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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIITI
SOUTHERN DIVISION

CHERYL. STRUBLT; MORGAN STRUBLE, T
A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HIS NEXT FRIEND,
CHLRYL STRUBLE; KELLY DUKLES; WILLIE DUKES,
A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HIS NEXT FRIEND, MOV 0 2 2004
KELLY DUKES; MARK P. RILPENHOFF, 8R.; SR——
SANDRA RIEPENHOFF; MARK M. RIEPENHOFF, JR., BY. : DeruTY
A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HIS NEXT FRIENDS,

MARK M. AND SANDRA RIEPLNILIOFF; PATTY

CRAWFORD: JUSTIN ROBERTSON, A MINOR, BY AND

THROUGTT HIS NEXT FRIEND, PATTY CRAWFORD;

CINDY McCOY; RALPH G. NOCK, A MINOR, BY AND

THROUGH HIS NEXT FRIEND, CINDY McCOY; T.INDA

GRIGGS; JOSHUA PHILLIPS, A MINOR, BY AND THRQUGH - R —
HIS NEXT FRIFND, LINDA CGRIGGS; CHARLES CAMPBELT;

CAROIYN CAMPBELT.: JACOB (JAKE) CAMPBELL, A MINOR,

BY AN THROUGH HIS NEXT FRIENDS, CAROLYN AND

CHARLES CAMPBELL; LEROY LAWRENCF; JOSIIUA

LAWRENCE, A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HIS NEXT

FRIFND, LEROY LAWRENCE, PLAINTIFFS

OF
FilLED

vs. CIVIL ACTION No. 16 4 e v 814

HERMAN FOTUINTAIN, BETHEL BAPTIST CHURCH

OF LUCEDALE, INC., a/k/a BETHEL BAPTIST CHHURCH

OF LUCEDALE, a/k/a BETHEL BOYS ACADEMY, a/k/a

CITY OF REFUGE, JOHN FOUNTAIN, JOSH FOUNTAIN,

SUSAN CHURCHWELL, 1OMMY FORTENBLRRY,

ART CANTRELL, QSCAR BONNER, A/K/A “BIG BONNER,”

JAMES BONNER, A/K/A “LITTLE BONNER™, KEVIN

MCOGOWAN, WILLIAM KNO'T'I, JOHN BUTLER, JOIIN DOE #1,

A/K/A “DRITL INSTRUCTOR MYTIRS™ DEFENDANTS

PLAINTIFFS® COMPLAINT
(JURY TRTAL DEMANDED)

Come now the Pluintills, by and through duly appointed counsel, and for their complainl
slate:



JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. Faintiffs bring this suit for the federd law daims of violation of the Fair Labor Standards Act, 29
U.S.C. 8 201 et s2q., aswell asfor numerous pendent state law clams. Plaintiffs claim federal question
jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331, diversity jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1332, and also
clam supplementa (pendent state law) jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 8 1367.
2. All Rantiffs Struble are ether dtizens and residents of the state of Colorado or the state of
Nebraska; dl Plaintiffs Dukes are resdents of the State of Horida; dl Plaintiffs Riepenhoff are resdents
of the State of Ohio; Plaintiffs Justin Robertson and Patty Crawford are residents of the State of Virginig;
Fantiffs Raph G. Nock and Cindy M cCoy areres dents of the State of Delaware; Plaintiffs Joshua Phillips
and Linda Griggs are residents of the State of Arizong; dl Plaintiffs Campbell are residents of the State of
Michigan; Plaintiffs Leroy Lawrence and Joshua Lawrence are residents of the State of Ohio.
3. None of the Defendants are citizens or residents of any of the states listed in the previous
paragraph. No defendant is a citizen of the same state as any Raintiff. All Defendants are citizens and
residents of the ate of Missssppi.
4, Each Flantiff individualy claims an amount in excess of that required for diversity jurisdiction.
5. Venueis proper in thisdistrict pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8 1391(b) (2).

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
6. Defendants Herman Fountain, and others operate aprivatefor profit detentionfacilityfor juveniles,
doing business as Bethe Boarding Academy or Bethel Baptist Church.
7. It isestimated that the Defendants earnwel over $1 million annudly, little or none of whichisused

for bonafide religious or charitable purposes. Mogt of these earningsare derived from juvenilestrafficked
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in interstate commerce.

8. Thiscomplaint isbrought by the named Plantiffs, whichindude both parents of former cadets and
the former cadets themsdves, to obtain redress for the sysematic frauds, decelt, violence, and other
corrupt and unlawful practices, perpetrated upon parentsand their minor cadets for the financid benefit of
the Defendants.

9. Defendants use the term “cadets’ for the juvenilesinther custody. The term “cadet” or “cadets’
is used with reservations, for the convenience of the reader.

10. Defendants stated and advertised to parents seeking educationa services for their children, by
written rule in the Bethel Boys Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, that cadets were not alowed to
discipline one another. 1t was stressed to parents by the Defendantsthat cadets were loved in astructured
Chrigtian atmosphere with twenty-four hour secure supervision.

11. It was stated and advertised that the parents would get awritten contract outlining the obligations
of each party according to the terms of their ord agreements.

12.  ThePaintiffs generdly did not receive awritten contract.  On information and belief the promise
of awritten contract issmply part of the Defendants use of dishonest and fraudulent business practices.
13.  The advertised treetment of the cadets is whally fase. Defendants use coercive persuasion to
coerce cadets into beeting, terrorizing, mocking, or restraining other cadets, while maintaining “plausble
deniahility” of their own culpability in these violent abuses when confronted by civil authorities.

14.  Oninformation and bdlief, Defendants Herman and John and Josh Fountain are the beneficia
owners of the mgjority of the property and income stream represented by Bethe Boys Academy.

15. Infact the Defendants operate what amountsto a private prison, in which minors are subjected to



physicd and mentd tortures that would find no acceptance in any civilized society.

16.  Cadetsat Bethel Boys Academy are forced to guard, harass, mock, assault, and physicaly injure
other cadetson command. They are not given ameaningful choice concerning whether to commit such acts
agang other cadets. They areforced to commit violent crimesagaing other cadets as amatter of survivd.
The choice is one between doing the beating, or receiving the beeting.

17.  Thosewho fail to comply with the orders of the Drill Instructors are subjected to loss of some or
al privileges, beatings by Drill Instructors, extreme physica exhaustion, made to hold to dectric fences,
hed underwater at the “swamp” up to and induding drowning and resuscitation, lossof someor dl personal
beongings for an indeterminate time, beatings by other cadets, mockery by other cadets and Diill
Instructors, or whatever other punishment is deemed most feared by the cadet.

18. Communication between cadets and parentsis not alowed during the cadet’ sfirst two weeks of
incarceration. Secretsbetween parentsand cadetsareforbidden. Cadetsaretold that their parentsknow
what is being done to them, that thar parents do not want them, and that the parents approved of the
abusve trestment. Thus cadets are conditioned not to say anything to their parents. They are conditioned
to fear their own parentsjust as they do the Drill Ingtructors.

19. Defendants do everything possible to keep a cadet from leaving the fadlity. They lock dl of the
doors from the ingde and outsde in a manner requiring the use of akey to exit or enter. Thebuildingsdid
not have suitable fire exits. During fire drills it was made plain to the cadets that the principle concern of
the Defendants was to make sure that no cadet could escapethe Defendants premisesif afirebroke out.
Bethd Boys Academy cadets are under congtant danger of death from an accidentd fire.

20.  There are physcad measures to prevent any escape or unauthorized entry into the Defendants



compound. The office had adoor, but it was|ocked and had a Drill Instructor member standing guard to
prevent escapes. Defendants rewarded cadets who told on others who might have plans to escape.

21. Defendants in thar promotiond literature proclam: “Bethel Boys Academy has a Staff Nurse.”
This is a fraudulent dam used by the Defendants to decelve parents into believing that Bethel Boys
Academy is a qudity ingtitution with personnel and procedures to protect the hedth of cadets. To the
extent that some person cdled a“ gaff nurse” is employed, this person does not provide the medica care
that would ordinarily and customarily be the minimum care required to provide for the basic hedth needs
of the cadets.

22. Cadets under the control of Defendants are often denied toilet breaks to the extent that they are
forced to urinate or defecate in their clothing. Defendantsthen use this opportunity toinflict mental distress
and fear on the rest of the cadets in their control.

23.  The cadets who are unfortunate enough to urinate or defecate, or both, in their clothing are
subjected to extreme menta and psychol ogicd abuse, by being made fun of, laughed at, and cdled names
by the other cadets, with the approva and participation of the Defendants.

24. Defendants pursue a deliberate strategy of using retentionof bodily wastes to cause physica injury
and harm.

25. Defendants intentiondly use the combination of fatigue, harassment, poor food, lack of bathroom
bresks, and extreme exercise to overtax the immune systems of cadets within their custody, to cause
exhaugtion and illness. Exhaugtion, illness, and physicd injury are smply used as tools in Defendants

arsend of weapons used for coercive persuasion.

26. Defendants systematically deprive cadetsin their custody of contact with the outside world.



27.  The Defendants sysematicdly deprive cadetsin their custody of the benefits of education, while
fraudulently representing to parents that they are trying to provide a satisfactory education.

28. Defendants deliberately use deep deprivation to wear down and break the resistance of cadetsin
their custody. Defendants purposely prevent the cadets from getting to bed on time, and wake them up
early. Thecadetsareroutindy limited to 4 or 6 hours of deep per night, sometimesto 3 or 5 hours of deep
per night.

29. Defendants lock cadets in footlockers for hoursat atime, oftenforcing other cadetsto st or sand
on top of the footlocker, to cause menta and physica torture to the cadets.

30. Defendantsabuse, terrorize, and harass cadetsinthar care urtil they are so desperate for relief that
they will agree to beat and torment other cadets.

31l. All cadetsare at dl timesforced to serve as unpaid guards, to beat any other cadet on command
by Defendants or their Drill Instructors, and to catch and report potential runaways. This work is
demanded of dl cadets gpproximately 18 hours per day.

32. Some cadets are required to work at various jobs other than security, some of which make
economic sense and some of which do not.

33.  Therefore, the Pantiffs herein who have been forced to do thiswork are pleading and praying for
compensation at the legd minimum wage, with overtime, for 18 hours for each day of confinement at
Defendants’ facility.

34. Defendants fall to maintain records of hours and wages in compliance with the Fair Labor
Standards Act, 29 U.S.C. § 201 et seq.

35. Defendants routingy pressure cadets to remain at the Academy as qaff. 1n some cases, pre-



arranged marriages are carried out, with Defendant performing the marriage ceremony and both cadet and
spouse remaining as Bethd Staff Members. Such employees are given a pittance of pay, much less than
minimum wage, and are expected to enforce dl demands of the Defendants againgt any cadet in their
custody. Theemployment of such personsismade possible only by Defendants brainwashing and routine
deprivation of substantid age and intdligence appropriate educationwhichmight thereby render the cadet
competent and confident to find employment in the outsde world.

36. Defendants go to great extremes to convince parentsto us their escort service to bring cadets to
Bethel Boys Academy.

37. “Escorts’ used by Defendantsareinmost cases saff membersfromBethd, who arrest, detain, and
trangport cadetsto facilities such as Bethd Boys Academy, in such manner that the child is deprived of
liberty from the time that the child is seized by the escort service.

38.  All Pantiffs request and demand ajury trid.

PLEADINGS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTSJOINTLY AND SEVERALLY

39. Fantiffs bring these dams againg dl Defendants jointly and severdly. The Defendants were
operaing as an organizetion or joint venture, in which dl joint venturers worked to advance the gods of
the organization.

40.  Thetruelegd status of any corporation or other formal organization is presently unknown.

41. Regardless of any corporate Satus or other status, the operations of the Defendants are so plainly
unlawful, and of such character that dl the Defendants necessarily knew that they were engaged in a
corrupt, violent, and crimind enterprise, suffident that each Defendant may lanfully be hed legdly

accountable for the wrongful acts of the other Defendants.



42.  TheDefendantsddiberately acted to limit the Plaintiffs ability to identify the abusersby name. For
example, both “Little Bonner” and “Big Bonner” routingly engaged in batteries and other severe abuses of
the Fantiffs and others, but the cadets were not alowed to know therr first names. On information and
belief, “Little Bonner™ is James Bonner, and “Big Bonner” is Oscar Bonner.

43.  WilliamKnott wasthe Head Drill Instructor during the timesrdevant to this complaint. He planned,
orchestrated, and directed the abusesnamed herein, inconjunctionwiththe Fountains and otherswho were

his superiors.

PART 1- MORGAN STRUBLE

PART 1, COUNT | ---- FRAUD, BREACH OF CONTRACT OF CHERYL STRUBLE

44, Fantiff Cheryl Struble incorporatesdl other parts of the complaint tothe extent legdly and ethicdly
appropriate.

45, FAaintiff Cheryl Struble isthe mother of Plaintiff Morgan Struble.

46. Pantiff Cheryl Struble enrolled her son Morgan Struble, a minor, in Bethd Boys Academy in or
around Lucedae, Mississppi, onor about May 11, 2003. Morgan Struble was a student/cadet there until
on or about May 14, 2003.

47. Pantiff Cheryl Struble paid the sum of $20,000 via cashiers check to Bethe Boys Academy upon
enrollment of her son, Morgan Struble, for his educationfor the termof one year. Flantiff Struble later filed
a stop-payment on the cashiers check through her bank, and thus did not lose the $20,000.

48. Hantiff Cheryl Struble paid an additiona $4000 in cash to Bethel Boys Academy to cover her

son’ snecessary orthodonti st gppoi ntmentswhilehewasenrolled at Bethd. Plantiff Struble’ s sonwas never



taken to the orthodontist while atending Bethel Boys Academy. Fantiff Cheryl Struble was told by
Defendant Herman Fountain at the time that she withdrew her son from Bethel Boys Academy that he
would not reimburse any monies pad to the school, despite the fact that Plaintiff Struble’s son had only
been at Bethd for avery short time and was severdly abused.

49. Faintiff Cheryl Struble rdied onthe claims of the Defendants that Plaintiff Morgan Struble would
bewdl cared for and properly educated for a year, inexchange for the payment of $20,000 for tuitionand
$4,000 for necessary orthodontic care. Plaintiff Cheryl Struble spoke with Defendants John Fountain and

Susan Churchwell, who assured her the program was a humane, caring, quaity educationa program.

50.  JohnFountain Jr., and Susan Churchwell each knew full well that the daims of a qudity educationd
program were atogether false.

51. Paintiff Cheryl Struble believed the numerous representations of Defendants that Bethel Boys
Academy offered hope and help to troubled young men, through positive peer influence, without the use
of behavior modification drugs, without the use of students to punish or discipline other students, and
because of the advertised loving atmosphere.

52. Fantiffsand dl of them confined Plantiff Cheryl Struble’ s son, through fraud and deception, from
approximately May 11, 2003 until approximately May 14, 2003.

53.  Although Flantiff Struble wasassured by Bethd Boys Academy saff that she and her son would
receive copies of the parent/cadet handbook, unbeknownst to Plaintiff Cheryl Struble, her son was never
shown or alowed to read a handbook while being confined there.

54. In direct vidaion of the terms of the contract made between Plantiff Cheryl Struble and



Defendants, Defendants, without Plantiff Cheryl Struble’ sknowledge or gpproval, dlowed and encouraged
assaultsto be committed upon M organ Struble by dlowing saff membersand other studentsto beat, kick,
or otherwise physicaly attack him.

55. FRantiff Cheryl Struble was not informed of the of the misirestment that would be accorded her
minor son, asis more fully explained in the following counts of this part of the complaint.

56. Morgan Struble did not attend classes while at Bethel Boys Academy, but instead was forced to
work for the school that included, but was not limited to, cleaning the barracks and school grounds, lawvn
maintenance, construction work on private homes on the Bethel property, working on a farm connected
to the Bethel property, and other various tasks required by Defendants. Plaintiff Cheryl Struble knew
nothing of the use of her son’'s labor in this manner. This use of Morgan Struble for forced labor is a
violation of the agreement between Cheryl Struble and Defendants.

57. Fantiff Cheryl Struble has been damaged in the amount of $4,000 for the loss of money for
orthodontist appointments, in addition to dl other losses suffered, proximately caused by the fraudulent
misrepresentations of Defendants. Plaintiff Cheryl Struble' s son received no benefit from her payment and
ghe has received no refund. Defendants have withheld the return of those funds without legd judtification
Oor excuse.

58. Faintiff Morgan Struble has suffered dramatic negative change asaresult of ismigtrestment. Since
his rdease, he shows minima affectionto otherswithinthe family. Flantiff Cheryl Struble has suffered the

loss of consortium with her son.

PART 1, COUNT Il ---- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,
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INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

59. Fantiff Morgan Struble incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
ethically appropriate.

60. Defendants and dl of them confined Pantiff Morgan Struble while he was a minor without legd
judtificationby the use of fraud and deceit onthe Pantiff Morgan Struble and his parents, fromon or about
May 11, 2003 until on or about May 14, 2003.

61. Although Defendantsand dl of their parentsweretold that they would be provided witha Boarding
Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Plaintiff Morgan Struble was never shown the handbook while being
confined there.

62. Defendants and dl of them have fasdy imprisoned Plantiff Morgan Struble, and Defendants and
al of them, knowingly acted in a manner that created a substantia risk to the life, body, and health of
Faintiff Morgan Struble whilehe was a child lessthan seventeenyearsold. Morgan Strublewas prevented
from leaving Bethel Boys Academy or using the telephone or other effective means of communication to
report the abuse that he was receiving.

63.  Withinthe firg 10 minutesafter arriva at Bethe Boys Academy, Plantiff Morgan Struble was made
to change into army fatigues. His head was shaved bad, during whichtime severa nickswere madeto his
scadp while he was being told that “this is just a sample of what can happen if you don’t follow our
ingtructions and do what you aretold.”

64. Faintiff Morgan Struble was then taken to the barracks where four grown drill instructors were
waiting to beat m. When hewouldfal, they would kick him. The besting continued for about ahaf hour.

65.  Onceat hisbunk, Plaintiff Morgan Struble found his suitcase empty. All of his things had been

11



stolen while he was being beaten. He did not report the theft because he was too afraid.

66. Paintiff Morgan Struble was told, repeatedly, that his parentsknew that he was being beaten and
deprived of food and water.

67. Defendants committed numerous physical assaults upon the Plaintiff Morgan Struble, by kicking
him, cutting him, and depriving him of food and water.

68. Bethd Boys Academy intentiondly inflicted emotiona distress on the Flaintiff Morgan Struble by
refuang necessary medical care, by the standing threats of beatings and arbitrary punishments, and by
constant degradation and humiliation.

69. FPantiff Morgan Struble wasfasdy told that his parentsdid not want him. Plantiff Morgan Struble
was fasdly told that his parents knew about and had agreed to the treatment that he was recelving at the
hands of the Defendants.

70. Paintiff Morgan Struble is ftill severdly tormented by the memories of what happened to him.

71. Fantiff Morgan Struble was prevented from telling anybody, even his parents, about the horrible
abuses taking place ingde Bethel Boys Academy because no phone cdls were alowed when he was
injured.

PART 1, COUNT Ill ---- NEGLIGENT MEDICAL CARE

72. Fantiff Morgan Struble incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legally and
ethically agppropriate.

73. Immediately after hisarriva a Bethel Boys, Plantiff Morgan Struble was forced to suffer a great
amount of unwarranted and undeserved punishment for no apparent reason. Plaintiff Morgan Struble was

denied any contact with his parents or with amedica provider after the begting.
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74. Pantiff Morgan Struble was never taken to the doctor in order to be checked for any internd
injuries after the beating described in the previous count.

75. Paintiff Morgan Struble was not alowed to use the restroom as needed.

76. Most of the Rlantiff Morgan Strubl€e' s day was devoted to working for the benefit of Defendants.
77. Defendants were negligent and grosdy negligent in providing medica care, for injuries caused by
the Defendants or suffered by Plaintiff otherwise.

78.  Asareault of theactsand omissons of the Defendants, Plaintiff Morgan Struble has suffered severe
and lasting emotiona and mentd trauma. Asaresult of the acts and omissions of the Defendants, Plaintiff
Morgan Struble isto the present day so emationdly and mentaly damaged that he has difficulty rdating to
friends, co-workers, and others in the norma manner of apersonwho has not suffered the trauma Plantiff
Morgan Struble suffered a the hands of the Defendants. The acts and omissons of the Defendants have
caused agreet deterioration of the qudity of life of Plaintiff Morgan Struble and family.

PART 2- WILLIE DUKES

PART 2, COUNT | ---- FRAUD, BREACH OF CONTRACT OF KELLY DUKES
79. Pantiff Kelly Dukesincorporatesdl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and ethicaly

appropriate.

80. Fantiff Willie Dukesincorporatesdl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and ethicdly
appropriate.

8l.  Paintiff Kely Dukesisthe mother of Plantiff Willie Dukes.

82. Fantiff Kely Dukes enrolled her son, Plaintiff Willie Dukes, in the Bethd Boys Academy in or

around Lucedae, Mississippi, from on or about October 1, 2002 until on or about May 22, 2003.
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83. Fantiff Willie Dukes was enrolled and attended Bethel Boys Academy in or around Lucedale,
Mississippi, from on or about October 1, 2002, until on or about May 14, 2003.

70. Defendant fraudulently told Plantiff Kelly Dukesthat they would provide qudity care and custody
of her son, Plaintiff Willie Dukes, for a price in excess of $16,000 for the year he was to be a Bethel.
71. FRantiff Kelly Dukes obtained aloanthrough the Sdlie M ae Foundation sufficent to pay the tuition
demanded.

72. Fantiff Willie Dukes has been denied his transcript from Bethd Boys Academy for work
completed as they are withholding the document at the request of more money from Plantiff Kely Dukes
for tuition.

73. Haintiff Willie Dukes went to Bethd Boys Academy willingly in preparation for afuture in one of
the United States military services.

74. Plaintiff Kelly Dukes has been defrauded of $16,000, in money obtained by fraud and deceit, as
well as further damages for the injury caused to her by reason of the mistrestment of her son.

PART 2, COUNT Il --- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

75. Fantiff Willie Dukesncorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legaly and ethicdly
appropriate.

76. Defendants and dl of them confined Plantiff Willie Dukes while he was a minor without legal
judtification by the use of fraud and deceit on Plaintiff Willie Dukes and his parents from on or about
October 1, 2002 until on or about May 14, 2003.

77.  Defendantsand dl of them have fasdy imprisoned Plaintiff Willie Dukes, and knowingly acted in

amanner that created asubstantia risk to thelife, body, and hedlth of Plantiff Willie Dukes while he was
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a child less than seventeen years old.  Plaintiff Willie Dukes was prevented from leaving Bethd Boys
Academy or usng the telephone or other effective means of communicationto report the abuse that he was
recaiving.

78.  Although Plantiff Willie Dukes and Plantiff Kely Dukes were told that they would be provided
withaBoarding Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Flantiff Willie Dukeswas never shown the handbook
while being confined there.

79.  Pantiff Willie Dukes was locked insde afoot locker for two to thirteen hours a atime. He was
not dlowed out, even go to the bathroom. He was not alowed to eat or drink while locked in the
footlocker. On several occasions, other cadets were ingtructed to St ontop of the footlocker while Plantiff
Dukes was locked inside.

80. Faintiff Willie Dukes was made to hold onto andectric fence until hewastold to let go by one of
the drill ingtructors.

81 Pantiff Willie Dukes was punched in his eye on severd occasons, causing black eyes.

82. Fantiff Willie Dukeswas caled names, choked, dapped, hit, kicked, and soit on by other cadets,
as wdl as g&ff, while at Bethd. The abuse of the other cadets was occasioned by the directive of the
Defendants herein.

83. Fantiff Willie Dukes was made to scrub floors with his own tooth brush. He then had to use the
same toothbrush to brush his teeth.

84. Fantiff Willie Dukes head and face were completely shaved upon ariva a Bethd Boys
Academy. During the shaving, he was intentionally cut severa times on hisface and chest with the razor
used to shave him.

85. Pantiff Willie Dukes was made to carry and/or drag a heavy log, referred to as “Big Bertha’
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through the mud and rain asaformof punishment. Ontwo separateoccasions, Fantiff Dukeslost his shoes
in the mud during this punishment and was not alowed to stop and find them. Plaintiff Dukes was made to
carry on through the mud and rain with nothing on his feet except socks.

86. Haintiff Willie Dukes was denied bathroom privileges causng him to urinate on himself.

87. Fantiff Willie Dukes was thrown and punched like a human punching bag.

88.  Haintiff Willie Dukes was not alowed to wear his own clothes or even clean clothes.

89. Pantiff Willie Dukes was denied the right to attend class to continue his education.

90. Pantiff Willie Dukeswas rarely dlowed to speek to his parents on the phone. When he was, his
cal was monitored by staff and if hetriedto tdll his parents what was happening, he was placed back on
work detail.

91. Defendantscommitted numerous phys cal assaults upon Pantiff Willie Dukesby kickinghim, hitting
him, restraining him, depriving him of food, water, and bathroom privileges.

92. Aantiff Willie Dukes was nat given his mail or monies sent to him by his family members.

93. Rantiff Willie Dukeswas repeatedly poked in the eye asaway of conditioning imto usethe term
“This cadet,” ingtead of saying, “I,” when referring to himsdf.

94. Paintiff Willie Dukes was made to do exercises for 14 to 16 hours aday unless he was on work
detail or locked in afootlocker.

PART 2, COUNT IIl ---- FAILURE TO PAY MINIMUM WAGE AND OVERTIME

95. Fantiff Willie Dukesincorporatesdl other parts of the complaint to the extent legaly and ethicdly
appropriate.

96. Fantiff Willie Dukes was not alowed the same rest time as other cadets because he was dways

on “Night Watch Duty.” Pantiff Dukeswas responsible for watching other cadets to be sure that no one
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tried to escape. Oncemorning arrived, Plaintiff Dukeswasrequired to beginhisnormal daily chores, which
included, but was not limited to, washing dishes, mopping floors on his hands and knees with a rag or
toothbrush. Pantiff Dukes would have to wash wdls in the barracks and dining hdls. Pantiff Dukes
outside work included but was not limited to cutting branches with dippers until nighttime, raking leaves,
carrying out trash from the dorms or kitchens and picking up trash around grounds.

97. Fantiff Willie Dukeswas madeto do the lavn maintenance at the large houseinfront of the schooal,
even after being up dl night on “Night Watch Duty.”

98. Pantiff Willie Dukes prays compensation & the legdly appropriate rate, the full adult minimum
wage, and overtime for hoursover 40 hours per week, for 18 hoursfor each of the daysthat he wasin the
custody of the Defendants.

PART 3- MARK M. RIEPENHOFF, Jr.

PART 3, COUNT | ---- FRAUD,BREACH OF CONTRACT OF MARK P.RIEPENHOFF, SR.
AND SANDRA RIEPENHOFF

99. Fantiff Mark P. Riepenhoff, Sr., and Sandra Riepenhoff incorporate dl other parts of the
complaint to the extent legdly and ethicdly appropriate.

100. PFantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., the son of Fantff Mark P. Riepenhoff, Sr., and Sandra
Riepenhoff, was enrolled by his parentsinto Bethd Boys Academy in or around Lucedde, Mississppi,
from on or about May 1, 2003 until on or about May 14, 2003.

101. Defendants fraudulently told Plaintiffs Mark P. Riepenhoff, Sr., and Sandra Riepenhoff, husband
and wife, that they would provide qudity care and custody of their son, Plaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr.,
for the price of $25, 000 for the year he wasto be a Bethdl. $3,000 was required up front and waspad

by a cashiers check payable to Tommy Fortenberry.
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102. Pantiffs Mark P. Riepenhoff, Sr., and Sandra Rigpenhoff, have been damaged in the amount of
$3,000 plus the damages occasioned by the injuries to their son, inflicted by the Defendants.

PART 3, COUNT Il --—-- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

103. Rantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., incorporates dl other partsof the complaint to the extent legdly
and ethically gppropriate.

104. Defendantsand dl of themconfined Plantiff Mark M. Rigpenhoff, Jr. while he wasaminor without
legd judtification by the use of fraud and deceit on the Rlaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr. and his parents
from on or about May 1, 2003 until on or about May 14, 2003.

105. Defendants and dl of them have falsdy imprisoned Fantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., and
Defendants and al of them, knowingly acted in amanner that created a substantia risk to the life, body,
and hedth of Faintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J. while he was a child less than saventeen years old.

106. Pantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr. was prevented from leaving Bethd Boys Academy or using the
telephone or other effective means of communication to report the abuse that he was receiving.

107.  Although Pantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr. and his parentswere told that they would be provided
with a Boarding Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Plaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr. was never shown
the handbook while being confined there.

108. Haintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was surrounded by 6 Drill Ingtructors, who kicked him, hit him
inthe face severd times, hit iminhisgenitas, threw water inhisface, spat uponhim, and called hmnames
al within the firg few minutes of arriving a Bethd.

109. Rantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was stripped down to his underwear and pictures were taken.

Afterwards, he was forced to take off his boxer shorts, was beatenand degraded by six Drill Instructors
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on the same day, soon after he arrived.

110. Pantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., was caled names suchas: faggot, worthless, piece of crap, €etc.
Fantiff Riepenhoff’ shead and face were completely shaved. During the shaving, he was cut severd times
on hisface and chest with the BIC razor used to shave him. The Drill Indtructors laughed and dlaimed it
was an accident each time he was cut. There were numerous cuts on his chest and head. One ingtructor
shaved and cut his head and another cut his chest at the same time.

111. AfterRantiff Mark M. Rigpenhoff, Jr., was beaten and cut and stripped and picturestaken, hewas
taken out to the yard by the Drill Instructors and made to hold onto an eectric fence until he wastold to
let go. He wasforced to hold onto the dectric fence three times. Each time the Drill Ingtructors laughed
and ridiculed him.

112.  On hissecond day at Bethel Boys Academy, Plaintiff Mark M. Rigpenhoff, Jr., was awakened at
5:00 am. by two Drill Ingructors, (hereinafter sometimes “DI”) one white and one black. The black DI
isknown as“Bonner.” DI Bonner walked up to him and said, “You, new boy,” to which Plantiff Mark
M. Riepenhoff, Jr., sad “Yes, Sir.” DI Bonner said “You didn’t say the right command,” and grabbed
Pantiff Riepenhoff’ sthroat. Withass stanceof another DI, Flantiff Riepenhoff’ shead wastilted backwards
while DI Bonner whispered in his ear, “Do you know how many pounds of pressure it takes to crush a
human’'sesophagus?’ DI Bonner then said “2 %2’ and starting hitting Plaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., in
the throat cauang Pantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., to cough up blood. This conduct amounted to an
impliat threat to break Pantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff’s Jr. neck or otherwise to cause death or serious
physicd injury.

113. RAantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was thrown on a table, his shirt ripped off and then he was

thrown againgt alocker. No medica care was provided.
19



114.  All of Pantiff Riepenhoff’s belongings were taken from his bag; his clothes, shoes, new T-shirts,
pillow, sheets, towds and wash cloths, and only his shoesreturned to im. When hewas picked up by his
parents, he was not wearing his own clothing and was very dirty and doppy.

115. PHantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., wastold to put his hand inabagwitha poisonous snake. When
he refused, the DI yelled a another DI that “This boy has a discipline problem.” He was taken out back
and sand was dumped in hisface, in his shirt and down his pants. He was made to crawl through rocks
on his hands and knees.

116. PHantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was made to get in the “Booty” positionand remain so for two
hours. If hefdl out, he was hit, kicked, called names by the DI’ s and other cadets. The DI's made two
other cadets come out from the barracks. They were dso madeto get inthe “Booty” position. They were
told that it was because of Riepenhoff and one of the other cadets was ordered to hit Flantiff Riepenhoff.
117.  When Hantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., asked the DI what he was doing wrong and told them if
they would tel him, he would quit doing whatever it was he was doing, so he would quit getting hit. Plantiff
Mark M. Riepenhoff, J. was then hit on the left Sde of hisface, tearing his ear open causng blood to run
down the sde of hisface. He was taken in the barracks and peroxide was poured on the wound and a
butterfly bandage applied. He was not seen by a nurse or doctor, even through he asked to go to the
hospitd. He till has a scar on his|eft ear.

118. PHantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., asked to cdl his mother because she is anurse and could tell
them how to treat the injuries referred to in the above paragraph. He was not dlowed to cal his mother.
119. Rantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., was hit numerous other timesfor things like not having his hands
in the right position, not looking forward, not sounding off loud enough. Plaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr.,

was grabbed by the throat on various occasons. Onanother occasion, Plantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr.,
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was choked by Herman Fountain himsdlf.

120. Atonepoint, Fantff Mark M. Riegpenhoff, Jr., withessed anincident inwhichanother cadet named
Morgan Struble had his mouthfilled with toothpaste and held shut while his nogtrils were filled withwater.
121. During histwo weeks a Bethd, Plantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was starved of food so badly
that he lost 14 pounds of body weight, from 164 Ibsto 150 Ibs.

122. PHaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was taken by escort from home to Bethd in handcuffs a 3:00
am. His parents were told that the cuffs would be taken off down the road but the escort indicated that
they should remain in the event that Plaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, J., ressted.

123. Hantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was not allowed to brushhisteeth, and at timeswas not alowed
to shower.

124. Paintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., now suffers from post-traumatic stress disorder.

125. After afew days of incarceration and abuse, Plaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., once tried to talk
directly to Herman Fountain and explain what was going on and how the cadets were being treated.
Paintiff Mark P. Riepenhoff was severely besten, as ordered by Mr. Fountain.

126. PFantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was ordered to beat another cadet for wearing Plaintiff
Riepenhoff’ sshoes. Faintiff Riepenhoff had loaned the shoes to the cadet the day before. The next day,
when the DI saw that the cadet was again wearing Plantiff Riepenhoff’s shoes, he ordered Plaintiff
Riepenhoff to hit and beet the cadet up or be beaten himsdlf.

127.  When Fantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., arrived a Bethel he was given the nick name “ Cadet
Herpes, Gonorrhea, Syphilis” The nick name was chosen for him because he had a fever bligter on his
lip. All cadetsare assigned a“nick” name upon arrival and must refer to themsdlves using the nick name.

128. Pantiff Riepenhoff’s bed had to be made within two minutes and in “military syle” If it was not
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correct, the linenswere stripped from the beds of dl cadets and they weretold it was due to Rantiff Mark
M. Riepenhoff, Jr., who was then hit and kicked by the other cadetsin his barracks. Plaintiff Mark M.
Riepenhoff, Jr., aso participated in these types of beatings when ordered to do so by the Defendants.
129. Pantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., wasmadeto do exercisesfor 14 to 16 hourseveryday. Pantiff
Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was not alowed to wear ahat. He suffered serious sunburns, made especidly
severein light of the fact that he was forced to shave his head every 2 or 3 days.

PART 3, COUNT I1l ---- NEGLIGENT MEDICAL CARE

130. PFantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., incorporates all other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly
and ethically gppropriate.

131. PFantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., wasrepeatedly poked inthe eye asaway of conditioning Plaintiff
Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., to use the term “This Cadet” instead of saying “1” when referring to himself.
Pantiff’ s eyes were hemorrhaged as a result of the pokes. Plantiff Riepenhoff, Jr., was denied medica
carefor theinjuries.

132. Pantff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was forced to stand in the middle of a circle surrounded by
cadets and DI’ s, covered with awool blanket over his head and shoulders, and forced to spin around in
crcles If Plantiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., fell into anybody, he would be forced to do it again. Plaintiff
Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was severdy swesating in 90 degree temperatures and dipped and fell inhisown
body perspiration. Plaintiff Mark M. Riepenhoff, Jr., was beaten because of the fdl and forced by the DI’ s
to stand and spin again.

PART 4 - JUSTIN ROBERTSON

PART 4, COUNT | ---- FRAUD, BREACH OF CONTRACT OF PATTY CRAWFORD

133. Plantiff Patty Crawford incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
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ethically appropriate.

134. Aantff Justin Robertson was enrolled a and attended Bethel Boys Academy afew hoursbefore
state officds came into the campus and removed himsalf and severd other students on or about May 14,
2003.

135. Rantff Sharon Crawford, mother of Flantiff Justin Robertson, after forceful persuasiononthe part
of Bethd Boys Academy d&ff, agreed to have an “escort” bring her son from court in Amherst County,
VA, to Bethd Boys Academy in restraints. The escort sent was Bethel Boys Academy staff member Art
Cantrell.

136. Oninformationand beief, Art Cantrell wasfully aware of the abuse being suffered by the Fantiffs
and knowingly and willingly engaged in conduct tantamount to kidnapping, in order to ddiver boysto the
custody of Pantiffs in exchange for money.

137. Pantiff Sharon Crawford paid Bethel Boys Academy Staff Member Tommy Fortenberry $2500
to send an “escort,” Art Cantrell, to pick up her son and take him to Bethel Boys Academy. Plaintiff
Crawford dso paid Art Cantrdl’ s fees in the amount of $300 (issued a stop payment onthe check before
it was cashed), which was actudly more after motel and lunch expenses.

138.  Pantiff Sharon Crawford paid the sum of $4000 by businesscheck to Bethe Boys Academy for
the down payment of Plaintiff Justin Robertson’s enrollment

139. When Missssppi State Officids came to the Bethel Boys Academy campus witha court order to
searchand remove studentsfor suspected abuse, Plantiff Justin Robertsonwas so badly injured that Bethel
Saff Membersattempted to hide im between some lockers to keep him from being seen by the officds.
Paintiff Robertson was found between lockers and taken by the officids.

140. Pantiff Sharon Crawford was damaged in the amount of $6,800, plus additiond damagesfor the
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injuriesto her son and her reaionship with her son, as a proximate result of the Defendants' fraudulent
conduct.

PART 4, COUNT Il --—-- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

141. Rantff ugin Robertson incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
ethically appropriate.

142. Defendants and dl of them confined Plaintiff Justin Robertson while he was a minor without lega
judtificationby the use of fraud and decait onthe Flaintiff Justin Robertson and his parentsfromon or about
May 22, 2003 until on or about May 22, 2003.

143. Defendantsand dl of them have fdsdy imprisoned Rlantiff Justin Robertson, and Defendantsand
al of them, knowingly acted in a manner that created a substantia risk to the life, body, and health of
Fantiff Justin Robertsonwhile he wasachild lessthan seventeenyearsold. Plaintiff Justin Robertson was
prevented from leaving Bethd Boys Academy or using the telephone or other effective means of
communication to report the abuse that he was recaiving.

144.  Although Rantiff Jugtin Robertson and his parents were told that they would be provided with a
Boarding Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Plaintiff Justin Robertson was never shown the handbook
while being confined there.

145. Pantff Jusin Robertson was taken by “escort” Art Cantrell from his hometown of Troutville,
Virginiato Bethd Boys Academy.

146. Plantiff Jusin Robertsonwastakento an Emergency Room in Lucedde, Missssppi by the Sate
offidaswho removed him fromBethdl Boys Academy. Plaintiff Robertson had been choked so severely

by Drill Ingtructors at Bethel Boys Academy that he could not spesk for three days after returning home.
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147. Rantff Jugin Robertson was treated by his pediatrician immediately after returning home for
internd bruisng caused by Drill Ingtructors upon hisarrivad a Bethel Boys Academy.

148. Plantiff Jugtin Robertson, upon arriva a Bethd Boys Academy, was cdled a“gang member” by
Drill Ingtructors because of a bandana he had brought fromhome. The Drill Instructors took the bandana
from Plaintiff Robertson and tied it around his neck, thenused it to drag him across the room by histhroat.
149. Pantiff Justin Robertson was shaved by Dirill Ingtructor John Butler upon arriva a Bethel Boys
Academy. When Plaintiff Robertson’s head was shaved it was intentiondly gouged seventeen times. The
gouges in Plaintiff Robertson’s head were deegp and became infected.

150. Upon the arivd of Pantiff a Bethd Boys Academy, Defendants Kevin McGowan, and John
Butler joined in with “Little Bonner” to beat and kick Plantiff Jusin Robertson severdy. He was then
ordered to do a pushup and dlow himsdf to freefdl to the floor. Plaintiff Justin Robertson was so scared
that he obeyed, causing aone inch gash on the chin. He received no medicd attention for this gash until
date authorities came into Bethel Boys Academy and took him ouit.

151. The Defendants unsuccessfully tried to hide Pantiff Justin Robertson from the authorities. On
information and belief thiswas ajoint effort onthe part of dl the Defendants, to hide the evidence of their
wrongdoing.

PART 5- RALPH G. NOCK

PART 5, COUNT | ---- FRAUD, BREACH OF CONTRACT OF CINDY McCOY

152. Plantff Cindy McCoy incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legaly and
ethically agppropriate.

153. Rantff RaphG. Nock wasenrolled and attended Bethel Boys Academy in or around Lucedde,

Mississippi, from on or about December 26, 2002 until on or about May 14, 2003.
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154.  Bantff Cindy McCoy, mother of Plantiff RaphG. Nock, was assured by saff membersof Bethel
Boys Academy that her son would be well cared for and educated for one year inexchange for $16,000
in tuition paid directly to the school.

155. Rantff RaphG. Nock wasremoved fromthe Bethel Boys Academy onor around May 27, 2003,
by state officiads when they entered the school after reports of child abuse.

156. Pantiff Cindy M cCoy suffered damagesinthe amount of $16,000 plus additiond damagesfor the
injuries to her son and her relaionship with her son, as a proximate result of the Defendants' fraudulent
conduct.

PART 5, COUNT Il --—-- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

157. Rantff Ralph G. Nock incorporates all other parts of the complaint to the extent legaly and
ethically agppropriate.

158. Defendants and dl of them confined Pantiff Ralph G. Nock while he was a minor without legal
justification by the use of fraud and deceit onthe Flantiff Ralph G. Nock and his parentsfromon or about
October 1, 2002 until on or about May 14, 2003.

159. Defendants and dl of them have fasdy imprisoned Plantiff Raph G. Nock, and Defendants and
al of them, knowingly acted in a manner that crested a substantia risk to the life, body, and hedth of
FPantiff Raph G. Nock while he was a child less than seventeen yearsold. Plaintiff Raph G. Nock was
prevented from leaving Bethel Boys Academy or using the telephone or other effective means of
communication to report the abuse that he was receiving

160. Although Rantiff Ralph G. Nock and his parents were told that they would be provided with a

Boarding Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Plaintiff Ralph G. Nock was never shown the handbook
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while being confined there.

161. Rantff RAphG. Nock, while astudent of Bethel Boys Academy, was drowned until unconscious
by Drill Ingtructor Myers and resuscitated. After being resuscitated, Plantiff Nock was beaten by Drill
Instructor Myers for passing out.

162. Aantff RAphG. Nock wastakento andectric fence by staff members of Bethel Boys Academy
and forced to hold the fence with his bare hands for approximately 20 seconds.

163. Rantff Ralph G. Nock was punched in the face and choked by Bethe Boys Academy Staff
Member Tommy Fortenberry.

PART 5, COUNT I1l ---- NEGLIGENT MEDICAL CARE

164. PHaintiff Raph G. Nock incorporates al other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
ethically agppropriate.

165. PHantff Ralph G. Nock’sleft knee became serioudy infected and swollendue to aninfectionwhile
a Bethel Boys Academy. Fantiff Nock was denied necessary medical treatment. When Plaintiff Nock
perssed in requesting medica care a Bethd staff member cut his knee with a military-syle fidd knife to
remove the infected area. Flaintiff Nock was seen by an emergency care physician upon returning home
with his family for the infection and wound.

166. Rantff RaphG. Nock suffered unnecessary pain, and recel ved substandard and negligent medical
care in having a staff member cut on hisknee.

PART 6 - JOSHUA PHILLIPS

PART 6, COUNT | ---- FRAUD, BREACH OF CONTRACT OF LINDA GRIGGS

167. Rantff Joshua Phillipsincorporatesdl other partsof the complaint to the extent legdly and ethicdly

appropriate.
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168. Plantiff Joshua Phillips was enrolled and attended Bethel Boys Academy in or around Lucedde,

Missssppi from on or around April 28, 2003, until on or around May 14, 2003 when he was removed

from the school by date officids.

169. Paintiff Linda Griggs, mother of Plaintiff Joshua Phillips, was told by Defendants that she did not
need to supply Plantiff Phillipswith persona beongings, indudingbut not limited to dothing, towels, sheets
and pillows, as they would be provided for him by the school for afee of $2000, paid by Plaintiff Griggs.

Thisfee wasin addition to the tuition.

170. Upon arivd a Bethd, Pantiff Joshua Phillips was given one T-shirt, one pair of pants, and one
pair of boxer shorts. Pantiff Phillips was not given any socks. Plantiff Phillips was not given any other
clothes until he moved up to “Charlie.” Plaintiff Phillipswasthen givenan additiond pair of “Dickies’ pants,

one par of “Camies’ and two additiona T-shirts, but no boxer shorts and never any socks. Plaintiff never
received any towels while he was at Bethel and was forced to borrow towels and clothing, including
underwear, from other cadets daily.

171.  Pantff Linda Griggs paid $2000 up front to Bethe Boys Academy for Plaintiff Joshua Phillips

enrollment and for uniforms. Plaintiff Griggs paid another $2000 to Bethel on May 5, 2003.

172. Pantiff Linda Griggs suffered damages in the amount of $4,000 plus additional damages of lost
work, canceled arline tickets and for the injuries to her son and her relationship with her son, as a
proximate result of the Defendants fraudulent conduct.

PART 6, COUNT Il ---- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

173. Rantff Joshua Phillipsincorporatesdl other partsof the complaint to the extent legdly and ethicaly

appropriate.
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174. Defendants and dl of them confined Plantiff Joshua Phillips while he was a minor without lega
judtification by the use of fraud and deceit on the Plaintiff Joshua Phillips and his parents from on or about
October 1, 2002 until on or about May 14, 2003.

175. Defendantsand dl of them have fdsdy imprisoned Fantiff Joshua Phillips, and Defendants and
al of them knowingly acted in a manner that created a substantia risk to the life, body, and hedlth of
FRantiff Joshua Phillips while he was a child less than seventeen years old. Plantiff Joshua Phillipswas
prevented from leaving Bethd Boys Academy or udng the teephone or other effective means of
communication to report the abuse that he was recaiving.

176.  Although Rantiff Joshua Phillips and his parents were told that they would be provided with a
Boarding Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Plantiff Joshua Phillipswasnever shownthe handbook while
being confined there.

177. Upon arivd at Bethel Boys Academy, Plantiff Joshua Phillips head and face were completely
shaved. Fantiff Phillips head was purposefully cut during the shaving process. Rlantiff Phillipswas denied
medica care for the wounds and had aftershave poured over his head.

178. When Rantiff Joshua Phillipswas asked questions by Dirill Instructors and responded referring to
himsdf with theword “1,”  he was repegtedly poked in the eye by the Drill Ingtructors and told, “Thisis
your eye. You are a cadet.”

179. Hantiff Joshua Phillips was punched in the forehead twice by a Drill Ingtructor who was wearing
alargering to inflict more pain.

180. During initid PT, Pantiff Joshua Phillips was asked by a Drill Ingtructor if he would like some
water. When Raintiff Phillips answered yes, water was poured over his head.

181. Aftertheinitid individud PT session, Flantiff Joshua Phillipswastakenout to exercise withagroup
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of gpproximately twelve other orientees. Flaintiff Phillipswas asked by a Drill Instructor if he need hep with
“Down-ups.” Fantiff Phillipssaid he did not, but the Drill Instructor said, “I think youdo,” and proceeded
to trip him repeatedly.

182. Hantiff JoshuaPhillipswasmadeto do exercisesover alarge mud- and water-filledtrench. Plantiff
Phillipswas made to fal face-down without catching himsdlf with his hands. Flaintiff Phillips was made to
roll front-to-back repestedly in the mud.

183. During thefirg two weeks after Plaintiff Joshua Phillips arriva a Bethel Boys Academy, he was
taken into the dining room after breskfast with two other cadets by Drill Ingtructors. The Drill Instructors
would force the boys to exercise while punching them and kicking them in the ribs and somachs while
wearing heavy boots.

184. Pantff Phillips was rardy alowed to receive telephone cdls from his family, and when he was
alowed to spesk to them, the calls were dways monitored by Bethel Boys Academy Staff.  Usudly the
monitor was Defendant John Fountain and another older cadet who worked at adesk inthe office. Plantiff
Phillips was informed by John Fountain that this was a test to see what he was going to do.

185. Ononetdephonecdl withhis mother, Flantiff Joshua Phillipsattempted to tel his mother what was
going on at Bethd and how he was being treated. Ten minutes after the telephone cal Pantiff Phillipswas
taken to a sand pit beside of the dining facility where a group of older cadetswaswaiting. Rlantiff Phillips
was forced to lie down in the sand while water was poured over his head and body. Plantiff Phillipswas
then forced to open his mouth while other boys poured sand into it. Bethd staff member Defendant John
Fountain drove up to seethe incident and was carrying alarge switch. Defendant John Fountain told other
cadetsto take Pantiff Phillipsto the barracks and make him stand in a corner for the rest of the night and

told hmhe had logt telephone privileges for one month. Defendant John Fountain also told Rantiff Phillips
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that if he moved from the corner for the rest of the night for any reason other than to go to the bathroom
or go to bed or if he talked to anyone that he would persondly beat him.

186. Due the incdent mentioned in the above paragraph, Plantiff Phillips was being taken to the
barracks by two cadets and athird cadet was waiting behind the middle barrack. He motioned for thetwo
cadetsto bring Plantiff Philips over to him. While these two cadets watched, the third beat Plantiff Philips
withabroomstick. A Mississippi Power worker was working above the campus on a pole and witnessed
the treetment of Plantiff Joshua Phillips. The worker came down fromthe pole and had two cadetsgo and
get saff members He spoke with Defendant John Fountain and another staff member referredto as*“Little
Bonner.” The power worker threstened to cal the police if he ever saw similar trestment at the school.
187.  During one PT session, Flantiff Joshua Phillipscomplained of beingtootiredto continue exerciang.
Bethel gaff member Tommy Fortenberry took Plantiff Phillips to the boxing ring and forced him to fight
with one of the lead cadets. Rantiff Phillips said he could not fight anymore because he was too tired.
Fortenberry then put on asngle boxing glove and punched Plantiff Phillipsin the nose causng it to bleed.
Fortenberry then had another cadet bring a glass of iced teato him and threw it in Plaintiff Phillips face.
188.  Rantiff Joshua Phillipswitnessed several cadetsbeing choked by othersonaregular basis. Physica
brutdity among the cadets was encouraged and often required by Bethd staff members.

PART 7- JACOB “JAKE” CAMPBELL

PART 7, COUNT | ---- FRAUD, BREACH OF CONTRACT OF CAROLYN CAMPBELL
189. Paintiff Carolyn Campbell incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
ethically agppropriate.

190. Rantff Jacob Campbell wasenrolled and attended Bethel Boys Academy inor around Lucedde,

Missssippi from on our about March 15, 2003 until onor about June 14, 2003 when he escaped from the
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school and went to alocal Emergency Room for medical care.

191. PFantff Carolyn Campbell, mother of Fantiff Jacob Campbell, was referred to Bethe Boys
Academy by an internet teen referral agency.

192. PRantiff Carolyn Campbel was lied to in roughly the same manner as the other parents named as
Haintiffsin this complaint.

193. Defendants have denied Rantiff Jacob Campbell accessto histranscript of work completed while
atending Bethd Boys Academy which is affecting his continuing school a home.

PART 7, COUNT Il --—-- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

194. Rantff Jacob Campbel incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legally and
ethically agppropriate.

195. Defendants and dl of them confined Plaintiff Jacob Campbell while he was aminor without legal
judtificationby the use of fraud and decait onthe Flantiff Jacob Campbell and his parentsfromon or about
March 15, 2003 until on or about May 14, 2003.

196. Defendants and dl of themhave fasely imprisoned Plaintiff Jacob Campbell, and Defendants and
al of them, knowingly acted in a manner that created a substantia risk to the life, body, and health of
Faintiff Jacob Campbell while hewasachild less than seventeen yearsold. Plaintiff Jacob Campbell was
prevented from leaving Bethd Boys Academy or udng the telephone or other effective means of
communication to report the abuse that he was recaiving.

197.  Although Faintiff Jacob Campbell and his parents were told that they would be provided with a
Boarding Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Plaintiff Jacolb Campbell was never shown the handbook

while being confined there.
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198. Rantff Jacob Campbell was beaten so severdly by Bethel Boys Academy staff membersthat,
upon medica examination, he was found to have bruised kidneys and blood in his urine.

199. Pantiff Jacob Campbdl was so traumatized by his experiencesa Bethe Boys Academy that he
has now become more aggressive and shows little emotion or affection towards his family.

200. Paintiff Campbell was besten by severd drill ingtructors and highranking cadets his first week of
ariva a Bethd Boys Academy.

201. Every time Rantiff Campbdl sad | or me he was poked in the eye and chest by Bethel Boys

Academy gaff. Thiswas done on aregular bass.

PART 7, COUNT IIl ---- NEGLIGENT MEDICAL CARE

202. Hantff Jacob Campbdll incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
ethically agppropriate.

203. PHantff Jacob Campbell was never dlowed to see adoctor for injuries incurred while at Bethel
Boys Academy and even had to escape to take himsdf to aloca Emergency Room for care.

204. Hantiff Jacob Campbe | had been on Prozac, an anti-depressant medication, before being enrolled
at Bethel Boys Academy. When Haintiff Campbel and his parents arrived, his medication had been
forgottenat home. Flantiff Carolyn Campbell immediatdy went home and sent athree monthsupply of the
medication via overnight Federd Express so that he would not be without the medication. Each time
Faintiff Carolyn Campbell caled the school, she was assured by Bethd staff members that Plantiff Jacob
Campbell was being administered the proper dosage of his medication.

205. PHantiff Jacob Campbell was never given his Prozac while atending Bethel Boys Academy and

was informed by saff members that they school did not believe in anti-depressants or other behaviord
33



medications. Plantiff Jacob Campbdl| suffered withdrawa symptoms from the lack of proper medication
and was not given treatment.

206. After being denied his medication for so long a Bethd Boys Academy, Plaintiff Jacob Campbdll
has refused to begin trestment again & home.

PART 7, COUNT IV ---- FAILURE TO PAY MINIMUM WAGE AND OVERTIME

207. Hantff Jacob Campbdll incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
ethically appropriate.

208. PHantiff Jacob Campbel was made to work in the office of Bethd Boys Academy as a“ scribe’
which in redity amounted an office assgant.

209. Pantiff Jacob Campbell was made an orientation guide while he was there. His duties included,
but were not limited to, being an unpaid security guard continuoudy for an assigned new student to ensure
the student followed the rules and did not run away.

210. Hantiff Jacob Campbe | wasmadeanunpaid security guard while attending Bethel Boys Academy.
His dutiesincluded, but were not limited to, ensuring that other cadets did not break rulesor attempt to run
away. Plantiff Jacob Campbell was ingructed to stop any runaway atempts even using physica force.
211.  Jacob Campbel praysfor wages a the minimum wage plus overtime for 90 days at 18 hours per
day.

PART 8- JOSH LAWRENCE

PART 8, COUNT 1---- FRAUD, BREACH OF CONTRACT
212. PHantff Leroy Lawrence incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legaly and
ethically agppropriate.

213. Pantiff Leroy Lawrenceisthe father of Plaintiff Josh Lawrence.
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214. Hantff Leroy Lawrenceenrolled his son Josh Lawrence, aminor, in Bethel Boys Academy inor
around Lucedae, Mississippi, on or about March 26, 2003. Plaintiff Josh Lawrence was astudent/cadet
there until on or about June 6, 2003.

215. Plaintiff Leroy Lawrence paid the sum of $2,000 up front and was to pay $1,800 per month to
Bethel Boys Academy upon enrollment of his son, Josh Lawrence, for his education for the term of one
yedr.

216. The Defendants made numerous clamsto Plaintiff Leroy Lawrence, to the effect that they would

provideaqudity education, ahumane traning experience, postive peer influence, and alovingatmosphere.

217. PHantff Leroy Lawrencerdied onthe dams of the Defendantsthat Plantiff Josh Lawrencewould
bewd| cared for and properly educated for ayear, inexchange for the paymentsfor tuition. Plantiff Leroy
Lawrence spoke with Defendants Herman and John Fountain, Jr., who assured him the program was a
humane, caring, qudity educationd program.

218. PHantiff Leroy Lawrence believed the numerous representations of Defendants that Bethel Boys
Academy offered hope and hdp to troubled young men, through positive peer influence, without the use
of behavior modification drugs, without the use of students to punish or discipline other students, and
because of the advertised loving atmosphere.

219. Deéfendants and dl of themconfined Rlantiff L eroy Lawrence’ s son, through fraud and deception,
from approximately March 26, 2003 through June 6, 2003.

220.  Although Rantiff Leroy Lawrence was assured by Bethel Boys Academy staff that he and hisson
would recalve copiesof the parent/cadet handbook, unbeknownst to Flantiff Leroy Lawrence, hissonwas

never shown or alowed to read a handbook while being confined there.
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221. Indirect vidation of the terms of the contract made between Plaintiff Leroy Lawrence and
Defendants, Defendants, without Fantiff Leroy Lawrence's knowledge or approvd, dlowed and
encouraged assaults to be committed upon Josh Lawrence by alowing staff members and other students
to best, kick, or otherwise physicaly attack him.

222. Pantiff Leroy Lawrence was not informed of the trestment accorded his minor son, including but
not limited to Plantiff Josh Lawrence being shaved and beaten by adult Drill Instructors upon his arriva at
Bethd; that Josh Lawrence' s persond belongings were stolen and burned while he was being shaved and
beaten; that Josh Lawrence was told by Bethd gaff members that his parents knew that he was being
beaten and deprived of food and water; that Josh Lawrence was fraudulently told by Bethel staff members
that his parents no longer wanted him; that Josh Lawrence was not alowed to fredy communicate the
conditions at the Defendant’ s facility; or that Josh Lawrence was not alowed to fredly communicate his
physica or mentad condition to his parents.

223. Hantff Josh Lawrence did not attend classes while at Bethe Boys Academy, but instead was
made to work as a*“house mouse” for the school g&ff that included, but was not limited to, cleaning the
barracks for the staff and having coffee, etc. made and ready for them on demand.

224. Pantiff Leroy Lawrence has been damaged, in addition to the moniespaid for tuition, by dl other
losses suffered, proximately caused by the fraudulent misrepresentations of Defendants. Plaintiff Leroy
Lawrence s son received no benefit from his payment and he has received no refund. Defendants have
withheld the return of those funds without legd judtification or excuse.

PART 8, COUNT 11 ---- ASSAULT AND BATTERY, FALSE IMPRISONMENT,

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

225. PHaintiff Josh Lawrence incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legdly and
36



ethically appropriate.

226. Defendants and dl of them confined Plaintiff Josh Lawrence while he was a minor without legd
judtification by the use of fraud and deceit onthe Rantiff Josh Lawrence and his parents, from on or about
March 26, 2003 until on or about June 6, 2003.

227.  AlthoughDefendantsand dl of their parentsweretold that they would be provided witha Boarding
Academy Parent/Cadet Handbook, Plaintiff Josh Lawrence was never shown the handbook while being
confined there.

228. Deéfendants and dl of them have fasdy imprisoned Fantiff Josh Lawrence, and Defendants and
al of them, knowingly acted in a manner that crested a substantid risk to the life, body, and hedth of
Pantiff Josh Lawrence while he was a child lessthan seventeenyearsold. Josh Lawrencewas prevented
from leaving Bethel Boys Academy or using the telephone or other effective means of communication to
report the abuse that he was receiving.

229. Immediately after arriva at Bethd Boys Academy, Plaintiff Josh Lawrence was made to change
into army fatigues. His head was shaved bad, during which time severa nicks were made to his scalp.
His civilian clothes were burned.

230. PHantff Josh Lawrence suffered a broken nose when being thrown againgt the wall by the
defendants.

231. Pantiff Josh Lawrence suffered a broken foot whenhe was hit onthe foot by DI Bonner with the
golf dub for not understanding whenhe was to have coffee ready for the gaff. Plantiff Lawrencereceived
no medicd attention urtil he was removed by the State of Missssppi and his parents took him to the
emergency room.

232. Pantiff Josh Lawrence wastold, repeatedly, that his parents knew that he was being beatenand
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deprived of food and water.

233. Hantiff JoshLawrencewas constantly being ridiculed by Bethd Staff members and other cadets
because his dad was a Military Police officer (MP) when he wasin the Army.

234. PRantiff Josh Lawrence had his teeth knocked out by another cadet with a2 x 4 while gaff and
other cadets watched.

235. Pantiff Josh Lawrence was made to hold onto the eectric fence until hewastold to let go. This
was sometimes for saveral minutes.

236. Pantiff Josh Lawrence was made to fed very intimated by the Staff, since many of them carried
guns and threatened the cadets with them.

237. Hantff JoshLawrencefearedfor his safety and wdl being after watching other cadetsbeingbeaten
and even drowned.

238. Hantiff Josh Lawrence was made to hold his arms out straight for hours or until hisarmsfdl and
hit the hot wire fencing.

239. Pantiff Josh Lawrence was only alowed to shower once a week, urtil an illness sarted among
the cadets; then cadets were made to shower as often as twice aday.

240. Hantiff Josh Lawrence and other cadets were made to clean Defendant Herman Fountain's
personal residence and the persond residences of other non-staff members.

241. Defendants committed numerous physica assaults upon Plaintiff Josh Lawrence, by kicking him,
cutting him, shocking him with a Tether gun and depriving him of food and water.

242.  Hantiff Josh Lawrencewas hdd down by cadets as a bottle with water dripping from it washung
above his head by gaff members. The water continudly hit him right above his nose, causng him to fed

like he was drowning.
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243. Bethe Boys Academy intentiondly inflicted emotiond distress on Plantiff Josh Lawrence by
refuang necessary medical care, by the standing threats of beatings and arbitrary punishments, and by
constant degradation and humiliation.

244.  Paintiff Josh Lawrence was fdsdy told that his parentsdid not want him. Plaintiff Josh Lawrence
was fasdly told that his parents knew about and had agreed to the trestment that he was receiving at the
hands of the Defendants.

245.  Pantiff Josh Lawrenceis still severely tormented by the memories of what happened to him.
246. Pantiff Josh Lawrence was prevented from telling anybody, even his parents, about the horrible
abuses taking place ingde Bethel Boys Academy because no phone calls were alowed when he was
injured.

247.  Hantff Josh Lawrence has suffered dramatic negative change asaresult of his mistreatment. Since
his release, he shows minimad affection to others within the family.

PART 8, COUNT 111 ---- NEGLIGENT MEDICAL CARE

248. Hantff Josh Lawrence incorporates dl other parts of the complaint to the extent legaly and
ethically agppropriate.

249. Immediately after hisarivd a Bethel Boys, Plantiff Josh Lawrence was forced to suffer a great
amount of unwarranted and undeserved punishment for no apparent reason.

250. Plaintiff Josh Lawrence was not alowed to use the restroom as needed.

251. Mogt of the Pantiff Josh Lawrence' s day was devoted to working for the benefit of Defendants.
252. Paintiff Josh Lawrence suffered a broken nose when being thrown againgt the wall by the
defendants. Defendants acted negligently in causing thisinjury and failing to treat thisinjury.

253. PFantiff Josh Lawrence suffered abrokenfoot whenhe was hit onthe foot by DI Bonner with the
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golf club. Defendants were negligent and grosdy negligent in causing the injury and failing to provide
medical treatment.

254. Defendants were negligent and grosdy negligent in providing medicd care, for injuries caused by
the Defendants or suffered by Plaintiff otherwise.

255.  Asareault of the acts and omissons of the Defendants, Plaintiff Josh Lawrence has suffered severe
and lagting emotiona and mentd trauma. As aresult of the actsand omissons of the Defendants, Plantiff
Josh Lawrence is to the present day so emationdly and mentaly damaged that he has difficulty reating to
friends, co-workers, and othersinthe norma manner of a person who has not suffered the trauma Plantiff
Josh Lawrence suffered at the hands of the Defendants. The acts and omissons of the Defendants have
caused agreat deterioration of the qudity of life of Plaintiff Josh Lawrence and family.

256. All the Plantiffs request and demand ajury trid.

WHEREFORE, each Plaintiff prays for compensatory damages for their individua claims againgt the
defendants and each of them in an amount gregater thanthat required for divergity jurisdiction; plus punitive
damagesfor eachPlantiff inan amount greater thanthat required for diversity jurisdiction, but also sufficent
to punish the defendants herein and deter others from similar conduct; for the costs of the action, and for
al such other and further relief as may be appropriate, whether or not specificaly prayed.

Respectfully submitted,

CHERYL STRUBLE; MORGAN STRUBLE,

A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HISNEXT FRIEND,
CHERYL STRUBLE; KELLY DUKES; WILLIE DUKES,
A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HISNEXT FRIEND,
KELLY DUKES; MARK P. RIEPENHOFF, SR.;
SANDRA RIEPENHOFF, MARK M. RIEPENHOFF, JR.,
A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HISNEXT FRIENDS,
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MARK M. AND SANDRA RIEPENHOFF; PATTY
CRAWFORD; JUSTIN ROBERTSON, A MINOR, BY AND
THROUGH HISNEXT FRIEND, PATTY CRAWFORD;
CINDY McCQOY; RALPH G. NOCK, A MINOR, BY AND
THROUGH HIS NEXT FRIEND, CINDY McCQOY; LINDA
GRIGGS;, JOSHUA PHILLIPS, A MINOR, BY AND
THROUGH HIS NEXT FRIEND, LINDA GRIGGS;
CHARLES CAMPBELL; CAROLYN CAMPBELL; JACOB
(JAKE) CAMPBELL, A MINOR, BY AND THROUGH HIS
NEXTFRIENDS, CAROLYN AND CHARLESCAMPBELL;
LEROY LAWRENCE; JOSHUA LAWRENCE, A MINOR,
BY AND THROUGH HISNEXT

FRIEND, LEROY LAWRENCE, Plaintiffs

By:

Michael C. Barefidd, MS Bar No. 8322
One of their Attorneys

ATTORNEY S FOR PLAINTIFFS:
LEAD COUNSEL:

Oscar Stilley, Attorney at Law
Central Mall Plaza Suite 520

5111 Rogers Avenue

Fort Smith, AR 72903-2047
Attorney for Plaintiffs

479 996-4109

479 996-3409 or 501 325-1815 Fax
oscar@oscarstilley.com emalL

(Pro Hac Vice gpplication pending)

LOCAL COUNSEL:

Michadl C. Barefidd, MS Bar No. 8322
Barefidd Law Firm, PLLC

1321 21% Avenue

P. O. Box 309

Gulfport, MS 39502-0309

Locd counsd for Plaintiffs

Telephone: (228) 575-9552
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Facsimile: (228) 214-4186
Emall: mcb@barefid dlawfirm.com
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