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STATE OF NEW MEXICO . 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

,__COUNTY OF SANTA FE 
Case No.D-101- CN=-Z(RS-03. (5+ 
Judge: _ KATHLEEN MCGARRY EL WL R 

. COMPLAINT 

False Light 
Conversion 

Unjust Enrichment 
Tortus Interference 

‘SETH KENNEY, an.individual; 
PDQ ARM & PROP, LLC, a State of New Mexico limited liability company; 
PDQARN & PROP, LLC, a State of Arizona limited liability company; 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. : 

‘ RUST'MOVIE Productions, LLC, a domestic limited liability company; ALEXANDER R. 
BALDWIN, an individual; EL DORADO PICTURES, INC, California corporation; RYAN 
DENNETT-SMITH, an individual; RYAN SMITH, an individual; KACIE BRANDENSTEIN; 
an individual; TYLER GOULD, an individual; MATTHEW HELDERMAN, an individual; 
GRANT HILL, an individual; LUKE TAYLOR, an individual; STEPHEN MARINACCIO ll, 
an individual; ROBERT DEAN, an individual; ALLEN CHENEY, an individual; 
THOMASVILLE PICTURES, LLC, a domestic limited liability company; ANJUL NIGAM, 
an individual; BRITTANY HOUSE PICTURES, a business form unknown; HANNAH 
GUTIERREZ-REED, an individual; DAVID HALLS, an-individual; NATHAN KLINGHER, 
an individual; RYAN WINTERSTERN, an individual; SHORT PORCH PICTURES, LLC, a 
domestic limited liability company; MATTHEW DELPIANO, an individual; CALVARY 
MEDIA, INC, a Delaware corporation; GABRIELLE PICKLE, an individu; 3RD SHIFT" 
MEDIA, LLC, a domestic limited liability company; KATHERINE WALTERS, an 
individual; CHRIS M.B. SHARP, an individual; JENNIFER LAMB, an individual; EMILY 
‘SALVESON, an individual; STREAMLINE GLOBAL, a business form unknown; JOUL 
SOUZA, an individual; TIM BARRERA, an individual; MAMIE MITCHELL, an individual; 
MATTHEW HUTCHINS, personal representative for the ESTATE of HALYNA 
HUTCHINS; and DOES 1 through 100, Inclusive; 

Defendants. 
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* COMES NOW, Plaintifis SETH KENNEY, én individual; 
PDQ ARM & PROP, LLC, a State of New Mexico limited liability company; 

PDQ ARM & PROP, LLC, a State of Arizona limited liabilty company, collectively, 
*Plaintiffs") who complain and allege against Defendants RUST MOVIE 
PRODUCTIONS, LLC, a domestic limited liabity company, ALEXANDER R. BALDWIN 
“ll an individual, EL DORADO PICTURES, INC., a California corporation, RYAN 
DENNETT-SMITH, an individual, RYAN SMITH, an individual; KACIE BRANDENSTEIN, 
an individual; TYLER GOULD, an individual; MATTHEW HELDERMAN, an individual; 
GRANT HILL, an individual; LUKE TAYLOR, an individual; STEPHEN MARINACCIO ll, 
an individual; ROBERT DEAN, an individual; ALLEN CHENEY, ah individual; 
THOMASVILLE PICTURES, LLC, a domestic limited fabity company, ANJUL NIGAM, 
an individual, BRITTANY HOUSE PICTURES, a business form unknown, HANNAH 
'GUTIERREZ-REED, an individual, DAVID HALLS, an individual, NATHAN KLINGHER, 
an individual, RYAN WINTERSTERN, an individual, SHORT PORCH PICTURES, LLC, a 

domestic limited jiability company, MATTHEW DELPIANO, an individual, CALVARY 
“MEDIA, INC., a Delaware corporation, GABRIELLE PICKLE, an individual, 3RD SHIFT 

MEDIA, LLC, a domestic limited iabilty company, KATHERINE WALTERS, an 
individual; CHRIS M.B. SHARP, an individual; JENNIFER LAMB; an individual, EMILY 
SALVESON, an individual; STREAMLINE GLOBAL, a business form unknown, JOUL 
SOUZA, an individual; TIM BARRERA, an individual; MAMIE MITCHELL, an individual; 
MATTHEW HUTCHINS, personal répresentafive for the ESTATE of HALYNA HUTCHINS 
and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive (hereinaiter “Deféndants?), the following: 

INTRODUCTION 
) 1. Plaintiffs are in the business of supplying props to film productions, including the 

rental of firearms, cosmetic dummy rounds, technical props, blank ammunition séles, 

and armoreér set services. Plaintiffs have safely arid without incident provided firearms, 

blank ammunition, and dummy rounds to approximately 1,000 highly rated feature films, 

television episodes, historical reenaciments, theatrical productions, and volunteered 

bods and services for local, state and-federal agencies’ active shooter training. 

2. Plaintifs refted their personal firearm. property to Defendants for use in the filming of 

“Rust.” Film sets have strict safety guidelines for the use of firearms, blanks, and 

duinimy founds on a fim set. Plaintiffs’ firearm rental property was in good working 

order, and Plaintifs rented to Defendants dnder the provisions of the rit im safety 
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giidelinés and practices; and with the understanding that Defendants would observe 

‘and comply with Ideal, state, and federal law. 

3. Defendants knew that Plaintiffs" firearm rental property was to be loaded with only 

dummy rounds, and blanks, and never live ammunition. Defendants, individually and 

collectively, violated the rental agreement by allowing the loading, illegal coricealment, 

and discharge of a live round of ammunition from Plaintiffs’ firearm rental property. 

4. Defendants, individually and collectively, breached animal welfare standards, and the 

rental agreernent between Defendants and Plaintiffs, and did commit animal cruelty, an 

illegal act, using Plaintifts' firearm rental property for financial gain. . 

5.:Defendants, individually and collectively, chose to misuse Plaintifs firearm rental 

property for cost-cutting financial gain, resulting in animal cruelty, injury, and death. 

6. Détendants' llega acts have resulted in Santa Fe County law enforcement seizure 

of and ongoing retention of Plaintiffs’ firearm; and other related prop rental property. 

7. Defendints, collectively and individually, benefited financially from the use, and ilegal 

misuse of Plaintifs' rental property, and to date, have failed to rer payment for the 

rental of Plaintiffs’ property. 

8. Defendants, individually and collectively, in an effort to distance themséives from the 

“Rust” criminal investigation and onslaught of négative publicity, conspired to paint 

Plaintiffs in a nation-wide fals¢ light scapegoat smear campaign and have falsely 

alleged that Piaintifs' possession of Thell Reed's “1883” reloaded .45 Colt ammunition, 

made its way through Plaintiffs and to the set of “Rust,” and therefore contributed to 

déath anid injury. 
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9! Defendants, indilidually and collectively, knew or should have known, like any 

reasonable person; that broadcasting a completely false narrative associated with death 

and injury, would be highly offensive to-a reasonable person, and cause egregious 

financial damage and émotional trauma to Plaintifs. 

10. The totality of Defendants" acts, individually and collectively, has caused Plaintiffs 

ruinous financial losses, injury to reputation withir the film community and public at 

large, severe emotional distress, and significant loss of past, present and future 

financial income. 

PARTIES . 

11. Plaintiff Seth Kenney, is, and was at all relevant times, a resident of Arizona, and was the . 

owner of both PDQ Am & Prop, LLC, Arizona and PDQ Arm & Prop, LLC, New Mexico. 

12. Plaintiff PDQ Am & Prop, LLC is a limited liability company in'the State of New Mexico, 

owned and controlled by Plaintiff, Seth Kenney. 

13. Plaintiff PDQ Amn & Prop, LLC is a limited liability company in the State of Arizona, owned 

and controled by Plaintiff, Seth Kenney. i 
14. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and trereon allege, that Deféndant Rust Movie 

Productions, LLG is a dorhesti limited liabiity company organized in and existing under the 

faws of the State of New Mexico with its principal place of busines in Thomasville, Georgia 

(hereinafter "Defendant Rust Moiie Productions"). Plaintiffs are further informed and believe, 

ind thereon allége, that Rust Movie Productions was organized to produce the fim "Rust." 

15. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Alexander R.: 

Baldwin, an individual, is and, at all relevant times, was a resident of New York (‘Defendant 

Baldwin’). Plaintifts are further informed and balieve, arid thereon alleg, that Defendant 

Baldwin was ari actor in and producer of the film "Rust" ard, at al relevant times, contracted 

as an individual and/or in his official capacity with the loan-out corporation Defendant El 
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Dorado Pictures; Defendants, arid/or Doés 1 to 50 to provide said services for the filming of 

“Rust.” 

"16. Plintifts are informed and believe, and thereon liege, that Defendant Ei Dorado Pictires 
isa corporation incorporated in and existing under the lais of the State of California with its 

principal place of business in California, County of Los Angeles (Hereinafter “Defendant EI 

Dorado Pictures"). Plaintifs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that E1 

Dorado Pictures was the foan-out corporation for Deféndant Baldwin related to the filming of 

“ust” . 

17. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and théreon allege, that Defendant Ryan Dennett-Smith, 
an individual, is, and at al relevant times, was, a resident of California, County of Los Angeles 

(‘Defendant Stith). Plaintifs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that 

Defendant Smith was a producer of the film "Rust," and at all relévant times, contracted as an 

individual and/or in his offal capacity ith Defendant Thomasville Pictures, LLC, Deferidants, 

and/or Does 110 50 to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.* 

18. Plainifs are irformedand believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Ryan Donnell Smith, . 

ari individual, is, and at all relevaiit times, was, a resident of California, County of Los Angeles 

(‘Defendant Ryan Donnell Smith). Plains are further informed and believe, and thereon 

allege; that Defendant Ryan Donnell Sith was a producer of the fim "Rust" and, at all 

relevarit times, contracted as an individual and/or in fis official capacity with Defendant 

Thomasville Pictures, LLC, Défendants, and/or Does 1 to 50 to provid said service for the 

fiiming of “Rust.” 

19. Plainifs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Kacie 
: Brandenstein, an individual, is, and at all relevant times, was, a resident of address unknown 

(‘Deferidant Brandensteir®). Plairtifs are further informed ahd bilieve, and thereon allege, that 

Defendant Brandenstein was, without limitation, a co-producer for the fim “Rust” and, at all 

relevant times, contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/ 

or Does 110 50 to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.” 
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20. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Tyler Goiild, an - 

individual is, and at al rlvart times, was, a resident of adress unknown (‘Defendant 
Gould") Plaintiffs ae further informed and believe, and tfereon alége, that Defendant Gould 
was; without limitation, an executive Brodiicer for the film “Rist” and, at all relevant times, 
contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Does 1 to 50 
to provide said service for the filming of “Rust”. 
21. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Matthew 

Héiderman, an individual, s, and wa at all relevant times, a resident of address unknown 
("Defendant Felderman‘). Paints are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that 
Defendarit Helderman was; without lnitation, an éxecutive producer for the fim "Rust" and, at 
all relevant times, contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants 
and/or Does 1 to 50 to provide said sérvice for the filming of “Rust:* 

23. Plaintiffs are infofmed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Grant Hill, an 

individual, is and, at all relevant times, was a rédent of address unknown (‘Defendant Hill). 
Plaintiffs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege; that Defendant Hill was, without 
limitation, an executivé producer for the film “Rust” and, at all relevant times, contracted as an 
individual and/or in her official capécity with Défendants and/or Does 110 50 to provide said 
service for the fiming of “Rust.” 
23. Plaintifs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Luke Taylor, an 
individual, is and, at al relevant times, wasa resident of address unknown (‘Defendant Taylor’). 
Plaintiffs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Taylor was, 
‘without imitation, an executive producer for the film "Rust" and, at ll relevant times, 
‘contracted as an'individual andor in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Does 1 to 50 
to provide said service for the fifning of. “Rust.” 
24. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Stephen Marinaccio 
1, an individual, is and, at all relevant tires, was a resident of address unknown (“Defendant 
Marinaccio"). Plaintiffs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant 
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Marinaccio was, without imitation, a producer for the fim *Rust" and, at all relevant times, 

‘contracted as an individudl and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Does 1 to'50 
to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.” 

25. Plaintifs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, tiat Defendant Robert Dean, an 

individual, is and, at all relevant times, was a resident of address unknown (“Defendant Dean"). 
Plaintifs are further informed and believe, and theréon allege, that Defendant Dean was, 
without limitation, a BS financier représeritative for the film “Rust” and, at all relevant times, 
contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Doss 1 to 50 
to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.” 

26. Plaintifs are informed and bleve; and theredn allege, that Defendant Alleri Cheney, an 
individual, is and, at all relevant times, was a resident of California, County of Los Angéles. 

("Defendant Cheney"). Plaintiffs aie further informed and believe, and thereon allege, tiat 

Defendant Cheney was an executive producer of the iim “Rust” and, a all relevant times, 

‘contracted as an individual and/or in his official capacity with Defendant Thomasville Pictures, 
LLC, Defendants, and/or Does 1 to 5016 provide said sevice for the filming of “Rust.” 

27. Plaintifts are informed and believe, and thereon allege, tfat Defendant Thomasville Pictures, 

LLC is a limited liability company organized in and existing under fhe laws of Georgia with its 

principal place of business in Thomasville, Georgia (hereinafter “Defendant Thomasville 
Pictures"). Plaintiffs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant 

Thomasville Pictures is Defendant Smith's and Defendant Cheney's Georgia-based studio 

specializing in creating low-budget film prijects, including, without limitation, “Rust.” 

28. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Anjul Nigam, an 

individual, is and, at all relevant times, was a resident of California., County of Los Angeles 

(‘Defendant Nigam"). Paitifs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that 
Defendant Nigam was a producer of the film “Rust" and, at all relevant tims, contracted as an 

individual and/or in his official capacity with Defendant Brittany House Pictures, Defendants, 

‘and/or Does 1 to 50 to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.” 
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26. Plaintifs are informed and believe,, and thereon allege, that Defendant Brittany House 
Pictures is a business form unknown (hereinafter “Defendant Britany House Pictures”). 
Plaintits are further informed and believe. and thereon allege., that Defendant Brittany House 

Pictures was the loan-out corporation for Defendant Nigam related to the filming of “Rust.” 

30. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege; that Defendant Hannzh Gutierrez- 
Reed, an individual, is and, at ail relevant times, was a résident of the' State of Arizona 

(“Defendant Gutierrez-Reed) Paitifs are further informed and belleve, and theron allege, 
that Defendant Gutierrez-Reed was, without imitation, the Armorer forthe fin "Rust" and, at 
all relevant times, contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Défendants 
and/or Does 10/50 to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.” 
31. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege; that Defendant David Halls, an 
individual, is and, at all relevant times, was a resident of the State of New. Mexico ("Defendant 

Halls®). Plaintifs are further iiformed and believé, and thereon allege, that Defendant Halls 

was, without limitation, an Assistant Director for the film “Rust” and, at al relevant times, 
contracted as an individual and/or in his official capacity with Defendants and/or Doss 1 to 50 
to provide said sevice for thé filming of “Rust.” 
32. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Nathan Kingher, an 
individual, is and, at al elevant times, was a resident of Calfrfia, County of Los Angeles 

(‘Defendant Kiingher") Plaintiffs are furtfer informed and believe, and thereon allege, that 
Defendant Kiingher was a producer of the film “Rust and, at al relevant times, contracted as 
art individual and/or in his official capacity witti Defendant Short Porch Pictures, LLC, 
Defendants, and/or Does | to 50 to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.” 
33. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Ryan Winterstern, 
an individual, is and; at al rélevant times, was a resident of Calitormia, County of Los Angeles 

“(“Deféndant Winterstern”) Plaintiffs are further informed and believe,, and theron allége, that 

Défendant Winterstern was a'producer of the film “Rust” and, at all relevant tires, coftracted 

8



‘as an individual and/or in is official capacity with Defendant Short Porch Pictures, LLC, 
Defendants, and/or Does 1 to 50 to provid said service for the filing of "Rust." 
34. Plainiffs are informed ard believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Short Porch 

Pictures, LLC is a limited liability company organized in and existing under the laws of the State 

of California with its principal place Gf business in California, County of Los. Arigeles 

(hereinafter *Defendant Short Porch Pictures"). Plaintiffs are furtfer informed and believe, and 

thereon allege, that Short Porch Pictures was the loan-out corporation for Defendant Kiingher 

and Defendant Winterstern related to the filming of “Rust.” 

35. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Matthew DelPiano,, 

an individual, is and, at al elevarit times, was a resident of California, Colunty of Los Angelés 

("Defendant Delpianc"). Plaintiffs are further informed and Believe, and thereon allege, that 

Défendant Delpiano was a producer of the flin “Rust" and, at all relevant times, contracted as. 

an individual and/or in his official capacity with Defendant Calvary Media, Inc., Defendants, 

and/or Does 11050 to provide said service for the fiming of *Rust.” * 

36. Plaintiffs are informed and Believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Calvary Media, Inc. 

is a corporation incorporated if and existing under fhe laws of the State of Gelaware with its 

- principal place of business in the State of California, County of Los Angeles {hereinafter 

“Defendant Calvary Media’). Plainifs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that 

Defendant Calvary Media was thé loan-out corporation for Defendant Del Piano related to the 

filming of “Rust.” 

37. Plaintiffs are informed and believe., and thereén allege, that Defendant Gabrielle Pickle, an 

individual, is and, at all relévant fimes, was a resident of the Stéte of Georgia (“Defendant 

Pickle"). Plaintiffs afe further informed and believe, and therean allege, that Defendant Pickle 

was a ine producer of the film Rust and, at al relevant times, contracted as an individual and/ 
or in her official capacity with Defendant 3rd Sfift Media, LLC, Defendants, and/or Does 1 to 

50 to provide said service for the filming 6f “Rust.” 
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38. Plaintiffs are informed and believe; and thereon allege, that Defendant 3rd Shift Media, LLC 

is'a domestic limited liability company organized in and existing under the laws of the State of 

Georgia with its principal place of business in Norcross, Georgia (hereinafter “Defendant RD 
shift Media.” Plaintiffs are further formed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant 3rd 
Shift Media was the loan-out corporation for Defendant Pickle related to the fiming of “Rust.” 
39. Plaintifs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Katherine Walters, 
an individual, is and, at al relevant times, was a'resident of the Stite of Pennsylvania 

i: (“Defendant Walters"). Plairitifs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that 
Defendant Walters was, without limitation, a Unit Production Manager for the fim *Rust" and, 
atall relevant times, contracted as an individual and/or in her official capdcity with Defendants 

and/or Does 1 to 50 to provide said service for the filming of “Rust.” 
40. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Chris MB. Sharp, 
anindividual, is arid, at al relevant times, was a resident of address unknown (‘Defendant 
Sharp). Plaintiffs are furttier informed and believe, and thereon allee, that Defendant Sharp 

was, without limitation; an executive producer for the fim “Rust” and, at all relevant times, 
contracted as an indivicual and/or in his Gfficial capacity with Defendants and/or Does 10 50 
to provide said service for the fliing of “Rust.” 
41. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Jenifer Lamb, an 
indlividual, is and, at al elevant times, Vas a resident of address unknown (‘Defendant Lamb"). 
Plaintiffs are furher informed and believs, and thereon allege, tfiat Déendant Lamb was. 
without imitation, an executive producer for the fim “Rust” and, at al relevant trhes, 
‘contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Does 1 to 50 
to provide said service for the firing of “Rust.” _ 

42. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon aliége, tht Defendant Emily Salveson, an 
individual, is and, at al relevant times, was a fesident of address unknown (‘Defendant 
Salveson") Plintifs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, tiat Defendant 
Sélveson was, without limitation, an exécutive producer for the film “Rust” and, at al relevant 
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times, contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Dées | 

1050 to provide said service for thé filming of “Rust.” 
43. Plaintiffs are informed and belive, and thereon allege, that Defendant Streamline Global is 

a business form unknown (hereinafter “Defendant Streamline Global). Plaintifs are further 
informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Streamline Giobal was a motion 
picture development and finance company related to the filming of “Rust.” 

44. Plaintifs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Joel Souza, an 
individual, is and, at all relevant times, was a fesident of California (‘Defendant Souza’). 
Plaintiffs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that. Défendant Souza was, 
without limitation, the Director for the fim “Rust” and, at all relevant times, contracted as an 
individual and/or.in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Does 1 to 50 to provide said 

service for theffiming of “Rust.” 
45. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, ard thereon allege, that Defendant Tim Bariera, an 
individual, is and at all relevant tines, was a resident of address unknown (‘Defendant 
Barrera"). Plaiifts are furthér informed and believe, and théredn allege, that Defendant Barrera 

was, without limitation, 2nd Assistant Director for the film “Rust” and, a al relevant times, 
contracted as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Does 1 to 50 

+ to provide said service for the fiming of “Rust.” 
46. Plainiifs are informed and beliave; and thereon allége, that Defendant Mamie Mitchel, an 
individual, is and, at a relevant times; was a resident of New Mexico (“Defendant Mitchell’). 

Plaintiffs are further informed and bellevé, and thereon liege, that Defendant Mitchell was., 
without imitation, the Script Supervisor for the film “Rust” and, a al relevant times, contracted 
as an individual and/or in her official capacity with Defendants and/or Does 1 10 50 to provide 
said service for the filming of “Rust.” : 

47. Plaintiffs are informed and bélieve, and thereon allege, that Defendait Matthew Hutchins, 
personal representative of the estate of Halyna Hutchins, an individual, is and, at all relevant 
tires, vias a resident of Califoria ("Defendant Hutchins’). Plaintifs are further informed and 
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bblieve, and thereon allege, that Defendant Hutchins was. witout limitation, the persondi 
representative of the estate of Halyna Hutchins, where she served as the Director of 

Photography and department head, for the fim “Rust” and, at all relevant times, contracted as 
an individual and/or in her offical capacity with Defendants and/or Dies 1 10 50 to provide said 
service for the filming of “Rust” - 

| 48. The true names and capitiés, whetfr individual, plural, corporate, partnership, 

associate, or otherwise, of Doe Defendants 1 through 200, inclusive, are unknown to Plainifs, 

‘Who therefore sue said defendants by sucti fictitious namés (*Dde Defendants®). Doe 

Defendants inclide, without limitation, producers and/or financiers related to th fing of the : 

ition pictur “Fiust" at issue in this lawsut. The full extent of the facts inking such ficttiously 

sued Doe Defendants is unknown to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs are inférmed and believe and thereon 

allege that each of the defendants designated herein as a Doe Defendant was, and i, liable for 

the events and happenings hereinditer referred to, and thereby intentionally, reckdessly, and/or 

without any just cause or excuse and with utter disregard of thie consequences of their 

intentional acts and/or omission, or in some other actionable manner, legally and proximately  - 

caused the aforementioned Injuries and damages. Plainifs will Hereafter seek leave of the 
Court to amend this Complaint to show tte défendants' true names and capacities after the 

same have been ascertairied. 

49. Defendants are directly liable for their own nbgligent acts, as well as the negligent acts of 

their officers and/or directors actirig on their behalf. Defendants also are vicariously liable for 

the negligent acts of their employees, representatives, Consultants, agents, and/or servants 

‘and those whom they controlled or had the right and power to control Plaintiffs are informed 

‘and believe, and thiereon allége, that at all times relevant and mentioried Herein, Defendants, 

‘and each of them, were, without imitation, the agents; ostefisible agents, principals, joint 

venturers, servants, employees, employers, co-conspirators, and/or joint venturers of their co- 

Defendants. Each Defendant had a shared communtty of interest in the object ahd purpose of 

undertaking df producing and creating the fim “Rust.” Each fiad a substantial or equ right to 
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share in the control of the design, production, and execution of “Rust and the rights to profits 

derived therefrom, regardless of whether such right was actually exercised. Defendants 

‘controlled thé administration, planning, management, and quality control of the product of 

“Rust.” Defendants’ control included, without limitation, control of marketing, accounting, 

human resources management, training, staffing: creation and implementation of policies and ; 

procedures, safety assessment and compliance, coripliance wih regulations and industry | 

‘standards, licensing, certification, and the hiring, supervising, training, and managing the ! 

employees and agents used in production. 

50. All Defendants were, without limitation, acting within their individual capacity and/or official 

‘capacity within the course, scope and authority of said agéncy, ostensible agency, 

employment, and/or joint venture, and that each and every Defendant, as aforesaid, when 

acting as a principal, was negligent i the selection and hiring, retention; raining, and 

supervision of each and every other Defendant as an agent, ostensible agent, employee, and/ 

or joint venturer. 

51. Defendants operated as a joint venture/enterprise for the purpose of incréasing profitability 

and pursuing their siilar business interests and collectively controlled the production and 

staffing of “Rust.” 

52. Because all Defendants were engaged in a joint venture/enterprise before and throughout 

the use of Plaintiffs’ rental firearm property, the acts and omissions of each participant in the 

joint venture/enterprise are imputable to all other participants. The actions of each participant 

and each participarit's servants, agents, employees, and/or joint venturer as set forth herein, 

are imputed to each participant, jointly and séverally. 

53. In addition fo their direct liability, Defendants are vicariously liable for all negligent or 

intentional acts or omissions committed by their agents, employees., officers, directors, 

‘apparent agents, joint venturers, and/or contractors, pursuant to the doctrines without 

limitation, agency, apparent agency, nondelegable duty, and/or respondeat superior. _ 
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54. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that each of the Defendants 

‘chused and is responsible for the unlawful conduct and resiiting by, inter ala, personally _ . 

participating in the conduct at issue in this lawsuit, or acting jointly and in concert with others 

who did s6, by authorizing, acquiescing, ratifying, and/or failing to take action to prévent the 

tortious conduct that caused the hereinafter described injuries and damages to Piaintifs, by 

fromulgating policies and procedures pursuant to which the tortious conduct occurred, by 
falling and refusing, with deliberate indifference of Plaintiffs’ rights, fo niiate and maintain 

adequate supervision, retention, and/or training, and by ratifying the ilgal and unauthorized 
conduct that occurred by eriployees, joint venturers, agents, and/or ostensible agents under 

their direction, authority, and/or control. Whenever and wherever reference is made in this. 

Complaint to any act by a Defendant, such allegation and referénce shill also be deemed to 

edn the acs and failure to act of each of the Defendants individually, jointly, and severally. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

i i Court has jurisdiction over this case as Court of general jurisdiction in the State of New 
fexico. 

“This Court has personal jurisdiction over the parties to the case. 

Venue in this Coirt is proper pursuant to NMSA 1978 § 38-3-| (A), 8), and (F) (1988). 
; 

OCTOBER 21. 2021 
SHOOTING DEATH of HALYNA HUTCHINS and INJURY of JOEL SOUZA 

55.0 the fim set of “Rust” October 21, 2021, Defendant Guliérrez-Reed loads a éthal 

round of ive .45 Colt ammunition irito Plaintiffs’ inovie rental firearm property. Gutierrez- 

Reed walks into fhe “Rust” church sét, and hands Plaintiffs’ rental firearm to the 1st 

Assistant Director; Defendant Dave Halls. Defendant Halls was ‘standing in’ while: 

Defendants inside the church waited on Deféndant Baldwin. Defendant Halls’ and 

i



Stem ee mmm = om 

Defendants, chose another stopgap measure to save time as Defendant Baldwin was 

I4te to set after the lunch break. 

86. Defendant Gutierrez-Reed hands the firearm to Defendant Halls and instructs hh to 

call her.on the radio when Defendant Baldwin enters the church fora final safety check 

of the firearm. After handing the firearm to Defendant Halls, she the exits the church to 

smoke outside while Defendants inside the church ‘wait on’ Defendant Baldwin's arrival. 

57. Afew minutes after Defendant Gutierrez-Reed exited the church, and unbeknownst ) 

to her, Defendant Baldwin arrives inside the church to rehearse the scene. 

58. Defendant Halls calls out for thosé inside the church “cold gun,” and then proceeds” 

to hand Plaintiffs’ rerital property firearm to Defendant Baldwin. Defendant Baldwin 

conceals thie loaded firearm irito Plaintiffs’ rental property, a-leather cross draw shoulder 

holster that Défendant Baldwin is wearing, and sits on the church pew, hiding the gun 

beneath tiis coat, and folded arms. N - 

59. Defendants, individually and Collectively within the church, agree to ‘go off script’ 

with Plaintiffs rented firearm property, and fail to notify both Armorer Defendant 

Gutierrez-Reed and Plaintiffs’ employee agent, Sarah, of their cost-saving comer-cutting 

decision, and once again, break the standards of firearm film safety on the set of “Rust.” 

60. Defendants inside thie church, individually and collectively, observe Defendant Halls, 

‘a member of crew not authorized or qualified to handle guns on set, including Plaintifs” 

| property, do just that and arm Defendant Baldwin with a deadly weapon. 

61. Upon irformation aind belief, Defendants, as veterans of the film industry, knew or 

should have known, that Defendant Dave Halls was not authorized or qualified fo 

fiandie firearms on set. Defendant Baldwin stated in his nationally televised interview 
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with George Stephanopoulds “The actor's responsibility is to do what the prop armorer 

tells them 10 do.” and *... Hannah would hand me the gun 99% of the time..." 

Defendant Baldwin also recounted being told by previous filfhmaking prop crew of their 

firearm safety duties “My job is to make sure the gun is safe, and then | hand you the 

gun and | déclare the gun safe.” Defendants knew or should have that members of the 

props department were the only. personnel authorized to declare a gun safe, and the 

only méinbers to distribute firearms to actors and stunt persons on the set of “Rust”, not 

Defendant Dave Halls. 

62. Defendants knew that the rental of Plaintiffs’ firearms required a 100% alignment 

with safe fiinmakirig standards, local, state, and federal laws; that Defendant Dave 

Halls was only authorized to reiterate, and broadcast on the radio; aind not speak in lieu, 

the props departinent declaration that a firearm is “cold” or safe. 

63. Upon information and belief, Deféndants, knew, or should fiave known, at a bare 

‘minimum,-and as outlined by Defendant Director Joel Souza’s email, that actors were 

anintégral component of the firearms" safety check, and at a bare minimum, witness 

members of prop crew demonstrate the condition of the firearm, unloaded, or 

specifically what it was loaded with. As “Rust” Director, Defendant Souza Director had 

the opportunity and authority necessary to enforce his prior instructions. On October 8, 

2021 Defendant Souza wrote “Rust” production and crew “Id also like everyone to be 

fold how they are to act around the horées....” and “...I'd like to make sure that every 

time (emphasis added) an actor is handed a weapon they are shown clearly that itis 

either empty, or loaded.” Defendants, collectively and individually could not be bothered 

to enforce the safety of their own set. 
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“64. Upon-infoimation and belief, Defendant Baldwin was handed the gun by Defendant 

Halls, and without being part of the mandatory safety check, drew Plaintiffs’ rental 

firearm from the concealed cross-draw shoulder holster, sivuiig the firearm across his : 

body, swept Defendant Mamie Mitchell witfi the firearm’s muzzle, pointed forward, 

maneuvered the gun pointing directly at Halyna Hutchins and Defendant Jel Souza as 

/ they looked down and away from Defendant Baldwin. Defendant Baldwin knew where 

he aimed the gun as he looked down the barrel, the deceased and injured. Defendant 

Baldwin allowed the hammer to drop from the cocked position to deadly and injurious 

| éffect. 

65. Upon information and belief, Deféndant Baldwin, is the son of a United States 

Marine Corps firearms instructor and decades-long high school gun coach. Defendant 

Baldwin was raised with firearms and was trained 'to never handle, or manipulate a 

firearm that fnay risk its discharge, without a proper inspection. 

66. Upon information and belief, Defendants knew that they were parties to ongoing 

safety violations on set. Complaints of safety and crew welfare went unheeded by 

Deféndants. As a result, earlier that morning before the deadly shooting, nearly all of 

Defendarits’ camera crew resigned. Sadly, the head of camera department was in fact 

Diredtor of Photography, Halyna Hutchins. . 

SOURCE OF THE DEADLY 45 COLT BOUNDS 

67. Defendant Hannah Gutierrez-Reed who served as “Rust” Armorer, was tasked with 

the sae loading and unloading of blanks and dummy rounds in firearms on set, as well 

as their cleaning and maintenance. She personally owned:the supplies she used, 

commonly referred to in the film business as “kit.” 
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68.-In addition to the cleaning suppliés and blanks, Defendant Gutierrez-Reed had a 

‘supply of dummy rounds acquired for fier father Thell Reed. Defendant Gutierrez-Reed 

previously used her kit on “The Old Way." Of the three dummy rounds suppliers to 

“Rust’, Defendant Gutietiéz-Reed supplied approximately 300, dummy rounds of .45 

Colt, more than any other supplier 

69. Upon information and belief, Defendant Gutierrez-Reed’s supply of dummy rounds 

had been mixed with live 45 Colt rounds that she had tieen shooting in her off hours 

while working as an Armorer 6n “The Old Way”. Defendant Gutierrez-Reed was known 

to carry a loaded firearm, in both a legal and illegal ranner. Six live .45 Colt rounds 

were found ori “Rust,” the same caliber and roundcapacity of one of the guns she 

carried for self-protection. : 

70. Regardless, in Defendant Gutiérrez-Reed's Novémber 9, 2021 interview with lead 

detective Hancock, she admitted to bringing the duminy round box mixed with what the 

FBI had determined to be live ammunition. An audio and video recording of Defendant 

Hannah Gutierrez-Reed (“HGR”), with legal counsel Jason Bowles present, shows 

Detective Hancock (‘DH’) lfing up a photograph of thie box Defendant Gutierrez-Reed 

used to load Baldwin's gun with, and the following audio was recorded: 

DH: “But here is my thing is that, you know..." 

HGR: “Yah, with suspected live rounds in this box. “ 

DH: *...which, this matches what you showed me...” 

HGR: “Yah” 

DH: “...what you brought.” . 

HGR: “ yah. yah, um, well, yah those are the ones | brought...” 
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71. Upoh information and belief, the FBI found Defendant Gutierrez-Reed’s fingerprints 

and DNA on the same dummy round box she supplied from her kit, that also contained 

five rounds with the exact same build chaiacteristics as the deadly round she loaded 

into Defendant Baldwin's gun. . 

72. Plaintifs' single dummy rotind box supplied to “Rust” had a handwriten label on 

both ends, in bright blue sharpie‘pen on white gaffer tape. Plaintiffs’ dummy round box 

was found on the prop truck hundreds of yards away at thé time of the shooting. 

73. The criminal investigation and FBI testéd the contents of Plaintifs’ only dummy 

found box supplied to “Rust” and determined the Gontents viere in fact dummy rounds, 

and inert. 

74. Additionally, photographic evidence was admitted in the felony criminal conviction of 

Defendant Gutierrez-Reed that specifically showing that the'live rounds were on the set 

of “Rust” two days before Plaintiffs’ dummy rounds had'even been sent to “Rust”. 

75. In August 2021 Defendant Hannah Gutierrez-Reed texted Plaintiffs, that she was 

desirous to shoot live amnion from guns used to filmi “The Old Way.” Plaintifts 

replied “Never shoot live Amnio out of TV/Movie guns. Only blanks. Its a serious 

mistake, alway ends in tears.” Defendant Gutierrez-Reed replied “Good to know. I'm stil 

gonna shoot mine tho." a firearf chambered in .45 Colt that she had rented to “The Old 

Way” film production. 

76. Upon information and belief, after the shooting death of Halyna Hutchins, Defendant 

Gutierrez-Reed would photograph and send in a prvilege-waved text message to her 

legal counsel, Jasori Bowles, and her father Thell Reed, indicating that she was stil in 

' 10



‘possession of live ammunition, that appeared to match the deadly rounds she had 

Brought to “Rust” and loaded into Defendant Baldwiri's gun. 

77. Reloads are manufactured from previously fired cases, and show oblivious signs fo 

being new. Factory new ammunition are made from brand new cases. The visual 

differences between the two are unmistakable when the reloaded case have not been 

thoroughly cleaned, as was the case with Thell Reed's “1883” reloads. The case had 

éach been fired and réloaded several times. 

78. In the roughly 1,000 instances of providing dummy rounds to entertainment 

productions, Plaintiffs rattle test each and every dummy round before distributing for use 

on a film set. Plaintiffs have safely rattle tested and supplied well over one-hundred 

thousand dummy rounds and distributed to filmi projects without incident. Further, 

Plaintiffs do not shoot .45 Colt, and Plaintiffs have never possessed new .45 Colt 

ammunition, and in only one instance held Thell Reed's “1883” .45 Colt reloads. 

79. The Santa Fe Shierif's investigation, and FBI determined that the deadly rounds of 

“Rust” and the “1883” reloads were not a match. Thell Reed's “1883” reloads were 

made from brass cases that had been previously reloaded several times. The deadly 

rounds found on “Rust” were made from brand new cases. 

80. Thell Reed's “1883” reloads had brass primers, yellow in color. The deadly “Rust” 

rounds had nickel plated primers, bright silver in color. 
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&1. The projectiles (bullets) pressed and loaded into the cases were completely different 

as well. Thell Reed's *1883" reloads were made wih lightweight, semiwadcuter bullets. 

The deadly “Rust” rounds had full weight 255 grain bullets, an easly cistinguishablé 

difference between the two. 

82. The FBI also determined that Triell Reed's “1883” reloads used a different type of 

gunpowder than the'live rounds found on “Rust.” 

83. The four components needed to manufactire the “Rust” and “1883” rounds — the 

case, the gunpowder, the primer, and the bullet type -- were all found by the FBI to be 

dissirilar. The manner with which these four componénts were assembled was also 

- dissimilar; the “Rust” ammunition was manufactured with a taper crimping die, while 

Thell Reed's “1883” reloads were made by a roll crimping die that resulted in a visually 

obvious distinction. 

84. Of the ten or more data points required to accurately match live rounds, only oné 

similarity existed between the “Rust” and “1883” rounds: the 45 Colt caliber. All nine or 

more possible data poirits were dissimilar 

ANIMAL CRUELTY 

85. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually dnd collectively, violated 

animal welfare standards by choosing to load, and firing, the loudest blank round 

possible from Plaintiffs’ rental firearm property, with the sole puirposé of frightening a 

horse out of the camera's frame during “Rust” filming: 

86. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and collectively, chose to cut 

comers, and knowingly violated animal welfare standards and laws protecting animals. 
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87. Upon information and belief, Defendants knew, individually and collectively, that 

when filming near horses and minor children, firearms are tobe loaded with a maximum 

1/4 load blanks, or less. 

88. Upon information and belie, Defendants, individually and collectively, including the 

“Rust” horse wrangler Doe, loaded and fired the loudest blank possible in Plains’ 

firearm rental property, a multiple of 4 the maximum permissible blank round to be 

used near horses and minor children 

89. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually ard collectively, used an 

abusive mechanism to generate real on-camera fear and the’horse’s reaction for 

personal and financial gain. 

0. Upon information and belief, the mindset of Defendants, individually and collectively, 

was to get the film ‘in the can’ at any cost, including comer-cutting cost savings in the 

form of animal abuse. 

91. Upon information aid belief, Defendants were focused on personal and financial 

gain, and did use Plaintiff’ firearm rental property as an insirument of animal cruelty, in 

an effort to achieve their goals. 

FALSE LIGHT . 

92. Upon information and belief, in the years following the shooting, Deferidants, 

individually and collectively would Use their influence and conspired with Defendants 

Doe, and used cutthroat industry Hollywood ‘fiers’ and media to cast Plaintiffs in a false 

and offensive light. 
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93. The film industry was Plaintiffs’ source of income, and is predominantly 

cGompromised of liberals. 

94. Upon information and belief, at the direction of Defendants, Vanity Fair's Anthony 

Breznican wrote a false and misleading article and published ‘Trumper’ quotes falsely 

attributed to Plaintiffs. 

95. Upon information and belief, the recent Blake Lively litigation and press coverage 

revealed many of Defendants’ Hollywood fixer" tactics. Film industry ‘fixers’ aré playfully: 

represented in Episode 2, of “The Fall of the House of Usher”, where the Usher family 

fixer averted pubic relations crisis and fabricated spin using media outlets and 

influencers, that included the scripted inclusion of “Anthony Breznican at Vanity Fair.” 

96. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and collectively would use 

their celebrity contacts and connections to launch a national propaganda campsign 

against Plains. 

96. Upon information andbelief, in Defendarit Baldwin's Occupational Health and Safty 

Bureau (OSHA) recorded intefview he made a number of false and misleading 

statements, including but not limited to that on the day of the deadly shooting “Seth 

Kenney is on set, I'm told." And “I mean, there's been some discussion as to what days 

‘was Kenney actually on the set, because we were told by very verifiable sdurces that 

Kenney was on the set the day that this happenied.”, meaning the day of the deadly 

shooting. 

97. Upon information and belief, Defendant Baldwin conspired with Defendants and 

capitalized on his star stétus to scapegoat the only party not directly tied to the “Rust” 

‘production and insurance policy, and further falsely stated in his OSHA interview about 
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Plaintiffs “We were told that he visited, that people saw him there the day that this 

happened. And Kenney, of course was the one who they, is certainly one of the people 

that believe is responsible for bringing the live ammb ont the set.” . 

98. Défendants, individually and collectively unjustified and relentless public harassment 

has occurred for years. In Defendant Baldwin's (publicly available) interview, he once 

again attacked Plaintiffs when asked by the OSHA inteiviewer if he had ever met Seth 

Kenney. Defendant Baldwin replied “Kenney, who |, if Kenney, here's the problem. Its 

like saying did you ever meet Jeffrey Epstein?” Defendants, individually and collectively 

painted Plaintiffs under and unsettled false light. : 

99. Upon information and belief, in an attempt to distribute blame and responsiit for 

the deadly and injurious “Rust” shooting, Defendants, individually and collectively, 

broadcasted false and misleading statements to a national audience, including the false 

statement found in Défendant Baldwin's publishéd OSHA interview that Plaintiff Seth N 

Kenney was on the'set of “Rust.* Defendant Baldwin stated "...he was theré as this 

master armorer or this mentor armiorer...” ariother completely false statement. 

. 100. Plaintiffs’ firearm rental property was brand new and in perfect working order when 

supplied to “Rust.” Upon infofmatiori and belief, in Defendant Baldwin's OSHA interview 

he stated that he had trained and filmed witti Plaintiffs’ rental firearm property for nearly 

a week without issue, and responded to OSHA interviewer question “Did it seem like the 

gun'may have had a mechanical deféct?” Defendant Baldwin replied “No. No, because | 

had used that gun before, | didn't have any problem.” Defendant Baldwin further stated 

..the problem with the gun'is that there was a live bulet in there. That's the problem 

with the gun.” 
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| 
101.-Upon information and belief, Defendant Baldwin switched his tune and adopted a 

more aggressive approach to deflect responsibilty and claimed that Plaintifs’ rental 

| firearm property had a detect of firing without the trigger being pulled, and broadcasted : 

this false statement repeatedly on-a national scale. 

102. Upon information and belief, Defendants individually and collectively, broadcasted 

false statements to besmirch Plaintiffs reputation and the condition of their firearm rental 

property, and adopted a coordinated effort to deflect public ridicule, and scorn, to 

salvage prestige, prevent ecortomic losses related to “Rust” revenue, and falsely shifted 

blame and responsibility to Plaintiffs. 

103. Plaintiffs firearm rental property's, was designed in 1873, with'a high'degree of 

function and reliabily. It is this reason the Colt Pattern Single Action Army, was selected 

as the official firearm of the State of Arizona and it is stil manufactured, and used 

extensively to date. 

104.-Upon information dnd belief, Defendants, individually and collectively, for the 

purposes of financial gain, and standing in the community, did conspire to paint Plaintifs 

in a false light, and individually and collectively, arranged for Defendant Baldwin to 

interview on Chris Cuomo’s nationally publicized talk show, and broadcast the falsehood 

that Seth Kenney served-as a “Rust” manager-producer, Armorer Mentor, and in this 

false and fabricated capacity, was blamed or held responsible for “Rust” production's 

hiring of afmorer, Defendant Hannah Gutierrez-Reed. 

105. Upon information and belief, “Rust”. Ditoctor Defendant Joel Souza, made the 

decision to hife Hannah Gutierrez-Reed. 
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106. During the same week of the Chris Cuomo broadcast, Defendant Baldwin would 

provide CNN witha nationally broadcast interview, where he once again shifted blame 

from himself and Defendants, to paint Plaintiffs in a false and misleading light, and 

without facts in support, mused aloud in the interview whether Plaintiff Seth Kenney had 

commingled live aminunition with blanks. 

107. Upon information"and belief, Defendants enlisted the services of on-line YouTube 

channels for on-ine attacks, and painted Plaintiff in a false and negative light. : 

108. Additionally, and as part of Defendants’ campaign to rebuild their standing'in the 

public eye, did also enlist the services, or through intermediaries, for paid on-line ‘trolls’, 

and broadcasted messaging directed toward diminishing Plaintiffs standing, and once 

‘again painted Plaintiffs in a false lighit. 

109. Upon. information and belief, Defendants individually and collectively, attacked 

Plaintiffs on a national broadcast level, and at every opportunity, to misdirect negative 

attention from themselves, and cast Plaintifs in a highly offensive false, that has 

resulted in destruction of Plaintiffs’ income, personal humiliation, mental anguish, 

_ besmirched reputation and standing in the community. 

Hussain v. Paliier Commins. 60 Fad. Appx. 747, 752 (10th Cit. 2008) (‘Hussain’), 

= Upon information and belief, on January SA” 

inthe 1st Judicial District Court of Santa Fe County against the SFCO District Atomey's 

office, and Sheriff Department, and in doing so spread false and malicious accusations 

‘against Plaintiffs (an unnamed third party to the lawsuit) through Defendants contacts in 

. themedia with a broader goal of swaying public sentiment. 
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111. Upon information and belief, the extensive criminal investigation and resulting trials 

and sworn testimony, Deféndant Baldwin was made aware that Plaintiffs did not 

purposely or inadverteritly upply the Rust production with live ammunition: 

112. At large and in Defendant Baldwin's lawsuit, he scapegoats others and specifically, 

Plaintifs, as falsely and maliciously stated in paragraph'38 of his lawsuit ‘Both Zachry 

and Gtierrez-Reed Garfie with strong recommendations from the-production’s ammo 

supplier, Seth Kenney”. This false and misleading accusation is akin to shooting two 

people with one bullet. Defendant Baldwin with total disregard for truth, managed three 

false and malicious statements aimiéd directly at Plaintif. 

113. Defendant Baldwin created a false and underhandéd suggestion that Gutierrez 

Reed was hired and worked on Rust due to Plaintiffs “strong recommendation”. Plaintiffs 

did not, nor had they kriown Defendant Gutierrez-Reed's set wk capabililies or lack 

there of, having neither worked with, or trained Gutierrez-Reed to work set as an 

Armorer. 

114. Defendant Baldwin broadcasted to media, and made a false and underhanded 

R ‘statement in his lawsuit that Plaintiffs were the sole suppliér of “ammo” to Rust. Upon 

information and Belief, the extensive criminal investigation and resulting trials and sworn 

testimony informed Defendant Baldwin that there were three dummy round suppliers to 

the Rust production, and two suppliers of blank rounds. 

115. Upon information and belief, due to'thie extensive criminal.investigation and 

resulting criminal trials, including sworn testimony, Defendant Baldwin knew or should 

have known that “ammo” as defined by Oxford's Language dictionary is an abbreviation 

of “Ammunition”. 
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116. “Ammunition”, defined by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms has both a 

propellant charge (commonly gunpowder) and a projectile, most commonly a bulet, 

steel or lead shot. Defendant Baldwin falsely and maliciously alleged that Plaintiffs were 

the supplier of live ammunition to the set of Rust 

117. In paragraph 77 of Defendant Baldwin's lawsuit, he falsely alleged that Plaintifis 

were a supplier of live rounds to Rust, or that tfiere was increased evidence that 

Plaintiffs had inadvertently been the source of ive airunition and made the false 

suggestion that *...more evidence emerged that Seth Kenney, a third-party ammo 

supplier, may have been the source of the live round.” 

118. Defendant Baldwin knéw or should have known that the criminal investigation 

found no evidence linking Plaintifs to the deadly round of ammunition that Defendant 

Baldwin fired. Instead, the Santa Fe County criminal investigation cleared Plainiiffs and 

found that the live ammunition Plaintiffs had was entirely dissimilar to that found on 

Rust. 

116. Defendant Baldwin continues throughout his media released lawsuit with false and 

misleading statements in paragraphs 80, 81, 82, 83, and in paragraph 158 section d 

states that Plaintiffs supplied ammunition (live rounds),.and therefore the source of the 

deadly round of ammunition stating “...Kenney (the film's ammunition supplier)...” 

120. Defendant Baldwin's lawsuit made additional false allegations, that Plaintiffs were 

made aware of the lapses in set safety prior to the shooting death, another completely 

false allegation with-the sole purpose of smearing Plaintiffs reputation. 

121. Again in paragraph 213 of Defendant Baldwin's publicly advertised and media 

distributed lawsuit, he falsely and maliciously states *...Kenney had already revealed to 
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Detective Hancock that he may have been the source of the live bullet that killed 

Hutchins)", another completely false allegation staiement. 

122. Upon information and belief, Defendant Baldwin's media released false statemerits 

were done to intentionally harm Plaintiffs in the media, film industry and public view for 

the purposes of deflection and a scapegoating media campaign to paint Defendant 

Baldwin asan innocent victim of a crazed prosecution. 

123. Defendant Baldwin's false narrative is unsupported by fact, and aimed to avoid a 

painfully simple truth, that again, Defendant Baldwi knowingly took the firearm from a 

membér of crew he knew was not authorized to handle firearris on-set, and without 

performing, or observing a safety check of the firearm with authorized crew, immediately 

pointed, and fired the umodified, brand new, and as Defendant Baldwin stated in his 

October 21, 2021 interview With Detectives stated “...give me the"biggest gun you've 

got", fired the largest gun he could get his hands on, to deadly injurious effect. 

124. Upon information and belief, Plaintifts have suffered at the hands of Defendants, 

individually and collectively, By unreasonable and highly objectionable media 

broadcasted publicity that attributes characteristics, conduct or beliefs that place 

Plaintiffs before thie public in a false position, and therefore, a viable cause of action 

exists. See Restatement (Second) of Torts § 652€ cmt. b, at 395 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

CONVERSION 

125. Upari information and belief, Defendants; individually and collectively, agreed and 

allowed Defendant Baldwin to, without consent of Plaintiffs and in direct opposition to 
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Plaintifs' rights and interests, take Plaififts rental firearm property, legally conceal it 

‘upon himself, draw the firearm, and without checking the fiream’s safe condition, 

manipulate the firéarm's action, shooting and kiliig Halyna Hutchins, and injuring Joel 

Souza. 

126. Upon information and belief, Défendants; individually and collectively, benefited 

from, and edntinue to benefit from the aforementioned illegal and unauthorized use of 

Plaintiffs’ rental irearn property, and did-commit the illegal dct of animal cruelty for 

financial gain. _ 

127. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and collectivély, contributed 

to, or directly caused manslaughter, and injury bord of cost-cutting financial gin with 

the illegal and unaiithorized use of Plaintiffs’ firearm rental property. 

128. Upon information and belie, Defendants individually and collectively, violsled NM 

‘Stat § 30-7-4 (2023) with the reckless, and uriauthorized use of Plaintiffs’ firearm réntal 

property, resulting in both deati and injury. 

129. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individual and collective lawful and 

temporary use and possession of Plaintiffs’ property, and did delve into unauthorized 

and illegal use by Defendants, contrary to the scope of authority agréed to by Plaintifs. 

130. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and colléctively, used 

Plaintiffs’ rental firearm property in an unauthorized manner and scope, seriously 

violating Plains right of control by Plaintfs', employee agent, Sarah Zachry. 

131. Upon information and belief, and as a result of Defendants criminal conversion of 

Plaintifié’ property, to kil and maim, Plaintifs suffers ongoing severé emotional distress. 

Spates v. Dameron Hospital Assn. 114 Cal. App. 4th 208 (Cal. App. 3d Dist. 2003) 
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THIRD CAUSE'QF ACTION 

UNJUST ENRICHMENT 

132. On Octéber 4, 2021 Deféndants and Plaintiffs entered into-a rental contract, and 

purchase agreement. Plaintiffs did provide Defendants wiih the goods and services set 

forth in the rental and purchase agreement. 

133. Deféndants were to pay for, and return Plaintiffs personal rental property on or 

before November 5, 2021, and have not. As a result of Defendants’ unauthorized illegal 

acts; Plaintiffs’ rental property was seizéd by law enforcement officials, were it remains 

to the date of this filing. 

134. Upon information and belief, Defendants’ Production and filming of “Rust” has been 

completed, and the “Rust” film is'being broadcasted, and marketed for sale, without just 

compensation to Plaintiffs, for use of tfeir rental property. 

135. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and collectively, have 

benefited, from the use of Plaintifs rental property, and have failed, or refused to pay 

the outstanding invoices, up to and including the initial 5-week rental, and any exterided 

rental due while Plaintiffs’ property is his held in evidence by the Santa Fe County 

Sheriffs Department, as a result of Defendants’ unauthorized, and illegal acts. 

136. Plaintifs are due just compensation from Defendants’ and the benefit they received 

from use, and sale of Plaintifs' property. 
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[EQURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE 

187. Afilm production's Property Depaitment and ts qualified members, are the only 

film crew personnel authorized to work with actors, stunt doubles, and body double 

. ‘stand-ins’ with firearms and props. 

138. Property Master, Sarah Zachry served as both, head of the “Rust” Property 

Department, as well as Plaintiffs’ employee agent. Sarah Zachir, as “Rust” Property 

Master employee agent, had authority and did select, based on existing agreements 

with Plaintiffs, to source prop rentals used in the filming of “Rust” from Plaintiffs. 

139. Dual agency working relationship between Property Master, and prop house 

supplier, is a common practice in the film business, satisfies Federal Firearms laws, and 

‘commonly lasts the entirety of one’s career. . 

140. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and collectively; were aware 

that Plaintiffs had an agency with, Sarah Zachry, and a rental agreement contract with 

Defendants, and did rent, all of the “Rust” film set firearms; from Plaintiffs. 

141. Upon information and belief, Defendants, including Defendant Joel Souza, 

Deferidant Gabrielle Pickle, and Defendant Hannah Gutierrez-Reed, and Sarah Zachry, 

individually and collectively, had zoom conference calls With Plaintifs, to stablish the 

inventory and timelines for delivery and use of Plaintiffs’ rental property through dual 

agent Sarah Zachry throughout the filming of “Rust.” 

+142. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and collectively, used 

Plainifs’ rental property 1 fim *Rust" for 12 days of the total 21 day fim shoot. 
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143. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually ad collectively, did interfére 

with the safe operation of Plaintiffs’ existing business and contract, and without 

justification or authority, breached all manner of the existing business'rental contract" 

and agreement, and used Plaintis rental property to deadly and injurious results, 

resulting in the Santa Fe County law enforéement seizure of Plaintiffs property, where it 

remains to the date of this filing. : 

144. Upon information and belief, Defendants individually and collectively, received a 

sales order of blank ammunition for use in fiming “Rust”, from Plairitifts, and did use the 

blank ammunition to film “Rust” for 12 days of the total 21 day film shoot, and due to the 

Defendants’ interference with the safe execution of the existing business agreement and 

rental contract, used Plairiiffs' rental property to deiadly and injurious results, resulting in 

the Santa Fe County law enforcement seizure of the blank afnmunition, a necessary 

‘component to complete and satisfy, Plaintifis’ existing business. 

145. Upon information and belief,-Defendants, individually and collectively, knowingly 

jeopardized the safe usage of Plaintiffs’ fental property, and hid this from Plaintiffs’ 

employee agent, Sarah Zachry, a breech of the existing business rental agreement 

contract. 

146. Upon information and Belief, Defendants, individually and collectively, unauthorized 

and illegal acts, have caused interruption and interference with Plaintiffs’ existing 

business, and as a result, and solely due to Defendants’ unauthorized, unsafe and 

illegal activities, Plaintiffs have suffered economic damages over the last three years, 

and continue to suffer economic damage, due to interference. 
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147. Upon information and belief, Defendants, individually and collectively, did, due to 

their illegal actions, cause the law enforcement seizure of Plaintiffs’ rental property, the 

prime element of the rental contract, dnd Plainlifs’ existing and prospective business: 

148. Upon information and belief, if not but for the illegal interference, and wrongful 

breaich by Defendants, Plaintiffs’ rental firearms property would not be'in custody with 

law enforcement, and both Defendants and Plaintiffs, would have been able to satisfy 

the rental agreement contract. 

PUNITIVE DAMAGES AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS 
Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference, each and every allegation and statement contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 148, supra, as if the same had been set forth fully below. 

At all times relevant to the allegations if this cofnplaint, the conduct of the Defendants was 

malicious, wilful, reckless, and/or wanton. 
To the extent and of the Defendants is or was acting as an agent of any other Defendant, the 

‘conduct of the agent Defendant alleged in this complaint was authorized and/or ratified by the 

principal Defendant. 

‘The conduct of the Defendarits who were acting as agents and/or employees of any of any of 

the Defendants, when taken as a whole, show that the emplcer/principal Defendants were 
malicious, willful, reckless, wanton, or in bad faith, 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
UHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for judgement against all Defendants, and each of them, as 

1. Plaintiffs compensatory damages against each Defendant, jointly and severally, in an amount 
to be proven at trial, 
2. For Plaintiff Seth Kenney, damages related to the severe emotional injuries he has suffered; 

3. For civil penalties as pérmitted by law; 

34



—l — —— 

4. For punitive damages; 

5. For costs and reasonable. attomeys' fees; 

6 For preudgement an post-ucgment terest as permit by law; and 
7. For other such relief as the Court may deem proper. 

Dated: October 22, 2025 Respectfully submitted, 

Seth Kenney 
in pro se 

Pe 
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