IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
MAHONING COUNTY, OHIO 
 
	LYNSEY A. CAYTON, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ESTATE OF NICHOLAS P. CAYTON
114 Neff Drive
Canfield, OH 44406

                        Plaintiff, 
v. 
 
TRDB INVESTMENTS, LLC d/b/a QUAKER CITY CONCRETE PRODUCTS,
c/o Statutory Agent Timothy A. Ridzon
1122 Beard Road
New Waterford, OH 44445

And

RYAN RACH
155 Hood Drive
Canfield, OH 44406

And

NELSON DE JESUS HERRERA-VASQUEZ
6135 SW 98th Loop
Ocala, FL 34476

And

JOHN/JANE DOE 1-10
Name/Address Unknown


Defendants. 
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	[bookmark: _Int_ea9Icl7f]CASE NO.:______________________________ 
 
[bookmark: _Int_CHsWLwdM]JUDGE:_________________________________ 
 
 
COMPLAINT 
 

(OTHER TORTS) 
 
JURY DEMAND ENDORSED HEREON 
 
 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR SERVICE 
 


Now comes Plaintiff, Lynsey A. Cayton, Administrator of the Estate of Nicholas P. Cayton, by and through undersigned counsel, and for her Complaint against Defendants, states the following: 

INTRODUCTION 
1. Nick Cayton was born on September 9, 1985 in Canton, Ohio.  He was married to Lynsey Cayton and they had two children.  He was an armed service veteran that served overseas in Iraq and Afghanistan. Nick Cayton is an “American Hero” that died on October 16, 2025 while on duty for the Ohio State Highway Patrol. 
PARTIES
2. [bookmark: _Int_AaHDfYYA]Plaintiff, Lynsey A. Cayton, (hereinafter “Plaintiff”) was an individual who, at all times relevant to this Complaint, resided in the County of Mahoning, State of Ohio.
3. Plaintiff is the duly appointed Administrator of the Estate of Nicholas P. Cayton, deceased, having been so appointed by the Mahoning County Probate Court in Case No. 2025 ES 0602.
4. Defendant, TRDB Investments, LLC d/b/a Quaker City Concrete Products (hereinafter “Quaker City”), is a limited liability company which, at all times relevant to this Complaint, transacted business in the County of Mahoning, State of Ohio. 
5. Defendant, Ryan Rach, (hereinafter “Rach”) was an individual who, at all times relevant to this Complaint, resided in the County of Mahoning, State of Ohio.
6. Defendant, Nelson De Jesus Herrera-Vasquez, (hereinafter “Vasquez”) was an individual who, at all times relevant to this Complaint, resided in the County of Marion, State of Florida.
7. [bookmark: _Hlk34216696]Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the fictitiously-named Defendants sued as John/Jane Doe Nos. 1-10 (hereinafter referred to “John/Jane Doe 1-10”) are persons, contractors, partnerships, or corporations whose identities could not be readily ascertained, but whose conduct contributed to the injury and/or death of Nicholas P. Cayton. The true names and capacities of such fictitiously-named Defendants, whether individual, corporate, associate or otherwise, are presently unknown to Plaintiff, and Plaintiff will amend or supplement this Complaint to allege the true names and capacities of such fictitiously-named Defendants when the same has been ascertained.
FACTUAL BACKGROUND
8. On October 16, 2025, Vasquez was operating a 2024 Kenworth T680 tractor-trailer northbound on State Route 11 when his truck became disabled. 
9. Vasquez called 911 while he inspected the vehicle’s malfunction.
10. Nicholas P. Cayton (hereinafter “Decedent”) was within the scope and course of his employment with the Ohio State Highway Patrol when he responded to a 911-call on State Route 11 in Mahoning County.
11. During Decedent’s assistance to Vasquez, Decedent returned to his Ohio State Highway Patrol vehicle.
12. Rach, who was operating a Mack truck northbound on State Route 11, collided with the Ohio State Highway Patrol vehicle.  
13.  As a result of the crash, Decedent was pronounced dead at the scene. 
14. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligent conduct, Decedent suffered wrongful death and the next of kin, including but not limited to, his spouse, Lynsey A. Cayton, his two children and his parents suffered the following damages: loss of support from the reasonably expected earning capacity of  Decedent’s loss of services, loss of society, including loss of companionship, care assistance, attention, protection, advice, guidance, counsel, instruction, training, and education, loss of prospective inheritance to Decedent’s heirs at law at the time of his death, mental anguish, and funeral and burial expenses. 


FIRST CLAIM
(VICARIOUS LIABILITY – DEFENDANT, QUAKER CITY) 

15..	Plaintiff restates and reallege each and every allegation contained above as if expressly rewritten herein.
16.        At all times relevant hereto, Defendant Quaker City employed Defendant Rach as its employee and/or agent. 
17.       At all times relevant hereto, Rach was operating the Mack truck within the course and scope of his employment and/or agency relationship with Quaker City.
18.        Rach owed a duty to operate the Mack truck in a safe and reasonable manner and breached that duty by negligently operating the Mack truck.
19.       As a result, Quaker City is vicariously liable for the negligent acts and/or omissions of Rach under the doctrine of respondeat superior.
20.       As a direct and proximate result of Rach’s negligent conduct, for which Quaker City is vicariously liable for,  Decedent suffered wrongful death and the next of kin, including but not limited to, his spouse, Lynsey A. Cayton, his two children and parents suffered the following damages: loss of support from the reasonably expected earning capacity of Decedent’s loss of services, loss of society, including loss of companionship, care assistance, attention, protection, advice, guidance, counsel, instruction, training, and education, loss of prospective inheritance to Decedent’s heirs at law at the time of his death, mental anguish, and funeral and burial expenses.
SECOND CLAIM
(NEGLIGENT HIRING – DEFENDANT, QUAKER CITY) 

21.        Plaintiff restates and realleges each and every allegation contained above as if expressly rewritten herein.
22.        Quaker City had a duty to exercise reasonable care in hiring, retaining, training, supervising, and entrusting its employees, agents, and/or drivers, including Rach.
23.       Quaker City knew or should have known that Rach was unfit, incompetent, inexperienced, unsafe, or otherwise unable to safely operate the Mack truck under the circumstances then existing.
24.      Quaker City breached its duties by negligently hiring, retaining, training, supervising, and/or entrusting Rach with the operation of the Mack truck.
25.      Quaker City’s negligent hiring, retention, training, supervision, and/or entrustment of Rach was a direct and proximate cause of the crash.
26.    As a direct and proximate result of Quaker City’s negligent conduct, Decedent suffered wrongful death and the next of kin, including but not limited to, his spouse, Lynsey A. Cayton, his two children and parents suffered the following damages: loss of support from the reasonably expected earning capacity of Decedent’s loss of services, loss of society, including loss of companionship, care assistance, attention, protection, advice, guidance, counsel, instruction, training, and education, loss of prospective inheritance to Decedent’s heirs at law at the time of his death, mental anguish, and funeral and burial expenses.
THIRD CLAIM
(NEGLIGENCE – DEFENDANT, RYAN RACH) 

27.	Plaintiff restates and realleges each and every allegation contained above as if expressly rewritten herein. 
28.	Rach had a duty to operate his Mack Truck in a safe and reasonable manner.
29.    	Rach failed in the above-mentioned duties and was therefore negligent in the operation of the Mack truck. 
30.	 Rach’s negligent actions were a direct and proximate cause of the crash.
31.	As a direct and proximate result of Rach’s negligent conduct, Decedent suffered wrongful death and the next of kin, including but not limited to, his spouse, Lynsey A. Cayton, his two children and parents suffered the following damages: loss of support from the reasonably expected earning capacity of  Decedent’s loss of services, loss of society, including loss of companionship, care assistance, attention, protection, advice, guidance, counsel, instruction, training, and education, loss of prospective inheritance to Decedent’s heirs at law at the time of his death, mental anguish, and funeral and burial expenses. 
FOURTH CLAIM
(NEGLIGENCE – DEFENDANT NELSON DE JESUS HERRERA-VASQUEZ) 

32.	Plaintiff restates and realleges each and every allegation contained above as if expressly rewritten herein. 
33.	Vasquez had a duty to maintain and operate his tractor-trailer in a safe and reasonable manner.
34.    	Vasquez failed in the above-mentioned duties and was therefore negligent in the operation of the tractor-trailer. 
35.	 Vasquez’s negligent actions were a direct and proximate cause of the crash.
36.	As a direct and proximate result of Vasquez’s negligent conduct, Decedent suffered wrongful death and the next of kin, including but not limited to, his spouse, Lynsey A. Cayton, his two children and parents suffered the following damages: loss of support from the reasonably expected earning capacity of  Decedent’s loss of services, loss of society, including loss of companionship, care assistance, attention, protection, advice, guidance, counsel, instruction, training, and education, loss of prospective inheritance to Decedent’s heirs at law at the time of his death, mental anguish, and funeral and burial expenses. 

FIFTH CLAIM
(JOHN/JANE DOE 1-10)

37.	Plaintiff restates and reallege each and every allegation contained above as if expressly rewritten herein.
38.	John/Jane Doe 1-10, individually or by and through their employees, agents, servants and contractors had a duty to act reasonably in hiring, maintaining, supervising and retaining Vasquez or Rach and to promulgate and enforce rules and regulations to ensure its drivers and vehicles were reasonably safe.
39.	Defendant John/Jane Doe 1-10 failed in the above-mentioned duties and was therefore negligent.
40. 	John/Jane Doe 1-10’s negligent actions were a direct and proximate cause of the crash.
41.	As a direct and proximate result of John/Jane Doe 1-10’s negligent conduct, Decedent suffered wrongful death and the next of kin, including but not limited to, his spouse, Lynsey A. Cayton, his two children and parents suffered the following damages: loss of support from the reasonably expected earning capacity of  Decedent’s loss of services, loss of society, including loss of companionship, care assistance, attention, protection, advice, guidance, counsel, instruction, training, and education, loss of prospective inheritance to Decedent’s heirs at law at the time of his death, mental anguish, and funeral and burial expenses. 
WHEREFORE, on the First, Second, Third, Fourth, and Fifth Claims, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendants, jointly and severally, in an amount in excess of Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000.00), attorney’s fees, the costs of this action, interest from the date of the accident, and all other appropriate relief this Court deems equitable and just.



Respectfully submitted,

	/s/ Brian P. Kopp 


Brian P. Kopp (0064897)
BETRAS KOPP, LLC
Canfield, Ohio 44406
Telephone: (330) 746-8484
Facsimile: (330) 702-8280
Email: bkopp@bk-laws.com  		
Attorney for Plaintiff
 


JURY DEMAND  
Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury pursuant to Civ.R. 38.  

	/s/ Brian P. Kopp 


  Brian P. Kopp 
  Attorney at Law  

 


INSTRUCTIONS FOR SERVICE 
Please serve a copy of the foregoing Complaint, along with Summons, upon the Defendants at the addresses noted in the caption, by certified mail, return receipt requested, and make return according to law, all pursuant to Civ.R. 4.1. 
 
	/s/ Brian P. Kopp 


  Brian P. Kopp
  Attorney at Law 
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