FILED Oct 21,2013

RECEIVED

Eduardo Chua OC]' 21 2013
Edita Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd, Séf_%i’?%%gg%l;r

Stirling, N 07980
Defendants
908 647 7457

Re; Application by PHH Mortgage Corp Superior Court of New Jersey
To issue Corrected Notice of Intent to Chancery Division
Foreclose on behalf of indentified Passaic County
Foreclosure Plaintiffs in uncontested Docket no. F-23912-13
Cases )
Civil Action

Objection to Order to Show Cause
And Amended Verified Complaint

This matter is being brought before the court by defendants Eduardo and Edita Chua in
objecting to the order to show cause by PHH Mortgage. As follows;

1. The foreclosure matter relating to our individual case formerly known as Docket no.
F-29831-10 is a contested case. Attached copies of several contesting answer file
with the court. The defendants in their answer had demanded several times for
plaintiff to produce certain important documents relevant to the right of the plaintiff
To foreclose. { original closing documents that were not provided to defendants at
closing by Plaintiff's attorney, recorded loan transfer documents from Cendant
Mortgage to Merrill Lynch or PHH mortgage, if properly executed under Rule 7001.
Since the loan is about 15 years old ) the accuracy of these documents are required
to give the Lender the right to initiate foreclosure.

2. Plaintiff's fatlure to comply with the court rule 7001. Is clearly a violation of
defendants legal right under the law. Without those documents available for the
defendants to do a forensic review, deny the defendants’ legal right to effectively
Defend the foreclosure action against them. Shapiro and Perez the former lawyer for
PHH mortgage knew for a fact that in order to have the right to foreclose they must
provide these documents upon demand. Shapiro and Perez did not exercise their
legal obligation under the law and intentionally denied us our legal rights by ignoring
the demand in our answer several times, in order to fast forward the foreclosure
action in their favour.

3. The amount owing in the proposed new NOI is questionable. No statements were
ever sent to the defendants since the year 2007. The equity loan (second mortgage)
is an adjustable mortgage rate. In recent years the rate has come down to as slow as
3.75% . it is impossible for the arrears to accumulate as per their calculation. This
needs to be audited.

4. The individual foreclosure action Docket No. F-29831-10 has béen dismissed as of
10/06/2013 . confirmed by the court for lack of prosecution on 10/11/2013.
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5. The new corrected NOI still is deficient due to the fact that it is directly referring to
Uncontested cases. We have contested this action from the start. We were denied
Our legal rights due to the fact that Shapiro and Perez failed to exercise their legal
Obligation under the law to provide the documents that are essential in defending the
Case accordingly. They have legal obligation to cert:fy that the origina!l documents are
Available for forensic review, for correctness and proper filing., Prior to their right to
Foreclose. The intended purpose of the new corrected NOI has defeated its purpose.

6. Under the Constitution all cases before the court of law must have equal legal standing.
Individual legal rights must not be impaired in favour of another party with procedural
Deficiencies, especially if the said party is seeking from the court a second chance to cure
The deficiencies.

7. The Plaintiff never demonstrated their legal right to foreclose under rule 7001, by denying
The defendants legal rights with intentional malice. Depriving them of their defence
under the rule upon several demands for production. There is no excuse for PHH
mortgage and their legal counse! Shapiro and Perez for their action. Since PHH claimed
they have these documents in their hand and could provide them handlly according to
their statement on the current motion.

8. A Substitution of Attorney was never administered or filed in the court. Prior to filing of

The order to show cause as per court rule 1:11-2

Therefore for all the above reasons we would like the court to deny the order to show cause
and dismiss the action with prejudice. ( case has been dismissed without prejudice ) and
Allow the modification process or if the court aliows the case to be re-filed. Plaintiff first
must provide all original documents relevant to the case for forensic review as per rule 2007
and proper accounting of the arrears since no statements were sent to defendants since
2007 . Prior to commencing the new foreclosure action.

Date; 10/19/2013
Defe ts;

Edita Chua



Certification

| certify that | am Familiar with the above caption matter. The matter in controversy is not
subject to any pending action or arbitration. '

1 further certify that all statements made by me are true and if I make a false statement. |
will be subject to punishment

10/19/2013

Proof of Mailing
| certify that copies of the objection was mailed or filed with the following;
3 copies to the Superior Court iﬁ Trenton NJ
1 copy to Reed Smith LLP.
3 copies to Judge Margaret Mary Mcveigh, Passiac County Court House.

f certify that this is true and correct.

‘Date; 10/19/2013

Defe nts;
Edu Chua



B FILED AUg 3U, 2011

RECEIVED

Eduardo S. Chua

Edita P Chua AUG 30 201

24] Pleasant Plamns Rd SUPERIOR COURT

Stirling, NJ 07980 - OLERK'S OFFICE

908 647 7457

Mermili Lynch Credit Corp Superior Court of New Jersey
Chancery Dhvision

Plaintiff Morrs County

VS o
Docket No; F-29831-10

Eduardo S Chua, Edita P Chua Civil Action

Defendants Opposition to Metion for Defaut

Eduardo Chua dnd Edita Chua, in opposition o the Motion of Default sa;y;

I. Plantiff-farled and never responded to Defendants demand for all closing
documents and documents related 1o the above matter, which were fiot provided
to the Defendants at the closing upon repeated demand Therefore Plamuff 1s 1n
violation of Rule 7001 as provided by the law that all documents pertaining (o
this transaction must be subjected to a forensic audit and review by the borrowcrs
for correctness and properly comply with the law As a defense 10 the complaint

2. Defendants have repeatedly demanded all closing documents ( never provided o

- Defendants at closing)and al related documents during the apphication of the
loan, Since August 2010 and 4 times after that date. The Plgmhf‘ﬂgnored and
never responded to Defendants request Thus dénging the Defendants rght to
defend the complaint correctly, properly and 1n accordance to the law as provided
by Rule 7001 of the law. Attached copy of the origmzﬁ answer to complaint
demanding loan documents production. This request is long over due

3 Defendants demands dismissal of the complaint b§ the Plainuff for failure to

comply with Rule 7001 of the law repeated upon several demands for production.
Or stay the complaint until Plaintiff comply with the law, Rule 7001

4 Plaintiff has no excuse for not providing and responding to the production of the

documents demanded by Defendants Which is provided In accordance to Rule
7001 of the law. Since Plaintiff has legal represcr}lglion and must be aware of the
Rule 7001. by ignoning and failing 1o the demand for documents production
Plaintiff is clearly in violation of the law ™~

5 The Defendants without the loan documents cannot legally and properly defend

The complaint. The purpose of Rule 7001 is to provide the Defendants the means
to protect thetr rights and defend the complaint against them as provided by the
law. All complaints in the court of law must comply with all the rule of law. In
the event law is violated The complaint must be throw out and dismissed.



6. -Secondly the Defendants were granted by the court for mediation and the court
advised the Plaintiff to discuss the production of all documents with the ,
Defendants during that time. Which is still in process. Attached all documents
submitted by Urban League of Morristown, a nonprofit organization for the

~mediation as order by the court All required documents were submitted to Urban
League in July/2011 as per court instruction.

7 Defendants have 1llustrated that they can afford to pay the Plaintiff the monthly
Mortgage payment at the current rate of 3.25%.

8. The Plaintiff without no regards to the mediation ordered by the court prematurely
filed the Default Motion against the Defendants.

9 The Defendants upon receipt of the Motion of Default is filing an opposing
answer to the Plaintiff’s motion. Date received August 26,2011 attached Post

Office certified receipt.

Therefore, the Defendarits request that the complaint be dismissed or stay until the
Plaintiff comply \gfmh the Rule'7001 of the law and Mediation is completed

Date; 08/26/2011 -

Certification

I hereby certify that all statements within made by me are true. [ am aware that if
any statement is incorrect and false. [ will be subject to fnishment.

17
Eduardo Chua

Edita Chua



Eduardo S Chua

EditaP Chua -~
241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
- Stirling, NJ 07980 -
980 647 7457,
Merrili Lynch Credit Corp.. -~~~ * = -Superior Court of New Jersey
Plaintiff T ©° Chancery Division
: - Morris County
VS
- R Docket No; F-29831-10
Eduardo SChua = "~ - '~ o ‘Civil Action
 EditaPChua _ Proof of Mailing
. Opposition to Motion for Default

Defendants

I, Eduardo Chua. Certifies that a copy has been mailed to Shapiro and Perez LLC. At
14000 Commerce Parkway. Suite B Mt. Laurel NJ 08054. and two copies to Superior
Court of New Jersey. Office of the Foreclosure. Hughes Justice Complex. 25 Market

Street, PO Box 971, Trenton. New Jersey 08625 on August 26, 2011.

Date; August 26, 2011

Eduardo Chua, Defendant



FILED Jun 17, 2011

RECEIVER

Eduardo Chua JUN 172
]

Ed"h Chua ' SUV&HIOH
24] Pleasant Plains Rd CLERK’ COUHT
Stirling, NJ 07980 S OFFICE
Tel: 908 581 4952
Merrill Lynch Credit Corp Supenor Court of New Jersey

Chancery Drvision
Plaintiff Morris County
Vs Docket No, F-29831-10

Civil Action

Eduardo Chua & Edith Chua
Amended Answer

Defendants

Eduardo and Edith Chua by way of amended answer to the complaint by the Plaintiff say
as follows;

| The Defendants deny allegation by Plaintiff. There are no original documents to
substantiate paragraph one. The filing document was marked non certified copy (n
the Morris County Clerk Office The defendants were never provided with a true
copy of the closing documents. Upon repeated demands for the production of
onginal closing documents, Plaintff failed to adhere the request upon several
demands See attached exhibits Defendants were not represented by an Attorney
at closing and Plainuffs failed to provide Defendants the nght to have a Lawyer.

A The Defendants demand proof if the Mortgage and Note were properly & legally
transferred or asstgned to any or all investors and institutions.

2 The Defendants deny allegation on Paragraph two For the same reason as
mentioned in Paragraph | and | A

3. The Defendants deny allegation in Paragraph 3, for the same reason 1n Paragraph

4 ":'f?:[;)t]zgndams deny allegation in Paragraph 4,for the same reason in Paragraph !

5 )Tq'l?ed];?fendants deny ailegation in Paragraph 5, for same reason in Paragraph | &

6. ]l’/}?e Defendants deny allegation in Parag'raph 6 for same reason 1n Paragraph | &

7 1!'/;8 Defendants deny allegation in Paragraph 7 for same reason in Paragraph | &

8. Tl"jl?e Defendants deny allegation in Paragraph 8 for same reason 1n Paragraph | &

9. "II':E: Defendants deny allegation in Paragraph 9 for same reason in Paragraph | &
1A

10. The Defendants deny allegation in Paragraph 10 for same reason in Paragraph |
& 1A



I'1 The Defendants deny allegation in Paragraph 11 and 12 for the same reason in
Paragraph | and 1A.

Demand

The Defendants demand the Plaintiff to provide and produce all original closing
documents All documents regarding the transferred and assignments of the note and the
mortgage proving that the transferred and assignment were properly and legally
transferred and assigned to any or all investors and institution. In order to proved the
ownership of the mortgage and note and all closing documents complied the law.

Since Defendants were denied legal representation at the time of closing and no closing
documents were either provided or mails to the Defendants as promised by Plamuff §

attorney.

Date; 06/16/2011

Eduardo and Edith Chua,
Defendants

Certification

I certify that [ am familiar with the above caption matter. I certify that all the foregoing
statements are true and correct If any of the statements are false , [ will be subject to

punishment.
[ certify that [ mailed a copy to the Plainty ff's attomey

Eduardo and Edith Chua
Defendants

Rule 4:5-1 Certification.

I certify that this matter in controversy is niot a subject of any pending action in court or
in any arbitration at present. To the best of my knowledge.

I certify that this statement is true and correct If the statement is false T will be subject to
Punishment

quardo Chua Dcfcndant



Eduardo s. Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
Stirling NJ. 07980

908 581 4952, Fax 908 647 7967 08/26/2010

Shapiro and Perez LLP Re; Docket no.F 29831-10
14000 Commerce Parkway Loan no; 7072501237

Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054, suite B File no. PHH10-000143

856 793 3080, Fax 847 627 8809 Merrill Lynch Credit Vs E. Chua

Service Dept.

Dear Shannon,

As per our conversation. | am requesting a Forbearance agreement with the lender.since 1
have been receiving my social security benefit two months ago. I will be in the position
to pay the monthly mortgage at a rate of 4% annually going forward. .

I received the summon on 08/04/2010..1.am.also requesting the lender to send me all
closing documents, notes and mortgage agreement to'my-addressabave, — =

S N '

% . .
Thank you for your consideration.

ruly yours

Eduardo Chua



Eduardo Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
Stirling, NJ, 07980
908 581 4952

Shapiro and Pesez LLP
14000 Commerce Parkway
MT. Laurel 08054, NJ
Suite B

Re; F 29831-10
Merrill Lynch VS Chua

Dear Mr Perez,

I am faxing you modification agreement. As I mentioned to you before. That my
Daughter is paying the first mortgage and all household, _expenses including car expenses.
[ am currently receiving Social Security beneﬁt in the amount of $1, 300/month ‘And we
are working part time earning around $500 to $600 montth

If your Lender is willing to help us out and modify the loan @ 3 to 3.5 % . we will be
able to pay the monthly mortgage. Please kindly work wﬂh us, Since your “lender was in
the same predicament when they received the Tarp money from the government during
the time of their needs and therefore should understand our position.

As per our request we have not received the documents we requested from the Lender.
When will the document be made available to us ? Please let me know. /,_,,

‘\‘_"‘_'“ — ——

Date; 05/16/2011

yours,

Eduardo Chua
Defendant




Edward Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd
Stirling NJ 07980
GO8 581 4952

Shapiro and Perez LLP
14000 Commerce Parkway
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054, Suite B

RE; F-29831-10, Merrill Lynch VS Chua
.Dear Mr. Perez,

I called you office on Wednesday requesting a postponement of the status conference
meeting at Judge Wilson chamber on June 01, 2011. to be moved to the following
Wednesday June 08, 2011 . since,-l1 was not aware at-the time that [ have another
engagement at the Somerset Court on the same date ( June 01; 2011) .'Please let me
know if that ts possible. -

I also received a letter from you explaining why my application for modification was
denied last year due to insufficient income. Financial information was submitted to
support the modification. The reason the modification was denied last year was because
your lender was not interested in doing any modification. You also enclosed another
modification application form for me to fill out. As [ had mentioned in our Jast status
conference at Judge Wilson that my daughter is currently paying the first mortgage and
taking care of the household expenses. We can afford to pay the second mortgage if your
lender decide to modify the loan. I will be submitting the new application again showing
that a modification can be worked out.

M7
1 still did not receive any original closing documents at the closing, which were not given

10 us at the closing and also documents of transfer and assignment of the loan, Which my
consulting attorney wanted to review.

—

—

—— Tt x| 8- ovaa

Your kind consideration will be appreciated. . Thank you for your time and effort.

Date; 04/29/2011

Tryly yours.
EdwardChua

CC; fax copy to Judge Wilson Chamber



Eduardo and Edita Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
Stirling, NJ 07980
908.647 7457

To Shapiro and Perez LLP
14000 Commerce Parkway
Mt Laurel NJ 08054

Tel; 856 793 3080

Re, Docket No. F-29831-10
Mermill Lynch Credit Corp VS Eduardo and Edita Chua

Dear Mr. Perez,

As per our status conference with Judge Wilson | am requesting the original closing
documents whic@_y_gg_ggt,pro?iﬂ?dftﬁfm‘ejatiglg§ing:by=lc_n‘derfs=att6mcyﬁHezhad=g
promiséd io mail e a copy of all the closing documents Updnour ¢losing=-but-never
received them. [ also requested these documents in my answer to your complaint, but so

far I have not gotten them. '

. Lwas advised by my consulting attomey that these documents are relévant to my case and
that he needs to review them. Secondly the loan was transferred several times to different
institutions and if you could provide the documents regarding the loan transfer.

I am forwarding this letter to the chamber of Judge Wiisoh._ o
Your cooperating will be greatly appreciated. Thank ydu for your timé.

Date, 03/17/2011

~ Truly yours, -,

Eduardo Chua, Defendant

. %é@ff ______

Edita Chua, Defendant
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FILED Dec 02, 2010
* CONTESTED

Eduardo and Edita Chua

241 Pleasant Plains Rd

Stirling, NJ 07980

Defendants og.$31- 4952~

Merrill Lynch Credit Corp Superior Court of New Jersey

Chancery Division; Morris County
Plaintiff

Docket; F 29831-10

“Civil Action - = e

Eduardo and Edita Chua -

Answer
Defeadants

Eduardo and Edita Chua deny allegations made by Plaintiff Mcmll Lynch Credit Corp.

Defendants Eduardo and Edita Chua demand the production of all signed closing
documents including note, mortgage and bond.

Defcndanfs Demand the production of transfer documents from Cendant Mortgage to
Merrill Lynch Mortgage Corp

Defendants has reqiiested a Forbearance ag;recment w:th the Plaintiff as per letter dated
08/26/20010 attached. {_ To ke worked WwiTh IN Six MoNth g feaede
ps AUDWED oy ity coorT,

d

dants



~

Name(s): Ebybrvs GHUA
Address: 2.

LebSHUTF PL.

Daytime Phone:
Defendani(s) Pro Se

Merrll Lywd Creprd copp

Plainsiff -

VS,

Eoukend chor Epifn cirpp
Deﬁ:ndam(.r)

$ €01t CHug
atl L. NJ. 079 fo
o8)_ 531 4951

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION

o Morrjs

COUNTY

DOCKET NO. F - ¥3[-)o
Civil Action

CERTIFICATION

CERTIF]CAIION PURSUANT TO RULE 4:5.1¢b)(2)

I centify tha lhc malter in controvcrsy 1s not the subject of any other court action or

arbitration proceeding, now pending or contemplated,

Joined in this action,

Date |0'I S_'{'D

lofg

Date

and that no other parties should be

Signature %"—\

Print Name 0

—_—

E @_—F—LE;;“&
Signature D ——
PrintName _ Zp, 247 : Al

CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE PURSUANT TQO RULE 4:6-1(d)

Feentify that a copy of this answer was served on all other parties,within the lime

prescribed by the Rules of Court.

Date ?("3[ /0 (LMA'L””’)

Da!c' 7{"3[ /° ( MA»CE'A)

Signature
Print Name _

Stgnature /‘% C%g'

PintName  £0; 74 CH UnH

L



Eduardo and Edita Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd
Stirling, NJ 07980

Defendants
Merrill Lynch Credit Corp Superior Court of New Jersey
Chancery Division; Morris County
Plaintiff
Docket, F 29831-10
VS
Civil Action
Eduardo and Edita Chua
Proof of Mailing
Defendants

Eduardo and Edita Chua certify that coﬁy_of the answer was mailed and faxed to

Plaintiff,s Attomey on 09/03/201

Complaint was received and signed for on 08/04/2010

Ed d Mtﬁi d__

nddnts
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FILED Dec 02, 2010
" CONTESTED

Eduardo and Edita Chua

241 Pleasant Plains Rd

Stirling, NJ 07980

‘Defendants qu cBI- 4-? €1~ -

Memll Lynch Credit Corp . Superior Court of New Jersey
Chancery Division; Morris County

Plaintifl

Docket; F 29831-10
VS ‘ ' '

Civil Action
Eduardo and Edita Chua

Answer

Defendants

Eduardo and Edita Chua deny allegations made by Plaintiff Merrill Lynch Credit Corp.

Defendants Eduardo and Edita Chua demand thé-production of all signed closing
documents mc!udmg note, mortgage.and bond , ‘“"“-‘T

C- R ——— 3

Defendants Demand the 1e production of transfer documents. from Cendant Mortgage to
Memll Lynch Mongage Corp e SRS

Defendants has requested a Forbearance agreement with the Plaintiff as per letter dated
08/26/20010 attached. (_ To ke workED WiTh IN S(x MONT | ZAVE
ps AUDWED oy i covng,




FILED Dec 02, 2010
* CONTESTED

Eduardo and Edita Chua

241 Pleasant Plains Rd

Stirling, NJ 07980

Defendants G]vg- c31-4952-

Memill Lynch Credit Corp ' ~ Superior Court of New Jersey
. - Chancery Division; Morris County

Platntiff
Docket; F 29831-10
YS '
: Civil Action
Eduardo and Edita Chua
Answer
Defendants

Eduardo and Edita Chua deny allegations made by Plaintiff Merrill Lynch Credit Corp.

Defendants Eduardo and Edita Chua demand. the. productlon of all sugned closing
r——

documents s including note, mortgage. and bond N
[ cnpg— ————

Defcndants Demand the producnon of . transfer documcms from Cendant Mortgage to
Memll Lynch Mongage Corp ) T om0

s ———

o —— —— — —_

Defendants has requested a Forbearance agreemcnt with the Plaintiff as per lctter dated
08/26/20010 attached. {_ To e workeEd WTh IN SiX Mowt s feasde
As AUswed By Yo covny,




FILED Aug 30, 2011

RECEIVED

Eduardo S. Chua

Edita P Chua AUG 30 201
24| Pleasant Plains Rd SUPERIOR COURT
Stirling, NJ 07980 CLERK'S OFFICE
908 647 7457
Mernll Lynch Credit Corp Superior Court of New Jersey
) Chancery Division
Plaintiff Morris County
Vs
Docket No; F-29831-10
Eduardo S Chua, Edita P Chua Civil Action

Defendants Opp_ositio_p to Motion for Default

- Eduardé Chua and Edita Chua, in opposition to the Motion of Default say;

Plainuff falled and never responded to Defendants demand for all closing
documents and documents related to the above matter, which were not provided
lo the Defendants at the closing upon repeated demand Therefore PlaintifT 15 1n
violation of Rule 7001 as provided by the law that all documents pertaiming o
this transaction must be subjected to a forensic audit and review by the borrowers
for correctness and properly comply with the law As a defense to the complaint
Defendants have repeatedly demanded all closing documents ( never provided to
Defendants at closing)and all related doeuments during the apphication of the
loan, Since August 2010 and 4 times after that date. The Plaintiff ignored and
never responded to Defendants request Thus denying the/Defendants nght to

. defend the complaint correctly, properly and in accordance to the law as provided

by Rule 7001 of the law. Attached copy of the ongmal answer to complain
demanding loan documents production, This reques/t 15 long over due
Defendants demands dismissal of the complaint by the Plaintff for failure to
comply with Rule 7001 of the law repeated upon’qeveml demands for production.
Or stay the complaint until Plaintiff comply with the law, Rule 7001,

- Plaintiff has no excuse for not providing and responding to the production of the

documents demanded by Defendants Which is provided In accordance to Rule
7001 of the law. Since Plaintiff has legal represcﬁtallon and must be aware of the
Rule 7001. by 1gnoring and failing to the demand for documents production
Piamtiff 1s clearly in violation of the law ™~

The Defendants without the loan documents cannot legally and properly defend
The complaint. The purpose of Rule 7001 is to provide the Defendants the means

“to protect their rights and defend the complaint against them as provided by the

law. All complaints 1n the court of law must comply with all the rule of law. In -
the event law is violated The-complaint must be throw out and dismissed.



6. Secondly the Defendants were granted by the court for mediation and the court
advised the Plaintiff to discuss the production of all documents with the
Defendants during that time. Which is still in process. Attached all documents
submitted by Urban League of Morristown, a nonprofit organization for the
mediation as order by the court All required documents were submitted to Urban
League in July/2011 as per court instruction.

7 Defendants have illustrated that they can afford to pay the Plaintiff the monthly
Mortgage payment at the current rate of 3.25%,

8. The Plaintiff without no regards to the mediation ordered by the court prematurely
filed the Default Motion agamst the Defendants.

9 The Defendants upon receipt of the Motion of Default is filing an opposing
answer {0 the Plaintiff’s motion. Date received August 26,2011 attached Post
Office certified receipt.

Therefore, the Defendants request that the dbmplainl be dismissed or stay until the
Plainuff comply with the Rule 7001 of the law and Mediation-is completed

Date; 08/26/2011

Edith Chua, _Defendanl

Certiﬁcatiron'

I hereby certify that all statements within made by me are true. I am aware that if
any statement is incorrect and false. I will be subject to i

Edita Chua



Eduardo S Chua

Edita P Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
Stirling, NJ 07980
980 647 7457,
Merrill Lynch Credit Corp. Superior Court of New Jersey
Plaintiff Chancery Division
Morris County
VS
Docket No; F-29831-10
Eduardo S Chua Civil Action
Edita P Chua Proof of Mailing
Opposition to Motion for Default ~
Defendants - N

I, Eduardo Chua. Certifies that a copy has been mailed to Shapiro and Perez LLC. At
14000 Commerce Parkway. Suite B Mt. Laurel NJ 08054. and two copies to Superior
Court of New Jersey. Office of the Foreclosure. Hughes Justice Complex. 25 Market

Street, PO Box 971, Trenton. New Jersey 08625 on August 26, 2011,

Date; August 26, 2011

Eduardo Chua, Defendant
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Eduardo and Edita Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd,
Stirling, NJ 07980

908 647 7457

To Shapiro and Perez LLP
14000 Commerce Patkway
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054

Tel; 856 793 3080

Re; Docket No. F-20831-10
Merrill Lynch Credit-Corp VS Eduardo and Edita Chua

Dear Mr. Perez,

As per our status conference with Judge Wilson. I am requesting the original closing
documents which were not provided to me at closing by lender’s attorney. He had
promised to mail me a copy of all the closing documents upon our closing , but never
received them. I also requested these documents in my answer to your complaint, but so
far I have not gotten them, :

1 was advised by rn;iy'cousﬁl_ﬁng attorney that these documcnt.; are relevant to my case and

"~ that he needs to eview them. Sécondly the loan was transferred several times to different

institutions and if you could provide the documents regarding the loan transfer.
I am forwarding this Jetter to the chamber of Judge Wilson.,
Your cooperating will be greatly appreciated: Thank yoﬁ for your time.

Date; 03/17/2011

"~ Truly yours,
P & maL <Y, 2 |

coPy To. CoLRT <IA
Eduardo Chua, Defendant
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Edita Chua, Defendant
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Eduardo 8. Chua

Edith P Chua

241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
Stirking NJ 07980

Shapiro and Perez LLP

14000 Commerce Parkway, suite B

Mt Laurel NJ 08054 .

Re; Docket no, F 29831-10

Your File; 10-000143

Merrill Lynch VS Eduardo and Edith Chua

Dear Randy Schwartz,

 As per our phione conversation, T armi fequestinig that we moved the case management < -

conference on January 12, 2011 to February 28 2011 or any day during the first week of .
March 2011. Since the six month forbearance will éxpire on February 26 2010, as
provided by th_e law.

Currently we are in the process of providing the lender the informations they have
requested for the modification of our loan. o '

Please kindly inform the court of the postponement of the case management conference
to any date available after February 26,2011. i )

Please kindly advice me of the new date as soon as you confirm it with the court. Thank
you for your time and effort. . '

Date; 12/01/2010 - . )

Eduardo S Chua



.05/17/2011 13:57 FAX i@goo2

Eduardo Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
Stirling, NJ, 07980
908 581 4952
Shapiro and Perez LLP
14000 Commerce Parkway
MT. Laurei 08054, NJ
Suite B :
Re; F 29831-10
Merrill Lynch VS Chua
Dear Mr. Perez,

I am faxing you modification agreement. As I mentioned fo you before. That my
Daughter is paying the first mortgage and all household expenses including car expenses.
I am currently receiving Social Seécurity benefit in the amount of $1,300/month. Ard we
are working part time earning around $500 to $600 inonthly. T
If your Lender is willing to help us out and modify the loan @ 3 to 3.5 % . we will be
able to pay the monthly mortgage, Pléase kindly work with us, Since your lender was in
the same predicament when they received the Tarp money from the government during
the time of their needs and therefore should understand our position.

As per our request we have not received the documents we requested from the Lender.
When will the document be made available to us.? Please let me know,

Date; 05/16/2011

yours,

uardo Chua
Defendant -



To: \7:{0&:?/ W! /579/\/
Company cﬁ,owcm} Pi)s o

Tel. No,
Fax r\o FIZ = — S 6- MSQ

-From g C‘AU'D‘ '

'Sub)uci POCM’#F 278'?-/“""0 |
essage PXING Gl To MR f’@%,ﬁ W

é[%r\,& Docvmrerd.
I }R&o ContacoA 7k chfa:?ao/\/ cﬂ:?/ca_
"’rfﬂ@v )’WM&@L W "Z‘[EVM e

WWWWW ;oDAys —fo'
Gér%m#ﬂw

""7”‘7.Datescm 5//7/” - Jlt.

Number 0f pages sen (lncludlng gover page) - ‘}\

LT
seni by; &, MM_/




Eduardo and Edita Chua
241 Pleasant Plains Rd.
Stirling, NJ 07980
$08.647 7457

To Shapiro and Perez LLP

14000 Commerce Parkway
"Mt. Laurel NJ 08054

Tel; 856 793 3080

Re; Docket No, F-29831-10
Merrill Lynch Credit Corp VS Eduardo and Edita Chua

Dear Mr. Perez, =~ X o e

As per our status conference with Judge Wilson. I am requesting the original closing

- documents which were not provided to me at closing by lender’s attomney. He had
promised to mail me a copy of all the closing documents upon our closing ; but never
received them. I also requested these documents in my answer to your complaint, but so
far I have not gotten them, .

I was advised by my consulting attorney that these documents are relévant to my case and
that he needs to review them. Secondly the loan was transferred several times to different
insti_mtiqn.f'. and if you could provide the documents regarding the loan transfer.

Iam forWarding this letter to the chamber of Judge'_WiI'son..

Your cooperating will be éfeatly appreciated. Thank you for j'our time,

Date; 03/17/2011 -
; Truly yours,
e Sl
o 1’)'\/ T COUE—T 2/ ﬂ( .
‘ : : Eduvardo Chua, Defendant

Aty .

Edita Chua, Defendant




