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PER CURIAM

Plaintiff appeals from two orders: an April 30, 2018 order dismissing the
amended complaint against defendant Caliber Home Loans (Caliber); and a June
8, 2018 order dismissing the complaint against defendant JPMorgan Chase
Bank, N.A. (Chase), improperly pled as J.P. Morgan Chase. Judge Margaret
Goodzeit entered the orders and rendered comprehensive and thorough opinions.
We affirm.

Almost eleven years ago, a bank instituted a residential foreclosure
complaint against plaintiff, who immediately filed an answer contesting the
bank's allegations. In November 2009, the bank obtained final judgment, which
the court amended. The Sheriff then scheduled the sale of the property.
Thereafter, plaintiff filed a Chapter 13 petition, which stayed the sale. The
bankruptcy court dismissed the petition in October 2016, and although the
Sheriff re-listed the sale, plaintiff stayed it again by filing a Chapter 7 petition.
The bankruptcy court lifted the stay, refusing to stay the sale any further, despite
multiple applications by plaintiff.! Plaintiff filed this complaint in January

2018, and the Sheriff sale of the property occurred in June 2018.

' Plaintiff filed at least three other bankruptcy petitions, seeking further stays
of the sale. The bankruptcy court dismissed the petitions and denied each of her
requests to stay the sale of the property.
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In this complaint, plaintiff alleged she proposed to redeem the property in
March 2010, Chase failed to respond, Caliber became the servicer of the loan in
July 2015, and Caliber provided a pay-off figure to plaintiff in November 2017.
The judge entered the orders under review dismissing the complaint under Rule
4:6-2(e), the entire controversy doctrine (ECD), res judicata, and collateral
estoppel.

On appeal, plaintiff argues the judge erred by dismissing the complaint by
relying on the ECD. Indeed, her merits brief focuses solely on the ECD,
although at oral argument before us, she contended that the judge erroneously
relied on the other bases for dismissing this case. Plaintiff urges us to reverse
the orders and award her damages.

We conclude that plaintiff's contentions are without sufficient merit to
warrant attention in a written opinion. R. 2:11-3(e)(1)(E). We reach that
conclusion even considering plaintiff's new arguments on appeal, on the record
that she expanded without court order. We affirm substantially for the reasons
expressed by Judge Goodzeit.

Affirmed
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