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Gary A. Dordick, Esq. S/B# 128008

John M. Upton, Esq. S/B# 162858

Golnar V. Monfared, Esq. SB# 293580

DORDICK LAW CORPORATION

509 South Beverly Drive

Beverly Hills, California 90212

Tel: (310) 551-0949 - Fax: (855) 299-4444

Email: Dordicklaw@aol.com
John@dordicklaw.com
Golnar@dordicklaw.com

Attorney for Plaintiff Serge Svetnoy

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SERGE SVETNOY,
Plaintiff,
V.

RUST MOVIE PRODUCTIONS LLC,
HANNAH GUTIERREZ REED, SARAH
ZACHRY, SETH KENNY, DAVE HALLS, EL
DORADO PICTURES, INC., CAVALRY
MEDIA, INC., THOMASVILLE PICTURES,
LLC, BRITTANY HOUSE PICTURES,
SHORT PORCH PICTURES, LLC, 3RD
SHIFT MEDIA, LLC ALEXANDER R.
BALDWIN IlI, RYAN DONNELL SMITH,
NATHAN KLINGHER, RYAN
WINTERSTERN, ANJUL NIGAM
MATTHEW DELPIANO, GABRIELLE
PICKLE, KATHERINE ‘ROW" WALTERS,
ALLEN CHENEY, CHRIS M.B. SHARP,
JENNIFER LAMB, EMILY SALVESON and
DOES 1 to 200,

Defendants.
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COMPLAINT FOR GENERAL
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Plaintiff Serge Svetnoy, by and through his attorneys, alleges as follows:
PARTIES

1. Plaintiff Serge Svetnoy (hereinafter, “Plaintiff') is and at all times relevant
herein was an individual residing in Los Angeles County, California.

2. Defendant Rust Movie Productions LLC (hereinafter, “Defendant Rust Movie
Productions”) is a domestic limited liability company organized and existing under the laws
of the State of New Mexico and having its principal place of business in Thomasville,
Georgia. Defendant Rust Movie Productions is the company set up to produce the film
Rust.

3. Defendant El Dorado Pictures (hereinafter, “Defendant E| Dorado”) is and at
all times herein mentioned was a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the
State of California with its principal place of business in the State of California in the County
of Los Angeles. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant El Dorado
served as the loan-out corporation for Defendant Baldwin in his capacity as producer and is
therefore responsible for his acts and omissions in such capacity.

4. Defendant Cavalry Media Inc. (hereinafter, “Defendant Cavalry Media") is and
at all times herein mentioned was a corporation organized and existing under the laws of
the State of Delaware with its principal place of business in the County of Los Angeles,
State of California. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant Cavalry
Media served as the loan-out corporation for Defendant DelPiano in his capacity as
producer and is therefore responsible for his acts and omissions in such capacity.

5. Defendant Thomasville Pictures, LLC (hereinafter, “Defendant Thomasville")
is and at all times herein mentioned was a domestic limited liability company organized and
existing under the laws of the State of Georgia with its principal place of business in
Thomasville, Georgia. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant
Thomasville served as the loan-out company for both Defendant Cheney in his capacity as
executive producer and Defendant Smith in his capacity as a producer and is therefore

responsible for their acts and omissions in such capacities.
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6. Defendant Brittany House Pictures (hereinafter, “Defendant Brittany House”)
is and at all times herein mentioned was a business entity, form unknown. Upon
information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant Brittany House served as the loan-
out company for Defendant Nigam in his capacity as a producer and is therefore
responsible for his acts and omissions in such capacities.

7. Defendant Short Porch Pictures, LLC (hereinafter, “Defendant Short Porch”)
is and at all times herein mentioned was a domestic limited liability company organized and
existing under the laws of the State of California with its principal place of business in Los
Angeles, County, California. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant
Short Porch served as the loan-out company for both Defendant Klingher in his capacity as
producer and Defendant Winterstern in his capacity as a producer and is therefore
responsible for their acts and omissions in such capacities.

8. Defendant 3rd Shift Media, LLC (hereinafter, “Defendant 3rd Shift") is and at
all times herein mentioned was a domestic limited liability company organized and existing
under the laws of the State of Georgia with its principal place of business in Norcross, GA.
Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant 3rd served as the loan-out
company for Defendant Pickle in her capacity as line producer and Defendant Walters in
her capacity as unit production manager and is therefore responsible for their acts and
omissions in such capacities.

9. Defendant Hannah Gutierrez Reed (“Defendant Gutierrez Reed”) is an
individual. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges,
that Defendant Gutierrez Reed is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the
State of Arizona.

10.  Defendant Sarah Zachry (“Defendant Zachry") is an individual. Plaintiff is
informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant Zachry
is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the State of California.

11.  Defendant Seth Kenney (“Defendant Kenny") is an individual. Plaintiff is
informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant Kenney
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is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the State of Arizona.

12. Defendant Dave Halls (“Defendant Halls") is an individual. Plaintiff is informed
and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant Halls is, and at all
times herein mentioned was, a resident of the State of California.

13.  Defendant Alexander R. Baldwin Il (“Defendant Baldwin”) is an individual.
Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that
Defendant Baldwin is, and at all times herein mentionied was, a resident of the State of New
York. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and material to this cause of action,
Defendant Baldwin either in his individual capacity or as an employee of DOES 26 through
30, inclusive, contracted with Defendant RUST MOVIE PRODUCTIONS to provide
Defendant Baldwin's services as an actor in the role of "Harland Rust" for the production of
the feature motion picture Rust. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and
material to this action, defendant Baldwin, either in his individual capacity or as an
employee of Defendant El Dorado Pictures, contracted with Defendant RUST MOVIE
PRODUCTIONS to provide the services of Defendant Baldwin as a producer of the feature
motion picture Rust.

14. Defendant Ryan Donnell Smith (“Defendant Smith”) is an individual. Plaintiff is
informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant Smith is,
and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of
California. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and material to this action,
Defendant Smith was an officer of Defendant RUST MOVIE PRODUCTIONS. Defendant
Smith, either in his individual capacity or as an employee of Defendant Thomasville and/or
DOES 31-35, was a producer of the feature motion picture Rust.

15.  Defendant Nathan Klingher (“Defendant Klingher”) is an individual. Plaintiff is
informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant Klingher
is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of
California. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and material to this action,
Defendant Klingher, either in his individual capacity or as an employee of Defendant Short
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Porch and/or DOES 36-40, was a producer of the feature motion picture Rust.

16.  Defendant Ryan Winterstern (“Defendant Winterstern”) is an individual.
Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that
Defendant Winterstern is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the County
of Los Angeles, State of California. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and
material to this action, Defendant Winterstern, either in his individual capacity or as an
employee of Defendant Short Porch and/or DOES 41-45, was a producer of the feature
motion picture Rust.

17.  Defendant Anjul Nigam (“Defendant Nigam”) is an individual. Plaintiff is
informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant Nigam
is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of
California. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and material to this action,
Defendant Nigam, either in his individual capacity or as an employee of Defendant Brittany
House Pictures and/or DOES 46-50, was a producer of the feature motion picture Rust.

18.  Defendant Matthew A. DelPiano (“Defendant DelPiano”) is an individual.
Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that
Defendant DelPiano is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the County of
Los Angeles, State of California. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and
material to this cause of action, Defendant DelPiano, either in his individual capacity or as
an employee of Defendant Cavalry Media and/or DOES 50-55, was a producer of the
feature motion picture Rust.

19.  Defendant Langley Allen Cheney (“Defendant Cheney”) is an individual.
Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that
Defendant Cheney is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the County of
Los Angeles, State of California. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and
material to this action, Defendant Cheney was an officer of Defendant RUST MOVIE
PRODUCTIONS. Defendant Cheney, either in his individual capacity or as an employee of
Defendant Thomasville and/or DOES 55-60, was an executive producer of the feature
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motion picture Rust.

20. Defendant Chris M.B. Sharp (“Defendant Sharp”) is an individual, residence
address unknown at present. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and material
to this action, Defendant Sharp, either in his individual capacity or as an employee of
DOES 60-65, was an executive producer of the feature motion picture Rust.

21.  Defendant Jennifer Lamb (“Defendant Lamb”) is an individual, residence
address unknown at present. Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and material
to this action, Defendant Lamb, either in her individual capacity or as an employee of
DOES 65-70, was an executive producer of the feature motion picture Rust.

22. Defendant Emily Salveson (‘Defendant Salveson”) is an individual. Plaintiff is
informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant
Salveson is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the State of California.
Upon information and belief, at all times relevant and material to this cause of action,
Defendant Salveson, either in her individual capacity or as an employee of DOES 70-75,
was an executive producer of the feature motion picture Rust.

23. Defendant Gabrielle Pickle (“Defendant Pickle”) is an individual. Plaintiff is
informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that Defendant Pickle is,
and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the State of Georgia.

24.  Defendant Katherine ‘Row" Walters (“Defendant Walters”) is an individual.
Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that
Defendant Walters is, and at all times herein mentioned was, a resident of the State of
Pennsylvania.

25.  Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and/or capacities of the Defendants
sued as DOES 1 through 200, inclusive, and therefore Plaintiff sues these Defendants by
such fictitious names. Following further investigation and discovery, Plaintiff will seek leave
of this Court to amend his Complaint to allege their true names and capacities when
ascertained. These fictitiously named Defendants are responsible in some manner for the
acts, occurrences, and events alleged herein. These Defendants aided and abetted and/or
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conspired with the named Defendants in the wrongful acts and course of conduct or
otherwise negligently caused the damages and injuries claimed herein and are responsible
in some manner for the acts, occurrences, and events alleged in this Complaint.

26. Each of the defendants sued in this Complaint, whether by their actual name
or fictitious name, was the agent, alter ego, servant, joint venturer or employee of each
other and of his or her or its co-defendants and was acting within the purpose and scope of
their agency, venture, service or employment.

27.  Each of the defendants, whether referred to by his or her or its actual name or
fictitious name, when acting as a principal was negligent in the selection and hiring of each
and every co-defendant acting as an agent, servant, or employee and furthermore
expressly directed, consented to, approved, affirmed and ratified each and every action
taken by these co-defendants.

INTRODUCTION

28. This case arises out of the wrongful discharge of a live bullet from a handgun
during the rehearsal of a scene for the movie Rust on October 21, 2021, and the resulting
damage to Plaintiff. As described and explained in further detail below, the bullet was shot
from a .45 Colt revolver being wielded by Defendant Baldwin while rehearsing a scene for
the film Rust. Discharge materials from this blast struck Plaintiff directly. The bullet narrowly
missed him before striking the film's director of photography, Halyna Hutchins, and its
director, Joel Souza. Plaintiff suffered injury, including severe emotional distress, as a
direct and proximate result of this incident.

29.  This incident was caused by the negligent acts and omissions of Defendants,
and each of them, as well as their agents, principals, and employers. Simply put, there was
no reason for a live bullet to be placed in that .45 Colt revolver or to be present anywhere
on the Rust set, and the presence of a bullet in a revolver posed a lethal threat to everyone
in its vicinity. Defendants, and each of them, among other acts of negligence, failed to
implement and maintain industry standards for custody and control over firearms used on
the Rust set, allowed real bullets to be present on the Rust set, failed to properly inspect
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