
A jury in the Kansas City area handed a vic-
tory to the defense after a four-week trial of a 
consumer fraud case about promises a techni-
cal school made to prospective students. 

Former students of Sanford Brown 
College in North Kansas City sued the 
for-profit technical school, now known as 
Colorado Technical University, and its par-
ent company. The heart of the claims is that 
students were misled when considering the 
school about how much they could earn 
once trained, how in demand a given field 
was and how often credits from the school 
could transfer elsewhere to earn more ad-
vanced degrees. 

The suit also argued the parent company 
pressured the school to boost enrollment, 
leading to fraudulent misrepresentations. 

For example, the suit alleged the school’s 
placement department had statistics on 
what its recent graduates were earning 
but didn’t share the information with stu-
dents or even its admissions staff. The suit 
also claims the school didn’t share with 
prospective students that most graduates 
didn’t find full-time jobs in their chosen 
fields, and argues the faculty was unquali-
fied and inexperienced. 

The defendants — Sanford Brown, 
Colorado Technical and parent Career 
Education Corp. — denied the allegations. 
The defendants said they hadn’t misrepre-
sented the potential paychecks, job pros-
pects or ability to transfer credit hours, 
nor did they set unreasonable enrollment 
goals. They also argued the students suf-
fered no damages and got the value of the 
education they paid for, said lead defense 
attorney Martin Loring of Husch Blackwell 
Sanders in Kansas City. 

Plaintiff lawyers have another 10 or so 
similar cases pending against the same de-
fendants in Clay or St. Louis area counties. 
This was the first of the batch to reach jury 
trial; another is set to go before a St. Louis 
County jury in August.  

As trial approached, the case was down to 
nine plaintiffs. Four dismissed their claims 

before or during trial, but they could refile 
their lawsuits. Of the remaining five, four 
graduated and went on to work in the fields 
they trained for, while one completed a col-
lege degree elsewhere, Loring said. They 
went to school to learn practical nursing 
or how to be a medical assistant or X-ray 
technician. 

Practical nursing students were told they 
could earn $25-30 an hour, the lawsuit 
said, but in reality the school’s data showed 
graduates only made $10-12 an hour, their 
lawyer said. 

The lead plaintiffs’ lawyer, Martin 
Meyers, of The Meyers Law Firm in Kansas 
City, is working on a motion for a new trial. 
He confirmed facts of the case but declined 
to discuss the outcome. Another of their 
lawyers, Gene Graham of White, Allinder, 
Graham, Buckley & Carr in Independence, 
didn’t return a call seeking comment on 
the case by press time. 

Plaintiffs sought damages including a 
refund of tuition, payment for income not 
earned while attending school and the dif-
ference between what they say they were 
promised to make and what they are earn-
ing going forward until retirement. But the 
judge in Clay County Circuit Court didn’t 
allow them to seek damages for income to 
be earned later. 

In closing arguments, plaintiffs asked 
the jury to award $408,120 collectively for 
actual damages plus $2.5 million apiece for 
punitive damages. Loring said. Meyers said 
they sought punitive damages but didn’t 
recall the precise amount and thought it 
differed among plaintiffs.  

In the end, the jury returned defense ver-
dicts on four of the plaintiffs and awarded a 
fifth, practical nursing student Jill Reynolds, 
actual damages of only $7,927.50. 

The case originally included common-
law fraud claims, but at trial plaintiffs sub-
mitted the case arguing only violations of 
the Missouri Merchandising Practices Act. 

— Kelly Wiese
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Defense wins in case over 
value of tech education

One plaintiff out of five awarded a small verdict

Martin Loring

  ■  Defense jury verdict

■ Court: Clay County Circuit Court 

■ Case Number/Date: 07CY-CV07481/May 11, 2010 

■ Judge: Michael J. Maloney 

■ Plaintiffs’ Expert: David Tucek, St. Louis (economic damages) 

■ Last Pre-trial Demand: $4.5 million for nine plaintiffs (Plaintiff lawyer said it was closer to $1 million)

■ Last Pre-trial Offer: $270,000 for nine plaintiffs 

■ Caption: Tabetha Sturgeon, Jill Reynolds, Jill Reichert, Kristy Bowen and Lisa Lesher v. Career Education Corp., Colorado Technical 

University Inc. and Sanford Brown College Inc. 

C O N S U M E R  F R A U D 

■ Plaintiffs’ Attorneys: Martin Meyers and Andrew McCue, The Meyers Law Firm, Kansas City; Gene P. Graham Jr., White, Allinder, 

Graham, Buckley & Carr, Independence; John Klamann and Dirk Hubbard, Klamann & Hubbard, Kansas City; Joseph Roper, Foland, 

Wickens, Eisfelder, Roper & Hofer, Kansas City

■ Defendants’ Attorneys: Martin M. Loring and Stephen Torline, Husch Blackwell Sanders, Kansas City; James Monafo and Kyle 

Seelbach, Husch Blackwell Sanders, St. Louis

James Monafo

Kyle Seelbach


