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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF ALABAMA
NORTHERN DIVISION

CANDY H., individually and as
representative of the class,

Plaintiffs,

v. CIVIL ACTION NO. 82-100-N
JOHN KNUDSEN,

REDEMPTION RANCH, INC.,
BETHESDA HOME FOR GIRLS,
BOB WILLS,

JACK RILEY,

BRUCE AULTMAN,

C. W. WILLIAMS,

LINDA WILLIAMS,

D1-D40,

FILED

FEB 1 71980
SNE P, GORDON CLERK
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Defendants.
AMENDED COMPLAINT

I. NATURE OF THE ACTION.

This is a civil action brought by Candy H. (hereinafter
Candy), 1nd1v1dually and as representative of the class of unwed
pregnant girls who are being, or will be kept at the Bethesda
Home for Girls.

Candy is 19 years old, unwed, female, five months preganant,
and a resident of Montgomery, Alabama. Candy was induced by
fraud-and coercion to enter the Bethesda Home for Girls (herein-
after Bethesda), in Hattiesburg, Mississippi. The oéerators
of Bethesda prevented her (and are now preventing other pregnant
girls) from leaving and used numerous manipulatiVe techniques
(and are using these techniques on other pregnant girls) in an
attempt to convince her to stay at Eethesda. Candy's relatives
were (and relatives of other pregnant girls are) not permitted
to see her of communicate with her upon request and aﬁy communica-~
tions from Candy were (and from other pregnant girls are) carefully
monitored or censored.

Plaintiffs seek declaratory and injunctive relief, as well
as compensatory and punitive damages, for this illegal and tortious
deprivation of their rights.

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE.

1. This action arises under the Thirteenth Ameddment and

%.other provisions of the United States Constitution, under 42
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U.S.C. §§ 1985(3) and 1994, and under Alabama's constitutional,
statutory and common law. |

2. Jurisdiction over.this case is invoked pursuant to 28
U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1332, and 1343. |

3. Jurisdiction over the claims based on the laﬁ of Alabama
is. specifically invoked under 28 U.S.C. § 1332, and by virtue
of the principles of pendent jurisdiction, for these ciaims derive
from precisely the same nucleus of operative facts as:the federal
claims, and the federal claims are substantial. In the case
of other class members who are fbund to reside in sta?es other
than Alabama, these same principles will support‘claims based
upon the laws of their respective states. In addition, the federal
and state claims are such that a plaintiff would ordinarily be
expected to try them all in one proceeding. |

4. The amount in controversy exceeds the sum of ten thousand
(10,000) dollars, exclusive of interest and costs.

5. The defendants all have sufficient contacts Qith the
State of Alabama for this Court to exercise personal furisdiction,
by virtue of the fact that the causes of action allegéd herein
arose in Alabama, the defendants are doing business in Alabama,
and the defendants engaged in activities designed to c¢ause tortious
and illegal injury in Alabama. ‘

6. This claim arose in Montgomery, Alabama and hence venue
is proper under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391b and 1391c.

ITT. CLASS ACTION

1. Plaintiff brings this action on behalf of hefself and
all other unwed pregnant girls who have been, are beiﬁg, or will
be kept at Bethesda Home for Girls. |

2. The individual plaintiff sues on her own behalf and
as class representative pursuant to Rule 23 of the Fedefal Rules
of CiVil Procedﬁre. The prerequisites of Rule 23 (a) énd of Rule
23(b) (1) and (2) are satisfied. The class is so numefous,as-to
make joinder of all of its members impractical; there ﬁre numerous
questions of law or fact common to the class; the claims of the
individual named plaintiff are typical of the claims of the class;

nd the individual plaintiff will fairly and adequately protect




the interests of the class. In addition, the'prosecution of
separate actions by individual class members would créate a risk
of adjudications with respect to individual members of the class
which would, as a practical matter, be dispositive ofsthe'interests
of the other class members or substantially impair or;impede
their ability to protect their interests. Moreover, the defendants
haﬁe both acted and refused to act on grounds generaliy applicable
to the class, thereby making appropriate final injunciive and
’declaratory relief with respect to the class as a whoie.
IV. PARTIES
1. Plaintiff.

A, Candy is a 19—year—old unwed female, is: approximately

five months pregnant, and is a citizen of Montgomery,:Alabama.
2. Defehdants.

A. Reverend John Knudsen is a citizen of Msntgomery,

Alabama, and is associated with the Friendship Baptist Church
- in Montgomery, Alabama.

B. Redemption Ranch, Inc. is incorporated ﬁnder the
laws of Mississippi, and owns and operates the Bethesaa Home
for Girls, in Hattiesburgﬁ.Mississippi. |

C. The Bethesda Home for Girls is a private home for
girls located in Hattiesburg, Mississippi.

| D. Bob Wills is a citizen of Hattiesburg, Mississippi.

Mr. Wills is in charge of the Bethesda Home for G‘irlSIand is -
on Redemption Ranch, Inc..'s Board of Directors.

E. Jack Riley is a citizen of Hattiesburg,:Mississippi,
and is on Redemption Ranch, Inc.'s Board of Directors;

G. C. W. Williams is a citizen of Hattiesbﬁrg, Missis—‘
sippi, and is on the Redemption Ranch, Inc.'s Board of Directors.

H. Linda Williams is a citizen of Hattiesburg, Missis-
sippi, and is an employee of Rédemption Ranch, Inc. She works
at the Bethesda Home for Girls, in Hattiesburg, Mississippi.

I. Unnamed employees of Redemption Ranch, inc. who

have aided, abetted, encouraged, or otherwise furthered the conspir-

’ .acy alleged herein, and whom the plaintiffs wi11<seekzleave to

d as named defendants when they are identified through discovery.




J. Other unnamed deféndants who have aided; abetted,
encouraged, or otherwise furthered the conspiracy alléged herein,
and whom the plaintiffs will seek leaﬁe to add as named defendants
when they are identified through discoﬁery. :

V. STATEMENT OF FACTS ‘

1. On or about January 16, 1982, Candy was brouéht by her
twin. sister Cindy H. to Reverend John Knudsen, of the;Friendship
Baptist Church in Montgomery, Alabama.

2, On or about January 16, 1982, Candy met with Reverend
RKnudsen. At the timé of this meeting Candy was extreﬁely confused
and upset because of her pregnancy and her uncertainty about
what to do with her expected child. During this meeting Candy
was "saved" by Reverend Knudsen.

3. During the'following week, Reverend Knudsen frequently
met with Candy and told here that he knew a place where she could
live, receive religious counseling, and later put her'baby up
for adoption. |

4. During these meetings Reverend Knudsen gavefCandy liter-
ature and fraudulently led her to believe that it described the
pPlace he was recommendingi The literature provided by Reverend
Knudsen was completely misleading: it describes a homé with a
relaxed atmosphere and does not mention any of the restrictive
and abusive practices described herein. |

5. During her meeting with Reverena Knudsen, Candy was told
by Reﬁerend Knudsen that if she wanted her baby to begadopted
by good, Christian parents she should go to Bethesda.f He told
her that if the baby was adopted through a State agency the chances
were slim that the baby would be adopted by Christiané. He never
informed Candy thaf Bethesda would receive any compensation for
arranging to haﬁe her baby adopted.

6. During these meetings Reverend Knudsen told ‘Candy that
he would make all the arrangements to get her into Bethesda, and
would see that the $250 per month fee charged by the home: was

taken care of. Reverend Knudsen did in fact make these arrangements.

7. On or about January 23, 1982, Candy agreed to go to the

ne described by Reverend Knudsen.




8. On January 23, 1982, a man known to the'plaintiffs only
as "Brother Scott" droﬁe'Candy to Bethesda. Brother écott and
- Candy were accompanied by Reverend Knudsen and Cindylﬁ., who
at this point was a devout follower of Reﬁerend Knudsen.

9. During the driﬁe to Hattiesburg, Re?erend Knﬁdsen and
Brother Scott began to explain some of the restrictions at the
home, but continued to eméhasize its religious underpinnings
and the importance'of Candy being there. ‘

10. Upon-arriving at Bethesda, the four met with?defendant
Linda Willjams. Linda Williams told Candy that she would have
to leave most of her possessions with her sister Cindj H. These
possessions included: certain items of clothing, anytning with
Candy's name on it, a disposable razor, numerous pictdres of
Candy's family and frlends, her diary, and various pleces of
’ ldentlflcatlon (including her social security card and birth
certificate). All of Candy's money was pPlaced in an account
at Bethesda.

11. Candy was asked to read and sign a long agreement.' Almost
as soon as. she began reading it Candy became extremely upset and
. started crying so hard that she could barely finish reading it.
She remained upset when she signed the agreement. The agreement
- stipulated, among other things, that Candy would remain at Bethesda
for one year, could make no phone calls for three months, and
‘could recei&e no letters from males. -

© 12, During this meeting the doors to Bethesda were locked
from both.sides, preventing anyone from leaving without a key.

13. After the meeting, Cindy H. returned to Montgomery,
Alabama, with Reverend Knudsen and Brother Scott.

14. on January 25, 1982, Candy called Cindy H. Candy said

that "Granny" (who is belieﬁed to be a staffperson at Bethesda)

- was in her presence at the time, and Candy told Cindy H. that

Bethesda as "OK." When "Granny" momentarily left the room, Candy s
tone immediately changed. She told Cindy H. to do Whatever she
‘could to "get me out of here;"

15. TImmediately after the phone call Cindy H. calied Reverend

: dsen. He told her that he would talk to Candy.
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16. On.or about January 26, 1982, Re?erend Knudsen célléd
Cindy H. and said he had talked to Candy. He told Cihdy H. to
"give Candy a month and see how she likes it;" CindyiH., as
a follower of Reﬁerend Knudsen, agreéd with this ad&iée.

17. On February 1, 1982 Candy's mother, Sandra i. called
Bethesda but was denied permissién to talk to Candy. |

18. On February 4, 1982, Candy was able to commﬁnicate
with Sandra L. and Cindy H., and told them that she wénted to
leave Bethesda but was being prevented from doing so.;

19. On February 5, 1982, Cindy H. called Bethesda and spoke
to defendant ILinda Williams. ILinda Williams informediheru that
Candy had decided to stay until Candy had the baby. Linda Williams
refused to let éindy H. talk to Céndy.

20. Candy wanted to leave Bethesda and was prevénted from
- doing so. She also was subjected to numerous tactics designed
to overbear her will, possibly including threats to hér physical
- safety and to the safety of her future child.

21. Candy is one of many young pregnant girls who have been:
illegally and tortiously injured by the practices of‘Redemption
Ranch, Bethesda, and the ¢ther.named and unnaﬁed defehdants.’

22, Almost all of the girls at Bethesda (hereinéfter "the
girls") are brought to Bethesda from outside the Staté of Missis~-
. sippi. In most cases, the'referrais to Bethesda and ény necessary
arrangements are ﬁade by and through an informal netwérk of funda-
mentélist Baptist preachers who are associated with iﬁdependent
Baptist Churches. | |

23. Befhesda is part of an informal interstate network of
fundamentalist Baptist homes. Girls are frequently méVed from
one of these homes to another if it iévcbnsidered necéssary.

24, Bethesda is owned and operated by Redemptioﬁ Ranch, Inc.
Redemption Ranch, Inc. does. substantial business in Aiabama:
it.solicits and receiﬁes funds from persons in Alabam;, and it
advertises Bethesda's services in Alabama; Bethesda réceives
many girls from Alabama, and it advertises and arrangés-for the

ale of babies in Alabama.




25. Bethesda receives substantial financial.supﬁort.from
Central Baptist Church in Hattiesburg, Mississippi, Bethel Baptist
Church in Lucedale, Mississippi, Friendship Ba?tist Cﬁurch in
Montgomery, Alabama, and other independent Baptist chﬁrches,
and persons associated with these churchés.‘ These chﬁrches and
associated persons have financially. supported the unléwful prac-
tices at Bethesda with knowledge of Bethesda's actiﬁities and
with the intent fo.further these activities. |

26. The practices and policies of Redemption Rahch, Inc.
and Bethesda are ‘dictated by the Corporation's Board Sf Directors.
The members of the Board known to plaintiffs are defeﬁdants Bob
Wills, Jack Riley, Bruce Aultman, and C. W. Williams.;

27.. On information and belief, the plaintiffs ailege that
Lester Roloff and Roloff EVangeliétic Enéerprises, Inc. play an
active and leading role in dictating.the policies andipractices
of Bethesda, and also haﬁe a key role in organizing the interstate
hetwork of fundamentalist Baptist referral services aﬁd homes in
Alabama and other states described herein. Lester Roioff has
been ipdicted in Texas for unlawful practices in the course of
operating his fundamentalﬁst Baptist home for children and was .
the subject of an expose on "60 Minutes."

28. On information and belief, the plaintiffs allege that
all of the defendants have helped formulate, carry ouE, or otherj
wise -encourage the policies and practices that are inéended to,
and do in fact, cause tortious and illegal injury in Ehe State
of Alabama to residents of Alabama. |

29. Girls bréught to Bethesda are denied any soﬁrces of
information about the world outside Betheéda. They afe not per-
mitted access to television, radio, newspaper, books 6r any other
reading material other than the King James ﬁersion ofvthe Bible.

30. Girls at Bethesda are denied any priVacy. ﬁuring the
first three months at Eethesda a new éirl is constantly accompanied
by a "proctor;" even when going to the bathroom. On information

and belief, plaintiffs allege that all of the telephoﬁes and rooms

at Bethesda are "bugged," and all:coh?ersations at Bethesda are



31. Bethesda curtails communication with, or ffom, the
outside world by either prohibiting speaking or writing to family
members during the first six months at Bethesda, or to any male
during the entire stay at Bethesda, and/or censoringéor otherwise
monitoring any oral or written communication between the girls
and persons outside Bethesda.

32. Whenever visitors come to Bethesda they are not permitted
any contact with the girls. This policy is most strfctly enforced
when the visitors are either parents or other relati&es, attorneys,
or welfare officials.

33. Bethesda prohibits the girls from leaving Eethesda at
any time, except to attend Central Baptist Church in%Hattiesburg,
Mississippi, on Sunday morning. While at church the girls are
kept together in a group in separate pews, and are not permitted
to talk to anyone outside this group. |

34. The outside doors to Bethesda are locked fr?m both
- sides, preventing any girls from leaving without the assistance
of 6ne of Bethesda's employees. Many of the doors inéide Bethesda
are lécked from both sides and this may include the dbors to the
girls' rooms. |

35. The beha&ior of the girls is governed by sfrict disci-
plinary rules. Girls violating the rules of Bethesdaéare frequently
physically beaten. On ihformation and belief, plaintiffs ailege'
that defendant Bob Wills has said that "corporal punighment is
a way of life out here.”

36. Girls at Bethesda are kept on a strictly reéemented
daily schedule. The girls are required to work‘withoﬁt receiving
any compensation. _

37. On information and belief, the plaintiffs allege that
the girls at Bethesda are kept on a dangerous 1ow—pro£ein diet,
with meals usually consisting ofnéthingnmme than fruit and/or
juice. Because of this and/or other causes, the girls at Bethesda
lose weight and have a high rate of miscarriage. f v

38. On information and belief, the plaintiffs ailege that
n August 26, 1980, 11 girls managed to escape temporérily from
gsda. During this escape, one of the girls was aécidentally
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struck by a truck and killed. fhere*ha?e been numeroﬁs other
attempted escapes.

39. Bethesda's efforts to eliminate ‘all connections between
the 'girls and their family and past lifé{ to completeiy isolate
them from the world outside Bethesda, and té eliminaté all their
freedoms and strickly regulate their actiﬁities, are éart of
a scheme designed to overcome the girls' free will and to make
them dependent on Bethesda and‘subserﬁient to the defendants.

40. This dependence and subservience is magnifiéd by the
fact that the girls are in a very troubled state whenithey reach
Bethesda, are dependent on Bethesda for. satisfaction of their
physical needs (e.g., food), and fear physical beatings or other
forms of abuse if they object fo the defendants' tortious and
iilegal conduct.

41. Redemption Ranch, Inc. and Bethesda advertise and arrange
for the. sale of the girxls' babies in Mississippi, AlaBama, and
other states. The babies are provided by the defendaﬁts to parents
in exchange for payment to cover the $250 /month chargé for keeping
a girl at Bethgsda and any other expenses, and also fdr "love:
offerings” which are madel by the parents.

42, The defendants' unlawful practices described herein
are ‘specifically motivated by a class based animus agéinst women,
and especially pregnant unwed girls. The defendants believe
that women. should be subservient, and the defendants'gpractices
and teachings. reflect this belief. The defendants' practices
are particularly intended to ﬁiolate the rights of unﬁea pregnant
girls because of the defendants' beliéf that such womén are sinners
and must be subjugated to the defendants' total cohtrdl so that
they can be reformed. Moreover, at least in the case .of the
Redemption Ranch, Inc. and Bethesda defendants, the uﬁlawful
practices described herein have been dirécted specifidally at
unwed pregnant girls in order to ad&ance the defendanﬁs' own
pecuniary interests thréugh'thevsale of babies. |

43. Bethesda has thwarted the efforts of relaﬁives and
ther conéerned persons to discover the true conditioAs inside
esda. Bethesda alsQ preVents these persons from finding
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out whether individual girls wish to remain by effectively requir-
ing these persons to accept Bethesda's claims that thé individuals
do wish to remain. ‘

44, When the defendants learn that parents or other concerned
individuals are contemplating legal or other actions fo_have
a child removed from Bethesda, the defendants have conspired
and gcted tohhavg'fbg qhi%@nsent to one of the other ﬁomes in

the interstate network of homes described herein.

45, Because éethesda has so effectively isolated itself
from the outside world, the practices inside Bethesda:are not
fully known, and the tortious and illegal conduct described
herein probably significantly understates the abusive : practices
at Bethesda.,

46 . Each of the named and unnamed defendants cohspired
in and actively participated in the events described herein,
with the purpose of depriving Candy and the other girls,

particularly unwed pregnant girls, at Bethesda, of eqqal

privileges and immunities undef the First,,Thirteenthiand other
Amendments to the United States Constitution, and of their
constitutional rights to Fravel, and to reproductive érivacy,

and to family privacy, and of tﬁe protection meant to be secured
by442 U.S.C. § 1994, and of their rights under Alabamé constitutional,
statutory and common law. The defendants all acted out of a

class based animus against women. ;

47. BAll of the defendants had knowledge that thé unlawful
acts described herein were about to be committed-and ﬁad the
ability to aid in preventing these acts by informing éhe lawful
authorities or otherwise, but did not take such actioﬂ.

VI. FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

1. Plaintiffs reallege paragraphs 1 through 47 of Part V.

2. The actions of the defendants in conspiring to and
overtly acting to deprive Candy, and other women,-parﬁicularly

unwed pregnant girls, of the equal protection of the laws, and

of equal privileges and immunities under the laws, were in

g.violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1985(3).
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VII. SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION'_

1. Plaintiffs reallege paragraphs 1 through 47 of Part V.

2. The defendants failure ‘to take feaéible-stepé.to aid
in preventing»the'actions.described herein, by informing the
lawful authorities or otherwise, Violated the command;of 42 U.S.C.
§ 1986. ‘

-+ - - VIII. - THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

1. Plaintiffs reallege paragraphs 1 Fhrough 47 of Part V.

2. The defendants held Candy and other unwed prégnant girls
to. service of labor under the system known as peonage; in violatioﬁ
of 42 U.s.C. § 1994. |

IX. FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

1. Plaintiffs reallege paragraphs 1 through 47 6f Part V.

2. The}défendants, by the actions described heréin, deprived
Candy and other unwed pregnant girls of their right to be free
from involuntaryAserQitude, proteéted by the Thirteenfh Amendment,
and their rights té interstate traﬁel; and to reproductive privacy
protected by the United States Constitution.

X. FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

1. Plaintiffs reall&gé'paragraphS'l through 47 6f Part V.

2. .The actions of the defendants described herein conétitute
tortious invasions of plaintiffs' rights. 1In particuiar, the
defendants have committed the following torts against‘plaintiffs: -
fraud, intentional infliction of emotional distress by extreme‘
and outrageous conduct, false imprisonment, assault, invasion
of privacy, and interference with procreative rights. . |

3. The aefendants' conspiracy to inﬁéde‘plaintiffs' rights
also constituted a_fortious violation of the-protectidn secured
to them by Ala. Code § 13a-4-3 (1980). The defendants' actions
tortiously violated the proﬁisions of numerous sections of Alabama's
criminal law. | |

4, The'actiéns of the defendants described herein also
deprive plaintiffs of rights guaranteed by the Alabama Constitution,
including their right to free.speecﬁ,‘Ala. Const. Art.zI s 4,

&and to be free from any form of slavery or involuntaryfservitude,
32.
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XI. SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION

1. Plaintiffs reallege paragraphs 1 through 47 of Part V.

2. The actions of the defendants described herein interfered
with the plaintiffs® rlghts to family privacy, as protected by
the United States Constltutlon. ’ ‘

3. The‘defendants,'by conspiring to preﬁent the’plainfiffs
from associating with each other and from freely commﬁnicating
with each other, depri&ed the plaintiffs of equal priéileges |
and immunities of the law, and specifically their fundamental
rights to free speech and a55001at10n, and family prlvacy, in
V1olatlon of 42 U.S.C. § 1985(3).

XII. RELIEF

Wherefore, plaintiffs respectfully pray that this Court:

1. Certify this'case as a class action.

2. 1Issue a preliminary injunction enjoining the 'defendants
and all persons acting in concert with them: |

- A. To release all unwed pregnant girls to fhe care
of the appropriate parents, guardians, and/or state aéencies
that will best 1ook.after the girls' health, safety aﬁd welfare. :
B. Not to_mo§e‘any unwed Pregnant girl from the Bethesda
Home for Girls .or from temporary placements with privete families
during the pendency of this action without the approvai of this
Court. |

3. Permit pleintiffs to conduct expedited discovery to
protect the health and welfare of unwed pregnant girls?at Bethesda.

4. 1Issue a declaratory judgment that the actions?described
herein deprive plaintiffs of rights guaranteed them by;42 U.s.C.
§§ 1985(3), 1986, and 1994, by the Thirteenth Amendment and the
right to travel interstate and to reproductive privacyzof the
United States Constitution, and by Alabama constitutioha1,<statutory,
end common law. |

5. 1Issue a declaratory judgment that any agreemeﬁts signed
between plaintiffs, their parents or other representatives, and
- any of the defendants are null and &oid on the groundshofkduress,

onscionability, and illegality.
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6. Permanéntly enjoin the defendants and ali pe#sons acting
in concert with them from engaging in any actions whiéh ha&e
the purpose ‘or would reasonably be expected to have'the effect
of intimidating, interfering with, or cherwise'inpaifing, the
exercise by plaintiffs of the rights protected and guéranteed
by any of the laws cited in Part XII; Paragraph 3. |

7. Award each plaintiff class member $100,000 iﬁ compensatory
damages, and an additional $100,000 in punitive damages, against |
the defendants jointly and se&erally.

8. Award'plaintiffs reasonable costs and attorneys' fees.

2. Order such further and different relief as tﬁe Court

may deém just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

RRIS S. DEE

STEPHEN J. ELLMANN

DENNIS N. BALSKE

JOHN L. CARROLL
) IRA A. BURNIM

1001 South Hull Street

P. 0. Box 2087 |
Montgomery, AL 36103-2087
205/264-0286 ‘

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS
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VERIFICATION

I am one of the attorneys representing the«plainfiffs in
this case. 1 have investigated the ‘allegations in this complaint
and I swear that they are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief.

Signed this / Z day of February, 1982.

ENNIS N. BALSKE

Sworn. to, before. me, a Notary Public, this ZZﬁQday of

February, 1982,

@/d&/«ﬁ/iﬂ-ﬂ%/
Notary Public '
My commission expiresi;ﬁﬂ:&ﬁ/fﬁf.
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