UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

MISSOURI, EASTERN DIVISION

Falcon Crest Holdings, LL.C v. Centurion Investments, Inc., d/b/a

AVMATS Jet Support

Falcon Crest Holdings - No. 4:25-cv-00112-MTS - Decided January 8, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri grants Defendant Centurion

Investments, Inc.’s motion to dismiss under the doctrine of forum non conveniens. The court enforces

a forum-selection clause in the parties’ Work Authorization designating the Circuit Court of St. Louis

County, Missouri, and dismisses the action without prejudice. The court rejects Plaintiff Falcon Crest

Holdings, LLC’s arguments that the clause was unconscionable or unreasonable.
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Defendant moved to dismiss the plaintiff's breach-of-contract and
negligence action under the doctrine of forum non conveniens based
on contractual arbitration and state-court forum-selection clauses. The
court granted the motion and ordered dismissal without prejudice.

The court applied the federal forum non conveniens framework
governing enforcement of a forum-selection clause, including the rule
that private-interest factors and the plaintiff's choice of forum receive
no weight when a valid clause designates an adequate alternative
forum; only public-interest factors may be considered, and the clause

should control except in unusual cases.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Work Authorization's forum-selection clause designating the Circuit Court of St. Louis

County, Missouri, was enforceable under the doctrine of forum non conveniens.

2. Whether the alleged disparity in bargaining power, lack of negotiation, time pressure, and purported

contract of adhesion rendered the forum-selection clause unconscionable, unjust, or unreasonable.

3. Whether the action should be dismissed without prejudice in favor of the contractually designated state-

court forum.

HOLDINGS

1. A valid forum-selection clause designating a state forum is enforced through forum non conveniens, and
the clause in the Work Authorization was enforceable because Falcon Crest failed to show that it was

unjust, unreasonable, fraudulent, overreaching, unexpected, or unconscionably unfair.

2. A contract of adhesion, disparity in bargaining power, or absence of negotiations does not alone make a

forum-selection clause unconscionable or unenforceable.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“forum-selection clauses should control except in unusual cases.” (Discussion)

“The party resisting enforcement of a forum selection clause bears a heavy burden in persuading the court

that the clause is unfair or unreasonable.” (Discussion)

“Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant Centurion Investments, Inc.’s Motion to Dismiss for
Forum Non Conveniens, Doc. [18],is GRANTED.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Falcon Crest contracted to sell a jet aircraft for $5.7 million and engaged Centurion to inspect and repair the
aircraft before a December 14, 2024 closing deadline. Centurion completed its inspection after the estimated
period and allegedly completed repairs on January 3, 2025, twenty days after the deadline, causing the aircraft
sale to fail. Falcon Crest sued for breach of contract and negligence, while the parties' agreements contained an
arbitration clause in the Pre-Buy Proposal and a St. Louis County Circuit Court forum-selection clause in the

later Work Authorization.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Falcon Crest filed suit in the Eastern District of Missouri after allegedly untimely and defective aircraft

inspection and repair services caused the failure of a $5.7 million aircraft sale. Centurion moved to dismiss



under forum non conveniens, relying on provisions in the parties' Pre-Buy Proposal and Work Authorization.
After full briefing, the court enforced the Work Authorization's forum-selection clause designating the Circuit

Court of St. Louis County, Missouri, and dismissed the action without prejudice.
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