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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al.

PROCEEDI NGS

THE CLERK: Nunber 27, 28 Lesley Canpbell v. Ctibank.
Campbel I v. G tibank.

Appear ances pl ease.

MR SMTH  Austin Smth fromthe Brewer Storefront on
behal f of plaintiff Lesley Canpbell.

MS. I NGRAM  Good norning, Your Honor. Samantha
I ngram from Locke Lord on behal f of defendant G tibank and
St udent Loan Cor porati on.

THE COURT: Ckay. So |I've read your briefs, and I'm
Interested in the dischargeability question. And I'Il be
witing a decision on this.

My inclination is to say that to interpret educati onal
benefit to include any student |oan would swal | ow up the rest
of the -- would render the rest of the provisions superfluous.
So I'mnot inclined to go that way.

And | also don't see that the anendnents in 2005
changed the nmeaning of the provision relating to educati onal
benefit, as it wasn't -- there was no change in the | anguage.

That's ny view.

But ny questions | guess -- other questions | have
relate to if | decide this is a dischargeable |oan, do -- does
your fraud -- does the fraud standing have any further

rel evance? Fraud claimhave any further rel evance?

MR SMTH W believe it does, Your Honor. For the
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al.

reason that our client -- ny client has been subjected to a
year-long battle here.

THE COURT: So what woul d be the danages?

MR SMTH W believe the fraud danmages really come
intwo kinds. One is the expense she's had to incur over the
| ast year trying to get rid of this debt that was
m sclassified. And the second nore under the unjust enrichnent
prong.

THE COURT: Ckay. So what was the -- what woul d have
been -- in terms of reliance, what's the reliance? She relied
on the representation that it was a nondi schargeable | oan --

MR SMTH  Correct.

THE COURT: -- in taking -- okay. So she said | only
want to take out this loan if |I can't discharge it?

MR SMTH  No, Your Honor, that's not what we
suggest .

THE COURT: Well, that would be the reliance.

MR SMTH  No, Your Honor. We believe the reliance
would be that if it had been properly | abeled as just a
di schar geabl e consuner |oan --

THE COURT: R ght.

MR SMTH -- whether -- she would have taken the
| oan either way --

THE COURT: R ght.

MR SMTH -- but she woul d have been nore appraised
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al.

of her legal rights. It would have --

THE COURT: Well, that's -- there's no -- | don't see
any damages, any reliance there. She would have been appri sed
of her legal rights and -- | think you have to -- in order to
show reliance you have to show that the person woul d not
have -- that they took an action in reliance on the
representation

MR SMTH  And we believe that when she -- she and
her | awyer prepared their schedul e petition when she went
t hrough the bankruptcy proceedi ng.

THE COURT: (Ckay. But they have to have taken -- they
have to have relied on the representation in entering into the
transaction.

MR SMTH  Ckay.

THE COURT: | think that's what the reliance has to
have taken place at the tinme the transaction was entered into.

MR SMTH  Ckay.

THE COURT: | believe. 1 don't think -- and |'m
havi ng troubl e seeing reliance here.

MR SMTH | understand, Your Honor. In that event,
we still do believe that, given this is a notion to dismss, we
woul d like to do sone discovery on that issue, because we do
believe that there will be sone discovery that could reveal the
extent to which the fraudul ent m srepresentation --

THE COURT: Well, you have -- the fraudul ent
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al.

m srepresentation that it was a nondi schargeabl e | oan, how
woul d that conceivably danmage you? That -- it doesn't make any
sense to ne. You' d have to be telling nme that she was
specifically looking for a nondi schargeable | oan, and that

she -- it would nmake nore sense the other way around, if they
had -- if you were telling me that they had represented to her
that it was dischargeable and then took the position after the
fact that it was nondi schargeable, then that nmakes sone sense
to me maybe

MR SMTH  Ckay.

THE COURT: But that's not -- you're saying the
opposite of that.

MR SMTH | amsaying the opposite. | do believe
that there are, as we've said in our papers, had this been
reflected in her credit reports, she's been carrying around
this msclassified debt, it has caused her injury. And --

THE COURT: Well, that -- | don't see how that's
fraud.

MR SMTH  Ckay.

THE COURT: And as far as truth in lending is
concerned, it seens |like you have a statute of limtations
probl em

MR SMTH And we believe that we're entitled to
equitable tolling on that, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Based upon?
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al.

MR SMTH  Based upon the fact that the defendants
have conceal ed the existence of this --

THE COURT: How have they concealed it?

MR SMTH  They concealed it by continuing to
represent it as a student |oan, when, in fact, they
do -- they --

THE COURT: Well, they take the position it is a
student | oan.

MR SMTH  And we do believe that discovery wll
reveal that they've taken inconsistent positions for that with
respect to the disclosures they've nade to investors. W do
believe that they actually are entirely aware that this is a
non -- is a dischargeabl e consuner |oan

We don't believe the defendant should be entitled to
just -- in nmaking these classifications, there have to be sone
consequences to it, beyond just having the debt discharged.
That we do believe this was, on its face, a violation of the
Truth in Lending Act. And to cone into Court and --

THE COURT: So what's the -- what's the conceal ment?

MR SMTH  The conceal nent is that by continuing to
represent it as a student loan, the plaintiff was denied her
right to understand the legal obligations, which was that this
wasn't a di schargeabl e debt.

THE COURT: But this -- it seens to ne that you are

conflating two things. You re saying that the -- that the
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fal se representation --

MR SM TH: Yes, ma'am

THE COURT: -- was that it was a nondi schargeabl e
| oan.
MR SMTH  Correct.
THE COURT: And you said they're concealing
it -- they're concealing that representation -- they conceal ed

their msrepresentation by representing that it was a
nondi schargeabl e loan. So that -- | think you're -- that
does -- | don't think that that falls into the category of
fraudul ent conceal ment.

MR SMTH  Your Honor, with respect, | would state
that --

THE COURT: She --

MR SMTH -- one of the prongs on the test for
equitable tolling is that the defendant is responsible for
conceal i ng the cause of action fromplaintiff. And we just
believe in this case, the plaintiff should not have been
obligated to consult the tax code and the Hi gher Education Act,
and case law to deternmine what sort of debt she had. They've
been continuously representing it as a student | oan, which by
definition means it's presunptively nondi schargeable in
bankr upt cy.

They have saddled her with a debt and forced her into

an adversary proceeding, that if it had just been | abel ed
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properly, none of this would have happened. The debt woul d
have been discharged as we believe it was di scharged by your
order of March.

THE COURT:  Ckay.

MR SMTH And | understand the concern, Your Honor,
that the fraudul ent conceal nent is sinply an ongoing
m srepresentation. And that, in your opinion, nmay not be
substantively different fromthe original msclassification.

THE COURT: Right.

MR SMTH But we submt, Your Honor, that there was
atruth in lending violation, given that the defendants have
drawn up very | engthy papers arguing that they nmade no such
m sclassification. This is clearly a question that's confused
a lot of people. And we believe, Your Honor, that, if nothing
else, we are entitled to a little bit of discovery to show how
t he defendants have not entirely been truthful about their
know edge.

THE COURT: So your stand -- your contention is that
they -- that they have represented to investors? Wat, is this
in publicly filed documents at sonme point?

MR. SMTH  Yes, Your Honor, SEC disclosures.

THE COURT: Well, then why do you need -- why do you
need discovery, you can pull those off online?

MR SMTH W can pull this online, we would just

i ke sone discovery to see -- | nean, that's one exanple, we
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al. 11

believe that there will be nore.

THE COURT: So you're saying that there is a form8-K
or sonething -- a 10-K that shows this?

MR SMTH  Wen these | oans are created, a | ot of
tines they're securitized into asset-backed securities.

THE COURT: | see.

MR SMTH And in the disclosures that Gtibank nmade
as an underwiter and a book runner for a nunber of these
trusts, there are disclosures that say student |oans that are
not made for qualified educational expenses are not protected
from di scharge in bankruptcy.

THE COURT: (Ckay. But they would take the position
that this was a student |oan made for a qualified educationa
expense?

MR SMTH  No, Your Honor, they do not take that
position actually.

THE COURT: Is that right?

M5. INGRAM W take the position that the student
| oan was an educational benefit under Section 523(a)(8)(A)(ii)
of the Bankruptcy Code.

THE COURT: So you're saying the disclosure says that
any loan that is not a qualified education |oan is not
di schar geabl e?

MR SMTH  What the disclosure actually says -- and

the trusts sort of state it a different ways sonetinmes. But
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al. 12

what it says is bankruptcy disclosure, |oans made for qualified
educational expenses are protected fromdischarge in
bankruptcy. However, this trust includes many | oans that were
made -- that were not made for qualified educational expenses
and, therefore, are not protected fromdi scharge in bankruptcy.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR SMTH To the extent you own any of those notes,
you bear the |loss --

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR SMTH -- in value.

THE COURT: Well, how do we know that that disclosure
was meant to refer to this |oan?

MR SMTH W believe, Your Honor -- well, it wasn't
nmeant to -- actually refer to plaintiff's |loan specifically, it
was nmeant to refer to anything --

THE COURT: O this type of |oan?

MR SMTH This type of loan. Well, in the sense
that this was a student |oan that was not nade for qualified
educational expenses. And there are a nunber of these. The
bar exam | oans, |oans for nedical students in residency, career
training | oans, |oans made to schools that are not accredited
by the Departnent of Education. So there's a -- there's a
pl ethora of these types of |oan, and the commonal ity of all of
themis that none of them were nade for qualified educationa

expenses.
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al. 13

THE COURT: Well, then none of them-- the term nol ogy
In the statute is qualified education | oan.

MR SMTH  Correct. And a qualified education |oan
Is defined by IRC 22.1(d) as a loan incurred solely to pay for
qual i fied educational expenses.

THE COURT: Ckay, all right.

So your viewis that that is a truth in |ending
vi ol ati on?

MR SMTH  Yes, Your Honor. W believe that that is
a msrepresentation of the |egal obligations between the
parties.

THE COURT: And what about your unjust enrichment
cl ai n?

MR SMTH  Qur unjust enrichnent claim--

THE COURT: How does that work?

MR SMTH -- like the fraud claim-- is based on
what we allege is Gtibank's practice of selling unsecured
consuner | oans as nondi schargeabl e student |loans in order to
i ncrease their value on the secondary market. Obviously a debt
that i s nondi schargeable in bankruptcy we believe is worth a
| ot nore than an unsecured consuner debt that can be di scharged
i n bankruptcy.

THE COURT: Well, that m ght be fraud on the person
who bought the loan, but |I don't know howit's fraud on --

MR SMTH No, we agree that it also could be fraud

eScribers, LLC | (973) 406-2250
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al. 14

W th the person who bought the |oan. However, we do believe
that that cate- -- the purpose -- that one of the purposes
Citibank had in representing this as a nondi schargeabl e | oan
was to increase its value in the secondary market. W believe
our client was injured by that. It's true that Cash LLC may
al so have been injured.

THE COURT: But she has -- there has to be

representation that she relied on to her detrinment somehow.

MR SMTH | understand, Your Honor. And we believe
that until --

THE COURT: | don't --

MR SMTH -- her day in court today she has been

relying on that.

THE COURT: | know, but what's -- reliance is when you
say okay, because you -- because you're telling ne this --

MR SMTH Yes.

THE COURT: -- | will go ahead -- I'lIl do this dea
W th you.

MR SMTH  Ckay. | understand, Your Honor. Under
t hat understandi ng of reliance we would not be able to show
t hat, no.

THE COURT: Al right. Do you have anything you want
to put on the record?

MS. INGRAM  Yes, Your Honor. To the extent -- would

you wel cone nme to speak a little bit about the dischargeability
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CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al. 15

I ssue?

THE COURT: Go ahead.

MS. INGRAM  Ckay. Thank you, Your Honor.

Your Honor had expressed a concern about if we hold
that the bar study |oan to be nondi schargeable, that will apply
to a wide swath of | oans.

THE COURT: Correct.

M5. INGRAM And we're here today, Your Honor, on
behal f of defendant Citibank and Student Loan Corporation, not
all defendants, just those two defendants who have noved here
today, to say that only bar study |oans specifically should --

THE COURT: Are there other -- are there other
def endants here that haven't noved to dis --

MS. INGRAM Yes, there are three other defendants,
Your Honor.

THE COURT: What is their connection with this?

M5. INGRAM They've answered. So Citibank and
Student Loan Corporation sold the |oan to SquareTwo Fi nanci al
in 2013, about a year before the plaintiff even filed for
bankruptcy. So those three other defendants have answered the
conmpl aint and not joined our motion to dismss. And there are
addi tional clainms that have just been brought against them and
not nmy clients.

THE COURT: So if | grant -- if | deny this notion to

dismss on the basis that as a matter of lawthis is a
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non -- this is a dischargeable loan, is that |aw of the case,
what happens here -- what happens next? What happens then?

MR SMTH | believe, Your Honor, yes --

THE COURT: You didn't nmake a nmotion -- did you nmake
nmotion for summary judgnent ?

MR SMTH W have not nade a notion for summary
j udgnment, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay. Al right. Sorry, go ahead

MS. I NGRAM  Thank you, Your Honor.

So, again, we're just asking the Court to hold that
student bar | oans, such as the loan at issue here --

THE COURT: Wiy would | take out -- how do you get
that out of the |language of the statute? | understand that you
don't-- you don't want nme to read this broadly --

MS. INGRAM Right.

THE COURT: -- but why would your -- why would a
student bar | oan -- where does it say student bar |oans here,
or --

MS. INGRAM Right.

THE COURT: -- anything that could be reasonably
interpreted to point in that direction?

MS. INGRAM Yes, Your Honor. So we believe that a
student bar |oans falls under the educational benefit category
of Section 523.

THE COURT: Based on what?

eScribers, LLC | (973) 406-2250
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MS. INGRAM Based on the case law that's on point.
There are two cases directly on point.

THE COURT: Yeah. | don't -- | respectfully disagree
w th both of those cases.

MS. I NGRAM  Ckay, Your Honor. Al so, the 2005
amendnents, | know you had nentioned those before. But we
bel i eve that separating out that section that is now subsection
(A)(ii) nmade it a separate category of loans. And that if you
apply it to the other remaining categories, the qualified
education | oans, and those being insured by governnental units,
there are "ors" in the |language of the statute. And if you
read educational benefit to also be required to be a
gover nnent - -

THE COURT: But | don't know why you would read it
that way in the pre-BAPCPA. | think the "or" indicates that
qual i fied educational |oan was not -- was sonething separate
froma federally insured | oan, or federally guaranteed | oan
The fact that it was contained in the sane subsection doesn't
nmean that it was nodified by that same -- by the |anguage
guar ant eed.

M5. INGRAM Right. W're just saying that separating
out to be its own subsection neant it didn't also have to neet
the categories that are still in the other two subsections.

THE COURT: R ght. And I'msaying it wasn't before.

M5. INGRAM It was altogether in one trunp report.
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THE COURT: But | declined to conclude that the fact
that the word -- that the words "obligation to repay funds
recei ved as an educational benefit scholarship or stipend" the
fact that it was previously part of subsection (A)(i) with the
exact sane |anguage, that means that it was -- that this was
intended to refer at that tine to a guaranteed | oan or benefit.

MS. I NGRAM  Um hnm

THE COURT: | think -- | don't think that you can
reasonably read the | anguage to provide that.

MS. INGRAM  (Xkay.

THE COURT: Al so, the other thing I would say is that
the fact that they added "a qualified educational |oan" as a
separate category of nondi schargeable | oan, | think undercuts
your argunent, because clearly they intended -- Congress
intended to provide for the nondi schargeability of a limted
cat egory of nongovernnental guaranteed |oans, nanely qualified
educational loans. So if you were to interpret educational
benefit to include any kind of -- or other kinds of private

| oans, nongovernnmental |oans that are not guaranteed and are

not qualified, then | think your -- | think that becomes
superfluous. And | don't know how -- you're saying well, it's
not all private loans, it's just bar loans. | don't know where
you get that fromthe | anguage of the statute. If | read it to
i ncl ude bar | oans, because they're -- and conclude that that's
an educational benefit, | don't know why | woul dn't concl ude
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that any other loan nade for -- to a student is a educational
benefit.

| also don't think the word "educational benefit"
woul d be normally understood to include a |oan. A |oan, unless
it's -- | suppose if it were at a zero interest rate |oan, or
sonething like that, mght be considered a benefit. But a |oan
Is a conmercial transaction, it's not a benefit. A benefit is
typically understood to be a grant or a -- sonething that is
given to you that is advantageous from-- and not on normal
commercial terns. And | wouldn't consider this to be -- unless
you're telling ne that this was a super low interest rate | oan,
or sonething |ike that?

M5. INGRAM No, Your Honor, we were just basing our
argument on the case law that's interpreted Section --

THE COURT: Yes, | saw that.

M5. INGRAM  -- (A)(ii) to be broader than it was
initially before the 2005 amendnents, and the other cases --

THE COURT: R ght.

M5. INGRAM -- that have held these types of loans to
be nondi schar geabl e.

THE COURT: | disagree with those cases.

MS. I NGRAM  Under st ood.

THE COURT: Do you want to tal k about the other -- the
ot her issues?

M5. I NGRAM  Yes, please, Your Honor
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As you have noted, regardless of the decision of
whet her the student bar loan is held to be dischargeable or
not, there are other reasons to dismss the additional causes
of action that have been brought against our clients.

First, with respect to the Truth in Lending Act claim
we woul d agree that there's no equitable tolling that applies,
since our clients haven't nade a m srepresentati on of
conceal nent .

THE COURT: You woul d agree with who?

M5. INGRAM  Wth what Your Honor was getting at

bef ore.

THE COURT: | haven't concluded that.

M5. INGRAM No, respectfully, you have not concl uded
it. It was just based on your questioning, Your Honor.

W woul d argue that the Truth in Lending Act claimis
barred by the one-year statute of limtations, and that there's
no need for any additional discovery. Plaintiff's counsel had
menti oned sone public disclosures. Again, those are public,
and anything el se would be a fishing expedition. W've put al
the rel evant docunments before the Court and plaintiff's
counsel. W've attached the note itself, and there's no
m srepresentations in the |anguage of the note.

There's also the --

THE COURT: Well, they argued that the statenment that

it"s nondi schargeable is a m srepresentation
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M5. INGRAM Well, | think they were argui ng perhaps
that we knew we were m srepresenting the |oan as
nondi schargeable. And we nmaintain the position that the |oan
I n our opinions was nondi schargeable. So that wasn't an
intentional m srepresentation.

Al'so, with respect to the unjust enrichment claim |
would like to add that it's our position that the plaintiffs
don't have standing to bring that claim both under Article 3
and prudential standing -- standards. There's --

THE COURT: Wiy is that?

MS. INGRAM  Well, for Article 3, first, Your Honor,
there's been no clear statement of any injury, or how that
injury could be redressed if --

THE COURT: Well, she's incurred attorney's fees in
fighting this battle with you. That, | suppose, woul d
be -- that's the injury that I'massum ng that they're | ooking
at .

MS. INGRAM It's not stated, | believe, in the
conpl ai nt, Your Honor.

THE COURT: |Is that the injury you' re talking about?

MR SMTH Yes, Your Honor. And we -- those fees are
ongoing, so to the extent that we stated in the conplaint that
in an anmount to be determi ned at trial

THE COURT: Um hum

MS. INGRAM  Wel | then, still, Your Honor, there's no

eScribers, LLC | (973) 406-2250
operations@scribers.net | ww. escribers. net




© 00 N oo o A~ w NP

N NN N NN R PR R R R R R R R
O » W N B O © O N o 00 M W N B O

CAVPBELL V. CITIBANK, N A, et al. 22

pl eadi ng that disgorging the proceeds of those sale to ny
clients would redress the plaintiff's injury. If -- and that
kinds of gets into prudential standing.

THE COURT: Well, just paying the attorney's fees
woul d redress her danages.

MS. INGRAM Paying the attorney's fee for the

unj ust - -

THE COURT: Right.

MS. INGRAM -- enrichnent claim

THE COURT: R ght, which she's incurred in
defending -- in prosecuting, or in obtaining a court

determ nation that this |loan is nondi schargeabl e.

M5. I|NGRAM  The way --

THE COURT: |Is dischargeable, | should say.

M5. INGRAM -- | believe the claimwas pled was that
the sale of the loan fromny clients to the other defendants
was what unjustly enriched my clients. And that is
plaintiff's -- basis of plaintiff's claim

THE COURT: Ckay.

M5. INGRAM And it's not clear how she was injured by
that, or how --

THE COURT: Yeah.

M5. INGRAM -- disgorging the proceeds of that sale
woul d redress that injury.

THE COURT: Yeah, | guess that's right. That's
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not -- that wouldn't be necessarily --

MS. I NGRAM  That woul d conceivably only affect
Squar eTwo who bought the | oan.

THE COURT: And | don't know that how -- | don't think
t hat causing soneone to incur attorney's fees enriches
G ti bank.

MR SMTH  No, Your Honor, we would think that that
does not enrich G tibank

THE COURT: Ckay, all right.

Anyt hi ng el se?

MS. INGRAM  And just quickly, Your Honor, lastly on
the fraudul ent msrepresentation claim In addition to the
di schargeability issue, we just note that there has been
insufficient pleading with respect to the nature of the
fraudul ent m srepresentation: who nmade the representation, when
it was nmade, and the nature of that m srepresentation

THE COURT: Well, isn't there statenent -- the
statenment of it as a nondi schargeable loan is in the | oan
docunents, isn't it?

M5. INGRAM That was raised in their opposition, not
in the conplaint itself, Your Honor. And even still, | don't
believe that the note itself --

THE COURT: Well, isn't the loan -- is the note
attached to the --

MS. INGRAM The note's attached to our notion
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THE COURT: ' Cause --

MR SMTH Yes, Your Honor. |In our anended
conplaint -- the plaintiff's first amended conpl aint, we allege
I n paragraph 15, that the defendants Student Loan Corporation
and Citibank m srepresented this debt as a student |oan to the
plaintiff.

And what's inportant about that, Your Honor, is
because the Suprene Court has said that student |oans are, by
definition, presunptively nondi schargeable, sinply by calling
It a student loan they set in chain this notion of events
that --

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR SMTH -- has led to her debt.

THE COURT: But she's saying where did we say it was a
student | oan.

MR SMTH  The docunent's titled the Master Student
Loan Prom ssory Note.

THE COURT: |s that document anywhere in the record?
That's | think the point that she's making.

MR SMTH Yes. They attached it to their response.
W, certainly, incorporate it by reference in our conplaint.

THE COURT: Ckay. To the extent that you' re arguing
that because it wasn't attached to the conplaint, | can't
consider it, | suppose that's sonmething that could be easily

enough rectified by amendnment, if that were --
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MS. | NGRAM  No, Your Honor, because we've --

THE COURT: -- sufficient.
M5. INGRAM -- attached the note to our notion. And
| do -- | see it's called Master Student Loan Prom ssory Note,

but we woul d disagree with the assunption that just because
it's called a student loan it's automatically considered --

THE COURT: Does the note say -- does the note say
anything about it, to be effective it's nondischargeabl e?

MS. INGRAM | don't believe it does, Your Honor.

MR SMTH W would concede it does not, Your Honor.
But, nonetheless, it doesn't need to.

THE COURT: (kay. Do you have anything el se?

MS. INGRAM  No. | believe those are all the clains,
Your Honor .

THE COURT: So where do you say that the
m srepresentati on was made that it's a nondi schargeabl e | oan?

MR SMTH  Your Honor --

THE COURT: If it's not in -- you're saying just by
calling it a student |oan, that was a misrepresentation that it
was a nondi schar geabl e | oan?

MR SMTH  Correct, Your Honor, because according to
Suprene Court precedent, all student |oans are presunptively
nondi schargeable. So if you call it a student |oan you invest
it with this legal protection that it survives a bankruptcy

proceeding, and the creditor's due process rights require an
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adversary proceeding. And if you look at a statistic, 99.9
percent of students never seek that adversary proceeding
because it's very expensive. So just by calling it a student
| oan, 99.9 percent of these |oans survive bankruptcy whether or
not they were student |oans at all, and can be continued to be
col | ected upon --

THE COURT:  Ckay.

MR SMTH -- till the death of the debtor

THE COURT: Ckay, thank you.

MR SMTH  Thank you

THE COURT: Anything el se?

All right. Thanks a |ot.

MS. I NGRAM  Thank you, Your Honor.

(Wher eupon these proceedi ngs were concl uded at 12:19 PM
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