C engine, originally designed as the Allison T406 

engine, has several variants, is a commercially available aircraft engine, and is not 

unique to military operations.  

51. Defendant ROLLS provides its aircraft engines and their component 

parts to various locations in California. 

52. Defendants BELL, BOEING, and ROLLS supply, maintain, 

troubleshoot, and repair V-22 Osprey aircraft, engines, and their component parts in 

California.  

53. Defendants BELL, BOEING, and ROLLS maintain a regular presence 

in California through their TECHREPS who assess, maintain, troubleshoot, and 

repair V-22 Osprey aircraft, engines, and their component parts and/or assist with 

their assessment, maintenance, troubleshooting, and repair.   

C.  RELEVANT AIRCRAFT SYSTEMS BACKGROUND    

54. The V-22 Osprey is designed, manufactured, and produced by 

Defendants BELL and BOEING to perform its mission in all weather conditions, 

during the day and at night, and it is specifically designed, manufactured, and 

produced to conduct flight operations in very close proximity to the ground and/or 

water.  
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55. The ROLLS engine output power is controlled by a Full Authority 

Digital Engine Control (“FADEC”) and that engine power is transferred to the 

proprotors by a torque shaft through a clutch assembly and gearboxes.  

56. The FADEC can automatically command an engine shutdown without 

authority or command from the pilot.  

57. A clutch assembly failure due to internal slippage results in a Hard 

Clutch Engagement (“HCE”) which results in severe damage to the drive system 

components on the affected side.  

58. The internal slippage in the clutch assembly is caused by a faulty clutch 

component known as an Input Quill Assembly that does not meet the government’s 

specifications for operation, durability, endurance, or reliability.  

59. The BELL/BOEING design, manufacture, production, and/or assembly 

of the V-22 Osprey aircraft includes a system that is meant to automatically transfer 

power from one engine to both proprotors in the event that one engine fails.   

60. The system described above is called the Interconnect Drive System 

(ICDS). 

61. The ICDS concept is not unique to the Osprey and has been used in 

other applications safely for years.  

62. However, the Osprey’s ICDS is flawed, unsafe, and does not meet the 

government’s specifications for safety and/or reliability.  
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63. The Osprey’s ICDS also lacks redundancy, contributes to catastrophic 

systems failure, and grossly fails to meet specifications, because it allows a HCE on 

one side to initiate a HCE on the other side which results in the assured loss of the 

aircraft and occupants with no corrective action available to the brave military pilots 

and crew, who are along for the ride to their deaths.  

D. THE ACCIDENT AT ISSUE IN THIS COMPLAINT 

64. While on a training mission during the day with good weather within 

the Continental United States, specifically Southern  

California, on June 8, 2022, SWIFT 11 suffered a single HCE that, due to the 

Osprey’s lack of compliance with specifications, cascaded into a catastrophic dual 

HCE event and an uncontrollable asymmetric thrust condition. 

65. SWIFT 11 tragically impacted the ground at 12:14 p.m. on territorial 

lands owned by the United States federal government, specifically at Target 68 (Inky 

Barley) within Range 2512.  

66. SWIFT 11’s catastrophic mechanical failure and crash was not caused 

by the pilots or aircrew. 

67. SWIFT 11’s catastrophic mechanical failure and crash was not caused 

by improper maintenance. 

68. The components that failed on SWIFT 11 were in the same condition 

on the day of the accident as the day they left Defendants’ factories and/or control.  
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69. There were no prior indications or warnings to the pilots or aircrew of 

Swift 11 that a dual HCE event would occur.  

70. Due to the Osprey’s lack of compliance with government 

specifications, the SWIFT 11’s pilots and crew were powerless to counteract the 

aircraft’s uncontrollable asymmetric thrust condition where there was a sudden loss 

of thrust on the right proprotor and positive thrust on the left proprotor. 

71. Due to the Osprey’s lack of compliance with government 

specifications, SWIFT 11’s right engine FADEC shut down the right engine without 

command from the pilot during the dual HCE event.  

72. Due to the ICDS’s lack of redundancy and compliance with 

government specifications, power was not transferred from the operational left 

engine to the inoperative right proprotor.  

73. Due to their defective products, breaches of contracts, breaches of 

warranties, wrongful actions and omissions, the defendants named herein caused the 

Accident and the tragic deaths of Plaintiffs’ decedents, five fine young United States 

Marines.  

COUNT I – STRICT LIABILITY (Manufacturing Defect) 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants 

 

74.   Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent 

allegation as though fully set forth herein.  

Case 3:24-cv-00906-MMA-MSB   Document 1   Filed 05/23/24   PageID.16   Page 16 of 72



 

-17- 

COMPLAINT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

75. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, were in the 

business of designing, developing, manufacturing, assembling, testing, servicing, 

distributing, supplying, and/or selling the airframe, engines, propellers, and 

component parts of V-22 Osprey aircraft, including SWIFT 11, and providing 

accompanying product support, airworthiness materials, maintenance materials, 

operating instructions and procedures, and abnormal/emergency procedures.   

76. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, are liable to 

Plaintiffs under the theory of Strict Liability in that:  

a. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft, was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it did not meet the government’s specifications for 

operation, durability, endurance, or reliability; 

b. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft, was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it failed to conform to the design criteria of the product by 

allowing a dual HCE;  

c. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft, was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it failed to conform to its design criteria by allowing a 

single HCE to result in a catastrophic and uncontrollable condition;  

d. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft, was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it failed to conform to its design criteria by allowing a 

single engine failure to result in a catastrophic and uncontrollable condition; 
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e. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft, was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it failed to conform to its design criteria by allowing an 

ICDS failure to result in a catastrophic and uncontrollable condition; 

f. the input quill assembly\assemblies onboard SWIFT 11 were 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because they did not meet the 

government’s specifications for operation, durability, endurance, or 

reliability;  

g. the input quill assembly\assemblies onboard SWIFT 11 were 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it/they failed to conform to 

its/their design criteria by allowing internal slippage to result in an HCE; 

h. the clutch assemblies onboard SWIFT 11 were defective and 

unreasonably dangerous because they did not meet the government’s 

specifications for operation, durability, endurance, or reliability; 

i. the clutch assemblies onboard SWIFT 11 were defective and 

unreasonably dangerous because an internal slippage resulted in an HCE;  

j. the ICDS onboard SWIFT 11 was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it did not meet the government’s specifications for 

operation, durability, endurance, or reliability; 
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k. the ICDS onboard SWIFT 11 was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it failed to conform to its design criteria by allowing an 

asymmetric thrust condition when a single engine failed;  

l. the ICDS onboard SWIFT 11 was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it failed to conform to its design criteria by allowing a 

single HCE to result in a catastrophic and uncontrollable condition;  

m. the engines onboard SWIFT 11 were defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because they did not meet the government’s specifications for 

operation, durability, endurance, or reliability;  

n. the engines onboard SWIFT 11 were defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because the FADEC commanded that one engine shut down and 

the other remain running during a dual HCE event;  

o. the defect and unreasonably dangerous conditions in the aircraft, 

engines, ICDS, clutch assemblies, and input quill assemblies caused the 

deaths of Plaintiffs’ decedents and Plaintiff’s damages; 

p. the defect and unreasonably dangerous condition in the aircraft, 

engines, ICDS, clutch assemblies, and input quill assemblies existed at the 

time the system left Defendants’ possession and was supplied to the 

government;  
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q. the defect and unreasonably dangerous condition in the aircraft, 

engines, ICDS, clutch assemblies, and input quill assemblies were not 

substantially changed on the day of the Accident; 

r. the entire airplane was defective and unreasonably dangerous 

due to the flaw in the systems and components that were integrated into it; 

and/or 

s. the engine/clutch assembly/ICDS interface was defective and 

unreasonably dangerous due to the flaw in the input quill assembly that was 

integrated into them.  

77. As a direct and or proximate result of the defective and unreasonably 

dangerous condition of the aircraft, engines, FADECs, ICDS, clutch assemblies, 

and/or input quill assemblies, all Plaintiffs, and each of them, have suffered 

pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages exceeding $75,000.00. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against all Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law.  

COUNT II – STRICT LIABILITY (Design Defect) 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants 

 

78. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein.  
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79. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, were in the 

business of designing, developing, manufacturing, assembling, testing, servicing, 

distributing, supplying, and/or selling the airframe, engines, propellers, and 

component parts of V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11 and providing 

accompanying product support, airworthiness materials, maintenance materials, 

operating instructions and procedures, and abnormal/emergency procedures.   

80. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, are liable to 

Plaintiffs under the theory of Strict Liability in that:  

a. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it was designed with a flaw 

that allowed a dual HCE event to occur;  

b. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it did not perform as safely as 

an ordinary pilot would expect when used as intended because it was designed 

with a flaw that allowed a dual HCE event to occur;  

c. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it was designed with a flaw 

that allowed an uncontrollable asymmetric power condition to occur;  

d. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it did not perform as safely as 
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an ordinary pilot would expect when used as intended because it was designed 

with a flaw that allowed an uncontrollable asymmetric power condition to 

occur; 

e. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it was designed with a flaw 

that allowed a single HCE to result in a catastrophic and uncontrollable 

condition;  

f. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it did not perform as safely as 

an ordinary pilot would expect when used as intended because it was designed 

with a flaw that allowed a single HCE to result in a catastrophic and 

uncontrollable condition; 

g. the engines and FADECs onboard SWIFT 11 were defective and 

unreasonably dangerous because they were designed with a flaw that allowed 

an engine shutdown to occur without command from the pilot;  

h. the engines, FADECs onboard SWIFT 11 were defective and 

unreasonably dangerous because they did not perform as safely as an ordinary 

pilot would expect when used as intended because it was designed with a flaw 

that allowed an engine shutdown to occur without command from the pilot;  
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i. the ICDS onboard SWIFT 11 was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it was designed with a flaw and without redundancy that 

allowed a catastrophic asymmetric thrust condition;  

j. the ICDS onboard SWIFT 11 was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it did not perform as safely as an ordinary pilot would 

expect when used as intended because it was designed with a flaw and without 

redundancy that allowed a catastrophic asymmetric thrust condition; 

k. the defects and unreasonably dangerous condition in the aircraft, 

engines, ICDS, and/or other systems caused the crash of SWIFT 11, the deaths 

of Plaintiffs’ decedents, and Plaintiffs’ damages; 

l. the defects and unreasonably dangerous condition in the aircraft, 

engines, ICDS, and/or other systems existed at the time those items left 

Defendants’ possession and was supplied to the government; and/or 

m. the defect and unreasonably dangerous condition aircraft, 

engines, ICDS, and/or other systems was not substantially changed on the day 

of the Accident.  

81. As a direct and proximate result of the defective and unreasonably 

dangerous condition of the aircraft, engines, ICDS, and/or other systems, Plaintiffs, 

and each of them, have suffered pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages exceeding 

$75,000.00. 
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against all Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law. 

COUNT III – STRICT LIABILITY (Failure to Warn) 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants 

 

82. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein.  

83. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, were in the 

business of designing, developing, manufacturing, assembling, testing, servicing, 

distributing, supplying, and/or selling the airframe, engines, propellers, and 

component parts of V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11 and providing 

accompanying product support, airworthiness materials, maintenance materials, 

operating instructions and procedures, and abnormal/emergency procedures.   

84. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, are liable to 

Plaintiffs under the theory of Strict Liability in that:  

a. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it lacked a suitable warning 

that a catastrophic loss of control would occur;  

b. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because it lacked a suitable warning 

that an HCE and/or dual HCE event would occur;  
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c. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because they lacked a suitable warning 

that an uncontrollable asymmetric power condition would occur;  

d. SWIFT 11, the entire aircraft and all of its component parts, was 

defective and unreasonably dangerous because they lacked a suitable warning 

that a single HCE would result in a catastrophic and uncontrollable condition;  

e. the engines and FADECs onboard SWIFT 11 were defective and 

unreasonably dangerous because they lacked a suitable warning that an engine 

shutdown could occur without command from the pilot;  

f. the ICDS onboard SWIFT 11 was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it lacked a suitable warning that it was designed without 

redundancy; and/or 

g. the ICDS onboard SWIFT 11 was defective and unreasonably 

dangerous because it lacked a suitable warning that it could cause a 

catastrophic asymmetric thrust condition. 

85. As a direct and proximate result of the lack of suitable warnings 

regarding the aircraft, engines, ICDS, and/or other systems, Plaintiffs, and each of 

them, have suffered pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages exceeding $75,000.00. 
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 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against all Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law. 

COUNT IV – NEGLIGENCE 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants 

 

86. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein. 

87. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, had legal duties 

to use reasonable care in the design, manufacture, sale and/or supply the aircraft, 

engines, propellers, systems, and component parts of V-22 Osprey aircraft and 

SWIFT 11.  

88. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, breached their 

legal duties and failed to use reasonable care in the design, manufacture, sale, supply, 

and upkeep of the aircraft, engines, propellers, systems, and component parts of 

SWIFT 11 in that:   

a. Defendants failed to properly and adequately design aircraft, 

engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their 

component parts to work together;  

b. Defendants failed to properly integrate the airframe, engines, 

FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their component 

parts to work together as intended;  
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c. Defendants failed to properly and adequately manufacture 

aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and 

their component parts that operated as intended and as designed;  

d. Defendants designed a system or parts of a system that allowed 

an HCE event to occur;  

e. Defendants manufactured and/or supplied a system or parts of a 

system that allowed an HCE event to occur; 

f. Defendants designed a system or parts of a system that allowed 

a catastrophic asymmetric thrust condition;  

g. they manufactured and/or supplied a system or parts of a system 

that allowed a catastrophic asymmetric thrust condition;  

h. Defendants fielded a system or parts of a system with a single 

point of failure without adequate redundancy or safeguards;  

i. Defendants fielded a system or parts of a system with a single 

point of failure without adequate warnings, instructions, or emergency 

procedures; 

j. Defendants failed to properly analyze and/or test the aircraft, 

engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their 

component parts;  
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k. Defendants failed to properly troubleshoot known problems with 

the aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems 

and their component parts;  

l. Defendants failed to adequately correct known defects in the 

aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and 

their component parts; 

m. Defendants failed to adequately monitor the performance of the 

aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and 

their component parts to ensure that they worked together properly;  

n. Defendants failed to adequately monitor the performance of the 

aircraft, engine, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and 

their component parts to ensure that they operated properly;  

o. Defendants failed to properly and adequately take all reasonable 

steps to provide the flight crew with redundancy and backup systems in the 

event of a system malfunction;  

p. Defendants failed to provide appropriate operating instructions, 

operating limitations; operating procedures; and emergency procedures for an 

asymmetric thrust condition;  

q. Defendants failed to timely, accurately, and truthfully apprise the 

government and military service members of the dangers in the aircraft, 
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engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their 

component parts about which they knew or reasonably should have known 

about;  

r. Defendants failed to timely correct the dangers in the aircraft, 

engine, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their component 

parts about which they knew or reasonably should have known; 

s. Defendants failed to include warnings that a reasonably prudent 

manufacturer, assembler, supplier, or seller would include about the aircraft’s 

catastrophic loss of control;  

t. Defendants failed to include warnings that a reasonably prudent 

manufacturer, assembler, supplier, or seller would include about a dual HCE 

event;  

u. Defendants failed to include warnings that a reasonably prudent 

manufacturer, assembler, supplier, or seller would include about an 

uncontrollable asymmetric power condition;  

v. Defendants failed to include warnings that a reasonably prudent 

manufacturer, assembler, supplier, or seller would include about a single HCE 

event that would cause a catastrophic and uncontrollable condition; 
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w. Defendants failed to include warnings that a reasonably prudent 

manufacturer, assembler, supplier, or seller would include about an engine 

shutdown that was not commanded by the pilot; 

x. Defendants failed to include warnings that a reasonably prudent 

manufacturer, assembler, supplier, or seller would include about the lack of 

redundancy in the ICDS and other systems; and/or 

89. Defendants failed to include warnings that a reasonably prudent 

manufacturer, assembler, supplier, or seller would include about the ICDS’ 

propensity to cause a catastrophic asymmetric thrust condition. As a direct and 

proximate result of the defendants’ individual and/or collective breaches of duties, 

Plaintiffs, and each of them, have suffered damages pecuniary and non-pecuniary 

damages exceeding $75,000.00. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against All Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law. 

COUNT V – NEGLIGENT MISREPRESENTATION  

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants 

 

90. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein. 

91. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, had a pecuniary 

interest in their design, manufacture, sale, supply, repair, troubleshooting, 
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maintenance, technical representation, airworthiness assessments, and reporting to 

the government about V-22 Osprey aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, 

ICDS, and other systems and their component parts.  

92. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, had a superior 

knowledge than the government had about the V-22 Osprey aircraft, engines, 

FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their component parts.  

93. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, supplied 

information to the government knowing that the government would justifiably rely 

on their information as guidance for the acquisition and operation of V-22 Osprey 

aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their 

component parts including those on SWIFT 11.   

94. By virtue of the defendants’ position of superior knowledge about the 

V-22 Osprey aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other 

systems and their component parts, the government justifiably relied upon their false 

statements, information, and/or misrepresentations.   

95. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, had legal duties 

to make truthful statements, to supply truthful information, and to use reasonable 

care and competence in communicating information to the government and to 

service members about the design, operation, and safety of the aircraft, engines, 

FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems of SWIFT 11.  
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96. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, breached their 

legal duties and failed to make truthful statements and/or provided false information 

without reasonable grounds for believing them to be true and failed to use reasonable 

care and competence in communicating information to the government and to 

service members in that:   

a. Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, and timely 

apprise the government and service members about the lack of safety in the 

aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems in 

V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11;  

b. Defendants supplied false information about the safety of the 

aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems in 

V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11;  

c. they failed to use reasonable care in their communications to the 

government and service members about the safety of the aircraft, engines, 

FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems in V-22 Osprey 

aircraft and SWIFT 11; 

d. Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, and timely 

apprise the government and service members about the propensity for and 

likelihood of clutch slippage/failure, dual HCE events, catastrophic 
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asymmetric thrust events, and uncommanded engine shutdowns in V-22 

Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11;  

e. Defendants supplied false information about the propensity for 

and likelihood of clutch slippage/failure, HCE and dual HCE events, 

catastrophic asymmetric thrust events, and uncommanded and engine 

shutdowns in V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11; 

f. Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, and timely 

apprise the government and service members about the lack of redundancy 

that allowed HCE and dual HCE events and catastrophic asymmetric thrust 

events in V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11; 

g. Defendants supplied false information about the lack of 

redundancy that allowed HCE and dual HCE events and catastrophic 

asymmetric thrust events in V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 111;  

h. Defendants failed to use reasonable care in their communications 

to the government about the lack of redundancy that allowed HCE and dual 

HCE events and catastrophic asymmetric thrust events in V-22 Osprey 

aircraft and SWIFT 11; 

i. after previous reports of clutch slippage/failure and HCE events 

in V-22 Osprey aircraft Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, 

and timely apprise the government and service members about the true nature 
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of the problem, the grossly unsafe condition that existed in V-22 Osprey 

aircraft; and the true risk that the problem would cause grave harm including 

loss of life;  

j. after previous reports of clutch slippage/failure and HCE events 

in V-22 Osprey aircraft  Defendants supplied false information about the true 

nature of the problem, the grossly unsafe condition that existed in V-22 

Osprey aircraft; and the true risk that the problem would cause grave harm 

including loss of life; 

k. after previous reports of clutch slippage/failure and HCE events 

in V-22 Osprey aircraft Defendants supplied false information about the true 

nature of the problem, the grossly unsafe condition that existed in V-22 

Osprey aircraft; and the true risk that the problem would cause grave and/or 

catastrophic harm including loss of life; and/or 

l. after previous reports of clutch slippage/failure and HCE events 

aircraft Defendants  failed to use reasonable care in their communications to 

the government and service members about the true nature of the problem, the 

grossly unsafe condition that existed in V-22 Osprey aircraft; and the true risk 

that the problem would cause grave and/or catastrophic harm including loss 

of life.   
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97. As a direct and proximate result of the defendants’ individual and/or 

collective breaches of duties, their misrepresentations and/or their negligent supply 

of false information, Plaintiffs, and each of them, have suffered pecuniary and non-

pecuniary damages exceeding $75,000.00. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against All Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law. 

COUNT VI – FRAUDULENT MISREPRESENTATION 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants 

 

98. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein. 

99. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, had legal duties 

to make truthful statements to the government and to service members about the 

design, operation, and safety of V-22 Osprey aircraft, engines, FADECs, 

transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their component parts.  

100. At all times material all Defendants, and each of them, intentionally 

and/or recklessly made false statements of material fact as follows:   

a. Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, and timely 

apprise the government and service members about the lack of safety in the 

aircraft, engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems in 

V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11;  
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b. Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, and timely 

apprise the government and service members about the propensity for and 

likelihood of clutch slippage/failure, HCE and dual HCE events, catastrophic 

asymmetric thrust events, and uncommanded engine shutdowns in V-22 

Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 11;  

c. Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, and timely 

apprise the government and service members about the lack of redundancy 

and single point of failure in the ICDS that allowed HCE and dual HCE events 

and catastrophic asymmetric thrust events in V-22 Osprey aircraft and SWIFT 

11; and/or 

d. after previous reports of clutch slippage/failure and HCE events 

in V-22 aircraft Defendants failed to truthfully, properly, adequately, and 

timely apprise the government and service members about the true nature of 

the problem, the grossly unsafe condition that existed in V-22 aircraft; and the 

true risk that the problem would cause grave and/or catastrophic harm 

including loss of life. 

101. All Defendants, and each of them individually, knew that the material 

facts that they made were false when they made those statements. 
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102. All Defendants, and each of them individually, intentionally and/or 

recklessly made false statements of material fact intending that the government and 

that service members would rely upon those misrepresentations.  

103. The government actually relied on the defendants’ intentionally and/or 

recklessly false statements and the government fielded an unsafe and unairworthy 

aircraft and allowed service members to fly in those unsafe and unairworthy aircraft. 

104. Service members, including Plaintiffs’ decedents actually relied on the 

defendants’ intentionally and/or recklessly false statements and they actually flew 

in unsafe and unairworthy aircraft.  

105. The government’s and Plaintiffs’ decedents’ reliance upon the 

defendants’ intentional and/or reckless false statements was a direct and proximate 

cause of the crash of SWIFT 11 and the deaths of Plaintiffs’ decedents.   

106. As a direct and proximate result of the defendants’ individual and/or 

collective intentional and/or reckless acts, Plaintiffs, and each of them, have suffered 

pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages exceeding $75,000.00. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against all Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law including punitive damages for intentional and/or 

reckless misconduct. 
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COUNT VII– BREACH OF IMPLIED WARRANTY OF 

MERCHANTABILITY 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants  

 

107. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein. 

108. At all times material all Defendants were merchants that were in the 

business of selling and/or supplying goods to the United States government and the 

military.  

109. There existed at the time of this Accident a warranty of merchantability 

that was implied from the contracts that were entered into between the United States 

government and these defendants and/or between the defendants themselves 

regardless of any writing to eliminate or limit that warranty.   

110. The warranty of merchantability was breached by these defendants 

because SWIFT 11 was not of fair or average quality of other aircraft made by 

competitors, its engines, transmissions, clutches, ICDS, and other systems were not 

of fair or average quality of those made by competitors and SWIFT 11 was in this 

substandard and unmerchantable condition at the time of its initial sale and/or 

supply.  

111. As a direct and proximate result of the defendants’ breach of the 

warranty of merchantability, SWIFT 11 crashed, Plaintiffs, and each of them, have 

suffered pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages exceeding $75,000.00.  
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against all Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law. 

COUNT VIII – BREACH OF IMPLIED WARRANTY OF FITNESS FOR A 

PARTICULAR PURPOSE 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants  

 

112. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein. 

113. At all times material all Defendants were merchants that were in the 

business of selling and/or supplying goods and specifically aircraft to the United 

States government and the military.  

114. At all times material the United States government and the military 

knew that all Defendants were skilled in the provision of aircraft, engines, 

transmissions, clutches, ICDS, and other systems and that is why these defendants 

were awarded contracts for the provision of SWIFT 11 and its component parts. 

115. At all times material the United States government and the military 

relied upon all Defendants to provide aircraft, engines, transmissions, clutches, 

ICDS, and other systems that were fit for their intended purpose which was safe 

flight. 

116. There existed at the time of this Accident a warranty of fitness for a 

particular purpose that was implied from the contracts that were entered into 
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between the United States government and these defendants and/or between the 

defendants themselves regardless of any writing to eliminate or limit that warranty.   

117. The warranty of fitness for a particular purpose was breached by these 

defendants because SWIFT 11 was not fit for the specific purpose intended which 

was safe flight.  

118. As a direct and proximate result of the defendants’ breach of the 

warranty of fitness for a particular purpose, SWIFT 11 crashed, Plaintiffs, and each 

of them, have suffered pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages exceeding 

$75,000.00..  

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against all Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law. 

COUNT IX– BREACH OF CONTRACT 

Plaintiffs v. All Defendants 

 

119. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each prior and subsequent allegation 

as though fully set forth herein. 

120. The United States government and the military entered into valid, 

performance-only contracts with these defendants for the design, manufacture, 

maintenance, repair, upkeep, troubleshooting, and supply of V-22 Osprey aircraft, 

engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their 

component parts including for the supply of SWIFT 11 and its systems.  
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121. Plaintiffs do not have a copy of the contracts, but they have sufficient 

information to form a reasonable belief that such contracts exist from the press 

releases, internet pages, advertisements, and news stories from and about these 

defendants.  

122. The performance-only contracts did not specify the precise manner of 

design, construction, manufacture, maintenance, repair, upkeep, troubleshooting, or 

supply of the V-22 Osprey engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other 

systems and their component parts. 

123. The purpose of the contracts was to provide the government and 

military with engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and 

their component parts that would provide a safe, airworthy and superior all-weather, 

land- and sea-based multi-mission airborne platforms.  

124. The design, manufacture, testing, and systems integration of engines, 

FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their component parts 

were the responsibility of these defendants pursuant to the contracts.  

125. One material objective of the contracts was the provision of an aircraft 

that was airworthy and safe for flight.  

126. It was the clear and/or manifest intention of the contracting parties that 

the contracts included material provisions for the safety, airworthiness, fitness, 

suitability, and merchantability of the V-22 Osprey engines, FADECs, transmission, 
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clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their component parts which primarily and 

directly benefited the aircrew who flew and who fly in the plane.   

127. Plaintiffs’ decedents were V-22 Osprey aircrew and were third-party 

beneficiaries of the contracts between these defendants and the United States 

government.  

128. It was the objective, purpose and specific intention of the parties to the 

contracts that the beneficiaries of the contracts were the flight crew of the V-22 

Osprey aircraft, the flight crew of SWIFT 11, and Plaintiffs’ decedents.  

129. The defendants breached their contracts for the creditor beneficiaries 

Plaintiffs’ decedents by failing to meet their obligations as set forth herein because 

SWIFT 11 was unsafe, defective, lacked adequate instructions and/or warnings.    

130. The defendants breached their contracts for the creditor beneficiaries 

Plaintiffs’ decedents by failing to meet their obligations as set forth herein because 

SWIFT 11 was designed, manufactured, supplied, fielded, troubleshot, repaired, 

maintained, and upkept by these defendants with a lack of reasonable care as 

required by the contracts. 

131.  The defendants breached their contracts for the creditor beneficiaries 

Plaintiffs’ decedents by failing to meet their obligations as set forth herein because 

the defendants intentionally, recklessly and/or negligently provided false 

information about the safety, airworthiness, and reliability of V-22 Osprey aircraft, 
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engines, FADECs, transmission, clutch, ICDS, and other systems and their 

component parts.   

132. As a direct and proximate result of these defendants’ breaches of their 

contracts, SWIFT 11 crashed, Plaintiffs’ decedents lost their lives, and Plaintiffs, 

and each of them, have suffered pecuniary and non-pecuniary damages exceeding 

$75,000.00..  

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and each of them, respectfully request judgment in 

their favor against all Defendants, and each of them, for all damages, costs, and 

expenses allowable under the law. 

 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

1. For general damages according to proof; 

2. For special damages according to proof; 

3. For personal property damages according to proof; 

4. For pre-death pain, suffering, and disfigurement pursuant to California Code 

of Civil Procedure § 377.24; 

5. For costs of the decedent’s funeral, burial, and related expenses according to 

proof; 

6. For prejudgment interest as allowed by law; 

7. For costs incurred herein; and 
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8. For such other and further relief as this Court may deem just and proper. 

Dated: May 23, 2024  By: /s/ Timothy A. Loranger 

Timothy A. Loranger 

tloranger@wisnerbaum.com 

Ari S. Friedman 

afriedman@wisnerbaum.com  

Adam M. Foster 

afoster@wisnerbaum.com  

WISNER BAUM LLP 

11111 Santa Monica Blvd. Ste. 1750 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 

Telephone: (310) 207-3233 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 Plaintiffs hereby respectfully demand that a jury trial be conducted with 

respect to all issues and claims. 

Dated: May 23, 2024  By: /s/ Timothy A. Loranger 

Timothy A. Loranger 

tloranger@wisnerbaum.com 

Ari S. Friedman 

afriedman@wisnerbaum.com  

Adam M. Foster 

afoster@wisnerbaum.com  

WISNER BAUM LLP 

11111 Santa Monica Blvd. Ste. 1750 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 

Telephone: (310) 207-3233 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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PRESS RELEASE 

The Boeing Company to Pay $8.1 
Million to Resolve False Claims Act 
Allegations 

Thursday, September 28, 2023 For Immediate Release 

Office of Public Affairs 

The Boeing Company, headquartered in Arlington, Virginia, has agreed to pay $8,100,000 to 

resolve allegations that it violated the False Claims Act by submitting false claims and 

making false statements in connection with contracts with the U.S. Navy to manufacture the 

V-22 Osprey, a tiltrotor military aircraft. 

The settlement announced today resolves allegations that from approximately 2007 through 

2018, Boeing failed to comply with certain contractual manufacturing specifications in 

fabricating composite components for the V-22 at its facility in Ridley Park, Pennsylvania. 

Specifically, the government contends that Boeing failed to perform required monthly testing 

on autoclaves used in the composite cure process and was not in compliance with additional 

requirements related to the testing. 

"The government expects contractors to adhere to contractual obligations to which they have 

agreed and for which they have been paid," said Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General 

Brian M. Boynton, head of the Justice Department's Civil Division. "Today's settlement 

demonstrates our commitment to hold accountable contractors who violate such obligations 

and undermine the integrity of the government's procurement process." 

https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/boeing-company-pay-81-million-resolve-false-claims-act-allegations 1/4 

Case 3:24-cv-00906-MMA-MSB   Document 1   Filed 05/23/24   PageID.47   Page 47 of 72



5/21/24, 12:36 PM Office of Public Affairs I The Boeing Company to Pay $8.1 Million to Resolve False Claims Act Allegations I United States Depart ... 

"All government contractors have a responsibility to follow the obligations and protocols set 

forth by their contracts," said U.S. Attorney Jacqueline C. Romero for the Eastern District of 

Pennsylvania. "This office is committed to accountability and protection from false claims as 

shown in cases such as this." 

"Maintaining the integrity of the U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) supply chain is a top 

priority for the DoD Office of Inspector General's Defense Criminal Investigative Service 

(DCIS)," said Special Agent in Charge Patrick J. Hegarty of the DCIS Northeast Field Office. 

"The DoD expects its contractors to adhere to contract specifications and provide quality 

products to the U.S. military. We are committed to working with our law enforcement partners 

to investigate allegations of contractors circumventing required testing protocols and 

submitting false claims during the DoD procurement process." 

"The integrity of the military procurement process, and ultimately warfighter safety and our 

national security, demand that our contractors comply strictly with manufacturing 

requirements, including protocols for equipment testing," said Special Agent in Charge Greg 

Gross of the Navy Criminal Investigative Service (NCIS) Economic Crimes Field Office. "NCIS 

and our partners remain committed to rooting out any noncompliance with manufacturing 

specifications that threatens warfighter readiness." 

The civil settlement includes the resolution of claims brought under the qui tam or 

whistleblower provisions of the False Claims Act by former employees of Boeing who worked 

in composites fabrication and autoclave operations with the V-22 program. Under the qui tam 

provisions, a private party can file an action on behalf of the United States and receive a 

portion of any recovery. The qui tam case is captioned U.S. ex rel. Roath et al. v. The Boeing 

Company, No. 16-cv-6547 (E.D. Pa.). The Relators will receive $1,539,000 in connection with 

the settlement. 

The resolution obtained in this matter was the result of a coordinated effort between the 

Justice Department's Civil Division, Commercial Litigation Branch, Fraud Section, and the U.S. 

Attorney's Office for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, with assistance from the DCIS, 

Naval Criminal Investigative Service, as well as subject matter experts from the Defense 

Contract Management Agency and the Naval Air Systems Command. 

This matter was handled by Trial Attorney Amy Likoff of the Civil Division and Assistant U.S. 

Attorneys Joel Sweet and David Degnan for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 

The claims resolved by the settlement are allegations only and there has been no determination 

of liability. 

Settlement 

https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/boeing-company-pay-81-million-resolve-false-claims-act-allegations 2/4 
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Updated September 29, 2023 

Topic 

I FALSE CLAIMS ACT 

Components 

Civil Division I USAO- Pennsylvania, Eastern 

Press Release Number: 23-1071 

Related Content 

PRESS RELEASE 

Cape Cod Hospital to Pay $24.3 Million to Resolve False Claims Act 
Allegations Concerning Its Failure to Comply with Medicare Rules for 
Cardiac Procedures 

Cape Cod Hospital, based in Hyannis, Massachusetts, has agreed to pay $24.3 million to 

resolve False Claims Act allegations that it knowingly submitted claims to Medicare for 

transcatheter aortic valve ... 

May16,2024 

PRESS RELEASE 

https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/boeing-company-pay-81-million-resolve-false-claims-act-allegations 3/4 
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Kabbage Inc. Agrees to Resolve Allegations That the Company 
Defrauded the Paycheck Protection Program 

The Justice Department announced today that now-bankrupt financial technology company 

Kabbage Inc., doing business as KServicing, has agreed to resolve allegations that it violated 

the False Claims Act (FCA) by ... 

May 13, 2024 

PRESS RELEASE 

False Claims Act Complaint Filed Against International Student 
Recruiting Firm for Federal Student Aid Programs Submissions 

The Justice Department announced today that it has filed a complaint under the False 

Claims Act (FCA) against Study Across the Pond LLC (SATP) and its principal, John Borhaug. 

SATP ... 

May 7, 2024 

1::::1 Office of Public Affairs 

U.S. Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washington DC 20530 

\. Office of Public Affairs Direct Line 

202-514-2007 

Department of Justice Main Switchboard 

202-514-2000 

https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/boeing-company-pay-81-million-resolve-false-claims-act-allegations 4/4 
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December 21, 2023 

 

The Honorable Lloyd Austin 

Secretary 

U.S. Department of Defense 

1000 Defense Pentagon 

Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Austin: 

The Committee on Oversight and Accountability is investigating long-term problems 

regarding the reliability of the V-22 Osprey tiltrotor military aircraft (Osprey).  Considering the 

recent Osprey crash off the shore of Yakushima, Japan, in addition to other crashes during the 

lifetime of this airframe, the Committee remains concerned about safety and performance issues 

surrounding the Osprey program.1 Further concern is warranted because the Department of 

Defense (DoD) grounded its entire fleet of Ospreys to mitigate risks.2 It is crucial for the safety 

of our servicemembers to ensure transparency, accountability, and a thorough understanding of 

the steps DoD) is taking to mitigate any further mechanical risks.  The Committee is requesting 

documents and information to better understand the Osprey program’s performance, safety, and 

oversight. 

Since 1992, there have been over a dozen Osprey crashes that have killed over fifty 

servicemembers.3  According to the Department of Defense Inspector General (DoD IG), the 

Osprey has been plagued with reduced visibility and engine failure.4  There have also been 

several Osprey crashes due to faulty gearboxes.5  Over nine years of attempts to redesign the 

U.S. Navy’s version of the aircraft to prevent engine failure, crash casualties continue.6  The 

DoD IG also claimed that Osprey redesign may not, “correct long-standing problems with the V-

22.”7  And while, statistically, the Osprey is not considered as dangerous as some other military 

 
1 Press Briefing, Dep’t of Defense, Deputy Pentagon Press Secretary Ms. Sabrina Singh Holds a Press Briefing 

(Nov. 30, 2023). 
2 Haley Britzky, US military grounds Osprey fleet after crash off coast of Japan kills 8 US airmen, CNN (Dec. 6, 

2023). 
3 Oren Libermann, Heather Chen, Brad Lendon, Angus Watson and Tara Subramaniam, US Marines Identify 3 

killed in Osprey aircraft crash in Australia, CNN (Aug. 28, 2023). 
4 U.S. DEP’T OF DEFENSE OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GEN., DODIG-2020-006, EVALUATION OF THE V-22 ENGINE AIR 

PARTICLE SEPARATOR, 3 (Nov. 7, 2019).  
5 Matthew Adams, Faulty Clutch Caused 2022 Osprey Crash that Killed 5 Marines, Investigation Finds, AVIATION 

PROS (July 24, 2023). 
6 Supra n. 4 at Title Page. 
7 Id. 

JAMES COMER, KENTUCKY 

CHAIRMAN 
ONE HUNDRED EIGHTEENTH CONGRESS 

<!Congre~~ of tbe Wniteb ~tate~ 
1!,ouge of l\epr~mtatib~ 

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND ACCOUNTABILITY 

2157 RAYBURN HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20515-6143 
MAJORrTY (202) 225-5074 
MINORITY (202) 225--5051 

https://oversight.house.gov 

JAMIE RASKIN, MARYLAND 
RANKING MINORITY MEMBER 
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aircraft, the Committee remains alarmed that most fatalities involving the aircraft have happened 

during training exercises, not combat operations.8 

The American taxpayer has invested heavily in the Osprey program.  Each unit cost 

approximately $120 million to procure, and DoD has purchased over 450 Ospreys, spending 

billions of dollars in sustainment, operations, and maintenance.9  The Committee is keen to 

understand the rationale behind such a significant expenditure and how DoD balances these costs 

while ensuring military capabilities and readiness. 

The Committee has done extensive examination of the Osprey program in the past.10  In 

2009, the Committee held a hearing on the future of the Osprey program.11  Prior to the hearing 

DoD failed to provide substantial documents and information and stonewalled the Committee’s 

oversight.12  In the years since that hearing, additional reports from government watchdogs 

revealed problems in the Osprey program,13 yet our servicemembers remain in harm’s way 

without resolution of known mechanical issues. 

The Committee recognizes the significant advantages the Osprey can bring to combat.  

The Osprey’s turboshafts can rotate ninety degrees, switching from a helicopter-like flight mode 

to a horizontal airplane-like configuration, and can carry twenty-four combat troops twice as fast 

and five times farther than previous helicopters.14  We also recognize the economic impact of the 

Osprey program, consisting of more than 500 U.S.-based suppliers, employing over 27,000 

people across 44 states.15  However, if the same tiltrotor technology is planned for use in civilian 

aircraft16 or in future military aircraft,17 additional oversight is needed to ensure public safety. 

 Given the gravity of the loss of servicemembers’ lives, increasing costs, and the future 

economic impact and innovative applications of Osprey program technology, the Committee 

requests documents and information to shed light on aspects of the program’s safety and 

performance.  Please provide the following documents and information as soon as possible, but 

no later than January 4, 2024:  

 

 
8 Supra n. 3.  
9DEP’T OF DEFENSE, DD-A&T(Q&A)823-212, V-22 OSPREY JOINT SERVICES ADVANCED VERTICAL LIFT AIRCRAFT 

(V-22), 15 (Dec. 2019).  
10 Press Release, H. Comm. On Oversight and Gov’t Reform, Towns, Issa Postpone Hearing on the Future of the V-

22 Osprey (May 21, 2009). 
11 Id. 
12 Id. 
13 Supra n. 4; GOV’T ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE, GAO-09-692T, V-22 OSPREY AIRCRAFT: ASSESSMENTS NEEDED TO 

ADDRESS OPERATIONAL COST CONCERNS AND DEFINE FUTURE INVESTMENTS, (June 23, 2009). 
14 See MV-22 Osprey available at https://www.military.com/equipment/mv-22-osprey   
15 See 22 Fast Facts on the Bell Boeing V-22 Osprey, BOEING (June 30, 2023) available at 

https://www.boeing.com/features/2023/06/22-fast-facts-on-the-bell-boeing-v-22-osprey.page  
16 Jeremy Bogaisky, After 24 Years, The Civilian Version of the Marines’ V-22 Osprey Tiltrotor is Finally Nearing 

Takeoff, FORBES (Mar. 9, 2020). 
17 See Bell V-280 Valor available at https://www.bellflight.com/products/bell-v-280  
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1. All documents and communications detailing safety records specific to the Osprey 

program, including but not limited to incident reports, accident investigations, and any 

corrective actions taken by DoD in response to safety concerns; 

 

2. All documents and communications related to the maintenance and reliability of Osprey 

aircraft, including but not limited to maintenance logs, reports on component failures, and 

measures taken to address reliability issues; 

 

3. All documents regarding the training and professional development protocols for Osprey 

pilots and maintenance crews; 

 

4. All documents and communications detailing incidents or accidents involving Osprey 

aircraft, including but not limited to information on the circumstances of the incident or 

accident, findings of investigations, and actions taken to prevent similar incidents;  

 

5. All documents and communications detailing the performance evaluations of Osprey 

aircraft including assessments of its capabilities, limitations, and any modifications or 

upgrades made to improve performance;  

 

6. Any independent assessment or review conducted by a third party since 2009 in DoD’s 

possession;  

 

7. All documents detailing the costs associated with the Osprey program, including but not 

limited to acquisition costs, maintenance expenses, and any budgetary considerations; 

and  

 

8. All documents and communications regarding DoD’s plans for the future of the Osprey 

program, including but not limited to any planned upgrades, modifications, or changes in 

operational use. 

To arrange for the delivery of responsive documents or ask any related follow-up 

questions, please contact the Committee on Oversight and Accountability Majority staff at (202) 

225-5074.  Attached are instructions for producing the documents and information to the 

Committee.  The Committee on Oversight and Accountability is the principal oversight 

committee of the U.S. House of Representatives and has broad authority to investigate “any 

matter” at “any time” under House Rule X.  

Thank you in advance for cooperating with this inquiry. 
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Sincerely, 

 

     _____________________________    

     James Comer      

     Chairman 

    Committee on Oversight and Accountability 

       

        

 

cc:  The Honorable Jamie Raskin, Ranking Member 

 Committee on Oversight and Accountability  
 

 

~~ 
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DECLARATION OF AMBER SAX AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST 

2 

3 Pia inti ff Amber Sax, as the surviving spouse and Successor in Interest of the Estate 

4 of John J. Sax, deceased, declares as follows: 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

IO 

11 

1. 

2. 

The Decedent's full name is John Jeremy Sax; 

The decedent John J. Sax sustained severe injuries and died on or around 

June 8 2022, at or near the unincorporated community of Glamis, County oflmperial, 

State of Cal ifornia. 

3. No proceeding is now pending in California for administration of the Estate 

of Decedent John J. Sax. 

4. The undersigned Declarant is Decedent's surviv ing spouse and Successor-

12 in-Interest as defined by California Code of Civi l Procedure§ 377.11 and succeed to the 

13 Decedent's interest in the action or proceeding. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

5. Decedent John J. Sax died intestate without issue. Declarant Amber Sax is 

the spouse of Decedent John J. Sax. 

6. No other person has a superior r ight to commence the action or proceeding 

or to be substituted for the Decedent in the pending action or proceeding. 

7. Attached hereto as Exhibi t :,A., is a true and correct copy of the Certificate 

of Death of John J. Sax. 

I declare under penalty of pe1jury under the laws of the State of California that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

17~~ 
Executed this _W __ day of May. 2024 at lneol n (il·/e;witl 

(city) (state) 

4Lc~y 
Amber Sax 

0£CLARAT IO Of. AMBER SAX 

AS SUCCESSOR Ii': INTFREST 
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 2 DECLARATION OF AMBER SAX  

AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST  

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT A 

 

Case 3:24-cv-00906-MMA-MSB   Document 1   Filed 05/23/24   PageID.57   Page 57 of 72



~ 

I 

11 
n ,~ 
II 
u 
Ii 
;1 

I 
g 
; 
3 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 

30S2022137101 

CWlfU.---ll 
,,....oPCllCIKll1'1•MST...,.. 
JOHN 
MA."'90...,.,.,,.,...,....,NU,1911S'tlal0I.I .. I/IS'I 

EL CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

CERTI~l!J?E. OWN 
•u:11•11U1-.t!Hfi.=ii«m•~ ,, ... 

IL_, 

JEREMY ls"Ax'-
. . . 
/1 

3202213000575 
.,,... --- -

-. ·-1 : : ..,. I .... : ... ,:,~ 

•allWM~o::uml'f r·---.- 1·~.: .. 0:0: MAAA1ED----1ooi~m- 1A1~ .. -UNK 
U,.hltClfD • ....,.,......,..,l ,..,,.__.~~"1JINftn ,,__ ..... .,...,. \&.Of,COl(Jff'tMCl•U.laJ,._,r-,M._.._,__,....__.., 

BACHELOR O•u [&J,«> CAUCASIAN 
11 UIUM.QCIC.UllillflOl - .... _._._-.~...._DONQl~W,W:O 

I
, .. Ol!)OfT-.-U0"NQPIPr~.....,----~ .......,,........-,cJ.., I" Yf,Nq;HOCCU'lfflDN 

PILOT UNITED STA TES MARINE CORPS UNK 
10.~IW:IIDOCI--.......... --. 

13 PUCKETT ORIVE 
n.an, I

,,_ 
ln.1'oc:a: l ... ~ .. -1;.-"".....,"' 

OCEANSIDE SAN DIEGO 92058 
2'~......C.llllA1'DtSI• I ~•3~o~oc'"'eANs1o'CcTI20ss-- ...... 
AMBER MARIE SAX. SPOUSE 
a.""""11C<X--........O~Wf 

.. _ 
-~"""1iNIMl!I 

AMBER MARIE APGAR 

*'~ ~ f:#. ~ .......... .... ,_ ,,...,....,mt-

STEPHEN L SAX CA 

--~"'~""""' ......... )l,Wf~~ -~--... 
DEBORAH A. GRAHM1 WA 

•--- 1 •"""'o<.-.-OOVERAIR FORCE BASE 
06/13/2022 44213TH STREET. DOVER. DE 19902 
• t. ·-.- ---·~ Q..~U'~ 

.,_,__ 
TRANSIT ► NOT EMBALMED -
...._,_...(IA.N'W, ~ ,0.ucm5F~·1 ... ~0,I.OCA. flllE(ISffWI; • ♦7.°"11"........,_, 

!Ji~CY FUNERAL ANO CREMATION F0:2009 ► STEPHEN Ml.iNOAY MPH MS 06/13/2022 

~u~d'esERT AREA l ..... ~M...,,,.-gv()Nf .1·•GM1"nwtHCJIPlffM...UfCS-V(lf,a: 

O• 0.,...,.0..,. 0- O:t:"uo O=-"(&J-
, ... .,._,.,, 

~

,,or. ~~-°"~iio,...,.....:::. . . ____ .... ...,,._..., ...... ........ 
IMPERIAL LATITUDE 32,88629, LONG'TIUOE 115.18991 EL CENTRO 

W.~OllUlH" &,,.N.,_,._..,.._......,. ~t,~'-".¥C- l'W.-.ct. --~Q)JGl • !lilf ........ ..._Ml'I --- •OUNIVO'l'l'tDtOo:JIIICIIIRJ 
·--......__.--.. .. ~----·-......- .... ~)'""'~ 

_ ....... 
[&j,u □"" .......,....,.. wPENOING t ::...---:::..➔ NONE-·- • :"" ----- : 0...s 00 .. _,..,. - -- "' : ,i;,t 

, ... M,ffoir,sT~ 
.-,l,N4 .... 

oolt'S □.., ------- II :.,., ............. 
............. lMT 

ttl"'81111~0Ulff 

[&]..s □.., 
~It on4,1~001DflONl~"10-llf.An,tM IIICll'MIUJ\loUlf M\NJfJI-.... CNAI C'IVOt N 10., 

PENDING 
1llWAS~PIJll"Qllll&OfO/f-"JHtCONDIIIDH911"™ltl°"tmfl.-, .. ..,.• ...... W-.J 

NO IUM.oa:tllOftMl'GJM'"Uit~ 

□,,,,~ ... □-

n 
IM tc:aM'1MII IDGCtm<Wllf~IM'J!oco.,IIII 1t1,~ANOtm.EtlcotWIM 1'1 .. UCOCIIEIIUlil99l,1t l~°'11! ~ 
R1HIGAOUJ.#C:l,uof.PDf'lllll),tltC~,-cD 

► --- ~ ........... 

"' - :" -
,-.,csrrv--•wCNOf~ICQIIIIIDIIN.oAC'#t,.,uaRMJno,1Mc:-....ftlllll 1 ••.........a»lfwou;i l"''·~Dff 1 ,n.ta.-tM.....,. 

-<J-□~o--□-□-oo=- □=- o,e □.., □-
i 

111h.MX'.or~.,. • .-......._.... .... ___.-.-.. 

§ 1kCJelOll(~N11.1Wox;:ulWD.,_.___,._.....,..,,..,. 

I I 
~&.OCo1ftOHO.WW--W~•-----~-~ 

' 
: Ill I lJl.~Of QIOIIOAAJOOVl'Y(DDIIUI 

~ 
l)J,OJIJl ~ E .. J'YP[ ....... 1llU0,-~fapufY 

. MARTIN ZAVALA - ~~~~2!_ __ , MAR_:~:~~~~·-~ElP ~~ 
-~I" i-·· Ii - --10-TE-- - 141,..,, .... * 'I 3 et"'r;,~ 

-■- ■ll:IH l,,;tt, I WICU v\.. t"T vi- VI IAL 

STATE OF CAUFORNIA. COUNTY OF IMPERIAL •:?>: 
I DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE AND CORRECT 
COPY OF 11-lE ORIGINAL RECORD AS FTLED IN THIS OFFICE. 

NOV Z 1 ~ ' 0 STEPHEN W. MUN ', M.O .. M.P,H., M.S. 
_ _.._,.__._c_.;__..=...::~<x:::..._ _ _..3,~_,_..:,~s;,.__ LOCM.~G~TRAR 

IMPERIAL COUHTY. CALIFORNIA 
This~,..~.:' valid uni~,~ on cniin,,at ho<dcr,J1,p3)1ng the claie. >Cll lllld si,ruu~rc or lheu,c,;J f«ti>1111r. 

IUWIIJII 
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3 Plaintiff I-mil) E. Baxter. a" 1hc sun iving spou c and Succcs:,or in fntcrc~l nfthc 

-t. Fstate of athan E. Carlson. decllasi.;d. declares as fo llows: 

1. The Dt.:ccdcnl" s ful I name is a than Eric Carl on: 

6 1 The decedent athan E. Carlson sustained severe inj uries and died on or 

7 around June 8. 20~2. at or near the un incorporated comnrnnity of Glamis. Count} of 

8 l mperial. late of California. 

9 ., 
.J . No proceeding is now pending in California for adminblration of the Estate 

10 of Dcct::dem Nathan E. Carlson. 

I l 4. The undersigned Dcdarant is Dc<.:cdcnrs surviving spou·e and ' ucccssor-

12 in-Interest as defined by California Code of Civil Procedure§ 377.11 and succeed to the 

13 Decedent" s interest in the action or proceeding. 

I .t Decedent athan E. Carlson died intestate without issue. Dt.:darnnt 

I - r mih E. Bax1er is the spouse of Decedent a than I- Carlson. 

16 6. o other person has a superior right tn commcnc1: the a1.:tion or pn.>ceeding 

17 or to be substitu ted fur the Dc-..:cdcnl in the pending action or proceeding. 

18 7 All ached hereto a~ Exhibi t "A .. is a trul: and cnrTcct cop) or the Ceni ficaie 

19 of Death of a than l Carlson. 

:!O l declare under pen.ill) of pc~jury umkr the Lm .!-. or th !! , late of Cali fomi.1 that the 

21 foregoing is Lr\JI.'. and correct. 

., 1 

, .. _.., 

24 

25 

2h 

hccutcJ this d()TY\!a) of Mai . ~01-l m \:le,\\~ R.dge . lli)f-\-b UJJ:bh l'\O 
<.:ll~) (:,Ink) 

P l• I \IUll\1'\UI I \Ill) lh\l lK 

\ 'ii u 1,,11K I l '\11 kl 'I 
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 2 DECLARATION OF EMILY BAXTER  

AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST  
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 
EL CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

3052022137096 CERTIFICATE-OF DEATH 3202213000570 

1, J,W.E.Of-DECH>f.Nf• l'RT ~ 

NATHAN 

.SWfi tFCAUIOfiNA 
WIIA04. l«INJ'l~~M MJ'ElWIONS 

1:t. .. l>OU 
ERIC 11.USTf'~ 

CARLSON 
r .1 o. sex AKA. ALSOIOtOWN AS- ll,clUO.U M'.tAf'R&, , MIXll.f. LASTI C, ONT OF Blffl'tf. ~' 15. NJEY,a. 1' 

21 : -: 
. ... 1- :- IM 

t.. afn1i S1A1"£1FOROCIH COUNTRY 110. SOCIAi..SECCIFJTYHIMBER 

UNK l 11-MI\ IN U.S. MME1> FORCES1 

[KJ -..:s O NO □IHI l
d.~~- .. - ~ 11' ·°"ltOF-OEAlli ~ '«¥, la.HOUR V.+Hcallll 

MARRIED 06/08/2022 1200 
,;1..,~-...... ~ l - '4110.Y#CS l)fC;fU(M"~~tt . ,.. _ _,,__or>.-0 18.0ECEDENT'5~- u,-~-~-..--►~--.i.i 

11_.,_ Q m @ "'1 WHITE 
11. U$UAI.OC0,1Pf.TI(J4 .. 'ftped-.\ b l!IOtf.Ol lfe.00HOTUSl!f£Tl~ED IIL~0Faus»ES$'~ NJUS'TR'V,.,..,~aM_10Cld~ •. ~~~ 1 1.8.V!AA:S~OCCLIMllOH 

UNK UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS 4 
%o.~ C~l9-.tv'4~•~ 

278 POWERS STREET 
2t.CSTY l 

... __ 
I t.1. ZIP-COOE 

l

z4, WN1Stfcot.lN1Y l a5,STRE,"<)fe)N ~ 

OCEANSIDE SAN DIEGO 92058 , 0 _CA 
~4 1~HAAIE,.AEl.ol.110f,SMP I glr~f!!W'~l1m1'Ri'.'vl!.~ott'v'RioGE'.11czA44s EMILY ELIZABETH CARLSON, SPOUSE 
2t. tWA£ 0F.SOA<M<G~ "-....U: 30.UST-"""l 

EMILY ELIZABETH BAXTER -
st NNJIE:OJF. F~...Altff ... - :nc:...s, I"--~-
ERIC UNI<" - .. CARLSpN IL 
M. NAME.Of. ~41RS'T ... _. - .. '37, lAS't ... )'H ~ 

IIU.IM'fHS~tt. 

KARRIE UNK MCDONALD ,, - IL 

.. _,.,.Mt__.,., l "'""'"OF,__ DOVER AIR FORCE BASE 
06/13/2022 1 f5 PURPLE.HEART DRIVE, DOVER, DE 19902-5051 
-41, lYPEOf: CISP06lll0Ngit 4l.~0fEM8AI.MEJI •·r 43.UCENSeHUMYfi.tt 

TRANSIT ► NOT EMBALMEe . 
..._ tWAE OF~~ - ... ~-14'.$1Qf,W'UflEO,...lDCALIIE~ • 47,DQ"E.~ 

j,.'7:~~CY FUNERAL AND CREMATION FD2009 ► STEPHEN MUNDAY MPH MS 06/13/2022 

Rb~t"'o'E'§ERT AREA 
1 •□:-a=cr""1 cr=·□Ec□=-- lxl Olv 

'°""""""' 1106, fflCIIJT'r ~Ofl~n0!(WHEJE.f,OIJl,O~tnd~o,~ 100.QTY 

IMPERIAL • LATITUDE 3.!.!8629, LONGTIUDE: 115.18991 ELCENTRO 
,o,.~or~ : -::.r;-.;:==.:=:.:;-9"'::;°':'~~....,~ 

,.,. ___ 
... ClUQf l'IIU'Ol\tt:6 fO ~ _ ...... 
(R] ves O t«> -•= .. PENDING ; l\'l 

=....'""::..➔ ' . NONE-.. ._ " / - -. : JU) 1011, IIIOPSV ~ _ ... 
t ..-c □YI;>) [Rl 110 ...,.._ ..... 

1-dlngiom.1111 p i ~ " - ; "'1 110. AUrOP'SYPf~ 
-u.-. .• . ..JF~t., - - -.: [film O wo c,,use-., -...,_ 

R : f>Q llL lJSmlN~G,tr,USf't -... -. ..... ,..,.._,_ [Rives o ,.o 
pl,m'l~ICNIT """""'°"'"""""""""'-" SIT NOTOESWW<l N '1<E"""""-""1G CAIJSE,GMI<" ,., 

Nc r .--SCJf'VWl()N~FQH,,,...,9QNOIT~ IHnt.M '"'°" • in .. ~ - ~ OI~ - ~ lo~~.:□;.. 
11.,1;.ICO!IFYllotQ TO TIE BmCf.~KNOWWXlfCf.,QNo:QMID ' 1Sr.~m1.EOfcamFIQI. 1 116. UC(NSE'ttJJJ:.89' 1 111.MTE ~ 
/IJftC HOUfl.~/HJPV,CCSWtOrAOw • C.~SWtD. 

► --- o.ca.,...s-,~ ~ 

(A) -.. - :"' - 111. l'Vf'(A 
..,_,~ 

11a.1cmFYn"'11fWOPNC;IM Of'AMOOtJ.IIIEDR"M"~M"E.N«>fi.Jastql)fACl,llME~IM1Jl. , I 110.. ~0ATWOAIC? I Ut. t-lJOOVMI! ~'CJCW, 121.. HOI.R CJ4~ 

-pf,Ol'A'JH□--~ □-·□...,,..;;, □- oo=. ... □~= O vts O i:o □= 
t ~ f"\.ACC;O,,~--,.. ~ ~cewwlll~ .... ~ ...... ~ 

1U. OUCflBE HOWINA.lffl'OOCUAAED~~ ,,_.., i,,-..-,.,, 

. 
t,t.l.OCA~Ol'~IS'IIMl-~ , (JIIOclllbl, ..-dl)t #..:i 't.~ 

I ,, .. . ... 1 ... ,·-·· ·· .. 
U6. SICNAf\lflE Of CORaOI/ otrUTYOOACJCA D l ll. ~ '[ ,...._.-oa)«'f'f 1a l'VPE~.JTTLEOfCU\ONEII/ IXMY I 1lll~IIHI ►MARTlN ZAVALA 06/13/2022 MARTI~• ZAVALA. DEP~ OJ\0 

STATE 1 • - ·r ·•- 1· l o I • . 
R£GISTAl;A 

-~ 5Jfrr~ 1•■11■1111•••••11111•iauu1 
I ..a "'"":• 'I\" 1 

{.;!::;HI lt- l t::U \,;L n ur- VITAL .... ..;u..,0S 
'5TATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF IMPERIAL •---_ 

I DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE AND CORRECT a 
COPY OF THE ORIGINAL RECORD AS FILED IN 1HIS OFFICE. 

"ft'y· - l ~ d t? STEPHEN w . MUN , ~.o., M,P.H., M.s. 
_ __,J!cu.lru_.__,t,L-_._._.au,,c~-- -',:._.,.:)...LJ1wb'-="- • L00ALREGJSTRAR 

IMPERIAL COU"!TY, CALIFORNIA 

This C()py is not vrujd unless prep:uca on <:ngraved tio«ler. displaying the d~te. seal nnd slgn:iwre of the Local Registrtu'. 
fl.~'CHRN Q'l1 

111111111111 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 
El CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

3052022137096 
PHYSICIAN/CORONER'S AMENDMENT 

NO ERASURES, WHITEOUTS, PHOTOCOPIES, 
ORAlTEAATIONS 

3202213000570 

ffAff f'Lf NUIIIIUC LOCAL ll'-C(tTRAllON NUMBER 

1 .1 0 BIRTIH IX] DEATH O FETA.L DEATH 

TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY IN BLACK INK ONLY-THIS.AMENDMENT BECOMES AN ACTUAL PART OF THE OFACIAL RECORD 

PARTI INFORMATION TO L0CAtE.REC0RD 
tA. NAI.E-AAST ! t8 MIDOl£ ( tC. LAST ! 2. sex 

~ONFORNrrr,~: 1-'-NA'----TH_A_N _______ ~ir ER __ IC _________ ~i_C_AA_ L~S_O_N ________ ~i _M __ _ 
~ OAc'l'E OHVEHI-MMOOICCYY 4 CITY OF EVEH1 5, COUHTY OF EVENT 

RECORD 06/08/2022 EL CENTRO IMPERIAL 

PARTII 

LIS"l'ONE 
!TEMPER 

LINE 

DECLARATION 
OF 

CERTIFYING 
PHVSICtmOR 

CORONER 

STATEMENT OF CORRECTtONS 
&. C'ERTIAC>.TE 

fTt.M 
Nl.MSE:R 

105 

106 
107A 
107AT 
108A 
112 
119 
120 
121 
122 
123 
124 

125 

1, ll<'OA""llQN AS IT APfEAAS ON ORIGINAL IECOl<O 

- LATITUDE 32.88629, LONGTIUDE 
11 5.18991 
EL CENTRO 
PENDING 

NONE 
PENDING 
PENDING INVESTIGATION 

8, INfOOMATIOl< AStlSHOIJ!.OAPPEAA 

GPS LATITUDE 32.88629, LONGTIUDE 115.18991 

GLAMIS 
MULTIPLE INJURIES DUE TO AVIATION MISHAP 
SECS 
22-116 
NONE 
ACCIDENT 
y 
06/06/2022 
1200.EST 
OTHER: OPEN DESERT 
DECEDENT WAS INVOLVED IN AN AVIATION 
MISHAP 
GPS LATITUDE 32.88629, LONGTIUOE 115.16991, 
GLAMIS, CA 92248 

I HEREBY DECLARE UNDER PENAtTY OF PERJURY THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF 
MY KNOWI.EDGE. 

t . S1GAA~ OF Cl':RTIFY1NO PHVsk:W< Qll COllONER 10. DAl6 SIGNE~ 

►MARTIN ZAVALA i$ 10/19/2022 

12.ADDREss-sTREElMCINUM&ER ,,.cm 
328 APPLESTILL ROAD EL CENTRO 

11. TYPEl>OF\ PA!Nm) NN,E N<O TlllEIOEGREE OF CS<111'1cR 

MARTIN ZAVALA, DEPUTY CORONER 

15. ZlP COOE 

92244-1040 

17. oA,ta ACCEPTtOton RE<llmtA.n -DICCl'Y a , 0,1912022 , I I 

STATE/LOCAL 11. OfACE Of' lo1TAL R£CO.-OS Ott LOCAL REGilS11Wt 

RJs~~ ►COPH-VR 
STATE CF C-".LIFORlllA, Dli~ARTlll~NT OF PUDUC HEAtTH, OFACE OF VITAL RECOR0S 

l■lli::ttl!!!iiA'-!U.!!U«'~il'.11111: -Ii 1 3 -0t 1 
CERTIFIED COPY OF VITAL RECORDS 

I DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE AND CORRECT 

S-TATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF IMPERIAL ~ 

COPY OF THE ORIGINAL RECORD AS FILED IN THIS OFFICE. 

Nov 2 1 2022 e, II STEPHEN W. MUN . , l\(D., M.E'.H., M.S. 
---"=-'--------"Ll-.i•-=' ......... --'-=---- LQGAL REGISTRAR 

IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

Thi$ ~y is not valid unless p<epared on eog;.,ved border, displaying the d~1c. sent and sign~tore or lhe Loe,\! Registrar. 
1'11,""l""J"''l 

. . . 

11111 m111111 
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2 

3 Plaintiff Avery Rasmuson. as the urviving and Successor in Inte rest of the E tate 

4 of spouse, deceased. declares as fo llows: 

5 I. The Decedent's full name is Sclh Dean Rasmuson; 

6 2. The decedent Seth D. Rasmuson sus1.2 incd severe injuries and died on or 

7 around June 8. 2022, at or near the un incorporated community of Glamis. County of 

8 Imperial. State or California. 

9 J . No proceeding is now pending in Cali fornia for administration of the Esrace 

IO of Decedent Seth D. Rasmuson. 

l I 4. The undersigned Oeclaran t is Oecedenl 's surviving spouse and Successor-

l 2 in-Interest as defined by California Code of Civil Procedure § 377.11 and succeed to Lhe 

13 Decedent's interest in the action or proceeding. 

14 5. Decedent Seth D. Rasmuson died intestate without issue. Declaranr A very 

15 Rasmuson is the spouse of Decedent Seth D. Rasmuson. 

16 6. No other person has a superior right to commence the action or proceeding 

17 or to be substituted for the Decedent in the pending action or proceeding. 

18 7. Attached hereto as Exhibit "A'' is a trne and correct copy of the Certificate 

19 ofDeath of Seth D. Rasmusson. 

20 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of01e State of California that the 

21 foregoing is true and correct. 

22 

23 Executed Lhis ~ j~t day of May, 2024 at BeA°ir~dG: MonV\Y11'. 
~ ity) (state) 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

4~mu.on 

DI \.I '\ R '\ IIIIN UI i\ \ l I{ Y R \S,_,11 l~ON 
,\S -.:1 C:t:l .'-<;OR IN I\J I rRr, I 
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 2 DECLARATION OF AVERY RASMUSON 

AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT A 

 

Case 3:24-cv-00906-MMA-MSB   Document 1   Filed 05/23/24   PageID.64   Page 64 of 72



/! 
~ 
~ 
C 
z 

i 
~ .. 
0 .. 
:.: 
0 

.. ~e 
i t ::, rl 

"Ii 
i i 

z 
0 0 

H .. ,. 
oa: 
fd.' 
iiH 
8~ ~, ~, 
n 
I i 
;:~ 

... 
~ i!i 
Jr1 

I .. 
!! 
~ 
~ 

z 

t 
I 
" 

?:; 
z 
0 
~ 

:! .. 
i 
0 

8 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COU~TV OF I.MPERIAL 

3052022137100 

l,HN/lfOJ Qfa;DB(T- FMST \QM 
SETH 

El CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

-~· -
CERTIF1CAT&.2f DEATH 

1ot1UOAOCO&I~~-"'...,.,.,.... 

I

,. ...... - l~ .--F-
DEAN RASMUSON 

3202213000574 

,. ..... AM.AtSO~AS-~U~.ICO.Ll.ASrl LM:11:0#..,,. ~,ll. At:SV,.., • 
21 :-: .... 1- :- IM ' . 

........ _CIUll'IIY I 10.JOCW..SEQJffY~ \ 1. e.t:fllH U..S.-NNB> ~ ~t.wa'tlil.~tl lf!lllod~lI f · OilQ'l~«.Rl'f ~ 1· l«)\.,w:t «:bf ~ 

UNK IBJ= □~ □·- MARRIED 06/08/2022 1200 
n e:oc.ov,. __ .._,

I

tl,/'\1_WA,$~~-.... -~O'I-... - ...... □ IRl HS GRADUATE ,.. ,- X 1">" 

,e ~ ~ -U0,0J,nc:.~0ttc.G .. -oUINIOl!t~ 

WHITE 
t1. ~0COJIW1CIH-T~ Gf~b:tnCM1flV..OONOrUllf~ I 11. .a CFIIUSN!SSOR~ .._-9-. ~~ow~-<\~~ t11rJ I u. ~~CICQM10N 

UNI< UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS 4 
:!Q.CEC8)9'T'S __ .... _ .. _.,.. 

4868 LAKE SHORE PLACE -
n cm .

I ... --
-·111 11P JXlOE 1'"7i'""~ 1 ~-N~ FALLBROOK SAN DIEGO 92928 

2i.. tNf<lAMNff"SWME, Rl:LA~ lzr1..-<JIM,t,lr,fr'S~~~---..b,at· f',n~~~01---l&lli'tWn:f 

AVERY JADE flASMUSON, SPOUSE 41168 \JI.KE SHORE bACE, FALLBROO CA 92028. 

A- tw.cOla,t;'I\WG~offCSJ ~MICQ.C- 30.1.AST ~ NAMlit 

AVER¥ :JADE. UNK. - = -
~ . ,.,..,.OF~ .... IIOIIU' J0.1,\$1 - :M..81RTH.r-..ut 

CURTIS µ, -°' - RASMUSON- UNK - -
~).H,,lt,iJ,COf'~"4aT .. ...,..,. - :"·""'·"""""""" ............... 
JENNIFER A. UNK =- UNK .._ ___ I" ,,_.,._~DOVER AIR FORCE BASE -
06/13/2022 115 PURPLE.HEARTD..RIVE, DOVER, DE 199_02-5051 
• \.~OF~ _. <d.""""'1\lll'lf::~ 

"'""°"""""""" 
TRANSIT - - ► NOT EMBALMED -
'4..,WJEOl~C~ ~ - • 4$..~~'l'~C#\OQIL~ • 41.~~ 

~'i~CY FUNERAL AND CREMATIO~ -=- f02009 - ► SJ:EPt:iEN MUNDAY MPH MS 06/13/2022 

RU~6"€sERT AREA lto:t:~~ ...... tx_(:111:V()Nf . 1 ~•on.at'nw.lMOCA'l'Jl,t.,~o,.&: 

□ .. O6'/0P□ "°" □- □~, □:=-[RI--.... _ .. 
~"tX~OE3t;a;,~ ~iGTl~ ;1~&)~ 

IOI.CITY 

IMPERIAL .,,, ELGENTRO ,_ 
'"· 6'-afw,,._t1, ... - ---._~.,,~- --~ c-ac:1_.,__DOICR".........-...._.._ .......... ...._ liC& ount IQ01{TUI IO.o:RN'Jl" 

•----.. - -_,._,_~CONO~ Ot;tl\~Ote [&j >SS 0..o 
IMMEDIREc.otJSE "' PENDING = {~ t:'-'"":.:..➔ - - NONE-,._ 

• : • rt ·-80l'$1"~ -- - ·~ □- [xj NO --.. -·- R :a ~ :A ,10. .lilTOPIY~ -u.-. A. &iw -- .: OO m □HO ~_:--·or .,. - - ·- ~e_ - : 

"' :"" ., .. ~ .. ~~, rdal.oltlt~ - -_ .. _ ...... 

- lxJm □HO 
'"-Wc~~CONal'DCSCOH'fflllJUTINQl'O ClRMMMJl"IIQU,]'MJN THf\Nl81J"NJCN.nf.~ff WJ' 
P~ D NG _ 

NOWASOIQlAl'.ION~RJAJ,hYaN:JJIOrtlNUM 1crJ)ft •:-.-.~- ~-... ~ 

lo":"~"□":. ~ 

l t.t. l a,rrftl!R tOKID;,S.ltl'~cx:::awa, 1151l(IN,G'UJIEAM>-1ffl.ECJ-c:&mAIER , u,.uef?f:51!.INU8UI I ur. ~ ~ 
f,tllCIOJI.-..OIUGll.....,,f111)WMt:.All!a-. ' 

► -
l>ecloet:I.Aft9'\0edSince OeQdnld S-..Mwe ~ .. - :'"' - ltL --

u, taRFYM lilW~CU)(or:;Q,lTffDJJ~tQJI\CU£NCJlll.a:si:c:to:M'JU~StG. I l)Q.,INUIB>/IJ~K? I U't._llU.JWC'AE --•7 122•"°"' ~~ 
-"""""1"□ , ... ::o_.□..;._ □-oo=:,... . □=:= □.~ □00 □= 
,u. ~o, n.uN'r..,. ... ~ ~--.oedlld-. C) - ---= 
11,C. DDQW(HOWNJURVOCCURREO tfvwis ~ ...... .it~ 

r. 
li5,.i..0C,Cn0ill OF~=-s.o~or~rifA:IJ. N J!cit 

: 

t• - ···-
t20. ~ OF C0flQfl8\ / CJEPUIY COA0Nfff -~ 

D 111,DNl~ 

Hftlmll1H ,MARTIN ZAVAI.A 06if312022 
1aTYP1fWili..TITUOFCOAONl"' IX!VTY~I 
MARTl~lZA~~; 0EP COR~~ . 

IIE~1• --

1 • r I D IE I •AXAlt:tU * ",f'?. IBm■■■■■■■■■■■ll!l'JH 1 3 
CERTIFIEQ COPY OF VITAL RECORDS 
·srA~ OF GAUEORNIA, COUNTY 0~ IMPERIAL •·:a 

I DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT Tl'iE FOREGOING JS A.TRUE AND CORRECT 
COPY 0F THE ORIGINAL RECORD AS FILED IN TI-IIS.OFFICE. 

NOV 2 1 20-·22· ~~ STEP'HEN W. M.v N , M.O., M.P.H., M.S. 
Q,b LOCAL Ri:GISTRAF,1 

IMPERIAL COUNTY, 'CAllFORNIA 

This copy is n c,1 val1d un1cJ:> prtpa,:e<I on eoy.>ved l>ordc!. di,playmg lhc date. seal ur,d s ignature of.the 1..oc•I Registrar. 
n.',(l)Jl;'t)OVl1 - :-- • .. L - . . ~-· 

HHIIIIII 
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. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 
EL CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

3052022137100 
PHYSICIAN/CORONER'S.AMENDMENT 

- NO ERASURES. Wlff(EOUJS, PHOTOCOPIES, 3202213000574 
STA.TC AU NU11881: OR AL TERAltONS lOCAl RS.GIITRATIOH NUMRl!l 

1.1 0 BIRTH 1XJ DEATH O FETAL DEATH 

1YPE OR PRINT. CLEARLY IN.SLACK INK ONLY -nus AM.ENDMENT BECOMES AN ACTUAL PART OF THE OFFICIAL RECORO 

PARTI 

INFORMATION 
AS ITAPl'EARS 
ON ~ 

RECORD 

PARTII 

LIST ONE 
ITEM PER 

UNE 

INFORMATION TO L0CA'fE RECORD 
IA. NAME...-ARS1 : tB u.0E>a: 
SETH . DEAN 
S. Mlla OFEVEHT--IM'00CCl'V t CIT'(OfE\11:Hl' 

06/08/2022 EL CENTRO 

STATEMENT OF C0~CTI0NS 
6. C£~l'ICATE 

fll,M 
NUM8Elt 

105 

106 
107A 
107AT 
108A 
112 
119 
120 
121 
122 
123 
124 

125 

7. ""'0AMATI0N"5 rr APP!cAASctik ORIGINAI; !<£CORO _ 

- LATITUDE 32.88629, LONGTIUDE 
11S.18991 
EL:·CENTRO 
f>ENOING 

NONE 
PENDING 
PENDING IN\lESTIGATION 

l >C.LAST f 2, SEX 

1 RASMUSON i M 
10:IUNTYOfEVENf 

IMPERIAL 

8 IIIFOAMl\110HASIT"SIIOWJN'f>EAA 

GPS LAT1TUD832.88629; LONGTIUDE 115.18991 

GRAMIS 
Ml:Jl neLE INJURIES DUE TO AVIATION MISHAP 
SECS· 
22-117 

NONE 
ACCIDENT 

OECEDENTWAS INVOLVED IN AN AVIATION 
MISHAP 

- GPS LATITl:.ID.E 32.88629, LONGTIUDE 115.18991 , 
GLAMIS, CA 92248 

I HEREBY DECL.Af'!E U.N.DER l'.~JY OFJ)ERJU_~Y THAT THE ABOVE NFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORREC.TO THE BEST OF 
MY KNOWLEDGE. - • -

OE~TIO.'l - .. SI- GW>i_ TU_ R_E_0f_C_ER1:_JFY- ING ___ S1£L\_ N_01<_'£-"0R"-ONE!(-,'.--..-, o-. DA.,., _ _ TE ____ O-_loMllll/CC_,... --vv--,--11-.TIPE-O_OR_ Pl<l_ t<TE _ __ O_>I.IME _ _ ~- TinE,IJE-- GA-f_E_Of_C_ER'Tl-FIE_R __ 

ceRTIFYING ►MARTIN ZAVALA .:. ~ . 1oiio12022 - MARTIN ZAVAIJ•;;DEPUTY CORONER 
P~";;~~iR ------- --- ---~--+,------ - --'-----'·-··..,...-'·-.' __ . _...,... _ _ 1 ___ _ 

12.~""'HUMeER II. an' t<. Sl/\ltc 1S..ZIP eooE 

STAl'E/LOCAL 
REGISTAAR 
USE !)IILY 

328 APPL ESTILL ROAD EL CENTRO CA 92244-1040 

ti. oFFK:E OF. \t1TAl. RECOR.OS .(JR ~Al,;~~ 

►CDP!tVR_ , "'• ' ,. 
17. DAT~t.:C~PTEO JOft~"'-"DC,eel'(Y 

10/2112<;>22 

H/\TC CF CI.IJF<J~•I:', D£:Pf.RTM!,l.'t qr. f'.\l!:IJC RtAl. lH, O<:'TC!a:CFVl':"l-1.11(-COROS 

This copy is not _..Jlid unless prq,,u,:ll on cngrovcd ~rdcr. dl5playing the date , seal llnd s ignature o f lhc Local Rcgistr.tr. 
N..'411:0 ) l:/0 -=-
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COWNTY o·F IMPERIAL 
EL CENTRO, CAltf()RNIA 

3052022137100 
PHYSICIAN/CORONER'S AMENDMENT 

NO ERASURES. WHITEOUTS, Pl10TOCOPIES. 3202213000574 
$TAT1iA1.S.NU"'8C,A OR ALTERA1101i1S 1,.0CAL. R£Gl$TRA ncMt NVM80: 

2.1 Ip BIRTH 1ZJ DEATH O FETAL DEATH 

TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY IN B!,ACK INK ONL y:.,.,. THIS AMENDIIIIENT BECOMES AN ACTUAL PART OF THE OFACIAL RECORD 

PART I INFORMATION TO LOCAT.f: R.ECORD 
tA. NA.ME-FIRST ~ 18 Ml00lE 1C. 1.ASt f 2 SEX 

~ON~~ I-S_ET_H ________ ... 1_D_EA_ N __________ i __ RA_ S_M-,-u_so_ N _______ ,_M __ _ 
....,........ 3.MlcOfEVEHT~ 4.C/r(OfEVEI/T SCOONTYOf'EVOIT 

RECORD 06/08/2022 - GRAMIS 

PA~TII 

UST ONE 
ITEM PER 

LINE 

STATEMENT OF CO~ECT10f,1S 

106 GRAMIS 

IMPERIAL 

a.lNfORIWION~ITSltOll.D/Wf.AA 

GLAMIS 

I HEREBY DECLARE U.N.DER eEtll!J,,,JY OF-PERJURY THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF 
MY l()IOWUDGE. • 

OECl.ARAn:,., 1----------=----=----.-------- ..---,--------------
0F ,-- ' !I. $GW(T- OF CElfflNl'<G P!<YSICW< M~ 10. oot; ~ 1 t 1'VP£0.0fl l'ftlNTEI> IIAMIWC> mt£.OEG$'EE OF CERTIFIER 

CERTIFYING ► MARTIN ZAVALA _ • 10/27/2022 MARTIN ZAVALA, GEPUTY CORONER 
~~~R 1-,"--2-~---E-ET_o_nd_14V_MllER _______ t_3._CffY ______ .__ ____ ~I .. -S-,~-J'£--...-.-~-nP_COO£ ___ _ 

328 APPLESTILL ROAD EL CENTRO CA 92244-1040 

STATE/1.0CAL 1', 0f'F1C(OF\ffA1.ltECQIIOSORLOCALIIEOISTIIAA 17, DA-ff--AC:EMED YOR REG1$l'RAT1Cff--lH::'.,1)t>KX:YY ~= ►<::OPH-VR M 10128
~

022 lll(IIAIII 
STi>TE QI' <::.M..lfORHIA, OEPAR'IIIEHT OF PUOUCJU;ALTH;--<'FFK:E OF vrr:.:. RECORDS - • ,. I i i II U 

- • i■a■■QDftUJJIB■!l'!!ll'i * ' 1 3 :0 1 4 4 9 3 0 * 
CERTIFIED COPY OF VITAL RECORDS 
STA\J: OF CALJF0RNIA, COUNTY OF IMPERIAL :a 

I DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE F08EGOING IS A TRUE AND CORRECT 
COPY OF THE ORIGINALRECORD AS. FILED IN THIS OFFICE. • 

lillftl1 z - d O ; STEPHEN W. MUN . M.D .. M.RH .. M.S. 
IIU2. ] ·2022 k;'>U-,,. LOCAL REGISTRAR 

IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

This c:opy i$ not valid unless prcpan:d on engns-~cr , dupl.iyl'!_g lhe dale,~ and signausre of the Locul Rcgis irur 
~""'~fl -

,:,~ • • -~·- ,-v,?_.,, 

1~-~-~· .- ·s -·- ~.-. 
• • ' . • . . .... <::S 
z• •• ~~•·{< 
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2 

3 

4 

JOINT DECLARATION OF WAYLAND B. AND MJCHELLE A. STRICKLAND 

AS SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST 

We, Way land 8. Strickhm<l and Michelle A. Strickland, declare as follows: 

I . We arc over the age of 18 years. We have personal knowledge of th~ facts 

5 contained in this declaration, and if called as a witness, wc could and would testi fy 

6 competently to the truth of the facts stated herein. 

7 2. We are the parents of Evan Alexander Strickland, who died on June 8, 2022, at 

8 or near the unincorporated community ofGlamis, County oflmperial, State of California. 

9 3. No proceeding is now pending in Cali fornia for adm inistration of the Estate of 

JO Decedent Evan /\. Strickland. 

J I 4. We are the successors in interest to Evan A. Strickland, as defined in Section 

12 377.1 1 of the code of Civil Procedure and succeed to their interest in the above-entitled 

13 proceeding. 

14 5. No other person has a superior right to commence the above-enlillt:tl 

15 proceeding or be substituted for Evan A. Strickland in the above-entitled proceeding. 

16 6. A certified copy of the death certificate for Evan/\. Strickland is attached 

17 hereto as Exhibit "·A' and incorporated herein by reference. 

18 7. Wayland B. Strick land and Michel le A. Str ickland each declare under penally 

19 of perjury under laws of the State of California that the foreign is true and con-ect. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Executed this 2Q_ day of May, 2024 at P ~rA-1 ~ 
(city) 

' /V .?. "' fl'\ t 'x,: <Q • 

(state) 

Wayland B . Stri cklru1d 

Executed th is d:Q day of May, 2024 at ff?r~ \to..... . N <;; W me-x..,~ O 

(city) (state) 

CTr\ (,),i?~Q~ C\ • i)~f:i~ 
Michelle A. Strickland 

JorN'T D f':C" l.,\ f{l\110N or- WI\ YI.ANI) R. AND M1c11r:1.1 I A. 

STRICKLA'ID AS StJCCrSSORS TN IN'TERF.ST 
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 2 JOINT DECLARATION OF WAYLAND B. AND MICHELLE A. 

STRICKLAND AS SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST  
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2 
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9 

10 

11 

12 

13 
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22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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EXHIBIT A 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 

3052022137102 

STATI:Fn.6NVM88'C 

1 ffAMt Qt uteeUenr- •N•· tciWfl 

EVAN 
N'J..M..$0)()-t(MNAS-~fyllt,M ~,_GTMIOOU:,USQ 

EL CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

CERTIFt~£J>J DEATH 
'1,~~ usta).(KW\CollYIHO ,._.._ , ... 

lz """"' ALEXANDER ll I.AST fOH#ft 

STRICKLAND 

3202213000576 
t.OCM..N!Ql'STRAnotawMBm 

..... 1 4 OMEOF81ffl'H~1iAGE Y,1, tf " 

19 : ...... i ""' IRNI i M ..... IM 
t bllnH~ COI.Rffln' ( ti> t.OCiALSE:CUAm'NIJMI~ lt t £\lffl~ V S.AAMQ>f-'OACt:.t 

I,, MiV11TALa~~r ... deutttl 1 ~Ql'IDC;Am ffff'Md/""1 1. liOUR CHl"--J 

FRN-UNK (29,c.s ONO Ou>< NEVER MARRIED 06/08/2022 1200 
t J ~-~--•1J'IIS WMOE«f)(M'~~'"'Sti" ft,-.,._~ .-.-~ tt.O(CED(1tr'SRACE- V.t.JtVt•~t,,.Jd.ld._~..-9'\~ 

HSGRADUATE □'IES [RjNO WHITE , 
l7 USUM..OCC"".IJPAllOH .. "f)fMl d~WIN)t.1 cl■a,00tX1tUSeAFnAED 

I ~~~:;~~=RiNEc;·;;-~-- · .. - ·~ 1 •• "';"ow,,._, UNK 
lO Dfcm&WSR:SIOEHCE(WNt.and~o.~f 

7 CHAPARRAL LANE 
21 CRY I~ oo~.r:c 

1
23. ZWCc« 

l

u. ~•NCOUHTY In STAUaf<IAH:,.., cou,nm 

PERALTA 87042 0 NM 
?&. ltNfOfl.VNtrS KAME, ROJmOtlSKP l"~~"""""-n· w .............. m """"l4~'""""''"""'"8 
WAYLAND BRETT STRICKLAND, FATHER 7 C ARAL LAN , PERALTA. M 870 2 

U. tw.4a ~ ~ $POVS~ST n MIMXE 301.ASl(lif(TH~ . . . 
t.lN.WE.OfFA~-AA.,'"T UM!O(X.E 3JlAST &otBM™SJAff 

WAYLAND BRETT STRICKLAND FL 
3S.tw.EOFMO~--Rl'ST '"-MIOO.E 771..ASJ,wmtNNAQ 3&.ltm'HS1'ATt 

MICHELLE ALLENE FLOWERS NM 
»-lllSPOOIOO!IM'E .,,,,..,_ 1 •• • .-.,.,__.....,.....,DOVER AIR FORCE BASE 
06/13/2022 4421:rfH STREET, DOVER, DE 19902 
41 TIPIOl'~SJ ,a mN,\l\lf\E(JfEMelUdfR 4 J UCEh'SENUMBER 

TRANSIT ► NOT EMBALMED . 
U tWA': Of ~ -STMUJS~ U.UCf:NSflM',f&fl\<1(0 ~Sti.Ol'LO(:N.~esnwt 

8 
47 0AJ£ tr#Nddl"Yf 

~'1,~~CY FU ERAL AND CREMATION FD2009 ► STEPHEN MUNDAY MPH MS 06/13/2022 

~uRAt'6EsERT AREA I,~ l'fttOl.1PR'M..i.Kef'YOt48 ,I sen lfontmntA'f~.SP!'QN'ONE 

0"' 0 8'.'CP O 00
• □- 0 ~tlc O :::::'" ~ ~ 

1k COUHl'Y 

l
tOi (ACII.ITYNlORR$.0AtOCA110H~R>UNO(Str.t..-v:l~o,f~ -= \ 

IMPERIAL • LATITUDE 32 88629, LONGTIUDE 11518991 EL CENTRO 
»7CAIISE()IOEAJM ~\holcti.,.C11•~11 cr....u...~ Cl' c ~ - htchcf'1~ -..n.00t1arom• t_._,o._.s""1o ..,_,_,. m-ClfMilAIPOIIR.OltlOOlQfGt 

-~~~ff!Q5(t'f* l'Allaftt~V\~~R'1¥J1191,()Qf,!Of~l£. Q-;Wt.Wo.?1.11 
(XIYEs □,., 

"'' .... '""'"""' w PENDING : .. ~ 
=•=1t11➔ : · NONE--.. ._ 

"" :111l 
109 flOPS'(PBftlf™f(» _ ... 
Om IRl It() -·.., 

l~~c-..a. (Cl 1 Pl 
11'1.MlfOf$YflEAFc:lfWa)1 

O'l~/t,.£,\1.-
....,. ... 'llN(\ [&J ... Ouo <WJ$C .,.._.,. o, ....., ... 

~ : J'II 111 l.'5t»,CDt.1tffM'"3G,l,LIRJ ~ --¥NIT• 
"'"'1n1J~ .,.,.,4l.MT !XI,.. □.., 
11, OlNalst3NIACNITCOHOlnot,fSCC)t(l1't:DUfl!-l<.T00(,0l40A/fN0Tr.nul.TV«i , ~Tl,ll;Ut«>nU.Yl40<:NJ"'"..C:.GMoN H t01 

PENDING 

N OWAS~IPEFCFOtW.EOFORNfVcct.'OITKlN I""™ 1010A 112'f;f ~ klt,-ptt,f~l,/VS~ 

I"□ °':'"'{g}:"o~ 
1!4..fCtR1'FY™'110TtEGa'l'OFLl't~UDCE~OCCUWD tti stel~.Nff>Tffl.ri:0(-CO\TillQ\ l'''-lJCelSG:N\ll"«n 

1

1, 1 OP'(:~ 
R.ltE~ Mf.iHJPV(Etm&)ffOJ.Tf't:CAllS(S$Wln 

Ot'C~M•.inded~ ~ lal&w!Uvt ► 

... -- :(0) -~ 111. lYPf.AJJlll)N)PlftSICWf'S Kft.MLLWUNG~ ZlPGOOI!: 

ttll(H:IYYlkATNlH()PHOfl 0£,,ntOOQJS::ltfJ)Ai1N!WQtl\Dm,AIIOf'l.Aa:"1'RIDm()UnaifMJSES.5miJl, l '~ INJURU)6JW()IK? li?I ~OAJ'e ~"¥/'I ~~et•..,.) 

V.AUl!Jl OfllfAIB□-□koJ_.□- □-12sJ~::.. .. □ r.--1..= □'tU □ ,., □ t,I< 
'23,,1\.ACEOF ~f,.9 MfflO ~sl:o...-codad111~._. 

12◄ DESCfl8EHO!.VNNFN'OCCUfU\f016'ffl1whlctit~t1~ 

115 LOCAJlONOflHJUrt(S(le•l•ldft41dlNOr~ ~~ Nd~ 

124 &t<lNA.1UflE(lf~/ D£f\lJY~ Q 121 ...... .a ffffl'dd'a:n t2&. T'Y?ENAME., ,,,u..OFCORGtERllltPUIY~ 

•MARTIN ZAVALA IIDI 08/13/2022 MARTIN Z~AlA, DEP COR:;!: ~~:::r--·1· --- ---l·-~·r I ! I fAXk>tff/' 1 • 1 3 ~ f 'ft<'f. 
lllfflllJllillllfll?ffitl1w111111n1m■1111111/f1)rn • ' 

Hll llll lll 1111 

v C:.M I lt- l c U \.,L it' T ur- VI I A L HcvUnu;:, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF IMPERIAL ':?i' 

I DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE; FOREGOING IS A TRUl:AND CORRECT 
COPY OF THE ORIGINAL RECORD AS FILED IN THIS OFFICE 

NOV 2 1 "Jft'M -=::" n STEPHEN w MUN • MD. MPH. M s 
c;Vf;t; _;;;> ,15,,,. LOCAL REGISTRAR 

--- - - - - ~~-~~_...,--.. IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

This copy 1s not vahd unle~~ prepared on engra\'ed border. d1splay111g the du<c, seal and s,gnnture of che Local Registrar. 
f1l~O~)tl11T 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 

3052022137102 
STAT'E ALE NUM8ER 

2.1 

El CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

PHYSICIAN/CORONER'S AMENDMENT 
NO ERASURES, WHITEOUTS, PHOTOCOPIES, 

OR ALTERATIONS 

0 BIR.TH 1XJ DEATH O FETAL DEATH 

3202213000576 
l.OCAL R£0ISTRATIO'N NUMaE.R 

TIPE OR PRINl CLl:ARL 'I' IN BLACK IN!< ONLY - THIS AMENDME!NT BECOM~S AN ACTUAL PART OF THE OFFICIAL RECORD 

PART I INFORMATION TO,LOCATE RECORD 
1A. NMte.-fJRST ( 18 .. UOOLE. r 1C LA$"f \ 2. SEX 

INFORMATION EV EXAN CKLAND ~l~t~ __ A_N ___ ___ _ _ ...,....A_L _ _ _ D_E_R ___ ___ ~•~S_T_R_l....,... __________ M _ _ _ 
~ , ""-"-""-=- 3 0,.TJ; 01' E\f(llt-1.IM'OOICCYY • CITY OF E'IENT 5 COUNTY Of E\IEHr 

RECORD 06/08/2022 GLAMIS IMPERIAL 

PART II STATEMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
8 CERnFlCATE 7 !NFORM.ATION' AS IT APPSAAS ON OR!<;tNALftECORD 6 1.~rORMATION i>S IT SHOW! APP!Wt 

IYEM 
NUl,IBEA 

125 GP$ LATITUDE 32 88629, LONGTIUOE GPS LATITUDE 32 88629, LONGTIUOE 115.18991 , 
11518991 GRAMIS CA92248 GLAMIS CA 92248 

LlSTONE ' 
ITEM PER 

UN~ 

I 

' I 

: \ 

I 
r 

' 
I HEl'\EBY DECLARI: UNDER PEN,\L TY OF PEIUURY THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF 
MY K.NOWLEDGE 

OECI.AMTION 
9 SIGkO.TUREOF Cl!ftt1PfflGPHYSICIA#MCOI\OOM 10 OAICS-1.iM/DDICC\-Y 1 11 TYPE60RPflltlTEO"-'M~ANOTITl£tlEGIIEE«'CEATIAER OF 

CeRTlfYING ►MARTIN ZAVALA ~ 10/27/2022 MARTIN ZAVALA, DEPUTY CORONER 
PH\'SICWI OR 

CORONER 1Z ADDRESS-STREET and NUMBER 13 CITY 

1
1' STATE I 1S ZIPCODE 

328 APPLESTILL ROAD EL CENTRO 'CA 92244-1040 

STATE/LOCAL 1&. OFFICE OF"'TM.. RECORDS ORLOCAl..ltP.OISTRAA l 'i7 b-\ l'E A\!C(P;:E();:"C)R~lr.J 'TIOH-M~~YV 
REGISTRAR ►CDPH•VR Ee 10/28/2022 ~ • USEONLY 

' 
lllilll!ll ~:tnllllJVPJ!! Dfill.l!Mt~~b'lll1Wll,d\.i~ 

lli■IIWl!ll l~lllil~IIII! 
CERTIFIED COPY OF VITAL RECORDS 

'; STATE OF CAl.lFORNIA, COUNTY OF IMPERIAL •:25. 
I 00 HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE ANO CORRECT 
COPY OF THE ORIGINAL RECORD AS FILED IN THIS OFFICE 

NOV 2 1 2022 <=C~ S1 EPHEN w MUN • MO. M P.H ' M.S 
~~ • LOCAL REGISTRAR 

IMPERIAL qOUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

Tiu~ copy 1s not vahd unle~~ p,epared on engraved border, displaying the date, ~eal and signature of the Local Reg1stror 
f'O\ l'O(Rr\)~Vlf 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL 
EL CENTRO, CALIFORNIA 

3052022137102 
PHYSICIAN/CORONER'S AMENDMENT 

NO ERASURES. WHITEOUTS, PHOTOCOPIES. 3202213000576 
6TATE ALE NIIMfJER OR ALTERATIONS LOCiM. flCGISI RATION NUWUER 

1.1 0 BIRTH 00 DEA.TH O FETAL DEATH 

TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY IN BLACK INK ONLY - THIS AMENDMENT BECOMES AN ACTUAL PART OF THE OFFICIAL RECORD 

PARTI INFORMATION TO LOCATE RECORD 
1A. NAw;-FJRST 

1 
18 MIOOl.E 1C IASf 2 SEX 

~~~~s r E_V_A_N _______ _ -.-AL_ EXAN __ D_E_R ____ ___ S_T_R_I_CKrLA_N_D _ _ _____ _ M __ _ 
ONQ!!llllli& 

RECORD 
3 lll\1E OF E\IENl"-MMIIXIICCYY • a tvOFE\EHT $ OOIJl(TV OF EVEtlr 

06/08/2022 El CENTRO IMPERIAL 

P,ART II STATEMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
6 (:;ERT1r tCATI! 7 l?tf ORMATIONASITAPN:.AASCl,l~IOt.AALR"ECORO 8 .-,FOAMAilONAS

1
1fSHOUU)~ 

lfE.t.4 
NUMSER 

105 • LATITUDE 32 68629, LONGTIUOE GPS LATITUDE 32 88629, LONGTIUDE 115.18991 
115.18991 

LIST ONE 106 EL CENTRO ' GLAMIS 
ITEM PER 107A PENDING MULTIPLE INJURIES DUE TO AVIATION MISHAP 

LINE 
107AT SECS . 
108A NONE 22-115 
112 PENDING NONE 
119 PENDING INVESTIGATION ACCIDENT 
120 y 
121 : 06/08/2022 
122 1200EST 
123 OTHER· OPEN DESERT 
124 DECEDENT WAS INVOLVED IN AN AVIATION 

MISHAP 
125 GPS LATITUDE 32.88629, LONGTIUDE 115.18991, 

' GRAMIS CA 92248 

I HEREBY DECLARE UNDER PEtlAL TV OF PERJURY THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF 
MY KNOWLEDGE. 

DECLARATION 
9 SIG~TVRE OF CERJIF'nNG PHVSICIAN 0A. COf\i:»ER 10 OA"l'E S~WEO-f£VOOK:C\'Y 111 'NPW ~ PNHTED HN-'S AM> ttn.eJOE.CREE OF CERl1flER OF 

CERTIFYING ►MARTIN ZAVALA ~ 10/19/2022 MARTIN 'lAVALA, DEPUTY CORONER 
PHYSICIAN OR 

CORONER 1l' AODRESS-S'TR'EET •ltd NUMSER 13ClrY 

1
1◄ S l l',11: 

1
15 ZIPCOOE 

328 APPLESTILL ROAD EL CENTRO 
l 

GA , 92244-1040 : 

&JATE/1.0C~ t♦ 0fl1CE OFVl'TAJ, IU:COR.D& OR LOCAL RC-Gl8'tfVJl 

1

11 OATE 1-CCl!nm f'Ok RCOl$1fl.\mlt-111i&w;CVCGY'( 
REGISTMII ►COPH-VR ~ 10/19/2022 'I H 
US!ONLY 

' _,. . ~111.lllllllmllli 
lJlilllllllt4'l,1HJJ!l!1¥Ji:Jl!!'!JIDl,'1lwil11tlfel 1 * 1 3'1~ 1 4 4 9 4 1 * 

ST"-TE OF CAllFORNl4. ~F.PARTMtm ~~ PIie· ye l 'CtLT~. ~rir~ ~ " \"TALR~CORDS 

CERTIFIED COPY OF VITAL RECORDS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF IMPERIAL •-:a 

I DO H~RE;BY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE AND CORRECT 
COPY OF THE ORIGINAL RECORD A$ FILED IN THJS OFFICE 

Nov 2 ·120·~ <i. !? STEPHENW MU ,MO,M.P H , MS 
~ -:,_~ LOQAl. REGISTRAR 

IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

11us copy Is 1101 valid unless prcp,irod 011 engraved border, d1splayu1g the date,scal and s1gna1ure of lhe Local Regislrar 
fl·\ C:O~ J0)/11 
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