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ReedSmith

Reed Smith LLP

Princeton Forrestal Village
136 Main Street - Suite 250
Princeton, NJ 08540-7839

Diane A. Bettino +1 609 987 0050
Direct Phone: +1 609 514-5962 Fax +1 609 951 0824
Email: dbettino@reedsmith.com reedsmith.com

January 21, 2013

Via Overnight Delivery

Robert J. Haak

401 Rock Bed Court

Unit 2003

Murrells Inlet, SC 29576-9222

Re:  In re Application of Franklin Credit Management Corporation to Issue Corrected
Notices of Intent to Foreclose on Behalf of Identified Foreclosure Plaintiffs in
Uncontested Cases
Docket No. F-022940-12

Dear Mr. Haak:
This firm represents Franklin Credit Management Corporation (‘Franklin Credit”) in the matter

In re application of Franklin Credit Management Corporation to Issue Corrected Notices of Intention to
Foreclose. We are in receipt of your letter in response to the Order to Show Cause (“OSC™).

Pursuant to the OSC filed November 2, 2012, Foreclosure Defendants had the right to object to
the process by which this Court gave Franklin Credit permission to serve the corrected Notices of Intent
to Foreclose (“NOIs”). Order to Show Cause 4 7. If a Foreclosure Defendant objected to any of the
contents of the corrected NOI, the Defendant was required to file a written objection under the docket
number for the Defendant’s individual foreclosure action. Order to Show Cause Y 8.

We have reviewed your letter and you seck to raisc issues as to whether you were the subject of
predatory lending and issues concerning your unsuccessful attempts at modifying your loan. However,
neither of those issues relates to the Order to Show Cause process or to the corrected NOI that you
received. To the extent that you seek to raise the issues outlined in your objection, you must take the
appropriate action in your individual foreclosure case (Docket No. F-022925-06).

. s .
If you have any questions concerning this matter, do not hesitate to contact me.

cc: Superior Court Clerk’s Office (Via JEFIS on January 22, 2013)
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Resd Smithup

Princeton Forrestal Village
135 Main Sirest - Sulte 250
Frinceton, NJ 08540-7835

Oiane A, Betting +1 80% 887 G050

Direct Phone: +1 808 514-5862 Fax +1 605 851 0824

Emai dbettino@reedsmith.com rosdamith.com
January 22, 2013

Vig JEFIS

The Honorable Paul Innes, P.J.Ch.
Mercer County Civil Courts Building
175 South Broad Street

P.O. Box 8068

Trenton, NJ 38650

Re:  In re Applicotion of Franklin Credit Monagement Corporation To Issue Corrected
Netices of Intent to Foreclose on Behalf of Ientified Foreclosure Plaintiffs in
Uncontesied Cases
Docket No, F-022940-12

Drear Tudge Innes:

This firm represents Franklin Credit Management Corporation {“Franklin Credit”) in the above-
referenced matter. Pursuant to the deadlines set forth in the Order to Show Cause {(“0SC”) entered by
this Court, Franklin Credit writes to this Court in response 1o the objection filed by Ronald and Linda
Taylor. In their Objection, Mr. and Mrs. Taylor raise two issues: (1) they dispute the amount set forth in
the Corrective Notice of Intent to Foreclose (“NOI™) and, (2) they assert that their foreclosure case is
contested and therefore, should not be part of this OSC. As is set forth in more detail, neither issue is
sufficient to exchude the Taylors from this O8C,

i Breakdown of Awounts Drae and Owing

With regard to the objection that the amounts set forth in the Comrective NOL are not correct,
Franklin Credit will provide the Taylors with a further breakdown of the wmounts due on their default
mortgage loan, That issue, however, is not sufficient to exclude them from the Final Order in this matter
and does not relate to determining the appropriste remedy for a violation of N.JLS.A. 2A:50-56(e)(11).
The amount due and owing at Final Judgment can be addressed when the gpplication for Final Judgment
is rpade to the Court by Franklin Credit,

2. The Underlying Foreclosure Case is Not Confested

Mr. and Mrs. Tayior also assert that thelr case is confested. They assert that they “filed a timely,
contesting answer to the original summons and complaint in 2008.”  Although My, and Mus. Taylor
contend that they timely answered the Complaint in thelr foreclosure action, they have not done so.
They correctly acknowledge that the JEFIS docket reflects that they never filed an Answer, Kurtis
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Cert., Exin A Further, Parker McCay, foreclosure counsel in Mr. and Mrs. Taylor’s foreclosure case,
confirmed that they never received an Answer in response fo Franklin Credit’s Complaint or i response
to the A nkcr--,icc., Compla mi. Kurtiv Cers, 8 3.

Most importantly, in their objection, Mr. and Mrs, Tavlor provide absolutely no evidence that
led an Answer. They have provided no documentation o prove that they filed an answer,
such as the alleged Answer, cover letter, receipts, ete. This Court should not give eredence to My, and
Mus, Taylor’s hollow and unsubstantiated contention,

Finally, the J E‘, 18 docket reflects that the Courl entered default against Mr. and Mys, Taylor on
June 6, Z008. Kuwriis C,e*rf Exh A, I Mr. and Mrs, Tavior had answered the Complaint, the Court
"muld not have en ﬁ;a »d Default against them. Because they did not answer d.ld defanlt was entered, the
¢ became uncontested under the ‘w‘ew 5 er aEV Court Bules. See R. 4:64-1(c) {"An action 1o foreclose a
maﬂgage .. . shall be deemed uncontoest C{yadeda :zii has been ente rr‘d as the result of faihure 0
plead or otherwise defend.”). Further, in mug ib“ of 2008, Mr. and Mrs. Tayvlor filed a Motion to Hit the
default, indicating that they sought fo contes? their fore aiﬁ sure, but that they had not yet done so, Kurfis
Cerr, £xh 4. However, the Court denied that Motion, Id

Simmply stated. the case is uncontested and the Court has already denied their request to 1ift the
defavl. Therefore, they were properly included in this case, se eking to correct thelr NOL See Apnil 4,

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, faving the present maiter so that Mr. and Mis,
Taylor may inguire as to their alleged (and unfiled) Answer is improper.

A ¥

2012 Order of Chief justice Stuart Rabner. As such, de

Singe Mr. and Mrs. Tavlor's case is uncondested, and since Franklin Credit will provide Mr. and
Mrs. Tavior with him- dovwn of their default figure, we respectfutly reguest that the Courl strike My, and

Fliane A Bettine

i

ot Superior Court Clerk’s Office (Via JEFIS)
Ronald and Linda Taylor, Pro Se (Via Cvernight Mail and certified maib}

M. and Mrs, Tavior recognize that the alleged Answer does not appear on the ACMS document Hat and indicate that they
have made an application to the General Equity Judge n Gloucester Cownty to detsrmine what happened 0 the alieged
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Attorneys for Franklin Credii Management
Corporation

IN RE APPLICATION BY FHANKLIN
CREDIT MANAGEMENT
CORPORATION TO (55UE
CORBECTED NOTICES OF INTENT
TO FORECLOSE ON BEHALF OF
FBENTIFIED FORECLOSURE
PLAINTIFFS IN UNUONTESTED
CARES

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
CHANCERY DIVISION

MERCER COUNTY

DOCKET NG FAay22040-12

CIVIL ACTION

CERTIFICATION OF
BEN R EURTES
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