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Francis P. Maneri argued the cause for 
respondent (Dilworth Paxson LLP, attorneys; 
Francis P. Maneri, on the brief). 
 

PER CURIAM 

 Defendant Grace S. Wong appeals from a March 18, 2016 final 

order denying her motion to vacate a $1,305,707.09 judgment 

entered against her on a commercial note a year before.  By way 

of brief background, plaintiff PNC Bank sued Wong in the Law 

Division on a commercial line of credit extended in 2008.  The 

Bank also instituted four separate foreclosures in Bergen, 

Sussex and Monmouth counties on mortgages given to secure 

certain guarantees provided the Bank in connection with the 

loan.   

Following extensive discovery in the actions, which 

included the exchange of interrogatories, depositions of Wong 

and a handwriting expert, and the production of over three 

thousand pages of documents, the Bank moved for summary judgment 

on the note.  Despite the court having granted numerous requests 

for adjournments to permit opposition over the course of two 

months, the motion was ultimately granted as unopposed in 

October 2014, and the Bank permitted to file an application for 

attorneys' fees.  Final judgment for $1,305,707.09, inclusive of 

attorneys' fees, was entered on December 11, 2014. 
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Wong, self-represented, filed a notice of appeal the next 

day.  Counsel for Wong and the other defendants also filed 

notice of appeal a few weeks later and shortly thereafter moved 

for a limited remand, which was denied.  That appeal was 

subsequently dismissed for failure to file a brief. 

On the one-year anniversary of the entry of final judgment, 

Wong filed a motion to vacate the judgment, claiming she was not 

present at the loan closing in 2008, that the court wrongfully 

refused her request for an adjournment of the summary judgment 

motion knowing her counsel was suffering from "a life 

threatening medical condition" and that the attorney fee award 

was wrongly entered and grossly excessive.   

Judge Polifroni, in a meticulously detailed decision from 

the bench, reviewed the entire history of the matter, including 

his reasons for having entered summary judgment on behalf of the 

Bank, and addressed each and every issue Wong raised, as well as 

the Bank's procedural arguments against re-opening or vacating 

the judgment.  Examining Wong's voluminous submissions, he 

concluded the motion amounted to nothing more than a rehash of 

the many arguments already raised and rejected, that she 

presented no new information and that none of it entitled her to 

vacate the judgment.  Wong appeals, reprising the same arguments 

she made to the trial court. 
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We affirm, substantially for the reasons expressed by Judge 

Polifroni in his thorough and thoughtful opinion from the bench 

on March 18, 2016 and the rider attached to his December 11, 

2014 order for summary judgment.  We have nothing to add to his 

analysis. 

Affirmed. 
 
 
 
 

 


