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023-2 21870682  AMCPT 10-01-04

IN THE SUPERIOR COQURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY QF PIERCE

LATESHA GONZALEZ, a single woman, NQ. (04-2-09023-2

Plaintiff, FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

t;z:;pased:]
V.

COLLEGE and DOES 1 through 10,

)
)
)
)
)
)
KILLEBREW/DALTON, INC., d/b/a as CROWN )
)
)
Defendants. )

)

)

)

COMES NOW the plaintiff, Latesha Gonzalez, and alleges as follows:

I. PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. Plaintiff is, and at all times mentioned herein was a resident of
King County, Washington

"2. Defendant Killebrew/Dalton, Inc. is, and at all times mentioned
herein, a corporation incorporated in the State of Washington which does
business, in Pierce County, Washington, as Crown College at 8739 South Hosmer,

Tacoma, Washington, hereinafter referred to as “Crown”
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3. All acts described below were performed by employees, agents or
representatives of Crown who were acting within the scope of their employment
relationship.

4. This Court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject
matter of this action.

5. Venue is proper in Pierce County pursuant to RCW 4.12.020.

II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

6. On or about June 20%", 2001, plaintiff, as part of a consumer
transaction, entered into a written contract wi;h Crown for the provision of
educational services with a written understanding that plaintiff intended to
transfer all her credits earned from Crown to Gonzaga University.

7. Defendant Crown, through certain members of its officers and
employees explicitly represented to plaintiff that she would be able to
transfer her college credits earned at Crown to Gonzaga University and apply
them to a Criminal Psychology at Gonzaga University.

8. Defendant Crown, 1ts officers, shareholders and employees, knew, or
had reason to know, that none of the credits plaintiff would earn at Crown
would be transferable to, accepted at, or applicable to a degree granted by
Gonzaga or any other secondary institution which was accredited by the
Northwésg Association of Secondary Schools and Colleges (“NASC”}.

9. Defendant Crown’s representations to plaintiff as set forth above
were false, were a reckless disregard for the truth, and were material to the

contract bhetween Plaintiff.

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT - 2 DON LUNDAHL.LAWYER
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lrepresentations as set forth above, and justifiably relied on them in entering

10. Defendant Crown’'s representations to plaintiff as set forth above

were made with the intent to induce reliance on them.

11. Plaintiff was ignorant of the falsity of Defendant Crown’s

into the contract with Crown.

12. Plazintiff’s reliance on Defendant’s Crown’s representations as set
forth above, has caused her monetary damages, including, but not limited to,
tuition, books, fees, lost income from employment she left to attend Crown,
interest on lcoans and transportation costs.

13. After approximately eighteen months of instruction and the
accumulation of substantial Crown credits, piaintiff, in anticipation of her
transfer to Gonzaga, contacted that school, and was told that none of her
Crown credits would transfer.

14. Plaintiff subsequently ingquired of several schools and was told that]
her Crown credits were not transferable to any school accredited by the
Northwest Association of Secondary Schools and Colleges (“NASC”)}. Moreover,
any degree issued by Crown would not be recognized by any law school in the
State of Washington or in any other state.

15. Plainctiff’s sole reason for attending Crown, which she clearly
stated to Crown, was to transfer her Crown credits to Gonzaga University in
order to get her Bachelor Degree there and ultimately go to law school.

16. All the time and financial resources plaintiff expended to

attend Crown have been completely wasted.
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III. CLAIMS
Common Law Fraud
17. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 16,
herein.
18. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,
representatives and employees constitute common law fraud.
Fraudulent Inducement
20. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 16,

herein. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,

representatives and employees constitute fraudulent inducement.

Negligent Misrepresentation

21. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 16,

herein.

22. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,

representatives and employees constitute negligent misrepresentation.

Intentional Misrepresentation

23. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 16,

herein.

24. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,
representatives and employees constitute intentional misrepresentation.

Consumer Protection Act (RCW 19.86)

25. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 16,

herein.

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT - 4 DON LUNDAHL,LAWYER
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26. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,
representatives and employees are unfair and deceptive acts or practices in
the conduct of trade or commerce which affect the public interest and caused

injury to plaintiff’s property. As such Defendant’s conduct violates RCW
19.86.020.

Breach of Contract

28. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 186,

herein.

29. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,
representatives and employees constitute breach of contract.

Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress

30. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 16,

herein.

31. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,

representatives and employees constitute negligent infliction of emotional

distress.

Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress

32. Plaintiff realleges the allegations in paragraph 1 through 16,

herein.

33. The acts and representations of Defendant Crown and its agents,
representatives and employees constitute negligent infliction of emotional
distress.

Iv. DEMAND FOR RELIEF

Plaintiff requests that the Court grant the following relief:
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1. Damages in an amount to be determined at trail.

2. An injunction prohibiting Defendant Crown for continuing the
practice of representing to consumers that credits earned at Crown
are transferable or might be transferable to secondary schools

which are accredited by the NASC pursuant to RCW 19.86.095.

3. Treble damages pursuant to RCW 19.86.090.
4, Attorney fees and costs pursuant to RCW 19.86.090.
5. Such other relief as the Court deems proper.
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