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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Central District of California dismissed the action without
prejudice for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction. The court held that the plaintiff failed to establish
complete diversity because it did not identify or allege the citizenship of the members of either limited
liability company, particularly the defendant.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The plaintiff filed an action asserting diversity jurisdiction as the sole
basis for federal jurisdiction. After the court ordered plaintiff to show
cause why the action should not be dismissed for failure to establish
complete diversity, plaintiff submitted a declaration that did not
identify the defendant LLC's members or their citizenship. The court
dismissed the action without prejudice for lack of subject-matter
jurisdiction.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court independently assessed whether subject-matter jurisdiction
existed and applied the rule that the party invoking federal jurisdiction
bears the burden of establishing it.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; persuasive rather than precedential
value.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court had diversity subject-matter jurisdiction when the complaint failed to identify the
members and citizenship of the plaintiff and defendant LLCs.

2. Whether dismissal without prejudice was required when plaintiff could not affirmatively allege the
citizenship of the defendant LLC's members.

HOLDINGS

1. A party invoking diversity jurisdiction must affirmatively identify the members of an LLC and allege the
citizenship of every member, tracing through membership layers as necessary; allegations concerning an
LLC's state of organization or principal place of business are insufficient.

2. When the court determines that it lacks subject-matter jurisdiction, it must dismiss the action; dismissal
for the jurisdictional pleading failure was without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As the party invoking federal jurisdiction, Plaintiff has the burden of showing that diversity is complete by
alleging the identity and citizenship of all members of Plaintiff and Defendant (tracing through as many
layers as may be necessary).” (at 2)

“This action is therefore dismissed without prejudice for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Nevada Jet Ventures, LLC alleged that it was a Nevada LLC with its principal place of business in California,
and that ExcelAire LLC was a Delaware LLC with its principal place of business in New York. The complaint
did not identify the members of either LLC or allege their citizenship. In response to an order to show cause,
plaintiff admitted that its counsel did not have a list of ExcelAire's members and offered only beliefs about
ExcelAire's business activities and ownership.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Nevada Jet Ventures filed suit on August 15, 2025. The court ordered plaintiff to show cause regarding subject-
matter jurisdiction because the complaint alleged the parties' entity types and principal places of business but did
not allege the citizenship of either LLC's members. Plaintiff responded without identifying ExcelAire's
membership or citizenship. The court sua sponte dismissed the action without prejudice.
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