
JS 44   (Rev. 3/22) CIVIL COVER SHEET
The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as required by law, except as 
provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the 
purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.    (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON NEXT PAGE OF THIS FORM.)

I. DEFENDANTS(a) PLAINTIFFS

(b) County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff County of Residence of First Listed Defendant
(IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY)(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES)

IN LAND CONDEMNATION CASES, USE THE LOCATION OFNOTE:
THE TRACT OF LAND INVOLVED.

(c) Attorneys (Firm Name, Address, and Telephone Number) Attorneys (If Known)

II.  BASIS OF JURISDICTION (Place an “X” in One Box Only) III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES (Place an “X” in One Box for Plaintiff 
and One Box for Defendant) (For Diversity Cases Only)

3 Federal Question1 U.S. Government DEFPTFDEFPTF
Plaintiff (U.S. Government Not a Party) 1Citizen of This State 1 Incorporated or 44Principal Place

of Business In This State

2 IncorporatedCitizen of Another State4 Diversity2 U.S. Government and 55Principal Place
Defendant (Indicate Citizenship of Parties in Item III) of Business In Another State

663 Foreign Nation3Citizen or Subject of a
Foreign Country

IV.  NATURE OF SUIT (Place an “X” in One Box Only) Click here for: Nature of Suit Code Descriptions.
OTHER STATUTESBANKRUPTCYFORFEITURE/PENALTYTORTSCONTRACT

110 Insurance PERSONAL INJURYPERSONAL INJURY 375 False Claims Act422 Appeal 28 USC 158625 Drug Related Seizure
376 Qui Tam (31 USC423 Withdrawal365 Personal Injury  - of Property 21 USC 881310 Airplane120 Marine

3729(a))28 USC 157Product Liability 690 Other315 Airplane Product130 Miller Act
400 State Reapportionment367 Health Care/Liability140 Negotiable Instrument

Pharmaceutical320 Assault, Libel &150 Recovery of Overpayment INTELLECTUAL 
PROPERTY RIGHTS

410 Antitrust
Personal InjurySlander& Enforcement of Judgment

820 Copyrights
430 Banks and Banking

Product Liability330 Federal Employers’151 Medicare Act
830 Patent

450 Commerce
368 Asbestos PersonalLiability152 Recovery of Defaulted

835 Patent 
-

Abbreviated
460 Deportation

Injury Product340 MarineStudent Loans
New Drug Application

470 Racketeer Influenced and
Liability345 Marine Product(Excludes Veterans)

840 Trademark
Corrupt Organizations

Liability153 Recovery of Overpayment LABORPERSONAL PROPERTY
880 Defend Trade Secrets 

480 Consumer Credit
710 Fair Labor Standards370 Other Fraud350 Motor Vehicleof Veteran’s Benefits

Act of 2016 
(15 USC 1681 or 1692)

485 Telephone ConsumerAct371 Truth in Lending355 Motor Vehicle160 Stockholders’ Suits
720 Labor/Management380 Other PersonalProduct Liability190 Other Contract SOCIAL SECURITY Protection Act

RelationsProperty Damage360 Other Personal195 Contract Product Liability 861 HIA (1395ff) 490 Cable/Sat TV
850 Securities/Commodities/862 Black Lung (923)740 Railway Labor Act385 Property DamageInjury196 Franchise

362 Personal Injury - 751 Family and MedicalProduct Liability 863 DIWC/DIWW (405(g Exchange))
Leave ActMedical Malpractice 864 SSID Title XVI 890 Other Statutory Actions

PRISONER PETITIONSCIVIL RIGHTSREAL PROPERTY 790 Other Labor Litigation 865 RSI (405(g)) 891 Agricultural Acts
440 Other Civil Rights210 Land Condemnation Habeas Corpus: 893 Environmental Matters791 Employee Retirement

463 Alien Detainee441 Voting Income Security Act220 Foreclosure FEDERAL TAX SUITS 895 Freedom of Information
Act870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff510 Motions to Vacate442 Employment230 Rent Lease & Ejectment

Sentence443 Housing/240 Torts to Land or Defendant) 896 Arbitration
530 GeneralAccommodations245 Tort Product Liability 871 IRS—Third Party 899 Administrative Procedure
535 Death Penalty445 Amer. w/Disabilities -290 All Other Real Property IMMIGRATION Act/Review or Appeal of

Employment Other: Agency Decision462 Naturalization Application
950 Constitutionality of465 Other Immigration540 Mandamus & Other446 Amer. w/Disabilities -

State StatutesActions550 Civil RightsOther
555 Prison Condition448 Education
560 Civil Detainee -

Conditions of 
Confinement

V.  ORIGIN (Place an “X” in One Box Only)
1 Original

Proceeding 
2 Removed from

State Court
3 Remanded from

Appellate Court 
4 Reinstated or

Reopened
5 Transferred from

Another District
(specify)

6 Multidistrict
Litigation - 
Transfer

8  Multidistrict
Litigation -
Direct File

VI.  CAUSE OF ACTION
Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing (Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity):

Brief description of cause:

VII.  REQUESTED IN
COMPLAINT:

CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS ACTION
UNDER RULE 23, F.R.Cv.P. 

DEMAND $ CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:
JURY DEMAND: Yes No

VIII.  RELATED CASE(S) 
          IF ANY (See instructions):

DOCKET NUMBERJUDGE

SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORDDATE

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

RECEIPT # AMOUNT APPLYING IFP JUDGE MAG. JUDGE

26 USC 7609

AYSIA CANTERBURY & LISA SODERGEN, individually, 
and on behalf of all others similarly situated

NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION, NORFOLK 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY

JESSE A. SHORE, Morgan & Morgan, Kentucky 
PLLC, 300 Madison Avenue, Suite 200, Covington, 
KY 41011, Telephone: (859) 899-8786
 

x

x

x

Personal Injury, Product Liability

x

28 U.S.C. § 1332

2/15/2023 /s/ Jesse A. Shore

 2

x

Case: 4:23-cv-00298  Doc #: 1-1  Filed:  02/15/23  1 of 3.  PageID #: 29



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

I. Civil Categories: (Please check one category only ).

1. General Civil
 2. Administrative Review/Social Security
 3. Habeas Corpus Death Penalty

*If under Title 28, §2255, name the SENTENCING JUDGE:

          CASE NUMBER:
II. RELATED OR REFILED CASES.  See LR 3.1 which provides in pertinent part: "If an action is filed or removed to this Court

and assigned to a District Judge after which it is discontinued, dismissed or remanded to a State court, and
subsequently refiled, it shall be assigned to the same Judge who received the initial case assignment without regardfor
the place of holding court in which the case was refiled.  Counsel or a party without counsel shall be responsible for
bringing such cases to the attention of the Court by responding to the questions included on the Civil Cover Sheet."

This action: is RELATED to another PENDING civil case is a REFILED case

If applicable, please indicate on page 1 in section VIII, the name of the Judge and case number.

III. In accordance with Local Civil Rule 3.8, actions involving counties in the Eastern Division shall be filed at any of  the
divisional offices therein.  Actions involving counties in the Western Division shall be filed at the Toledo office. For the
purpose of determining the proper division, and for statistical reasons, the following information is requested.

ANSWER ONE PARAGRAPH ONLY. ANSWER PARAGRAPHS 1 THRU 3 IN ORDER.  UPON FINDING WHICH
PARAGRAPH APPLIES TO YOUR CASE, ANSWER IT AND STOP.

(1) Resident defendant. If the defendant resides in a county within this district, please set forth the name of such
county
COUNTY:
Corporation For the purpose of answering the above, a corporation is deemed to be a resident of that county in 

which it has its principal place of business in that district.

(2) Non-Resident defendant. If no defendant is a resident of a county in this district, please set forth the county
wherein the cause of action arose or the event complained of occurred.

COUNTY:

(3) Other Cases. If no defendant is a resident of this district, or if the defendant is a corporation not having a principle
place of business within the district, and the cause of action arose or the event complained of occurred outside
this district, please set forth the county of the plaintiff's residence.

COUNTY:

IV. The Counties in the Northern District of Ohio are divided into divisions as shown below.  After the county is
determined in Section III, please check the appropriate division.

EASTERN DIVISION

  AKRON (Counties: Carroll, Holmes, Portage, Stark, Summit, Tuscarawas and Wayne)  
CLEVELAND

(Counties: Ashland, Ashtabula, Crawford, Cuyahoga, Geauga, 
Lake, Lorain, Medina and Richland)

YOUNGSTOWN (Counties: Columbiana, Mahoning and Trumbull)

WESTERN DIVISION

  TOLEDO (Counties: Allen, Auglaize, Defiance, Erie, Fulton, Hancock, Hardin, Henry, 
 Huron, Lucas, Marion, Mercer, Ottawa, Paulding, Putnam, Sandusky, Seneca
 VanWert, Williams, Wood and Wyandot)

was PREVIOUSLY REMANDED

x

x

Case: 4:23-cv-00298  Doc #: 1-1  Filed:  02/15/23  2 of 3.  PageID #: 30



JS 44 Reverse (Rev. 3/22)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR ATTORNEYS COMPLETING CIVIL COVER SHEET FORM JS 44
Authority For Civil Cover Sheet

The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and service of pleading or other papers as 
required by law, except as provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is 
required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.  Consequently, a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of 
Court for each civil complaint filed.  The attorney filing a case should complete the form as follows: 

I.(a) Plaintiffs-Defendants.  Enter names (last, first, middle initial) of plaintiff and defendant.  If the plaintiff or defendant is a government agency, use   
only the full name or standard abbreviations. If the plaintiff or defendant is an official within a government agency, identify first the agency and then 
the official, giving both name and title.

   (b) County of Residence.  For each civil case filed, except U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county where the first listed plaintiff resides at the 
time of filing. In U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county in which the first listed defendant resides at the time of filing. (NOTE: In land 
condemnation cases, the county of residence of the "defendant" is the location of the tract of land involved.) 

   (c) Attorneys.  Enter the firm name, address, telephone number, and attorney of record.  If there are several attorneys, list them on an attachment, noting  
in this section "(see attachment)". 

II.   Jurisdiction.  The basis of jurisdiction is set forth under Rule 8(a), F.R.Cv.P., which requires that jurisdictions be shown in pleadings.  Place an "X" 
in one of the boxes. If there is more than one basis of jurisdiction, precedence is given in the order shown below. 
United States plaintiff.  (1) Jurisdiction based on 28 U.S.C. 1345 and 1348.  Suits by agencies and officers of the United States are included here. 
United States defendant.  (2) When the plaintiff is suing the United States, its officers or agencies, place an "X" in this box. 
Federal question.  (3) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1331, where jurisdiction arises under the Constitution of the United States, an amendment 
to the Constitution, an act of Congress or a treaty of the United States. In cases where the U.S. is a party, the U.S. plaintiff or defendant code takes 
precedence, and box 1 or 2 should be marked. 
Diversity of citizenship.  (4) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1332, where parties are citizens of different states.  When Box 4 is checked, the  
citizenship of the different parties must be checked.  (See Section III below; NOTE: federal question actions take precedence over diversity  
cases.) 

III.   Residence (citizenship) of Principal Parties.  This section of the JS 44 is to be completed if diversity of citizenship was indicated above.  Mark this 
section for each principal party. 

IV. Nature of Suit.  Place an "X" in the appropriate box.  If there are multiple nature of suit codes associated with the case, pick the nature of suit code  
that is most applicable.  Click here for: Nature of Suit Code Descriptions. 

V.  Origin.  Place an "X" in one of the seven boxes. 
Original Proceedings.  (1) Cases which originate in the United States district courts. 
Removed from State Court.  (2) Proceedings initiated in state courts may be removed to the district courts under Title 28 U.S.C., Section 1441.   
Remanded from Appellate Court.  (3) Check this box for cases remanded to the district court for further action.  Use the date of remand as the filing 
date. 
Reinstated or Reopened.  (4) Check this box for cases reinstated or reopened in the district court.  Use the reopening date as the filing date. 
Transferred from Another District.  (5) For cases transferred under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1404(a).  Do not use this for within district transfers or
multidistrict litigation transfers. 
Multidistrict Litigation – Transfer.  (6) Check this box when a multidistrict case is transferred into the district under authority of Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 1407. 
Multidistrict Litigation – Direct File.  (8) Check this box when a multidistrict case is filed in the same district as the Master MDL docket.  
PLEASE NOTE THAT THERE IS NOT AN ORIGIN CODE 7.  Origin Code 7 was used for historical records and is no longer relevant due to  
changes in statute. 

VI.  Cause of Action.  Report the civil statute directly related to the cause of action and give a brief description of the cause.  Do not cite jurisdictional  
statutes unless diversity.  Example: U.S. Civil Statute: 47 USC 553 Brief Description: Unauthorized reception of cable service. 

VII.  Requested in Complaint.  Class Action.  Place an "X" in this box if you are filing a class action under Rule 23, F.R.Cv.P. 
Demand.  In this space enter the actual dollar amount being demanded or indicate other demand, such as a preliminary injunction. 
Jury Demand.  Check the appropriate box to indicate whether or not a jury is being demanded. 

VIII.   Related Cases.   This section of the JS 44 is used to reference related pending cases, if any.  If there are related pending cases, insert the docket  
numbers and the corresponding judge names for such cases. 

Date and Attorney Signature.  Date and sign the civil cover sheet. 

Case: 4:23-cv-00298  Doc #: 1-1  Filed:  02/15/23  3 of 3.  PageID #: 31



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION, YOUNGSTOWN 

 
 
AYSIA CANTERBURY & LISA 
SODERGEN, individually, and on behalf of 
all others similarly situated, 
 
   Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION, 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY 
 

   Defendants. 

Case No.:  
 

 
 
 
 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 

 

 

 
CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 

Plaintiffs Aysia Canterbury and Lisa Sodergen, individually and on behalf of the putative 

class of all similarly situated persons, sue Defendants Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk 

Southern Railway Company (together “Norfolk Southern”) and, based upon personal knowledge 

and on investigation of counsel and review of public documents and information, allege as follows: 

INTRODUCTION 
 
 

1. On February 3, 2023, at approximately 8:54 p.m., a mechanical defect alarm 

sounded on eastbound Norfolk Southern Railway Freight Train 32N. An overheated wheel bearing 

was failing, and about to lead to catastrophe.  

2. Moments later, Train 32N derailed in East Palestine, Ohio. Fifty rail cars were 

derailed or damaged. Several cars containing flammable and combustible materials breached, 

spilling approximately 688,000 pounds of polyvinyl, 273,394 pounds of Ethylhexyl Acrylate, 

273,394 pounds of Ethylene Glycol Monobutyl Ether, 206,000 pounds of Butyl Acrylates, and 

igniting an inferno that would burn for days.  
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3. Train 32N was also carrying five railcars full of Vinyl Chloride. Vinyl Chloride is a 

powerful cancer causing gas. Public health bodies such as IARC, EPA and NTP unanimously 

characterize vinyl chloride as a known human carcinogen. Vinyl chloride causes numerous forms 

of cancer, including rare forms of liver cancer.  

4. Vinyl Chloride is a DNA mutating chemical, and therefore there is no safe level of 

exposure. Residents exposed to Vinyl Chloride may already be undergoing DNA mutations that 

may not manifest as a clinical cancer diagnosis for years or decades. 

5. Vinyl chloride is highly combustible, and as Norfolk Southern’s pile of wreckage 

continued to blaze for several days, and Norfolk Southern failed to extinguish the fires, concern 

began to mount about the integrity of the vinyl chloride railcars.  

 

6. The heat from the blaze increased pressure in the Vinyl Chloride cars, leading to an 

activation of emergency relief valves design to vent vinyl chloride to the atmosphere to relieve 

pressure under emergency conditions.  
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7. But at least one of the emergency relief valves failed, spiking pressure and 

temperatures in the vinyl chloride cars, and risking further catastrophe. Residents were immediately 

evacuated from their homes due to the imminent potential for deadly explosions.  

 

8. This situation  would never have occurred if not for failure on top of failure by 

Norfolk Southern. Train 32N should never have been operated in such a reckless manner that its 

wheel bearings would fail and cause derailment of a train carrying highly toxic and combustible 

substances. Even after derailment, the integrity of cars containing highly toxic and combustible 

substances should not have breached, and emergency pressure relief valves should have functioned 

as designed. 
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9. Nevertheless, Norfolk Southern layered on yet more failures once it found its 

derailed train at imminent risk of catastrophic detonation.  

10. Norfolk Southern blew holes in its vinyl chloride cars, and dumped 1,109,400 

pounds of cancer causing Vinyl Chloride directly into the environment.  

 

 

 

11. For context, the highest emitter of vinyl chloride in the United States discharged 

68,346 pounds of vinyl chloride in 2021. The total for all emissions of vinyl chloride in that year 

was 428,522 pounds. 

12. In other words, Norfolk Southern discharged more cancer causing Vinyl Chloride 

into the environment in the course of a week than all industrial emitters combined did in the course 

of a year. 
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13. Vinyl Chloride is persistent in the environment, and when dumped directly onto soil 

can leach into groundwater. 

14. Instead of properly containing and cleaning up its mess, and being responsible for a 

costly cleanup effort, Norfolk Southern had a different idea: “Set it on Fire”. 

15. Norfolk Southern ignited a 1 million pound plus chemical burn pit that burned for 

days and covered Plaintiffs and Class Members in a large plume of thick black smoke. A mushroom 

cloud resulted from the blaze, dispersing toxic chemicals for miles and across State lines into 

Pennsylvania.  
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16. There is a major problem with setting Vinyl Chloride on fire—it creates Phosgene 

Gas. Phosgene Gas is a chemical warfare agent banned under the Geneva Convention and was 

responsible for the deaths of about 85,000 people in World War I. 

17. As a result of Norfolk Southern’s decision to ignite a million pound chemical burn 

pit, and subject surrounding communities to chemical warfare agents instead of cleaning up its 

mess, Plaintiffs and Class Members have been exposed to toxic and noxious chemicals. 

18. Plaintiffs and others in the community have suffered significant and sustained 

irritation to their throats, eyes, lungs, mouths and lips, and had their properties invaded by dangerous 

plumes of chemical smoke.  

19. Plaintiffs and Class Members have also been exposed as a result of Norfolk 

Southern’s decision to run Train 32N until it broke, instead of taking reasonable steps to ensure safe 

operations.  

20. Plaintiff brings this class action seeking relief from Norfolk Southern’s reckless and 

willfully indifferent conduct. 

PARTIES 

21. Plaintiff Aysia Canterbury is a citizen of Ohio and lives in Columbiana County. As 

a result of Defendants’ reckless conduct, Plaintiff has been exposed to high levels of toxic 

chemicals. 

22. Plaintiff Lisa Sodergen is a citizen of Pennsylvania and lives in Lawrence County. 

As a result of Defendants’ reckless conduct, Plaintiff has been exposed to high levels of toxic 

chemicals. 

23. Defendant Norfolk Southern Corporation (“NSC”) is a corporation duly organized 

and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia with its principal 

place of business located at 1200 Peachtree Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgia 30308. 
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24. Defendant Norfolk Southern Railway Company (“NSRC”) is a wholly owned 

subsidiary of NSC. NSRC is a Class I railroad corporation duly organized and existing under and 

by virtue of the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia with its principal place of business located 

at 1200 Peachtree Street, NE, Atlanta, Georgia 30308. 

25. Upon information and belief, NSRC has consistently held itself out as conducting 

business affairs as a conduit for NSC in connection with the ownership and operation of the their 

railway enterprise. Additionally, NSC and NSRC constituted a joint venture in connection with 

their railway enterprise insasmuch as they agreed to undertake ownership and operation of the 

enterprise jointly for the purpose of sharing associated profits and losses, and in connection 

therewith, each contributed their respective skills, property or resources in exercising control or a 

right of control over the facilities. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
 
 

26. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action under the Class Action 

Fairness Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(2). The amount in controversy exceeds $5 million, exclusive of 

interest and costs. There are more than 100 Class Members, and Plaintiff and many Class Members 

and Defendants are citizens of different states. 

27. This Court has jurisdiction over each Defendant because they each operated their 

railway enterprise in this District. Through their regular business operations in this District, 

Defendants intentionally and regularly availed themselves of the markets and jurisdiction in this 

District, conferring this Court with personal jurisdiction over each Defendant.  

28. Venue is proper in this District pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(a)(1) because a 

substantial part of the events and omissions giving rise to this action occurred in this District, and 
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Defendants’ railway operations in this District caused harm to Plaintiff and Class Members in this 

District.   

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

29. Norfolk Southern operates approximately 19,300 route miles (in 22 States and the 

District of Columbia) with 2,402 route miles (12%) in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania alone, 

and serves every major container port in the eastern United States.  

30. According to the Federal Railroad Administration (“FRA”), NSRC had the most 

derailments of all railroad companies in Ohio from 2019 through 2022, with 67 accidents total.  

31. According to the FRA, NRSC also had the most derailments of all railroad 

companies in Pennsylvania, with 74 total derailments from 2019 to 2022. Norfolk Southern’s 

derailments accounted for 89.2% of all derailments in this period. 

32. Norfolk Southern’s pattern of conduct in Pennsylvania and Ohio is indicative of a 

“run it until it breaks” philosophy that puts profits above the health and safety of individuals. 

33. This corporate philosophy led to catastrophe in February 2023.  

34. On Friday February 3, 2023, Norfolk Southern Freight Train 32N was travelling 

from Madison County, Illinois to Conway, Pennsylvania.  

35. At approximately 8:54 p.m., a mechanical defect alarm sounded on eastbound 

Norfolk Southern Railway Freight Train 32N. Around the same time, an overheated wheel bearing 

was in failure. The 141 car train carrying hazardous and combustible materials derailed. 

36. At least 12 cars containing dangerous chemicals breached, spilling 688,000 pounds 

of polyvinyl, 273,394 pounds of Ethylhexyl Acrylate, 273,394 pounds of Ethylene Glycol 

Monobutyl Ether, 206,000 pounds of Butyl Acrylates, among other substances, into the 

environment.  
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37. These and other spilled chemicals ignited, causing a conflagration that could not be 

extinguished for days. 

38. Included in the wreckage of Train 32N were five cars collectively carrying 

1,109,400 pounds of cancer causing Vinyl Chloride. Emergency relief valves on these cars failed. 

By February 5, the failure of these valves led to temperature and pressure buildups in the Vinyl 

Chloride tanks and an imminent potential for catastrophic explosion. 

39. Vinyl Chloride is an artificial volatile organic compound that does not occur in 

nature. It is colorless and odorless unless present in extremely high and dangerous concentrations. 

Above 3,000,000 ppb, Vinyl Chloride has a mild, sweet odor.  Because it is volatile, it readily 

converts to a gas and travels through air with wind. It also moves through soil and groundwater. 

Vinyl Chloride can cause extremely harmful effects whether exposure occurs through inhalation, 

ingestion, or dermal contact. These harmful effects include, but are not limited to, damage and 

toxicity to the nervous system, cardiovascular system, lungs, liver, kidneys, reproductive system, 

unborn children, nerve damage, and the injuries suffered by Plaintiffs herein.  Vinyl Chloride is 

also a potent human carcinogen. It is classified by the IARC as “carcinogenic to humans”, and EPA 

has characterized PCE as “a human carcinogen”.  Vinyl Chloride can cause numerous types of 

cancer, including but not limited to, liver cancer, brain cancer, breast cancer and hematopoietic 

cancers (i.e. lymphoma and leukemia). 

40. Residents were cleared from their homes and places of business, and moved beyond 

the potential blast zone.  

41. In order to relieve the intense pressures in its failed Vinyl Chloride railcars, Norfolk 

Southern blew holes into the cars and drained the contents into a crude ditch. 
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42. Discharging over one million pounds of Vinyl Chloride directly to the environment 

is incredibly reckless. Norfolk Southern likely understood that properly containing and removing 

this volume Vinyl Chloride from the environment would be incredibly expensive and time 

consuming.  

43. Vinyl Chloride is incredibly toxic, and used in a discrete number of specialty 

industrial applications. Emissions of Vinyl Chloride are subject to significant regulatory 

requirements, as is cleanup of Vinyl Chloride contamination.  

44. Over the course of 2021, the most recent year of reporting available, combined 

industrial emissions of Vinyl Chloride in the entire United States were 428,522 pounds. Norfolk 

Southern discharged more than two and half times this, in a discrete area, over the course of just a 

few days. 

45. Similarly, Norfolk Southern’s Vinyl Chloride discharge was more than sixteen 

times higher than the annual discharge for the largest Vinyl Chloride emitter in the United States. 

46. Just one pound of vinyl chloride released into the atmosphere can contaminate five 

acres to a level of 2 ppm. Norfolk Southern released over 1.1 million pounds of Vinyl Chloride. 

47. Instead of committing to be a responsible steward, and accounting for the failures 

on top of failures that led Norfolk Southern to such an enormous discharge of DNA mutating 

chemicals, Norfolk Southern decided that it would continue its reckless and willful disregard for 

human life, and instead turn the Vinyl Chloride lagoon it created into a million pound chemical 

burn pit. 

48. Igniting Vinyl Chloride leads to the creation of Phosgene Gas, a chemical warfare 

agent, as well as numerous other toxic chemicals.  
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49. Phosgene Gas is colorless, smells like moldy hay, and is six times deadlier than 

chlorine gas. It is the most dangerous of the choking agents banned by the Geneva Convention. In 

low concentrations, is severely irritates the eyes and respiratory organs. In higher concentrations, it 

also attacks the skin. During and immediately after exposure, there is likely to be coughing, 

choking, a feeling of tightness in the chest, nausea, and occasionally vomiting, headache and 

lachrymation. Fatal pulmonary edema may occur.1 Acute inhalation exposure causes severe 

respiratory effects, including pulmonary edema, pulmonary emphysema, and can lead to death.2 

Symptoms of acute exposure include choking, chest constriction, coughing, painful breathing and 

bloody sputum.3 Acute exposure may also affect the brain, heart, and blood in humans.4 California 

EPA has determined that individuals should not be exposed to more than 0.000074 ppm of 

Phosgene.  

50. Norfolk Southern knew or should have known that Phosgene and other chemicals 

that would be emitted by setting fire to over 1 million pounds of Vinyl Chloride were extremely 

toxic. 

51. Norfolk Southern knew or should have known that setting fire to a 1.1 million pound 

chemical burn pit would cause individuals in nearby communities to be exposed to, and injured by, 

extremely toxic chemicals. 

52. Nevertheless, despite the extreme toxicity of Vinyl Chloride, Phosgene, and other 

chemicals resulting from Norfolk Southern’s conduct, and the near certainty that innocent 

 
1 https://fas.org/issues/biological-chemical-and-other-non-nuclear-threats/chemical-weapons-syria/types-
chemical-weapons/  
2 https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2016-09/documents/phosgene.pdf  
3 https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2016-09/documents/phosgene.pdf  
4 https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2016-09/documents/phosgene.pdf  
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individuals would be exposed and injured, Norfolk Southern set fire to a 1.1 million pound chemical 

burn pit anyway.  

53. An explosive and fiery plume of thick black smoke formed a mushroom cloud and 

dispersed toxic chemicals for miles and across State lines. Plaintiffs and Class Members were 

exposed and injured.  

54. Plaintiff Lisa Sodergen lives approximately 5 miles from the site of Norfolk 

Southern’s million pound chemical burn pit and Train 32N’s derailment. As a result of Norfolk 

Southern’s recklessness, her house and pasture was surrounded by toxic black smoke. She has 

suffered from pulmonary, ocular and dermal distress since her exposure to Norfolk Southern’s 

million pound chemical burn pit. She lives with ongoing pulmonary irritation and fear for the long-

term consequences to her health and water supply.  

55. Plaintiff Aysia Canterbury lives approximately 3.8 miles from the site of Norfolk 

Southern’s million pound chemical burn pit and Train 32N’s derailment. As a result of Norfolk 

Southern’s recklessness, her house was surrounded by toxic black smoke. She was forced to 

evacuate from her home for several days. Norfolk Southern’s noxious fumes have left a lingering 

chemical odor on her property. She and her family have suffered from nasal, pulmonary, and 

gastrointestinal distress since their exposure to Norfolk Southern’s million pound chemical burn 

pit. She lives with ongoing nasal and pulmonary irritation and fear for the long-term consequences 

to her health and water supply. 

CLASS ALLEGATIONS 

56. Plaintiffs seek relief on behalf of himself and as representative of all others who are 

similarly situated. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. Rule 23(a), (b)(2), (b)(3) and (c)(4), Plaintiff seeks 

certification of a class defined as follows: 
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All natural persons who resided, owned property, or worked within a 30 mile 

radius of 1020 East Taggart Street, East Palestine, Ohio 44413 as of February 

3, 2023 (“the Class Zone”) 

 

 
Fig. 1: The Class Zone is represented by a radius of 30 miles emanating from the derailment, fire 

and explosion site. 

 

57. Excluded from the Class are Defendants and any of their affiliates, parents or 

subsidiaries; all employees of Defendants; all persons who have been diagnosed with cancer; all 

persons who make a timely election to be excluded from the Class; government entities; and the 

judges to whom this case is assigned, their immediate families, and court staff. 

58. Plaintiff hereby reserves the right to amend or modify the class definition with 

greater specificity or subclassing after having had an opportunity to conduct discovery. 

59. The proposed Class meets the criteria for certification under Rule 23(a), (b)(2), 

(b)(3) and (c)(4). 
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60. Numerosity. Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(1).  Consistent with Rule 23(a)(1), the members 

of the Class are so numerous and geographically dispersed that the joinder of all members is 

impractical.  While the exact number of Class Members is unknown to Plaintiff at this time, the 

proposed Class includes thousands of residents who were unlawfully exposed to or inconvenienced 

by Norfolk Southern’s million pound chemical burn pit. Class members may be notified of the 

pendency of this action by recognized, Court-approved notice dissemination methods, which may 

include U.S. mail, electronic mail, internet postings, and/or published notice. 

61. Commonality. Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(2) and (b)(3).  Consistent with Rule 23(a)(2) 

and with 23(b)(3)’s predominance requirement, this action involves common questions of law and 

fact that predominate over any questions affecting individual Class members. The common 

questions include: 

a. Whether Defendants’ operated their railroad enterprise negligently, 

recklessly, intentionally or otherwise tortiously; 

b. Whether Defendants owed a duty of care to Plaintiff and the Class; 

c. Whether the duty of care owed to the Class included the duty to protect 

Plaintiff and the Class against unreasonable harm through exposures to 

unsafe and unnecessarily high levels of toxic chemicals; 

d. Whether Defendants breached their duty to warn Plaintiff and the Class of 

and protect Plaintiff and the Class from the health risks and consequences 

of exposure to chemicals originating from their million pound chemical 

burn pit; 

e. Whether medical monitoring and early detection will provide benefits to 

members of the Class; and 
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f. Whether Plaintiff and the Class are entitled to relief and the nature of that 

relief. 

62. Typicality. Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(3).  Consistent with Rule 23(a)(3), Plaintiff’s 

claims are typical of those of the putative Class Members.  Plaintiffs reside or work in the vicinity 

of the derailment and million pound chemical burn pit, and bring claims based upon the same legal 

theories as those of the other Class Members. 

63. Plaintiffs and the other Class Members sustained damages as a direct and proximate 

result of the same wrongful acts or omissions in which Defendants engaged. 

64. Plaintiffs’ damages and injuries are akin to those of Class Members, and Plaintiffs 

seek relief consistent with the relief of Class Members. 

65. Adequacy. Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(4). Consistent with Rule 23(a)(4), Plaintiff is an 

adequate representative of the Class because Plaintiff is a member of the Class and is committed 

to pursuing this matter against Defendants to obtain relief for the Class.  Plaintiff has no conflicts 

of interest with the Class. Plaintiff’s Counsel are competent and experienced in litigating class 

actions, including environmental litigation. Plaintiff intends to vigorously prosecute this case and 

will fairly and adequately protect the interests of Class Members. 

66. Superiority. Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(3).  Consistent with Rule 23(b)(3), a class action 

is superior to any other available means for the fair and efficient adjudication of this controversy, 

and no unusual difficulties are likely to be encountered in the management of this class action. The 

quintessential purpose of the class action mechanism is to permit litigation against wrongdoers even 

when damages to individual plaintiffs may not be sufficient to justify individual litigation. Here, 

the damages suffered by Plaintiff and the Class, while important to them, are relatively small 

compared to the burden and expense required to individually litigate their claims against 
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Defendants.  Thus, individual litigation to redress Defendants’ wrongful conduct would be 

impracticable. Individual litigation by each Class member would also strain the court system. 

Individual litigation creates the potential for inconsistent or contradictory judgments and increases 

the delay and expense to all parties and the court system. By contrast, the class action device 

presents far fewer management difficulties and provides the benefits of a single adjudication, 

economies of scale, and comprehensive supervision by a single court.  

67. Injunctive and Declaratory Relief. Class certification is also appropriate under 

Rule 23(b)(2) and (c). Defendants, through their uniform conduct, acted or refused to act on grounds 

generally applicable to the Class as a whole, making injunctive and declaratory relief appropriate 

to the Class as a whole.  

68. Likewise, particular issues under Rule 23(c)(4) are appropriate for certification 

because such claims present only particular, common issues, the resolution of which would 

advance the disposition of this matter and the parties’ interests therein.   

69. Finally, all members of the proposed Class are readily ascertainable as they are all 

current or former residents of defined tracts. Class Members can be identified, and their contact 

information ascertained for the purpose of providing notice to the Class. 

 

COUNT I—MEDICAL MONITORING 

 

70. Plaintiffs repeat, reallege, and incorporate by reference the allegations contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 69 as if fully set forth here. 

71. Plaintiffs and Class Members have been significantly exposed to dangerous toxins 

far higher than normal background levels. Defendants’ million pound chemical burn pit emitted 
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numerous dangerous toxins that have been proven to cause several different types of cancer in 

humans. 

72. Plaintiff and Class Members were significantly exposed to dangerous toxins due to 

Defendants’ tortious actions, including Defendants’ negligent, ultrahazardous, and willful and 

wanton conduct,  as further described above and below.  

73. As a proximate result of their exposure to dangerous toxins, Plaintiff and Class 

Members have acquired a significantly increased risk of contracting serious disease and cancer. 

This increased risk makes periodic diagnostic medical examinations reasonably necessary. 

74. Monitoring procedures exist that makes early detection of these diseases and cancers 

possible and beneficial. These monitoring procedures are different than that normally recommended 

in the absence of toxic exposures and are reasonably necessary due to Plaintiffs’ and Class 

Members’ exposures to Defendants’ million pound chemical burn pit.  

75. As a result, Plaintiff and the Class should be awarded the quantifiable costs of such 

a monitoring regime. 

Defendants’ Negligence 

76. Each Defendant owed Plaintiff and Class Members a duty to operate their railway 

enterprise in a manner which would not cause Plaintiff and Class Members injury or harm.  

77. Defendants each negligently breached their duty of care by causing Train 32N to 

derail, by releasing and allowing the release of Vinyl Chloride from Train 32N, and by igniting over 

1.1 million pounds of Vinyl Chloride in a chemical burn pit. 

78. Defendants each owed Plaintiff and Class Members a duty of reasonable care and 

preventing unreasonable harm commensurate with the risk of operating a railroad. 

79. Because of the likelihood of contamination of neighboring areas and exposure to 

their occupants, Defendants each had a duty to investigate the extent to which Vinyl Chloride 
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released from Train 32N was likely contaminating the air at levels to materially increase nearby 

residents’ (including Plaintiff’ and the Class’) likelihood and risks of developing cancer and other 

diseases. 

80. Defendants each negligently breached their duty of reasonable care and preventing 

unreasonable harm by, among other things: 

a. Emitting dangerous volumes of Vinyl Chloride, Phosgene Gas, and other 

harmful chemicals into the environment; 

b. Failing to employ safe methods to adequately control their railway 

enterprises and ensure derailments did not occur;  

c. Failing to ensure the adequacy and operation of emergency pressure relief 

devices under emergency conditions; 

d. Failing to ensure equipment such as wheel bearing and axels were in good 

working condition; 

e. Failing to utilize corporate policies and procedures that would prevent 

derailments from occurring; 

f. Failing to route railcars carrying hazardous materials in such a way as to 

avoid populated areas;  

g. Failing to have or implement a responsible emergency response plans that 

would minimize and contain the release of toxic chemicals into the 

environment; 

81. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants' negligence, Plaintiff and Class 

Members inhaled dangerous levels of toxic chemicals, acquired increased risks of developing 

cancer and other dangerous diseases, and a resulting present need for medical monitoring.  
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82. Defendants, through their knowledge of each other’s operations relating to Train 

32N, and their financial and other interests and incentives in each other’s operations of Train 32N, 

consciously and deliberately pursued a common plan and design to engage in negligent and tortious 

conduct and are therefore jointly liable to plaintiff and Class Members. 

COUNT II –ULTRAZARDOUS ACTIVIES 

83. Plaintiffs repeat, reallege, and incorporate by reference the allegations contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 69 as if fully set forth here. 

84. The transportation of highly toxic and combustible carcinogens is abnormally 

dangerous and cannot be made safe by the exercise of the utmost care. Furthermore, the ignition of 

a million pound chemical burn pit is abnormally dangerous and cannot be made safe by the exercise 

of the utmost care. The ignition of a million pound chemical burn pit resulted, and continues to 

result, in emissions highly toxic substances to surrounding communities, which pose a high degree 

of risk to Plaintiff and Class Members. 

85. There is likelihood that emissions of Vinyl Chloride will result in life-threatening 

cancer. This risk cannot be eliminated as long as Vinyl Chloride is emitted into populated areas. 

Likewise, it was completely inappropriate for Defendants to ignite over 1.1 million pounds of Vinyl 

Chloride in a chemical burn pit and emit large volumes of Vinyl Chloride, Phosgene Gas, and other 

harmful substances into a populated area. 

86. Defendants’ ignition of a 1.1 million pound chemical burn pit created a high degree 

of risk to those who live in the surrounding area and substantially increased their risk of developing 

several different types of cancer and diseases. 

87. The activities conducted by Defendants are exceedingly dangerous and offer little 

or no value to the surrounding community. 
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88. Because these activities are ultrahazardous, Defendants are strictly liable for any 

injuries proximately resulting from them. 

89. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ ultrahazardous activities, Plaintiff 

and Class Members were significantly exposed to toxic chemicals, and have suffered discomfort, 

inconvenience, loss of use and enjoyment of property, emotional distress, diminution in property 

value, increased risks of future illness, and the present need for medical monitoring to ensure early 

detection of any such disease or illness.  

90. Defendants, through their knowledge of each other’s operations relating to Train 

32N, and their financial and other interests and incentives in each other’s operation of Train 32N, 

consciously and deliberately pursued a common plan and design to conduct ultrahazardous 

activities and are therefore jointly liable to Plaintiff and Class Members. 

91. Defendants’ conduct as alleged herein shows that Defendants acted maliciously, 

with aggravated or egregious fraud, and/or intentional disregard for Plaintiffs’ rights so as to warrant 

the imposition of punitive damages. 

COUNT III—NEGLIGENCE  

92. Plaintiffs repeat, reallege, and incorporate by reference the allegations contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 69 as if fully set forth here. 

93. Each Defendant owed Plaintiff and Class Members a duty to operate their railway 

enterprise in a manner which would not cause Plaintiff and Class Members injury or harm.  

94. Defendants owed Plaintiffs and Class Members a duty to use reasonable care in the 

transportation of hazardous materials through East Palestine, Ohio.  

95. Defendants each negligently breached their duty of care by causing Train 32N to 

derail, by releasing and allowing the release of Vinyl Chloride from Train 32N, and by igniting over 

1.1 million pounds of Vinyl Chloride in a chemical burn pit. 
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96. Defendants each owed Plaintiff and Class Members a duty of reasonable care and 

preventing unreasonable harm commensurate with the risk of operating a railroad. 

97. Because of the likelihood of contamination of neighboring areas and exposure to 

their occupants, Defendants each had a duty to investigate the extent to which Vinyl Chloride 

released from Train 32N was likely contaminating the air at levels to materially increase nearby 

residents’ (including Plaintiff’ and the Class’) likelihood and risks of developing cancer and other 

diseases. 

98. Defendants each negligently breached their duty of reasonable care and preventing 

unreasonable harm by, among other things: 

a. Emitting dangerous volumes of Vinyl Chloride, Phosgene Gas, and other 

harmful chemicals into the environment; 

b. Failing to employ safe methods to adequately control their railway 

enterprises and ensure derailments did not occur;  

c. Failing to ensure the adequacy and operation of emergency pressure relief 

devices under emergency conditions; 

d. Failing to ensure equipment such as wheel bearing and axels were in good 

working condition; 

e. Failing to utilize corporate policies and procedures that would prevent 

derailments from occurring; 

f. Failing to route railcars carrying hazardous materials in such a way as to 

avoid populated areas;  
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g. Failing to have or implement a responsible emergency response plans that 

would minimize and contain the release of toxic chemicals into the 

environment; 

99. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ ultrahazardous activities, Plaintiff 

and Class Members were significantly exposed to toxic chemicals, and have suffered discomfort, 

inconvenience, loss of use and enjoyment of property, emotional distress, diminution in property 

value, increased risks of future illness, and the present need for medical monitoring to ensure early 

detection of any such disease or illness.  

100. Defendants, through their knowledge of each other’s operations relating to Train 

32N, and their financial and other interests and incentives in each other’s operation of Train 32N, 

consciously and deliberately pursued a common plan and design to conduct ultrahazardous 

activities and are therefore jointly liable to Plaintiff and Class Members. 

101. Defendants’ conduct as alleged herein shows that Defendants acted maliciously, 

with aggravated or egregious fraud, and/or intentional disregard for Plaintiffs’ rights so as to warrant 

the imposition of punitive damages. 

COUNT IV—WILLFUL & WANTON CONDUCT 

102. Plaintiffs repeat, reallege, and incorporate by reference the allegations contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 69 as if fully set forth here. 

103. At all times relevant, each Defendant owed a duty to refrain from willful and wanton 

conduct and/or conduct which exhibited an utter indifference and/or conscious disregard to the 

health, safety, and well-being of Plaintiff and those living in the areas near its railways. 

104. Defendants were at all relevant times aware that their transportation of toxic and 

combustible carcinogens could result in extreme physical harm to individuals in communities 

surrounding its railways. 
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105. Defendants were at all relevant times aware that the ignition of a 1.1 million pound 

chemical burn pit would result in extreme physical harm to individuals in communities surrounding 

its railways. 

106. Notwithstanding its duty, Defendants each breached their duty by, among other 

things: 

a. Failing to operate, maintain, inspect and/or repair the railway and railcars 

in such a way to ensure their safe and proper operation, particularly when 

transporting hazardous materials such as vinyl chloride, butyl acetate, 

benzene residue, and other combustible liquids; 

b. Failing to ensure proper procedures or systems for timely identifying any 

malfunctions of the railway and railcars in order to prevent or mitigate 

derailments while transporting such hazardous materials; 

c. Failing to ensure proper safety procedures in the event of a mechanical 

malfunction of the railway or railcars while transporting such hazardous 

materials; 

d. Failing to ensure a proper mechanism for stopping or slowing 

malfunctioning railcars in a timely manner to avoid a derailment while 

transporting such hazardous materials; 

e. Failing to prevent over-loading the train with too many railcars or 

materials; 

f. Failing to load the railcars consistent with accepted practice; 
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g. Failing to load the railcars in a proper way, avoiding placement of heavier 

cars in the rear, with particular consideration to whether the planned route 

is downhill; 

h. Failing to transport and dispose of hazardous materials in a manner which 

would not cause Plaintiffs injury or harm;  

i. Igniting over 1 million pounds of DNA mutating and cancer causing 

chemicals in such a way that thousands of people were likely to be exposed; 

107. Defendants’ failures in these and other respects in the face of actual knowledge 

regarding the risks of unreasonable harm constitute willful, wanton, reckless and outragoues 

conduct, and demonstrates an utter indifference and/or conscious disregard to the health, safety, and 

well-being of Plaintiffs and Class Members 

108. As a direct and proximate result of each Defendant’s willful and wanton conduct, 

Plaintiffs and Class Members were significantly exposed to toxic chemicals, and have suffered 

discomfort, inconvenience, loss of use and enjoyment of property, emotional distress, diminution 

in property value, increased risks of future illness, and the present need for medical monitoring to 

ensure early detection of any such disease or illness.  

109. Defendants, through their knowledge of each other’s operations relating to Train 

32N, and their financial and other interests and incentives in each other’s operation of Train 32N, 

consciously and deliberately pursued a common plan and design to conduct ultrahazardous 

activities and are therefore jointly liable to Plaintiff and Class Members. 

110. Defendants’ conduct as alleged herein shows that Defendants acted maliciously, 

with aggravated or egregious fraud, and/or intentional disregard for Plaintiffs’ rights so as to warrant 

the imposition of punitive damages. 
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COUNT V—PRIVATE NUISANCE 

111. Plaintiffs repeat, reallege, and incorporate by reference the allegations contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 69 as if fully set forth here. 

112. Defendants have unreasonably contaminated real property within a 30 mile radius 

of its derailment and million pound chemical burn pit.  

113. Defendants unreasonable use of their property and their unreasonable ignition of a 

million pound chemical burn pit has unreasonably interfered with the rights of Plaintiffs and Class 

Members to use and enjoy their property, causing them to suffer injuries, inconvenience, emotional 

distress, diminution in property value, increased risks of future illness, and the present need for 

medical monitoring to ensure early detection of any such disease or illness. 

114. Plaintiffs, unlike the public generally, have suffered specific injuries as a result of 

Defendants’ tortious conduct, including the pollution of their land and water. 

115. Defendants improper transportation, discharge, and ignition of highly carcinogenic 

and combustible chemicals constitutes a private nuisance. This nuisance has directly and 

proximately caused Plaintiffs to presently suffer, and continue suffering in the future, loss of use 

and enjoyment of their property, discomfort, inconvenience, emotional distress, diminution in 

property value, increased risks of future illness, and the present need for medical monitoring to 

ensure early detection of any such disease or illness.  

116. Defendants, through their knowledge of each other’s operations relating to Train 

32N, and their financial and other interests and incentives in each other’s operation of Train 32N, 

consciously and deliberately pursued a common plan and design to conduct ultrahazardous 

activities and are therefore jointly liable to Plaintiff and Class Members. 
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117. Defendants’ conduct as alleged herein shows that Defendants acted maliciously, 

with aggravated or egregious fraud, and/or intentional disregard for Plaintiffs’ rights so as to warrant 

the imposition of punitive damages. 

COUNT VI—TRESPASS 

118. Plaintiffs repeat, reallege, and incorporate by reference the allegations contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 69 as if fully set forth here. 

119. Defendants, through their activities alleged herein, allowed hazardous materials to 

enter and contaminate Plaintiffs’ property. They intentionally, knowingly, and negligently 

discharged and released highly toxic chemicals onto the real property of Plaintiffs and Class 

Members. 

120. At all times, Defendants’ conduct displayed indifference to and disregard for 

Plaintiffs’ rights to their land.  

121. Defendants’ intentional, knowing, and negligent discharge of highly toxic chemicals 

into Plaintiffs’ and Class Members’ property has interfered with the rights of Plaintiffs to use and 

enjoy their property and constitutes trespass and continuing trespass. Defendants trespass has 

substantially impaired Plaintiffs’ rights of use and enjoyment of their property and has caused 

Plaintiffs to presently suffer, and continue suffering in the future, loss of use and enjoyment of their 

property, discomfort, inconvenience, emotional distress, diminution in property value, increased 

risks of future illness, and the present need for medical monitoring to ensure early detection of any 

such disease or illness. 

122. Defendants, through their knowledge of each other’s operations relating to Train 

32N, and their financial and other interests and incentives in each other’s operation of Train 32N, 

consciously and deliberately pursued a common plan and design to conduct ultrahazardous 

activities and are therefore jointly liable to Plaintiff and Class Members. 

Case: 4:23-cv-00298  Doc #: 1  Filed:  02/15/23  26 of 28.  PageID #: 26



27 

 

123. Defendants’ conduct as alleged herein shows that Defendants acted maliciously, 

with aggravated or egregious fraud, and/or intentional disregard for Plaintiffs’ rights so as to warrant 

the imposition of punitive damages. 

 

REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, individually and on behalf of all Class Members proposed in 

this Amended Complaint, respectfully request that the Court enter judgment in their favor and 

against Defendants as follows:  

a. For an Order certifying the Class, as defined above, and appointing Plaintiff and his 

Counsel to represent the Class; 
 

b. For damages, including compensatory, punitive, and exemplary damages, in an 

amount determined to be just and reasonable; 

 

c. For an award in an amount determined just and reasonable to fund a medical 

monitoring program;  
 

d. For an award of attorney’s fees, costs, and litigation expenses, as allowed by law; 
 

e. For prejudgment interest on all amounts awarded;  
 

f. For injunctive and declaratory relief, as allowed by law and 
 

g. Such other and further relief as this Court may deem just and proper.  
 

JURY TRIAL DEMAND 

Plaintiffs demand a jury trial on all issues so triable. 

 

FILED:  Dated February 15, 2023. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

       MORGAN & MORGAN, P.A. 

 

      BY: /s/Jesse A. Shore    

JESSE A. SHORE (0091730) 
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Morgan & Morgan, Kentucky PLLC 

300 Madison Avenue, Suite 200 

Covington, KY 41011 

Telephone: (859) 899-8786 

Facsimile: (859) 899-8807 

Email: jshore@forthepeople.com 
 

RENE F. ROCHA* 

LA Bar No. 34411 

MORGAN & MORGAN, COMPLEX 

LITIGATION GROUP  

400 Poydras Street, Suite 1515 

New Orleans, LA 70130 

rrocha@ForThePeople.com  

P:  (954) 318-0268 

F:  (954) 327-3018 

 

FRANK PETOSA* 

FL Bar No. 972754 

MORGAN & MORGAN, COMPLEX 

LITIGATION GROUP  

8151 Peters Road 

Suite 4000 

Plantation, FL 33324 

fpetosa@ForThePeople.com  

P:  (954) 318-0268 

F:  (954) 327-3018 

 

Attorneys for the Plaintiff and  

the Putative Class 

 

*Pro Hac Vice Pending  
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