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~ W&NGEa JONES aELS LE Y PC 
265 E.  River Park Circle, Suite alo 
Fresno, California g7o 
Telephone:  (559) 233-4800 
Facsimile:  (5m)23-3 0 

Amanda G Ne e h #234214 
Marisa L. Balch #258332 

| Attorneys f for: Plaintiffs 

FILED 
3/4/2022 5:2 PM 

No onaSo ae m,C+R J Court 
Superior Court of the State G California  

County of wings 

.af / J. ~k / z Deputy 

SandnTf|B ~ 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF KINGS, CENTRAL DIVISION 

}a D WILSON AND SONS DAIRY, LPa 
California lilild partnership; 
~DYEAy WILSON, an individual; 
~JAMES WILSON, JR,a individual;  
SA\ORIDOE PARTNERS LP, aCalifornia 
limited partnership, 

22C-0067 
Case No. 

COMPLAINT FOR: 
(!)TRESSPASS 
(2) PUBLIC NUISANCE 
()PRIVATE NUISANCE 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

J.G. SOSW£EE COMPANY, aC2iornia 
Corporation;  
MAC UNkUHa individual; and 
DOES lthrough 25, inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Plaintiffs }a D Wilson and Sons Dairy, LP, Dylan Wilson, James Wilson, Jrand Sandride 

Partners, LP, joint  ventures  of Wilson and S n 6d c Cattle Feed, bring th B action  against Defen dues  

J.G. Boswell Company an d Mark Unruh and D0£S1-5indUive 

I. 

aURIISglCT ON AND VENUE 

\ Plaintiff,  } a D Wilson and Sons Da4y, is, and  at all times mentioned herein   was, a 

California Limited Partnership. lalprimary place obusiness B located in Kings County. 
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! & pli§f, Dylan Wilson, is, and aall times mentioned herein wa,aresident of the 

2 County of Kings, State of Califo rni% 

a \ Plaintiff, Jae Wilson, Jr. is, and at 6! times mentioned herein  was, a resident  of the 

4 Comet o{ Kings, S!lacoFCalifornia.  

5 % Plaintiff, Sa d dg Partners, £P is, and at all times mentioned herein  wa,a California 

6 Limited Partnership  and &t the owner 0 yeproperties  described  more fully below in  paragraph 6 IB! 

7 primary place ofbusiness 610 &e ie the County oFSanG Clara, St aeofCalifornia but owns  and farms 

S several loc esi= King County. 

9 R Plaintiffs J& D Wilson and Sons DalryLP, Dylan Wilson, James Wilson and Sandide 

}O Partners, LP, (collectively "Plaintiffs") are joint ventures of  Wilson and SandHdg Cattle Feed, th c 

I purpose of  which is m raise feeder cttc(h feeding of cattle and profiting  off the weight gin. 

12 6 Plaintiffs l me  certain agricultural property loca mdln Kings County fom Sandlydge 

13 Partners, LP, for the purposes ogainatheilAe2cmeSGrgpoertyiSdsWbdm &PNSOb 

14 130-066, 067,  044;  024-130-065;  026-090-034;  EC5S:0 6- 50 0!% ECSSE: 026-050-010, 011, O!\ 

15 014 Ol% 0I6; RM12 022-130-007;  022-100-005;  022-150-001;  022-090-001; RMI2 OZ - 4 -0 b 

16 SIDlSNE: 026-110-007,  026-110-017; SID I75W:026-131-038,  026-131-028,  026-131-029;  SID32 

17 026-340-026,  026-340-027;  SID I6SW:026-190-027,  0% 029,  0$\ 009 (herelnft I the "Subject ~ 

IS Property").  The Subject Property  is private property. 

19 % Oninformation andb [«!f Defendant, J.G. Boswell Company ("Bowd2' is and at 2! 

20 times mentioned herein  was,a California Corporation. OniSf information and  belief,  SoSwdRspimary 

21 plc o business is located i= Kings County. 

22 8 On information  and belie Defendant Mark Una ("Unruh"), is, and at 2! times 

23 mentioned herein was, a resident of the County o Kings, State o California, and an agent and/or 

24 employee of Defendant Boswell . 

25 ƒ Onor about January 2\22%a separate but related action e(!!&dTulare Lake Coma 

26 v! S nd i g Partners, etc., et a. King County Superior  Court, Case No. 22C-00 !/ was commenced 

27 by an affiliate o£ Defendant Boswell against SandidePartners, LP, and others, m enjoin them from 

28 constructing api din  to run water for agricu agricultural and commercial ussflmeSObelProperty. 
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! !* Plaintiffs  are ignorant o the true  names and capacities of Defendant su e herein  as DOES 

2 ! through 2% inclusive, and, therefore, sue said Defendants bsuch 5c!!liousnames. Plaintiffs will 

] amend this complaint to allege their true See and capacities when ascertained. Plaintiffs  are informed 

4 and believe,  and based thereon allege, th a each  of the  fictitiously  nee defendants  is negligently 

5 responsible in some manner for the occurrences alleged herein. And that Plaintiffs' ~nu\sa herein 

6 alleged were further proximately caused b that negligence. 

7 11. Plaintiffs  are informed and believe,  and thereon  allege, that all times herein  relevant,  e each 

S o the Defendants were acting m the agent, servant, employee, partner and/or joint venture oeach of 

9 the remaining  Defendant, and was acting  in concert  with each  remaining  Defendant in doing  the things 

10 herein  alleged, w6» k all times acting within the scope of such age c,Cmplyme t partnership  and/or 

I concert  of action. 

!2 I 

!] GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

14 !& A all material times alleged herein  material, Plaintiffs, pursuant to their joint  venture, 

15 were leasing the Subject Procrtyf r the amain of their cattle. A all material times alleged herein, 

16 Plaintiffs  grazed  cattle  on the Subject Proerty 

17 !\ Plaintiffs 2e informed and  believe, an J thereon allege, that all times herein  relevant, 

18 Defendant Boswell was the owner and operator oahelicopter(h "Boswell HdQotr) Plaintiffs are 

19 informed and believe, and thereon allege, that all times herein relevant, DeGnalUnruhwmte 

20 operator  or a passenger o the Boswell Helicopter.  

2! 14 Beginning in early  January 2022, and continuing  to present da to Defendants Boswell  

22 and Unruh intentionally, recklessly and impr oel operated  the  Boswell Helicopter over  the  Subject 

23 Property at altitudes below those pecllbdb law and s conducted their flights m bbimminently 

2 dangerous to persons an dpo erty,including Plaintiffs' c me  Plaintiffs are informed  and believe, and 

25 thereon allege, that all times herein ree antDeedanGdangrul operated  their flights, ina effort 

26 to interfere with Plaintiffs' gr awn cattle  business and i£rcialatloe  against Sandridg e/fin Partners, LP, for 

27 its commencement a construction project located 0=a portion o the Subject Property iSwhich 

28 Defendant Boswell has sued m enjoin as set forth iEpgagra5 R Defendants' reckless an ddangerous 
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I operation o the Boswell Helicopter over the Subject Property endangers the health and welfare o 

2 Plantifs'cattle, other property and the public. 

3 15 Asa direct result of Defendants' intentional, reckless and improper operation ode 

4 Boswell H eicoper over th e Subject Proerty(at times  a mere thirty to fifty fe e above  the  cattle  herds) 

5 the cattle arc sokcdb the loud noise and wind of the Boswell Helicopter, causing the herds t 

6 stampede, charge and run into, ado over each otter, and atimes through the barbed wir and/or electric 

7 fencing  containing  them.  Asa direct result  of Defendants' dangerous  operation   of the  Boswell 

8 Helicopter over the Subject Property and herds, the cattle break through the fencing, run through 

9 neighboring  parcels, causing danger to persons an d property,  and at time mint California Highway 

10 41ina effort to escape th eBoswellHeico tr. 

11 16 Plaintiffs have be damaged, and continue t suffer damages asa result o Defendants' 

12 conduct, including but not limited to, ~nuryt their ctte Defendants' trespass and/or nuisance 

13 continues as Defendants continue trecklessly operate their flights over the Subject Property thereby 

14 interfering with Plaintiffs'   grazing  cattle business.  Such conduct  prevents  Plaintiffs from  bin ale to 

15 use and enjoy the Subject Property pursuant t its lease, a right which Plaintiffs inarguably hod 

16 17 Further, aa result of Defendants' conduct the public is put arisk a the ctteinan 

17 effort  to escape  the  Boswell Helicopter,   are breaking  through the electric   fencing  and ruing on f 

18 California Highway 41 which creates a dangerous cn~tonadonisancfrwhicteeisn 

19 adequate  remedy  at law. 

20 FIRST  CAUSE OF ACTION 

21 (Trespass  — By Defendants Boswell and  Unruh) 

2 18 Plaintiffs hereby incorporate Paragraphs l through 17inclsiv asieach was laid out 

23 indtalherein. ~ 

24 19. Plaintiffs lease the Su betPoertyfrtegazin of their ctteand infact graze their 

2 cattle on the Subject Property. 

26 20 Astnants Plaintiffs have the right t exclude persons from tersassin on the Subject 

27 Property. 

28 ffl 
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1 21. Beginning in early January 2022, and  continuing  to present  date,  Defendants Boswell 

2 and Unruh intentionally, recklessly and improperly operated the Boswell Helicopter over the Subject 

3 Property aaltitudes below those pecrbdb law ids conducted their flights at be imminently 

4 dangerous to persons and property, including Planifs'cttePlaintiffs are informed and believe, and 

5 t e c n allege, th a all times herein re1ca t Defendants dangerously operated  their flights,in an effort 

6 to interfere with Painifsgrazing cattle business and inrta~aion against Sandridg Partners, LP, for 

7 itcommencement oaconstruction project located ona portion o the Subject Property inwhich 

8 Defendant Boswell has sued t enjoin as set forth in paragraph 9 

9 22 Defendants' reckless and dangerous operation of the Boswell Helicopter over the Subject 

10 Property endangers the health and welfare o Pairitfs'ctteother property andthepbic. 

11 2. Asa direct result o Defendants' intentional, reckless and improper oeatonothe 

12 Boswell Helicopter over th eSujetProperty  (at times a mere thirty t fifty feet above the cattle   herds) 

13 the cattle are spoked by the loud noise and wind of the Boswell Heicopercausing the herds t 

14 stampede, charge and run into, and over ec ohs and a times through the barbed wire ado electric 

15 fencing containing  them. Asa direct result  of Defendants' dangerous operation  of the Boswell 

16 Helicopter over the Subject Property and the ctteherds, the cttebreak through the fencing, run 

17 through neighboring parcels, causing danger to persons and property, and atimes ono to California 

18 Highway 41 inan effort t escape the Bos welHelicopter. ~ 

19 2. Plaintiffs did not give Defendants permission to recklessly and improperly operate the 

20 Boswell Helicopter over the Subject Property a altitudes  below those prescribed by lw. Plaintiffs did 

21 not give Defendants permission t conducted their flights over the Subject Property in such a manner s 

2 atb imminently dangerous t persons and property, including Pairitfs'cattle. 

2 2. Plaintiffs have be damaged, and continue to suffer damages asa result o Defendants' 

2 intentional conduct,  inluingbtntlimitedt,~n uryt their cattle. Defendants' trespass continues   as 

25 Defendants continue t recklessly operate their flights over the Subject Property thereby inerferingwith 

26 Pairitffs'grazing cttlebusinesSuhcnutprevnsPairi~fsfrombingalt use and enjoy the 

27 Subject Pr oerty pursuant to it lease,  aright which Plaintiffs  inarguably hold. 

28 %/ 
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1 26 Further, asa result of Defendants' conduct the public is put atrisk as the cattle, ina 

2 effort to escape the Boswell Helicopter, are breaking tog the eetrcfencing and running on to 

3 Calif rniaHighway 41 which creates adangerous condition  and endangers the public. 

4 27.. Defendants are awe of the wrongfulness of their  conduct described    acv and 

5 collectively are to trespass on the Subject Property with the intent interfere with Plaintiffs' grazing 

6 cattle business  and  in retaliation  against  Sadri g Partners, LP for its  commencement  of a construction 

7 project loct d on a portion of the Subjec tProperty. 

8 28 I addition t the recovery of damages and attorney's fees base upon the unlawful 

9 trespass pursuant t Civil Code of Procedure scto 1019 Plaintiffs are also entitled to punitive  

10 damages a the aforementioned acts of Defendants were willful, oppressive and in knowing disregard 

11 for th e rights afforded to Plaintiffs in thate have accessed  the  Subject Property  belonging to Plaintiffs 

12 for th e sole purpose of willingly vexing  and harassing Plaintiffs  to case  them  disruption in an un awl 

13 manner. This conduct is despicable and inconscious disregard for Painifs'rights t use and enjoy 

14 their pr oerty entitling them to  punitive  damages. 

15 29 I addition t the monetary damages suffered, Defendants' wrongful conduct, asalleged 

16 above, unless and until enjoined and restrained b order of this Court will cause great and irreparable 

17 injury through the ongoing injuyt the Subject Property, Plaintiffs' ctteand the pulc~,and deprive 

18 Plaintiff  oit rightful use and enjoyment oit property. In this regard, Plaintiffs' have no adequate 

19 remedy  at law  inthat Defendants continue  to engage inthis unlawful conu t 

20 SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

21 (Public Nuisance — By Defendants Boswell and Unruh) 

2 30 Plaintiffs  hereby incorpo a e Paragraphs  lthroug 17 inclusive as if each  was lid out 

23 in detail herein. 

2 31 Plaintiffs lease the Subject Property for the gazing o their cattle and in fact graze their 

25 cattle on the Subject Property. 

26 32 Beginning in early Janua ry 2022, and continuing  to present da to Defendants Boswell 

27 and Unruh intentionally, recklessly and improperly operated the Boswell Helicopter over the Subject 

28 Property a altitudes below those prescribed b law and sconducted their flights atbimminently 
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I dangerous to persons and property, including PlaniscttePlaintiffs are informed and believe, and 

2 thereon allege, that all times hcrcnrccatDefendants dangerously operated their flights, ina effort 

3 to interfere with Plaintiffs'  grazing cattle  business  and in retaliation  against Sid i g Partners, LP for 

4 its commencement o acntutio project located onaportion of the Subject Property inwhich 

5 Defendant Boswell has sued to enoinas set forth inpararph9 

6 33 Defendants' reckless and dangerh operation   of the Boswell Helico pe over  the Subject 

7 Property endanestehealth and   welfare of Plaintiffs' cattle, other property and the public. 

8 34. Asa direct result o Defendants' intentional, reckless and improper oeato of the 

9 Boswell Helicopter over the Subject Prop erty (at times a mere thirty t fifty feet ahoy the ctteherds) 

10 the ctteare spoked b the loud noise and wind of the Boswell Helicopter, causing the herds t 

11 stampede, charge and run into, and over each other, and at times through the barbed wire and/or eetrc 

12 fencing  containing  hem. Asa dire result of Defendants' dangerous  operation   of the Boswell 

13 Helicopter over the Subject Property and the ctteherds, the cttebreak drug the fencing, run 

14 through neighboring  parcels,  causing  danger to peon and  property,  and at time run on to California 

15 Highway 41ina effort to escape the Boswell Heicotr 

16 35 Nodoubt cattle  running  on to a busy  highway affects a substantial   number of  people, 

17 indeed all  oft the individuals traveling  on that  portion  of the highway at that  see time are affected. An 

18 ordinary person would be reasonably disturbed b this c condition. 

19 36 The seriousness  oft the him outweighs th esocial utility, if any,  of Defendants' conduct. 

2 37 Planisdid not give Defendants permission  to recklessly and improperly operate the 

21 Boswell Helicop trover t eSubject Pr oprty at altitudes  below thoeprescribed by law. Plaintiffs di 

22 not give  Defendants permission to  conducted theirfligts over  the  Subject Prop rtyins such a manner s 

23 as to be imminently dangerous t persons and property, including Planifs'cattle 

24 38 Planiffshave been damaged, and continue t suffer damages asa result oDefendants' 

25 intentional conduct, including but not limited to, ~nurytter~ cattle. Defendants' trespass continues as 

26 Defendants continue  to recklessly  operate their flights over  the Subject Pro p rty thereby interfering with 

27 Plantifs'grazing cattle bsinssSuch conduct prevents Plintiff from being able t use and eno to 

28 Subject Property pursuant to  it lease,  a right which Pantfsinarguably  hl. 
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1 39 , Defendants are  aware of the  wrongfulness of their  conduct  described  above  and 

2 collectively agreed t trespass o the Subject Property with the intent interfere with Plaintfs'grazing 

3 c tte business  and in re taiaion against Sa n rid c Pie s LP for it commencement of  a construction 

4 project located ona portion o the Subject Property. 

5 40 I addition to the recovery ofdamae base upon the unlawful trespass, Plaintiffs are 

6 also ett~ldtopu~tvdamages as the aforementioned acts o Defendants were willful, oppressive and 

7 in knowing disregard for the rights afforded t Plaintiffs in that they have accessed the Subject Property 

8 belonging to Plaintiffs for the sole purpose of willingly vexing and harassing Plaintiffs to cause them 

9 disruption in an unlawful manner. This conduct is despicable and in conscious  disregard for  Plaintiffs' 

10 rights to use and  enjoy  their  property,  entitling  them  tpunitive damages. Additionally, because  of the 

11 separate public ineetadharm,Paintfsaeette  to attorney's  fees pursuant to California Code 

12 ofC~vlProcedure section 1021.5. 

13 41 In addition t the monetary damages suffered, Defendants' wrongful conduct, asalleged 

14 above, unless and until enjoined and restrained b order o this Court will cause great and irreparable 

15 injury through the ongoing inuryt the Subject Property, Plaintiffs' cattle, and the public, and deprive 

16 Plaintiff o its rightful use and enjoyment oit property. I this regard, Plaintiffs' have no adequate 

17 remedy  at law in  that Defendants continue  tengage inthis unlawful co n uct  

18 THIS CAUSE OF ACTION 

19 (Private  Nuisance — By Defendants  Boswell and Unruh) 

20 4. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate Paragraphs lthrough 17, inclusive asieach was laid out 

21 indtalhren 

22 4. Plaintiffs lease the Subject Property for the gazing of  their cattle and infact graze their 

23 cattle on the Subject Property. 

2 4. Beginning in early January 22, and continuing t present date, Defendants Bowe 

25 and Unruh intentionally, recklessly and improperly operated the Boswell Helicopter over the Subject 

26 Property  at attitudes below  those  prescribed by law  and so conducted  their flights  as to be imminently 

27 dangerous to proms and property, including Planifs'cttePlaintiffs are informed and believe, and 

28 thereon allege, that all times herein relevant, Defendants dangerously operated their flights, inaneffort 
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I to interfere with Plaintiffs' grazing cattle business and inrtiaton against Snridg Partners, LP, 

2 its commencement ofa construction project located o aportio of the Subject Property inwhich 

3 Defendant Boswell has sued  to enjoin as set forth in paragraph 9 

4 45 Defendants' reckless and dangerous oeatonof the Boswell Helicopter over the Subject 

5 Property endangers the health and welfare o Plaintiffs' ctteother property and the public. 

6 46 Asa direct result of Defendants' intntoa,reckless and improper oeato of the 

7 Boswell Helicopter ove rteSujetProperty(ta tie a mere thirty t fifty feet above  the ca tteherds) 

8 the ctteare spoked by the loud noise and wind o the Boswell Helcpercausing the herds t 

9 stampede, charge and run into, and over each oherand atimes run through the barbed wire and/or 

10 electric fencing containing th em. Asa direct result of Defendants' dangero usoperation of the Bos we 

I1 Helicopter over the Subject Property and the ctteherds, the cattle break through the fencing, run 

12 tog neighboring parcels, causing danger t proms and property, and atimes wont California 

13 Highway 4linan effort t escape the Boswell Helicopter. An ordinary person would breasonably 

14 disturbed by this  dangerous condition. 

15 47 The seriousness of the  harm outweighs th e social  utility, if any,  of Defendants' conduct, 

16 48. Plaintiffs  did not  give Defendants permission  to recklessly    and improperly  operate the 

17 Boswell Helicopter over the Subject Property a altitudes below those pecrbdb lw. Plaintiffs did 

18 not give Defendants permission t conducted their flights over the Subject Property in such a manner s 

19 as to be imminently dangerous  to persons and  property,  including Plaintiffs' cattle. 

20 49 Plaintiffs have been damaged, and continue t suffer damages as a result o Defendants' 

21 intentional conduct,  including but no tlimitdt,iriuyt their cattle. Defendants' tresp asscontinues  as ~ 

22 Defendants continue  to recklessly  operate the irflig t over th a Subject Proprtythereby int o fring with 

23 P1anisgrazing cattle business. Such conduct prevents Plantiffsfrom being able t use and enjoy to 

24 Subject Property pursuantt ill asearightwhichPairitff  inarguably hl. 

2 50 Defendants are awe of the  wrongfulness of their  conduct  described  acv and 

26 collectively are to trespass on the Subject Property with the intent inefr with Plaririfs'grazing 

27 cattle business and in retaliation against Sandridge   Partners, LP, for its commencement of  acntructo  

2 project loc ae on a portion of the  Subject Proerty 
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I 51 Iad~tont the recovery o damages based upon the unlawful trespass, Painisare 

2 also ett~ldtpun~tv damages as the aforementioned acts vfDefendants were willful, oppressive and 

3 in knowing disregard frtherigtafretPlaritfsintatehvacssdteSujectPvet 

4 belonging to Plaintiffs for the sole purpose o willingly vexing and hazasingPainifst case them 

5 disruption in an unlawful manner. This conduct  is despicable and  in conscious  disregard for  Plaintiffs' 

6 rights to use  and enjoy  t ear property,  entitling  them  to punitive  damages.  Additionally,  because of the 

7 separate public interest and harm, Painifsareett~ldt attorney's  fees pursuant to California Cod c 

8 of Civil Procedure sctonl0 15 

9 52 Inaddition to  demonetary damages suffered, Defendants' wron gfulconduct, asalleged 

10 above, unless and ut~enoindand restrained by order of this Court wilcuegea and irreparable 

11 injury through the ongoing ~nuyt the Subject Property, Plaintiffs' cattle, and the pbicand deprive 

12 Plaintiff of its rightful use and enjoyment ofit property. In this regard, Plaintiffs' have no adequate 

13 remedy  at law  inthat Defendants continue  to engage inthis unlawful conduct. 

14 PAYER FOR RELIEF 

15 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray judgment aaintDeedants, and each of them, as follows: 

16 1 F rju gme ton each  and  every  cause  of action  inthe Complaint in Plaintiffs'  favor and 

17 against Defendants uneec cause of action asserted against them; 

18 2 For injunction requiring Defendants t immediately cease anddsisfomoeatngte 

19 Boswell Helc~otror any other aircraft, over the Subject Property; 

20 3 For  compensatory  damages in an amount according  to proof  and prejudgment/post-

 

21

    

judgment interest thereon; 

22 4 For punitive  damages; 

23 5 For costs of suit incurred and attorney's fees, asallowed by law, and pursuant t Civil 

24 Cod of Procedure se cto 1021.9 as to the  Fart Cause of Acton and section  1021.5 as to the  Second 

25 and Third Causes of Acto ;and 

26 ~ 

27 ~ 

28 ~ 
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1 6. For su c other re lief nth Court may deem just and  proper. 

2 Dated: March 4 2022. WANGER JONES HELSLEY PC 

3 ~ 

4 By: . 

Amanda G. He e h 

5 Marisa L Balch 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
6 

7 

8 

9 
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13 
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16 
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23 

24 
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26 

27 

28 
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