
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ST. LOUIS COUNTY 

STATE OF MISSOURI 

HIGHER EDUCATION LOAN ) 

AUTHORITY OF THE STATE ) 

OF MISSOURI, ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

)  

v. ) 

) Div. 38 

PRESTIGE SOLUTIONS, LLC, ) 

Defendant, ) January 29, 2018 

) 

ORDER & JUDGMENT OF DEFAULT 

Cause called for an evidentiary hearing on damages on January 29, 2018 following the 

entry of an Interlocutory Order of Default on November 1, 2017.  Plaintiff appears by attorney, 

MG.   Defendant fails to appear.  Evidence is adduced as to damages in this default judgment.   

Defendant, Prestige Solutions, LLC, was served on September 22, 2017 with a summons 

to appear on November 1, 2017 in this division.   Prestige Solutions, LLC did not appear on that 

date, nor at any subsequent hearing on November 29, 2017 or this hearing today.   Prestige never 

filed an answer.   A judgment of default is entered against Prestige Solutions, LLC.    

The court finds from the allegations in the Petition and from credible evidence presented, 

that an agent of Prestige Solutions, LLC, made contact with Plaintiff and falsely represented that 

they were the borrower on a loan that was serviced by Plaintiff.   Defendant’s agent made factual 

misrepresentations while posing as the borrower about the borrower’s income and family status, 

and that the misrepresentations were made to cause Plaintiff to rely on the representations and 

alter the terms or servicing of the loan agreement between the borrower and Plaintiff.   Plaintiff 

presented evidence that the actions of Prestige Solutions, LLC, caused Plaintiff to incur actual 

damages of $551.91 for employee time spent investigating and responding to Defendant’s 

fraudulent actions.    

Plaintiff requested in its Petition to recover punitive damages from Defendant in claims 

for fraudulent misrepresentation or tortious interference with contract.    Punitive damages are 

appropriate under either count when there is evidence of outrageous conduct and evil motive.   

See, Haberstick v. Gundaker Real Estate Co., Inc., 921 S.W.2d 104, 110 (Mo. App. 1996); Davis 

v. Chatter, 270 S.W.3d 471, 480 (Mo. App. 2008).   Plaintiff states that Defendant made similar 
misrepresentations for different borrowers at least three times since this lawsuit was filed. 
Plaintiff presented evidence of outrageous and unjustified conduct by Defendant in destroying 
Plaintiff’s contractual relationships with borrrowers, resulting in a loss of servicing fees and 
injury to Plaintiff’s reputation.   Defendant’s agents fraudulently misrepresented themselves to 
Plaintiff to pose as borrowers and cause alterations or modifications to be made to the contracts 
borrowers had with Plaintiff.    Defendant took these actions by making misrepresentations to 
borrowers and obtaining a fee from borrowers.  This court finds the conduct is willful,



outrageous and motivated by profit to the Defendant without regard to the rights of others.  

Plaintiff estimates the damage to its reputation is in excess of $10,000.00.   An award of punitive 

damages is also appropriate to punish Defendant for the continuing nature of its actions and to 

deter future misdeeds.   Therefore, the court awards $20,000 as punitive damages for 

Defendant’s conduct for the fraudulent misrepresentation and tortious interference with contract 

claims.   The court finds the ratio of the punitive damages is appropriate given the circumstances 

of Defendant’s actions in consideration of the smaller amount of actual damages.   See, Lewellen 

v. Franklin, 441 S.W.3d 136, 147-48 (Mo. banc 2014).   

 

 The court enters a default judgment against Defendant.  Therefore, it is ordered, adjudged 

and decreed that Plaintiff shall have and recover from Defendant, Prestige Solutions, LLC the 

following: 

1. Actual damages of $551.91,  

2. Punitive damages of $20,000.00,  

for a total judgment of $20551.91.   Post-judgment interest shall accrue at the statutory rate of 

9% per annum.  Costs assessed against Defendant.  

 

      SO ORDERED,  

 

 

      _______________________________ 

       

      Judge,     Div. 38 

 




