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CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Remand to Nevada
State Court, Pursuant to the “Local
Controversy Exception” to the Class
Action Fairness Act I:SPIalntlffs.’ Request
for Judicial Notice, Related Exhibits, and
Certification of Service Omitted)

03/14/12

1

RAO000001-66

Opposition to the Plaintiffs” Motion to
Remand

04/02/12

RA000067-80

Plaintiffs” Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in Support of Plaintiffs
Motion for Order Granting Leave to File
Second Amended Complaint (Exhibits
Omitted)

04/12/12

RA000081-110

California Reconveyance Company’s
Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for
Order Granting Leave to File Second
Amended Complaint (Exhibits Omitted)

04/30/12

RA000111-121

Federal Court Order Granting Motions to
Dismiss with Prejudice

01/02/13

RA000122-136

Notice of Appeal (Attachments Omitted)

01/29/13

RA000137-138

Defendants’ Joint Motion to Bifurcate
and Limit Discovery to Named Plaintiffs
in Initial Phase of Discovery (Exhibits
Omitted)

06/15/16

RA000139-155

Discovery Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

10/05/16

RA000156-164

Notice of Department Reassignment

10/26/16

RA000165

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations from Hearing on July
20, 2016

11/15/16

RA000166-178

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations for Hearing on
September 21, 2016

11/15/16

RA000179-197




DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

12/13/16

1

RA000198-211

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba

Trustee Corps’ Memorandum in

Opposition to Motion for Partial

Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs

Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota;

_[I_)ﬁclar%tlon of Allan E. Ceran in Support
ereo

02/24/17

1,2

RA000212-292

8uality Loan Service Corporation’s
pposition to the Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

02/24/17

RA00293-316

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Cross-Motion Motion for
Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative,
Partial Summary Judgment Against
Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine
Sansota; Declaration of Allan E. Ceran in
Support Thereof

02/24/17

RA000317-392

MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’
Evidentiary Objections to Declaration of
Nicholas A. Boylan Filed in Support of
Sansota’s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment

02/24/17

RA000393-400

Declaration of Rande Johnsen in Support
of Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’: (1) Cross-Motion for
Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative,
Partial Summary Judgment Against
Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine
Sansota; and (2) Opposition to Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota

02/24/17

RA000401-475

Request for Judicial Notice in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’: (1) Cross-Motion for
Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative,
Partial Summary Judgment Against
Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine
Sansota; and (2) Opposition to Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
(Exhibit 8 Omitted)

02/24/17

2,3

RA000476-516




DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Objections to Additional
Evidence Filed Belatedly by Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

03/10/17

3

RA000517-524

MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’

Objections to the Separate Statement in

Support of Sansota’s Preliminary

Opposition to Trustee Corps’ Cross-
otion for Summary

03/10/17

RA000525-556

MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’
Objections to the SuPpIementaI Separate
Statement in Support of the Reply
Memorandum of Raymond Sansota and
Francine Sansota in Support of Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment

03/10/17

RA000557-566

Declaration of Jerett T. Yan in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba’
Trustee Corps’ Objections to Additional
Evidence Filed Belatedly by Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

03/10/17

3,4

RA000567-900

Declaration of Gloria Juarez in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Objections to Additional
Evidence Filed Beladtely by Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

03/10/17

RA000901-903

Declaration of Gloria Juarez in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Cross-Motion for
SummaryJudgment

03/10/17

RA000904-906

Declaration of Jerett T. Yan in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Cross-Motion for
Summary Judgment

03/13/17

4,5

RA000907-1202

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

03/17/17

RA001203-1217




DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

03/31/17

5

RA001218-1229

Quality Loan Service Corporation’s
Motion for Summary Judgment on
Amended Complaint

04/03/17

5,6,7

RA001230-1634

Defendant California Reconveyance
Company’s Motion for Summary
Judgment

04/04/17

7,8

RA001635-1820

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Joinder to Quality Loan
Service Corporation’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

04/07/17

RA001821-1823

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Joinder to California
Reconveyance Company’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

04/07/17

RA001824-1826

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

04/12/17

RA001827-1836

National Default Servicing Corporation’s
Joinder to Defendant California
Reconveyance Company’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

04/14/17

RA001837-1839

Reply in Support of Defendant California
Reconveyance Company’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

05/02/17

RA001840-1900




ALPHABETICAL INDEX

DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

California Reconveyance Company’s
Opposition to Plaintiffs” Motion for
Order Granting Leave to File Second
Amended Complaint (Exhibits Omitted)

04/30/12

1

RA000111-121

Declaration of Gloria Juarez in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Cross-Motion for
SummaryJudgment

03/10/17

RA000904-906

Declaration of Gloria Juarez in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Objections to Additional
Evidence Filed Beladtely by Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

03/10/17

RA000901-903

Declaration of Jerett T. Yan in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Cross-Motion for
Summary Judgment

03/13/17

RA000907-1202

Declaration of Jerett T. Yan in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba’
Trustee Corps’ Objections to Additional
Evidence Filed Belatedly by Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

03/10/17

RA000567-900

Declaration of Rande Johnsen in Support
of Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’: (1) Cross-Motion for
Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative,
Partial Summary Judgment Against
Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine
Sansota; and (2) Opposition to Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota

02/24/17

RA000401-475

Defendant California Reconveyance
Company’s Motion for Summary
Judgment

04/04/17

7,8

RA001635-1820

Defendants’ Joint Motion to Bifurcate
and Limit Discovery to Named Plaintiffs
in Initial Phase of Discovery (Exhibits

06/15/16

RAO000139-155




DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

Omitted)

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Cross-Motion Motion for
Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative,
Partial Summary Judgment Against
Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine
Sansota; Declaration of Allan E. Ceran in
Support Thereof

02/24/17

RA000317-392

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Joinder to California
Reconveyance Company’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

04/07/17

RA001824-1826

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Joinder to Quality Loan
Service Corporation’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

04/07/17

RA001821-1823

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba

Trustee Corps’ Memorandum in

Opposition to Motion for Partial

Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs

Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota;

_[I_)ﬁclarz%tlon of Allan E. Ceran in Support
ereo

02/24/17

RA000212-292

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’ Objections to Additional
Evidence Filed Belatedly by Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

03/10/17

RA000517-524

Discovery Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

10/05/16

RA000156-164

Federal Court Order Granting Motions to
Dismiss with Prejudice

01/02/13

RA000122-136

MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’
Evidentiary Objections to Declaration of
Nicholas A. Boylan Filed in Support of
Sansota’s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment

02/24/17

RA000393-400

MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’

Objections to the Separate Statement in

Support of Sansota’s Preliminary

BPp_osmon to Trustee Corps’ Cross-
otion for Summary

03/10/17

RA000525-556




DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’
Objections to the Supplemental Separate
Statement in Support of the Reply
Memorandum of Raymond Sansota and
Francine Sansota in Support of Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment

03/10/17

3

RA000557-566

National Default Servicing Corporation’s
Joinder to Defendant California
Reconveyance Company’s Motion for
Summary Judgment

04/14/17

RA001837-1839

Notice of Appeal (Attachments Omitted)

01/29/13

RA000137-138

Notice of Department Reassignment

10/26/16

RA000165

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

12/13/16

RA000198-211

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

03/17/17

RA001203-1217

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

03/31/17

RA001218-1229

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations

04/12/17

RA001827-1836

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations from Hearing on July
20, 2016

11/15/16

RA000166-178

Notice of Entry of Discovery
Commissioner’s Report and
Recommendations for Hearing on
September 21, 2016

11/15/16

RA000179-197

Opposition to the Plaintiffs’ Motion to
Remand

04/02/12

RAO000067-80

Plaintiffs’ Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in Supgort of Plaintiffs
Motion for Order Granting Leave to File
Second Amended Complaint (Exhibits
Omitted)

04/12/12

RA000081-110




DESCRIPTION

FILE DATE

VOLUME

PAGE

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Remand to Nevada
State Court, Pursuant to the “Local
Controversy Exception” to the Class
Action Fairness Act I:SPIalntlffs.’ Request
for Judicial Notice, Related Exhibits, and
Certification of Service Omitted)

03/14/12

1

RAO000001-66

Quality Loan Service Corporation’s
Motion for Summary Judgment on
Amended Complaint

04/03/17

5,6,7

RA001230-1634

8uality Loan Service Corporation’s
pposition to the Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

02/24/17

RA00293-316

Request for Judicial Notice in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’: (1) Cross-Motion for
Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative,
Partial Summary Judgment Against
Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine
Sansota; and (2) Opposition to Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota
(Exhibit 8 Omitted)

02/24/17

2,3

RA000476-516




st #: 20100 7280001789

¢ - % ’ Fres: $14.00
- RIC Fep: $26.00
07/28/2010 10:31:27 AM

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO AND Roeelpt i, 442038
REGORDING REQUESTED 8Y: Requeator:

Wad 2 ﬁ b ‘Lf’] b L’f FIBELITY NATIONAL DEFAULT §
Trustée CStpd Reearded By: BTN Pys: 2
30 Corporate Park, Sulta 400 DEBBIE CONWAY
Irvine , CA 93606 CLARK COUNTY RECORDER

The undessigned hereby afffrms that there is no Soatal Security number contalned in this document.

Trustea Sale No, NVOBOD3790+10-1  Loan No,REDACTED .
APN: 175-34-614-164 Title Order No: 100427843-NV-LPI

ASSIGNMENT OF DEER QF TRUST

Far Value Recalved, fhe undetsigned corporation hereby grants, assigns, and transfers to: WELLS FARGO
BANK, N.A. all beneflelal Interest under that certaln Deed of Trust dated as of January 27, 2004 executed
by RAYMOND R SANSOTA AND FRANCINE M BANSOTA, HUSBAND AND WIFE, as Trustor(s), to
UNITED TITLE OF NEVADA as Trustee, and recordsd January 30, 2004, as Instrument No, 03803 In
Book 20040130, of Officlal Racords, in the office of the County Recorder of Clark County, NV togsther with
the Promissory Note secured by sald Desd of Trust and also all rights mecrued or 1o accrue under said

Deed of Trust.

SEE ATTACHED LEGAL EXHIBIT .

Dated: 07/16/2010 MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC
AS NOMINEE FOR LENDER AND LENDERS
SUCGESSORS OR ASSIGNEES

Ot

By: Juhn Kem% Assistant Secretary
ke wnex

State of  South Carollna
County of York

On July 21, 2010 before me, Caralyn M. Evans Notary Public In end for said counly, personally dppeared John
Kennarly who proved fo me on the basis of salisfaclary svidence o be the parson(y} whose nama(s) is/are
subscriced to the within Instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they axecuted the sama In hisfhet/their
authorized capacity(iss), and that by hister/thelr slgnature(s) on the Instrument the persan{s), or the entity upon
bahall of which the peraon(s) ected, executed the ingtrument, -

§ corlify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the Stale of South Carokina the foregeing paragraph is
true angd corract.
WITNESS my hand end officlal seal,

v
Signsture /;”Xé»/ Ll QW {Seal)

CAROLVN M.EVANS
NOTARY PUBLIC

SQUTH CAROLINA
MY GOMMISSION EXPIRES QB/1B/2019 |

TCO00022

RA000501




K
ke

Trusies Sale No, NVRA003788-10~1 - Loan No,REDACTER
APN: 178-34-614-164 Title Order No; 100427843-NV-LP|

EXHIBIT

Parcel I;

Lot Two (2) I Biock Flfty-Five (56) of the Plat of QLD VEGAS RANCH UNIT 1 (HIGH NOON), a Gommon
interest Communlty, as shown by map theraof an fife In Book 106 of Pials, Page 8}, In the Office of the
County Reoorder of Clark County, Nevada.

Together with assoclated Garage Unlt as set forth In the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and

Rastrictions and Reservation of Easements of High Noen at Old Vegas Ranch, recarded Oclober 09, 2002
in Book 20021009 a3 Document No. 00581

Parce1 11!
A nomsexclusive easament of raasonable ingress, agress and usa [n, to and over the common elements as

get forfh end subject to the Declaratlon of Cavenants, Condifions and Resticlions and Reservation of
Easements for OLD VEGAS RANCH recorded October 3, 2002 In Book 20021003 as Document No,

01588, Officlal records.

TCO00023.

RA000502
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inet & 2010072800036%3
Fons; $215.00
NIC Fae: 30,00
APN; 176-34-614-164 OTi2R/2010 03:28:00 PM
Recelipt #: 443858
Requeston
HECORDING REQUESTED BY: FIDELITY NATIONAL DEFAULT 8
tvsriﬁﬂlf; ggggg?; VALLTO Recurded By; BOL Pgs 3
DEEBIE CONWAY
Truates Corpk CLARK COUNTY RECORDER

30 Corporaty Park, Sulte 400
Irvine , CA 92606

The undorstgned hersby affirma that thera |s ho Bttt Sourity numbgr comtefned in e dosument,
Trysteo Sale Ng, NV0GOOS798-10:1 REDACTED o
1558 WARD FRONTIER LANE HENDERSON NV BSE
Title Qrder Not100427643-NV-LP)

NOTICE OF BREACH ANDgEggg&T AND OF ELECTION TQ
SALE OF REAL PROPERTY UNDER DEED OF TRUST

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: MTC FINANCIAL dba TRUSTEE CORPS is elthar
the criginal rustes, the duly appolned subsilivied tusles, o aoting as agenl Tor the trustes Of
beneficlary under that cerain Daed of Trust {togathar with any modifications thereto, the “Dead of
Trust) dated Jenvary 27, 2004, vxeculsd by RAYMOND B BANBUTA AND FRANCINE M
SANSOTA, HUBBAND AND WIFE, e frustor In favor of MORYGAGE ELECTRONIC
REGISTRATION BYSTEMS, INQ, ACTING SOLELY A% NOMINEE FOR LENDER AND
LENDER'S SUGCESSORS AND ASSIGNS as Bensflolary and CH MOHTGAGE COMPANY |,
YD, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP ag lender under Desd of Trus| recorded an January 30, 2004, 85
Jnstrument No. 03803, In Book 20040120 of Otticll Records in the offloe of e County regondar of
Clark County, Nevadg, and thal

The Deed of Trust secures the payment of and the petiormanae of cartah ohligations, nehxding,
bt not limiad tg, the obligations wet forth In that centaln Promissory Note with a faoe amount of
$128,800,00 (together with any modifications therete the *Note“}, and that

A breagh of, and default in, the obiigaions for which sald Daad of Trust Is sacutlly hee ocqured In
that the Trustor has falled to perform cbligations pursuent to of undss the Nots and/or Deed of
Trust, spacilically: fallad o pey paymeants which became dug; THE INSTALLMENT OF PRINCIPAL
ANG INTEREST - WHICH BECAME DUE ON 12/01/2008 AND ALL SUBSEQUENT
INSTALLMENTS OF PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST, ALONG WITH LATE CHARGES, PLUS
FORECLOSURE FEES AND COBTS AND ATTORNEY FEES. PLUS ALL OF THE TERMS AND
CONDITIONS AS PER THE DEED OF TRUST, PROMISSORY NOTE AND RELATED LOAN
DOGUMENTS.

That by raasen therec! the present Beneflolary Under euch Desd of Trust has exesuted and
galivered to pald duly appolntad Trustes & written Daclaration of Defaull and Demand for Sale and
has depoglted with sajd duly appolnted Trustes suah Doed of Trust and all doguments ovidencing
obiigations seoured theraby and has deslarad and dnes harsby dotiare all suma secured thersby
immediately dup and payable and has elpcied and dove hareby olact 1o cayse the (rust propenty to
be sold 1o sallsly the obligatione secursd thevely.

RA000504




NOTICE
You may have the right 1o cure the dsfault hereon and relnutate the one obligation secured by such
Bead of Trust sbova desodbod, Section NRS 107.080 pemlte certzin defacils 1o be curad upon
the payment of the amounts tequked by that statidory section without reguiring payment of 1hal
porlion o princlpal and Intorest which would not be due hed no default vocured, Whers
reinstatement 1a posslbla, i the defaul fa not oursd within the statutory petied set forth In Sectlon
NRS 107,086, the tigh of relnstatement wil terminate and the property may thereafter b sold,
‘The Trustor mey have the right to bring & coun action to agyert the nonexistence of & defeull or
any ather defanse of Trustor to agseleration and Safe.

To determing if raingtatement is possible and the amount, i any, to cure the detault, contack
WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A,

/O TRUSTEE CORPS,

90 Cuarporata Park, Sulle 400

Irvine , OA 82606

Phong No.; 848-262-8300

Dated; July 27,2010

MTC EINANGIAL tng tha Trustea Corps as Agent for the Benefiolary
By: LS} Title Ageney, Inc., s Agent

A3 gl
By: Norma Gonzalez

Siatsof  Calllomla
County of  Qrange

On July 28, 2010 bafore mo ALt 0 - SN ZrNotary Publle 1n and for said
cotnty, persanlly appeared Nomma Gonzalez who proved fo me on the basls of sullstaqtery
evidenca to bo the person{sighose namejs} Grre subsorbed to the wilhin instrument
acknowledged tosme that heghelihgy exeoutad the sama In hh alr authorlzed capacl %,
and that by hl alr slgnaturelé) on the etrument the perserys), of {he entity upon behalf of
which the personé aoted, execufad the instrument,

| gertlly under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the faws of the Slate of Galifornia the loregolng
paragaph Is true and gorrect, '

SR ENEDINA O,
WITNESS fgy hed and offloia seal. ZRY Commision ¢ 1774156
@}:‘?’ Nolaty Publlc v Calitqinia i

;r'.r.. o/ Qrahge Counly £
Signature t Eprs A ). 2012 (Seal

RA000505
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Dactimanis provided by UpsaTres LLG via ¥ pmpdstary bangion aad daibery rstant Copryright AAT, LAGhIK reseivad

inet # 201102080003078

Fees: 16,00

NIC Fee: $25.00
282011 03:12:92 P
Receipt # 870209
Requesior:

RECORDING REQUESTED BY: L&I TITLE AGENQY tHC.

APN: 179-34-614-164

Recorded By: GILKE Pys: 2

WHEN RECORDED MAH. TO: DEBRBIE CONWAY

Trustas Cor
b CLARK COUNTY RECORDER

17100 Gillette Ava
Irvine, CA 92614

The undarsigned heraby affirms thal thare is no Sodlel Securty nutmbor contalnod In this desumant
Trustoe Sale No. NVOS003708-10-1  Titls Order Na:100427843-NV-LPl Gilent Reference Number:

NOTICE OF TRUSTEE'S SALE
IMPORTANT NOTICE TO PROPERTY OWHNER

YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER A DEED OF TRUST AND SEGURITY AGREEMENT
DATED January 27, 2004, UNLESS YOU TAKE ACTION TO PROTECT YOUR
PROPERTY, IT MAY BE SOLD AT A PUBLIC SALE. [F YOU NEED AN EXPLANATION OF
THE NATURE OF THE PROCEEDINGS AGAINST YOU, YOU SHOULD GONTACT A

LAWYER,

On March 8, 2011, at 10:00 AW, MTC FINANCIAL INC dba Trustee Corps, as duly appointsd
Trustee WILL SELL AT FUBLIC AUCTION TO THE HIGHEST BIDDER FOR CASH at the front
entrance to Navada Legal News located at 930 §, 4TH Street, Las Vagas, NV, all right, tille
and interest conveyed o and now hald by it under and pursuant to Deed of Trust Recorded on
January 30, 2004, as |astrument No. 08803, in Book 20040130 of the Officlai Records In the
offics of the Recordar of Clatk County, Nevada, executed by RAYMOND R SANSOTA AND
FRANCINE M SANSOTA, HUSBAND AND WIFE, as Trustor, Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., as
Ben;?ciary, ali that cerlaln properly situated In sald County and State, and more commonily
deacribad as:

AS MORE FULLY DESCRIBED ON SAID DEED OF TRUST

The propery heretofore described Is being sold “as is*, The stree! address and other commion
designation, If any, of the real proparty describad above is purparted to be:
1559 WARD FRONTIER LANE, HENDERSON, NV 88015

The undarsigned Trustee disclalms any liabiiity for any Incorrecinass of the street address and
other comitnon dasighation, If any, shown herein, Sald will be mads, but without covenant or
warmanty exprass or implied, regarding tithe, possesslon or encumbrances, ie pay the remalning
unpald balance of the ohligations secursd by the property to be sold and reasonably estimated
costs, expensos and advancas as of the first publication date of this Notloe of Trustee's Sale, 1o
wit: $130,481.31 estimated. Accrued interest and additional ndvances, if any, will increase the
figurd prior 1o sale, The propetty offered for sale excludes all funds held on account by the

property receiver, if applicable,

Beneficiary's bld at sale may Include all or part of said amount. In addiffon to cash, the Trustee
wiil accept, all payable at time of sale in lawful monsey of the Unlled States a Cashist's check
drawn by @ state or national bank, a cheok drawn by a state or federal credit unlon, or a check
drawn by o state or faderal savinga and loan asscciafion, savings assoclation, or savings bank

3587

RA000507




Dertiwanta praedisd by DstTies LG v e prapritary imaglsd anc delinry systam Coprrighit 2003, Al dghite tatétyedf

specified in the applicable sections of the Nevada Administrative Code and authorized to do
buginess In the State of Nevada, or other such funds acceptable to the Trustee.

The bensficiary under the Deed of Trust heretofora exacuted and delivered to the undersignsd, a
written Declaration of Default and Demand for Sale. The undersigned caused sald Notice of
Breach and Dafaull and of Election to Cause Sale of Real Property Under Dead of Trust to be
recorded in the Counly where the real property Is located and more than three months have

slapsed since such recordation.

if tho Trustes Is anable (o senvey fith for anv reason, the auccessiul hiddese sgle and
sxcluslvé remedy shall be the return of monles pald to the Trustes snd the successful
bidder shall have no further recourss,

SALE INFORMATION CAN BE OBTAINED ON LINE AT www.lpsasep,.com
AUTOMATED SALES INFORMATION PLEASE CALL 714-250-7850

Dated: February 4, 2011

MTC FINANCIAL INC dba Trustes Cotps
TS No. NV09003788-10-1 ..
17100 Gilletis Ave

Irvine, CAB2614
i 9“252'.830%/(/\; /M
? A A re

Clarisa Gastelum , Autharized Signature

State of Californla Jss.
County of Qrange Jss
g em Glsudio Martinaz ‘
On February 4, 2011, before me, . Notary Publle, parscnally
appearsd _Clatisa Gastelum , who proved to me on the basls of safisfactory evidence 1o

be the parson(s} whose nams(s) lsfare subscribed to fhe within Instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/shefthey executed the same In his/her/thelr authorized
capacity(les), end that by his/her/their slgnature(s) on the insttument the person(s), or the
entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrumant.

{ cerfify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing paragraph is true and corract.
A A A P

CLAUDIO MARTINEZ. &
COMM, #1884820 @

WITNESS my hand and official seal, o

M1 HOTARY FUBLIG » QALIFORNIA 2
-

N "'// " ey OQRANGYE COUNTY
Notary Name : ﬁ Wl _Comm, Exp JILY 4, 2014 §
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‘A):JDAM:\!L TAX STATEMENTS TO:) D%EBBIE C ONWAY Pl
*THE PREM DEFERRED TRUST CLARK COUNTY RECORDER
8360 W. BAHARA AVE, #150 o
LAS VEGAS,NV 69117

Vit REVE Ih1x U0 B Reaviis & 140 GhIF}
Trustes Sale No.NV08003708-10-1, Losn No. REDACTED Title Order No. 100427843-NV-

LPI
TRUSTEE'S DEED UPOIN SALE
The undarsignhed grantor declares:
) The Grantes herein was not the foreslosing beneficlary.
2) The amount of the unpald debt together with costs was: §133,686.50
8} The amount pald by the grantaa at the rustes sale was: 561,000.60
) Fhve documentaty transfr tax fs: $ 260 1Y
5)-8ald property is In tha cify of:  HENDERSON

and MTC FINANCIAL Iné.,.dba TRUSTEE GORPS, herein called "Trustee", as Truslee {or.as - -
BuabeEser 1 fuster) of the Deed of Trusi herginafler desosibed, heceby grants end conveys,bul
withotit civatidnt oF waranly, express or implled, to THE PREM DEFERRED TRUST Heréin
calfod SGrantee™, the real property In the County of Olark, State of Nevale, descilbéd as follows!
-parcel i ., _ sy e
Lok Ty (4 1h Blodk Fifty-Five (85) of the Plat of OLD VEGAS RANGH UNIT 1 {HIGH NGOH),
,; .qugg'pf.i “hiterest Community, na shown by map therdof on file I Book 108 of Flits,
Fage’ Lo : ’ T

it of the Ghunty Rocorder of Clark County, Nevata,

Topother with -assaclated Garage Unit as set fort in the Declaratlon of cgjizéh'én{s,
Conditiong and Restrictions and Ressrvation of Essemerits of Righ-Noon at Ol Végas

Ranch, fecdrded Octohsr 08, 2002 in Book 20024000'as Décumant No, 00581

Parce4 1

A non-exclusive easement of reasonable ingress, ogrogs and use In, to and ovar the
common elements as aet f6rth 40t gubest o the Doslaration of Covendnts, Ganditions
and Rostrictions and Revarvation of Exsemontsfor OLD VEGAS RANCH racordid Octobisr
3, 2002 I Briok 20021093 ds Docuimant No, 01589, Offical retois.

CLARK, NV Page 1 of 3 ‘ Printéd on 12/4/2015 9:59:52 AM
Document: DED TRS 2011.0331.3069
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Branch :LPO,User ;YMON Comment:

This gead is mede pursyant lo tha authorily snd bowers given {o Trustes {or to Sucosssor
Trustea) by law and by that cerlain Desd of Trust dated January 27, 2004, made to RAYMOND R
SANSOTA ARD FRANCINE M SANSQTA, HUSBAND AND WIFE and recorded on January 30, 2004,
45 Instrumant No, 03803 of Offical Records in the offies of the Recorder of Clark County,

Nevada, Trustes (or Successor Trustes) having cémiplled with aft spplicabls statutsty provisions
and having perfarinad all of his dullss under the eald Deed of Trust, Alf requirements of law and
of sald Deed of Trust relating o this sale and 10 notice thereb! hdving” basn complled with.
Pursuent to the Nolice of Trustea's Bale, the above described property was sold by Trustes (or
Succedsor Truslee) at publlc auction on 0340812041 el the placa spaclfiad In sald Nolics, lo
Grantsa who was the highast bldder therefor, for $54,000.00 cash, in lawful moray of tha Unlted
Btalag, which has been pald. . R

Dited; 03/08/2011
MTC FINANGIAL, [N, dba TRUSTEE CORPS

Blns

Glogh TuARBE. .

A3 AN ADCONMQDATION ONLY
ARDWITHOYT LIABILITY
Slate of CALIFORNIA
County of QRANGE

on 3]\3‘ i i befora e, A?%‘ﬂ'{«mv COW‘(Y‘M’W . @ nolary public
personally appeared glmu Tvaver who proved to ma on the basls of satlsfaclory
evidence to ba the person(s) whose namals) isfate subsaribed 1o the wilhin Instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/she/thay execulad the same in his/har/their authorized capadlty(ies),
and that by his/her/thelr slgnatire(s} on the thstrument the persan(s), ar the entily upon behast of
which the person(s) acted, executed the insirument,

I corify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the Stale of Califomia that the
faregolng paragraph s frue and corract,

WITNEBS my hend and officlal seal,

s O

Notary Fubllc in and for sald County snd Sfals

DRIANA CONTRERA
Yy by 09 g
$ thMM£ #égu% iFonHA 3

ANGEQOUNTY
Wﬁ‘ém 8, X114

THIS INBTHUMENT 1S HEGORDED

Station 1d :RXEM

CLARK,NV

Dacument; BED TRS 2011.0331.3069

Page 2 of 3

Printed an 12/4/2015 9:59:53 AM
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CLARK, NV

Comment:

STATE OF NEYADA
DRECLARATION OF VALUE FORM
{. Assessor Parcel Numbei(s)
&]79-34-814-164
B,
o,
4,
2. Type of Praperty:
ald vacant Land
o[} Condortvmhss al) 24 piex
o] Apt. Bldp YC] Coymnm’ i nd’t
gE] Agricuitoral b [ Mobite Rome

0 Other,
3, Total Value/Sales Price of Property 531,00006
b. Deed in Licu of Foreslosuse Only {valuc of { 3
propesty) $81.600.00
¢, Transfer Tax Value: S Apd 1o
d. Real Property Fransfer Tax Due ;
4. xemption Claimed)
a.Transfor Tax Bxetuption per NAS 175.090, Seotfon
b.Explain Reason for Exsnption:

b m Slngle Fam. Res. g [Zg{kl"lP,CORDER‘S OI’T%S?;L USE ONLY

Dale ;)f Recording:
Notes:

b=

5 Partia] Intorest: Percentage bobng trmnsferced; _[EXD %

The undersigned declares and acknowledges,under penalty of perjury, pursuant to NRS
375,060 and NRS 375.119, that the information provided is corruet 10 the best of thelr
information ond béHef, and can bo supported by documentation if called upon lo subslantivte the
information provided herstn, Furtinnors, the partles agree that dis allownnee of any cigimed
sxemption, or other determinution of additionsl tax due,may result in & penally of 10% of the tex
due plus intsrest at 19@ h. Pursusnt to NRS 375,030, the Buyer and Saller shall be

wny additionnl stnount owed,
TFrasfee 3e€ ORFIGHR
Capacity _Girnntor

Signat Capnelty | Granis
LLER (GRANTOX) X 0 (REQUIRKD)
(REQUIRED) Print Name:THE PREM DEFERRED TRUST

Prnt Name: Trustes Corps, — Address:8360 W. SAHARA AVE. #160

Addresst 17100 Gilleite Avenug Clty: LAS VEGAS

City: Irvine State: NY Zp:gdi17

Stater CA______ Zips 92614

BUY E) INFORMATION

Cop NY/PERION RIEQUESTING RECO Giretmired $Enol saller ar buyer)

Print Name: pyepofi oz o Esvrow #:_ 2. 575 20y & F

Address: Bl BT

City: State: M 2lp: m,?:;’[gg o
Page 3 of 3

Document: DED TRS 2011.0331.3069

Station Id :RXEM

Printed on 12/4/2015 9:59:53 AM
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CLERK OF THE GOURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COANTY, NEVADA

JEPERBY BENKR, 2 Mevadavesident; CAMILY
MAR F{NE“Z’ A Ciliomie resideint
ANAMARTINGZ, n Californid cesidest;
FRANK BEINTA, o Nevada resident;
FACIUELING: SCINTA, a:Nevada residunt:

SUBANTHIORTH, & anda resitent;

RAYMONE SANSOTA, r.Ohko resident
FRANCINE SANSOTA, s Ohie sestdent
SANDRA FUHN, & Nevada resident; J «»SUS
GOMEZ, a Nevada resident, 8HLVIA GOMEZ, a
Nevade residenty DONNA HERRERA, a« Novada
roxkdent; ANTOINETTE GILL, a- Nevada.
rodident; JESBE HENNIGAN, o Nevade rostdent
KIM MOOERE, a Nevady rosident; TIHOMAS
MOORE, a Nevada gesient, SUSAN KALLEN,
¢ Nevada wvident; ROBERT MANTIARICH, i
Newwadpregslddons, JAMES NICQ, a Wovada
residint and PATRICIA T AGELTAMONTE, &
Nevada rostdelt

Plaiptifs,
,

QUATITY LOAN SERVICE CORPORATION,
& California Corporation; ARPLETON

PR()PE RYIES, LEC, & Novdda Limited Liahility-

( ompany Ml(‘ EINANCIAL, INC, dba
EEJ%H SLCORRY, a ¢ aliforria C mporation;

CABE MO: A-11-649857-C

Hoorsble Busan W, Scann

mm 2}

PLAINTIFES OPPOSITION TO
DERENBANTS® JOINT MOTION L0
DIIMISE FLAINTINES SECOND
AVIENDED COMPLAINT

CLASS ACTIONS

ARBEFRATION EXEMPTION
CLAIMED:
Purguant to NAR 3(A)
{. Agfiua Concerning Title to Rea]
k‘rnpar&y,
2. Class Action: and

3. Astion Seeldng E(%mtabie and/or

Extrporvdinary Retbef

Jury Teial Bemanded
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B. The Prior QLS Orger £ Distingyishable on the Critieal Facts

As redterated thronghout this brisf, aveording o the text of the order from Dept. 16 in the
P

QLS matter, the Cont Himited its desevmination to the simple Teet that QLS did nothing other than

record 4 notice of default {and possibly conduct the sale). The facts ot issve here, as pled in the

SAC, depiet & very different sconaric, which itemizes a vadety of debt collgetion activities,

inciuding demanding payments, receiving payments, forwarding paymens, soliciting from the

banks the opportanily © get on thelr bebalf 1o collect the debrs, seeking payment by cashier’s

checks and/or wire transfers made payable to Defendants, all a3 collection agents for the lenders,

&g,

. The Prior QLS Opder Is Incorrect on Iis Face

For exarple, it seems that there §s a glaring legal ervor on the face of the QLS order from
Department 16 that is relied upon by Defendante here. In the “Conclusions of Law,” paragraph
nubers 2 and 3 thereof, it appears that Judge Williams based his order in substantial part ona
determination that the California company, QLE, was nol doing business in the State of Nevada
purguant to NRS 80.015. It is inexplivable that the order did not olie or disouss the contrary,
dispositive portion of that smme statuie, with respect to the issue, Specifically, NRS 80.015(4)Xb)
provides specifically that; *“The faet thet & person is not doing business in this state within the
meaning of this seotion . . . [djoes not affect the applicability of any other provision of law with
respect to the person and may not be offered as a defense or Introduced in evidencs in any civil
aetion, . . . involving an alleged violation of chapter 597, 598,” or 598A of NRS.” The issue of
whether (L8 was doing business i the State as set forth in NRS 80.015 is not even allowed to be

an issue on This matier, yei it was the basls of Judge Williams® order

B. There &re Numerous and Critical Defecis in the Federal Trial Conrt Orders Relied
Urpen by Defendants

"NRS 598.0923(1) defines a deceptive trade practice in the covrse of a person’s
business or occupation when he or she knowingty conducts the bosiness or
occupation without all required state, county, or city licenses.

Case No,: A~ E-649857-C

RA000515




TH Tanguage of NRS 649 is plain, the legistative history helps s sbow that Neveda never intentded to
2 || exempt collection agencies. frow otherwise applicable licensing reguirenients when carrying out
3| nen-fudicial foreclostives as part of their debdt collection aetivities,
4 B Fhe Plain Lanpuspe and Refevant Lepisbitive Fiivbore of NIRS 107 Support Plaingitls
5 Defendants’ reading of the plain langusge of NRS 107.028 is equally mistaken, As aninitisl
5 matter, althongh Defendants trirks much of he fanguage and Jegislative history 0 NRS 107,028,
. they Gai} to make clear thay this provision was added w NRS 107 o May and June. 2011 and only
5 wen tnfo effvet on Oetober 1, 201 1-—thus, NES 107.028 only was ensvted sud (nok effect ¢fior
9 wost-of the misconduct by Defenduuts thal s slleged by Maiuifa in thelr SAC.
10 Detendmats, whether interitionally o imadvertently, also misdivent the Cowt in their
11 churactorization of Plaimitfs’ allegations in the SAC Plaintifis do sol contend that el trustees
12 nnder ¢ deed of trust necessarily qualily as collection agencies pursuant to NRS 649.020, Rather,
13 Plaintiffs allepe that thaese Defendants by thelr alleged, speeific activitios werk in fact collection
14 agonoies under Nevadi law, sid eartied out the niisconduel complained of fo the SAC without the
15 Yicenses or ceftificates from the FID required by Nevada faw, Sew SAC, 91 1-20, 23, 34-38, 4245,
1 49, These Defendants are not insulated from fability for their miscondut sg unlicensed-collection
7 agencies by the fact that they gy have carrded ouf g tiny portion of those activilies acting as
18 trusiees under deeds of trust,
1. The Plain Language of NRS 107,028 Favors Plalntits Hew
19 Theplain anguage of NRE 1GY.028, relied o by Defendants, supports Flnintifis heve, The

20 Nevaty legistiture, By expressly identifsing the ten persons {dnelading entities) that may serve as
211 gtees under a deed of trust, ol fied amd wmade eloar that persons gualifying as licensest collection
22 agencies under NRS §49 oonldd be sty trustecy, NRE 107,028¢ 1. (Tt seems sigaifiosnt that

23 Drefetidants, whils contsading they are rof collestioh agencies, fail to state which entity among the
244 oy express categosies lisiod in NRS 107,038 they are, if nor the colloction agency aatepery!) Under
25 || WRS 107.028, collestion sgeneies ay defined by NRS 649 can serve ae trustees of deeds of trust
26 thusg, while ot all tnstess wnder deads of trogt are Heensed collection ageneies, some of theng-
27| such oy Defondanss hore—will be. There is absolutely nothing, however, to stggest hat the Nevada

&8

Case Mo A-1[-649857-C
=

RA000516
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SANTA ANA

Richard J. Reynolds, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 11864

E-mail: rreynolds@bwslaw.com

Allan E. Ceran

Admitted Pro Hac Vice

E-mail: aceran@bwslaw.com

BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP
1851 East First Street, Suite 1550

Santa Ana, CA 92705-4067

Tel: 949.863.3363  Fax: 949.863.3350

Michael R. Brooks, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 7287

E-mail: mbrooks@brookshubley.com
BROOKS HUBLEY, LLP

1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 60

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Tel: 702.851.1191  Fax: 702.851.1198

Electronically Filed
03/10/2017 04:34:12 PM
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CLERK OF THE COURT

Attorneys for Defendant MTC FINANCIAL INC.

dba TRUSTEE CORPS

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JEFFREY BENKO, a Nevada resident;
CAMILO MARTINEZ, a California
resident; ANA MARTINEZ, a California
resident; FRANK SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; JACQUELINE SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; SUSAN HIJORTH, a Nevada
resident; RAYMOND SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; FRANCINE SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; SANDRA KUHN, a Nevada
resident; JESUS GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; SILVIA GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; DONNA HERRERA, a Nevada
resident; ANTOINETTE GILL, a Nevada
resident; JESSE HENNIGAN, a Nevada
resident; KIM MOORE, a Nevada resident;
THOMAS MOORE, a Nevada resident;
SUS KALLEN, a Nevada resident;
ROBERT MANDARICH, a Nevada
resident; JAMES NICO, a Nevada resident
and PATRICIA TAGLIAMONTE, a
Nevada resident

Plaintiffs,
vs.

QUALITY LOAN SERVICE

LA #4846-5229-6005 v1

Case No. A-11-649857-C

Dept. No.: 19
(ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)

DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba
TRUSTEE CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO
ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE FILED
BELATEDLY BY PLAINTIFES
RAYMOND SANSOTA AND FRANCINE
SANSOTA IN SUPPORT OF THEIR
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

[DECLARATIONS OF GLORIA
JUAREZ AND JERETT T. YAN IN
SUPPORT THEREOF AND MTC
FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO SANSOTA’S
SUPPLEMENTAL SEPARATE
STATEMENT FILED CONCURRENTLY
HEREWITH]

Hearing Date:
Time:

March 14, 2017
9:00 a.m.

DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA

-1- TRUSTEE CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO

ADDITIONAT, RVIDEVMCERT RN
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SANTA ANA

CORPORATION, a California Corporation;
APPLETON PROPERTIES, LLC, a Nevada
Limited  Liability = Company; MTC
FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS,
a California Corporation; MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc.,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED SERVICE;
NATIONAL DEFAULT SERVICING
CORPORATION, a Arizona Corporation;
CALIFORNIA RECONVEYANCE
COMPANY, a California Corporation; and
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

I PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

The memorandum of defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps (“Trustee Corps™)
in opposition to the motion for partial summary judgment of plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and
Francine Sansota (“Sansota™) identified as a éentral and fatal deficiency of Sansota’s 500 page
plus motion the utter absence of any evidence demonstrating that Trustee Corps interacted in any
fashion with Sansota. In his reply papers, Sansota adds to the already voluminous record in this
matter by improperly attempting to inject new evidence to which Trustee Corps has not had
notice and an opportunity to respond, which supposed evidence in itself is objectionable on a
variety of grounds, and which, with regard to Sansota’s newly-raised claim that he received
telephone calls from Trustee Corps, is inadmissible, contrary to his sworn interrogatory
responses, and demonstrably false. Accordingly, Trustee Corps objects to the Court’s
consideration of any of such evidence in commection with Sansota’s motion for partial summary
Jjudgment.

1L SANSOTA’S NEW EVIDENCE WAS NOT FILED WITH SANSOTA’S

MOVING PAPERS AND TRUSTEE CORPS HAS NOT HAD A FAIR
OPPORTUNITY TO RESPOND TO IT

Trustee Corps objects to all of the new evidence filed with Sansota’s reply papers on the

ground that it has not received fair notice and an opportunity to respond to the additional facts

) DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA
LA #4846-5229-6005 v1 L= TRUSTEE CORPS’ OBJE O
ADDITIONAT, FVIDR%?@@%?,{D
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H SoRinam, LD

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SANTA ANA

raised therein.! Within his 45 page reply memorandum, Sansota filed a new declaration of
Nicholas Boylan, a new declaration of Raymond Sansota, and a supplemental separate statement
in support of Sansota’s motion for partial summary judgment. The Boylan declaration attaches
voluminous portions of deposition transcripts, exhibits, and, apparently, a flash drive.? In
addition to having been filed after Trustee Corps filed its opposition papers, the new separate
statement purports to add at least 13 new facts to which Trustee Corps has not had an opportunity
to respond. With the exception of one deposition transcript, all of this evidence was available to
Sansota at the time it filed its motion for summary judgment. To the extent that Sansota believed
that it needed to provide evidence in support of its motion, such evidence should have been
provided with its moving papers. Corson & Gruman Co. v. N.L.R.B., 899 ¥.2d 47, 50 (D.C. Cir.
1990) (“We require petitioners and appellants to raise all of their arguments in the opening brief
to prevent “sandbagging” of appellees and respondents and to provide opposing counsel the
chance to respond.”).

It would be fundamentally unfair and a denial of Trustee Corps’ right to due process to
consider such materials in connection with Sansota’s motion. “The reply brief is not intended to
be the brief that shows for the first time the movant's evidentiary support for the relief sought in
the his or her opening brief. Where a movant injects evidence in a reply brief that should have
been included in the opening brief, the movant could fail to afford the nonmovant an opportunity
for further response. Under such circumstances, the court has discretion to decline to consider the
new evidence.” Lewis v. Gotham Ins. Co., 2009 WL 3698028, at *1 (S.D. Cal.). See also U.S. ex
rel. Hendow v. Univ. of Phoenix, 2009 WL 2705851, at *3 (E.D. Cal.) (“{i]t is improper for a
moving party to introduce new facts in the reply brief than those presented in the moving papers”
when those facts could have been presented in the opening brief). The Court should sustain this
objection in full and decline to consider Sansota’s belatedly raised evidence introduced for the

first time in its reply brief.

! While Trustee Corps has been able to prepare objections to the new facts, it has not had an opportunity to respond
to Sansota’s arguments in his reply papers based on such supposed facts.

2 To date, Trustee Corps has been unable to open the contents of the flash drive emailed to it by Sansota’s counsel’s
office. Its counsel’s IT department is being brought in to assist.

DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA
LA #4846-5229-6005 v1 -3- TRUSTEE CORPS’ OBJECATIQEB TO
ADDITIONAT. RVIDEMCE MPED
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SANTA ANA

III.  SANSOTA’S NEW SEPARATE STATEMENT, IN ADDITION TO

HAVING BEEN IMPROPERLY FILED WITH SANSOTA’S REPLY

PAPERS, IS ITSELF OBJECTIONALBE ON A VARIETY OF GROUNDS

The additional “facts” set forth in Sansota’s supplemental separate statement (which
Sansota incorporates into his reply memorandum as facts supporting the arguments in his motion
and to which Trustee Corps has not had an opportunity to respond) are largely inadmissible.
Trustee Corps hereby incorporates by reference herein the objections to Sansota’s new evidence
raised in its “Objections to the Supplemental Separate Statement in Support of the Reply
Memorandum of Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota in Support of Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment,” filed concurrently herewith.

IV.  SANSOTA’S NEWLY-RAISED CLAIM THAT TRUSTEE CORPS

TELEPHONED RAYMOND SANSOTA IS INADMISSIBLE, CONTRARY

TO HIS SWORN INTERROGATORY RESPONSES, AND BELIED BY HIS

OWN TELEPHONE RECORDS

In an attempt to establish that Sansota had some kind of an interaction with Trustee Corps
(however limited), Sansota includes in his new separate statement portions of the deposition
testimony of Raymond Sansota that Sansota asserts demonstrates that alleged fact. In addition to
unfairly ambushing Trustee Corps with this supposed fact after Trustee Corps had filed its
opposition to Sansota’s motion, the testimony is inadmissible, contrary to Raymond Sansota’s
sworn interrogatory responses, and belied by Raymond Sansota’s own telephone records. As set
forth in Trustee Corps® objections to Sansota’s new separate statement, the “facts” set forth in the
supplemental separate statement badly misstate Raymond Sansota’s testimony. More importantly
for purposes of this objection, the testimony is inadmissible because it lacks foundation and is
hearsay. Mr. Sansota could not identify name of the person who supposedly called him and could
not even remember if the person calling was male or female. He did not remember the specifics
of the alleged conversation. There is no foundation for the testimony, and, to the extent that it
purports to recite facts stated by the person at the other end of the call, it is hearsay. No facts are

set forth that would permit a finding that the man or woman at the other end of this supposed call

DEFENDANT MTCF INANCIAL INC. DBA
LA #4846-5229-6005 v1 -4 - TRUSTEE CORPS’ OBJ%%W TO
ADDITIONAT. EVIDERCE BT ED
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SANTA ANA

could make binding admissions on behalf of Trustee Corps.

Mr. Sansota’s testimony also contradicts his sworn discovery responses. On August 30,
2016, in his response to Request No. 1 of Trustee Corps’ first set of requests for admissions,
which states “Admit that YOU (YOU or YOUR refers to Raymond Sansota) did not have any
telephone calls with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS from July 14, 2010 through March 15, 2011,”
Raymond Sansota responded as follows: “Denied at this time.” Declaration of Jerett T. Yan in
Support of Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’ Objections to Additional Evidence
Filed Belatedly by Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota (“Yan Decl.”), § 3, 4 and
Exhs. A and B thereto. On November 16, 2016, the day before his November 17, 2016 deposition
in Henderson, Nevada, Raymond Sansota served his supplemental responses to Trustee Corps’
first set of interrogatories. Yan /d. at § 7 and Exh. D thereto. In his supplemental response to
Interrogatory No. 1, Mr. Sansota responded in pertinent part: “Responding Party cannot recall
or identify at this time specific calls with anyone known by Responding Party to be
employed by requesting party during the specified period.” Mr. Sansota verified his
responses on November 17, 2016, and his counsel personally served them upon counsel for
Trustee Corps at the conclusion of Francine Sansota’s deposition on November 17. Id. at § 7 and
Exh. D thereto. In the interim, he provided the testimony relied upon _by Sansota in its new
evidence. The new evidence (assuming for argument’s sake that it is admissible, and it is not) is
contrary to his prior sworn discovery responses and should be disregarded.

After Mr. Sansota testified about an alleged conversation with someone at Trustee Corps,
Trustee Corps subpoenaed his telephone records from Verizon, his service provider. Yan Decl., §
11 and Exh. G thereto. Verizon responded to the subpoena duces tecum by providing the
requested documents. /d. at 13 and Exh. I thereto. The phone records provided by Verizon
demonstrate that, during the time that Trustee Corps kept a file regarding the non-judicial
foreclosure, no telephone calls were made to Raymond Sansota or Francine Sansota by Trustee
Corps. Id. at § 14 and Exh. I thereto. Thus, Raymond Sansota’s testimony in this regard is
demonstrably false.

“A party's contradictory testimony is to be construed against him or her on motion for

DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA
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summary judgment unless a reasonable explanation for the contradiction is offered.” Luciano v.
Saint Mary's Preferred Health Ins. Co., 2016 WL 2740860, at *3 (Nev. May 6, 2016). See also
Aldabe v. Adams, 81 Nev. 280, 285 (1965) overruled on other grounds by Siragusa v. Brown, 114
Nev. 1384 (1998) (“Though aware that the summary judgment procedure is not available to test
and resolve the credibility of opposing witnesses to a fact issue we hold that it may appropriately
be invoked to defeat a lie from the mouth of a party against whom the judgment is sought, when
that lie is claimed to be the source of a ‘genuine issue of fact for trial.”). Sansota has offered no
explanation for the contradictory testimony regarding the allegéd calls from Trustee Corps.
Accordingly, to the extent that the Court considers Raymond Sansota’s contradictory testimony
regarding the alleged calls, the Court should construe the conflicts in the testimony against
Sansota’s claims. |

V. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Trustee Corps’ objections should be sustained in full.
AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
Aok k%
The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not contain the Social
Security Number of any person.

DATED this 10th day of March, 2017.

BROOKS HUBLEY, LLP
By: f
Michael R-Bfooks, Esq.

1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 60
Las Vegas, NV 89134
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VS.

QUALITY LOAN SERVICE
CORPORATION, a California Corporation;
APPLETON PROPERTIES, LLC, a Nevada
Limited  Liability = Company; MTC
FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS,
a California Corporation, MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc.,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED SERVICE;
NATIONAL DEFAULT SERVICING
CORPORATION, a Arizona Corporation;
CALIFORNIA RECONVEYANCE
COMPANY, a California Corporation; and
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps (“Trustee Corps”™) submits the
following Objections to Sansota’s Separate Statement in Support of Sansota’s Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment.

I.  GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota (collectively, “Sansota™) present
virtually no relevant facts in support of their claim. Inasmuch as no class of plaintiffs has been_
certified, only Sansota’s individual claim against Trustee Corps is before the Court. See
Partington v. American International Specialty Lines Ins. Co., 443 F.3d 334,340 (4" Cir. 2006);
Brown v. Philadelphia Housing Authority, 350 F.3d 338, 343 (3d Cir. 2003); Rutan v. Republican
Party, 868 F.2d 943, 94647 (7th Cir. 1989), aff'd in part and reversed in part on other grounds,
497U.8. 62,110 8. Ct. 2729, 111 L. Ed. 2d 52 (1990) (“Because no class of plaintiffs or
defendants were certified, only the named plaintiffs and named defendants are before this court. .
.. Therefore, we treat plaintiffs' claims as being brought solely by the named plaintiffs against the
named defendants.”); Lagos v. Monster Painting, Inc., 2013 WL 5937661, at *5 (D. Nev. 2013).
As a result, Sansota’s motion is subject to the same requirements as any summary judgment
motion filed in this Court by an individual plaintiff. |

Accordingly, only facts related to Trustee Corps’ conduct of a non-judicial foreclosure on

the Sansota’s home located at 1559 Ward Frontier Lane, Henderson, Nevada (the “Property”) are

- MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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relevant to Sansota’s partial summary judgment motion. NRS 48.025. Actions that Trustee
Corps may or may not have taken with regard to persons who are not before the Court are
irelevant. See, e.g., Material Facts, 34 and 35 (relating to Trustee Corps’ handling of Bijan
Laghaei’s foreclosure). Trustee Corps objects to the consideration of such facts in connection
with this motion.

Since Sansota did not have any communications with Trustee Corps leading up to the
foreclosure of the Property (Declaration of Allan E. Ceran (“Ceran Decl., 9¢ 7-8 and Exhs. A and
B thereto), Trustee Corps’ general policies, practices, and procedures are irrelevant. For example,
Sansota does not set forth any evidence of that he had discussions with Trustee Corps relating to a
forbearance agreement or loan reinstatement. Therefore, the evidence submitted by Sansota
relating to Trustee Corps’ alleged general policies and practices as to forbearance agreements or
loan reinstatements are irrelévant. See e.g., Material Facts, 17-19, 24-29, and 39-49. Similarly,
policies and practices that Trustee Corps adopted after March 2011, the date of the non-judicial
foreclosure sale of the Property, are irrelevant. See, e.g., Material Facts, 26 (Exhibit “I” is a
policy that states on its face that it was adopted in January 2016, years after the events in issue).
As set forth below, the Court should disregard all of this evidence as irrelevant.

Sansota also relies heavily on testimony that lacks foundation. Witnesses must have
personal knowledge of the facts to which they are testifying. NRS 50.025. Many of Sansota’s
supposed “facts” rely on the testimony of Cathe Cole-Sherburn, the current Vice-President for
Operations of Trustee Corps. See e.g., Material Facts 4, 8, 27, 71. However, Ms. Cole-Sherburn
did not assume this position until April 5, 2011 (which was after the non-judicial foreclosure sale
of the Property) and held no prior positions at Trustee Corps. Declaration of Allan E. Ceran
(“Ceran Decl., § 9 and Exh. C thereto. Sansota has not adduced any evidence that establishes Ms.
Cole-Sherburn’s personal knowledge of any policies, practices, or events related to Trustee Corps
that predate her employment. Accordingly, Ms. Cole-Sherburn’s testimony as to events, policies,
and procedures prior to April 5, 2011 is improper due to lack of personal knowledge. Kern v.

Levolor Lorentzen, Inc., 899 F.2d 772, 780-81 (9th Cir. 1990) (excluding testimony because the

“witness did not hold a position with [defendant company] until after the relevant time period,

MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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and therefore lacked personal knowledge concerning the interpretation of a letter [plaintiff

employee] received before the witness became affiliated with the company.”). The proffered

testimony of Maria Diaz and Terry Johnsen also is subject to a foundation objection. Trustee

Corps’ specific objections follow.

Sansota additionally relies on contradictory testimony from Raymond Sansota to establish
the existence of a phone call from Trustee Corps to Raymond Sansota. “A party's contradictory
testimony is to be construed against him or her on motion for summary judgment unless a
reasonable explanation for the contradiction is offered.” Luciano v. Saint Mary's Preferred
Health Ins. Co.,2016 WL 2740860, at *3 (Nev. 2016). See also dldabe v. Adams, 81 Nev. 280,
285 (1965) overruled on other grounds by Siragusa v. Brown, 114 Nev. 1384 (1998) (“Though
aware that the summary judgment procedure is not available to test and resolve the credibility of
opposing witnesses to a fact issue we hold that it may appropriately be invoked to defeat a lie
from the mouth of a party against whom the judgment is sought, when that lie is claimed to be the
source of a ‘genuine issue of fact for trial.”). Mr. Sansota has offered no explanation for the
contradictory testimony regarding the alleged calls from Trustee Corps. Accordingly, the Court
should construe the conflicts in the testimony against Raymond Sansota’s claims.

II. SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS

ISSUE NO.1: Partial Summary Judgment on Plaintiffs’ First Cause of Action as to Liability
(Not Damages)

No. Material Fact! Response

1. | MTC has been continuously conducting | Undisputed.
business in the State of Nevada since at
least as early as 2000.

Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “D”(Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 19:14-15. Authenticated by Boylan
Moving Declaration, at 7.

2. | MTC did not obtain a collection agency | Undisputed.
license from the State of Nevada’s
Financial Institutions Division (“FID™)

! Footnotes in 1-13 to “Plaintiffs’ Separate Statement in Support of Motion for Partial Summary Judgment” have
been omitted for brevity.

MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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No. Material Fact! Response
until April 19, 2012,
Supporting Evidence
See Exhibit “I”, at MTC000338.
Authenticated by Exhibit “B”(Cathe
Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at 74, 102.

3. | MTC has continued to renew its Undisputed.
collection agency license with the FID
from 2012 to the present.

Supporting Evidence

See Exhibit “I”, at MTC000338-
MTCO000353. Authenticated by Exhibit
“B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn Deposition),
at 74, 102.

4. | From before MTC obtained its Nevada | Objection: Calls for a Legal Conclusion
license, the nature of MTC’s business (NRS 50.265) and Relevance (NRS 48.025):
operations in the State of Nevada has The excerpt cited in Exh. B at 29 is Ms.
not materially changed, i.e., it is the Cole-Sherburn’s response to Sansota’s
same Nevada operations as after MTC counsel’s question as to whether there were
obtained its collection agency license any changes in Trustee Corps’business
from the FID on April 19, 2012 (Senior | during her tenure (which began after the non-
Vice-President Gloria Juarez swore on | judicial foreclosure sale of the Sansota’s
January 31, 2017, that there had been no | property) that would affect the requirement
material change since 2002, of having a collection agency license in
Supporting Evidence Nevada. She did not testify that Trustee
Exhibit”B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn Corps was required to have a collection
Deposition), at 29, 99-101; Boylan agency license. What actions require a
Moving Declaration, at §16; Juarez license is a legal conclusion.

Deposition, at __(pages to be submitted | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):

upon receipt of transcript). Exhibit “B” | The nature of Trustee Corps’ business

is authenticated by Boylan Moving operations from April 5, 2011 to present is

Declaration, at 5. irrelevant to Trustee Corps’ interactions with
the Sansotas from July 2010 to March 2011,
Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS
Ms. Cole-Sherburn was not employed by
Trustee Corp until April 2011, Declaration
of Allan E. Ceran (“Ceran Decl.”), § 9 and
Exh. C thereto. The record does not
establish how she has personal knowledge of
Trustee Trustee Corps’ activities prior to
2011.
Objection Hearsay: (NRS 51.065)
Further, the transcript of Ms. Juarez’s
deposition is not in the record. Sansota’s
counsel’s statement is inadmissible hearsay.

5. | At her deposition, Ms. Johnsen, a co- Disputed: Misstates Evidence:
owner and vice-president of MTC, Ms. Johnsen corrected her statement to state
testified that MTC’s “[t]rustee work” that Trustee Corps conducts judicial
includes “[f]oreclosure” and “[w]hatever | foreclosures rather than evictions.

IRV #4827-7154-2853 v2
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No.

Material Fact!

Response

else goes with it.” By way of example,
she stated that MTC does “eviction
work” as part of its “trustee work™ in the
state of Nevada.

| Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 20:24-21:11.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):

Ms. Johnsen’s characterization of Trustee
Corps’ work is irrelevant to Trustee Corps’
specific interactions with the Sansotas.

It is and has been generally MTC’s
practice, policy, and procedure to hold
its employees to the standards imposed
on debt collectors by the federal Fair
Debt Collection Practices Act
(“FDCPA”) including in all
communications with Nevada debtors.

Supporting Evidence

See, e.g., Exhibit “I”, at MTC000312.
Authenticated by Exhibit “B” Cathe
Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at 73-74,
87-88, 93.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):

Ms. Cole-Sherburn identified the policy at
MTC 00312 as a 2014 or 2015 version of the
policy. While she stated that a version of
this policy was in place in 2011, she further
stated that the policy is updated “all the
time.” Boylan Decl., Exh. B at 89. The
record does not establish that Trustee Corps
maintained any version of this policy from
2007-2011 or that the version at MTC 00312
has any relevance to Trustee Corps’ policies,
practices, or procedures from 2011-2012,

Further, Trustee Corps’ current policy of
complying with the FDCPA is not relevant
because (1) Sansota has adduced any facts
indicating that Trustee Corps violated the
FDCPA, and (2) the fact that Trustee Corps’
policy is to comply with the FDCPA does
not establish that Trustee Corps, as a
foreclosure trustee, was obligated to comply
or that it did not comply.

Between 2007 through 2012, MTC
estimates that it received payments from
its clients of $12,317,679 in fees and
$54,772,022.71 in costs incurred on
behalf of MTC’s clients for MTC’s
services in the State of Nevada during
that period.

Supporting Evidence

See Exhibit “L”, at 2-3. Authenticated
as described Boylan Moving
Declaration, at [18.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):
The estimated amount of payments that
Trustee Corps received from its clients is
irrelevant as to whether Trustee Corps
improperly engaged in debt collection
activities as to Sansota.

As a general rule, MTC’s fees and costs
for its services are added to the loan
balance of defaulted debtors in Nevada
whose files MTC handles, and become a
part of the homeowners’ outstanding
debt.

Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn

Disputed: Misstates Evidence

The cited excerpt from Ms. Cole-Sherburn’s
deposition states that “as a general rule”
“fees that are related to the foreclosure
process” become part of the outstanding
debt. She did not testify as to Wells Fargo’s
policies in 2011, which are the only arguably
relevant policies to the present motion.
Boylan Decl., Exh. B at 107.

IRV #4827-7154-2853 v2
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No. Material Fact! Response
Deposition), at 107:18-23. Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS
50.025):
There is no foundation for Ms. Cole-
Sherburn to testify as to the manner in which
Wells Fargo ultimately applied Trustee
Corps’ fees for conducting the non-judicial
sale of Sansota’s property.
9. | MTC’s fees and costs for its various Undisputed.
services in the State of Nevada are
governed by MTC’s written contracts
with its creditor clients.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole Sherburn
Deposition), at 33-34.
10.| MTC currently has approximately 150 Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):
creditor clients, each with its own Trustee Corps’ current practices and
particular written contract governing relationships with its clients are irrelevant as
MTC’s services for it to its interactions with the Sansotas in 2010-
2011.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn
Deposition), at 33-34.
11.| EMTC’s creditor-clients direct MTC to | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):
accept checks (i.e., collect money) from | Sansota has not adduced any evidence that
Nevada debtors or third-parties as he forwarded any checks to Trustee Corps.
payment on defaulted debts, MTC itself | Therefore, Trustee Corps’ policy regarding
processes the checks and forwards the acceptance of checks is irrelevant. In
funds directly to the creditor-clients and | addition, Ms. Cole-Sherburn’s testimony
then invoices the client for MTC’s concerns current policy. There is no
services. evidence of Trustee Corps’ policy before
April 5,2011.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn
Deposition), at 44.
12.| According to MTC’s current Senior Disputed: Misstates Evidence:

Vice-President of Operations, MTC
currently provides full service default
services and foreclosure services to its
clients. The two categories are distinct;
full service default services include
collection services such as handling
deed-in-lieu of foreclosure transactions,
senior lien monitoring, negotiating loan

The record indicates that Trustee Corps
currently provides full default services and
foreclosure services. Also, the cited
evidence does not indicate that full default
services include “collection services”

IRV #4827-7154-2853 v2
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No. Material Fact! Response
forbearance agreements, post- Obiection: Relevance: (NRS 48.025):
foreclosure sale conveyances, and other | Trustee Corps’ current services are irrelevant
services. to what services it provided to Wells Fargo
with respect to Sansota in 2010-11.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn
Deposition), at 140:10-147:12.
13.| From at least 2011 to the present, MTC | Objection: Relevance: (NRS 48.025):
solicits creditor clients for the services, | What services Trustee Corps has solicited
including full default services and since 2011 is irrelevant to what services it
foreclosure services, it provides on performed with respect to the Sansotas in
defaulted loans in the State of Nevada. 2010-2011. Further, Ms. Cole-Sherburn
testified only to solicitation since April 5,
Supporting Evidence 2011, after the non~judicial foreclosure sale
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn of Sansota’s property. Boylan Decl., Exh. B
Deposition), at 150:23-151:16. at 151.
14.| From the contracts for the relevant Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):

period produced by MTC thus far, MTC
expressly contracted with its creditor-
clients to, among other services in the
State of Nevada, comply with applicable
federal, state, and local laws, including
those relating to foreclosure, debt
collection, and privacy; represented that
it had and would maintain all regulatory
approvals, authorizations, licenses,
permits, or other permissions, consents,
and authorities needed to perform its
obligations to its client; residential
foreclosure, collection, recovery, and all
other legal services related to
foreclosure of delinquent mortgagors;
return telephone calls to defaulted
debtors; promptly forward reinstatement
or pay-off proceeds received from
Nevada debtors on defaulted loans to
MTC’s creditor-clients; deliver good
and marketable title following MTC
conducting non-judicial foreclosure
sales; attempt to solicit loss mitigation
workout options when a Nevada
borrower calls MTC; create loss
mitigation workouts and send them to
borrowers; forward all down payments
received from defaulted debtors as part
of loss mitigation or forbearance
agreements; upon request from Nevada
debtors, provide reinstatement and pay-
off quotes to Nevada debtors, which
would include all amounts owed to

None of the cited contracts apply to the
foreclosure of the Sansotas’ property. The
contract with Wells Fargo (MTC001096-
1109) is dated October 10, 2011, several
months after the non-judicial foreclosure sale |
of Sansota’s property.

Further, Trustee Corps’ general agreements
are not evidence that Trustee Corp’s actions
with respect to Sansota violated any Nevada
statute or that Trustee Corps took any
specific action that one of its clients may
have authorized it to take.
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SANTA ANA

No. Material Fact’ Response
MTC’s creditor-clients and MTC’s fees
and costs; handle eviction proceedings
on behalf of MTC’s creditor-clients; and
initiate and carry out non-judicial
-foreclosure proceedings in the Nevada
relating to defaulted loans.

Supporting Evidence

Boylan Moving Declaration, at §15;
Exhibits thereto (MTCOOO485 522,
MTC000896-918, MTC001035- 1082).

15.] According to MTC’s current Senior Disputed: Misstates Evidence
Vice-President of Operations, itis one | Ms. Cole-Sherburn stated that Trustee Corps
of MTC’s duties as a non-judicial processes payments that come in from
foreclosure trustee to collect money borrowers for reinstatement and payoff, and
from Nevada borrowers and pass it on to | forwards the monies to the lenders. Boylan
MTC’s creditor-clients. | Decl., Exh. B at 154:22-25. The witness

repeatedly objected to Mr. Boylan’s use of
Supporting Evidence the word collection to describe the
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn processing of payments. See e.g., id. at Exh.
Deposition), at 154-158. B at 155:15-19, 156:11-15.

16.| In collecting money from Nevada Digputed: Misstates Evidence
debtors to reinstate or pay-off defaulted | The witness stated that Trustee Corps
debts, and passing the money on to “serv]es] as the middle person between the
MTC’s creditor clients, MTC acts as the | borrower and the servicer. So if the
“middle person” (i.e., agent) in the borrower tenders funds to us on behalf of the
transaction. servicer, then we just pass the funds over to

the service[r].” Boylan Decl,, Exh. B at
Supporting Evidence 159:20-25. The witness makes no use of the
Exhibit “B (Cathe Cole-Sherburn term “agent” and repeatedly objected to Mr.
Deposition), at 159:15-25. Boylan’s charactenzatlon of Trustee Corps’
actions as “collection.” See e.g., id. at Exh.
B at 155:15-19, 156:11-15.

17.| MTC’s creditor clients generally require | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
as part of their contracts with MTC that | In Exh. B at 79-80, Ms. Cole-Sherburn is
MTC provide a debt-collector, “mini- discussing a policy that was revised in
Miranda warning”, to debtors or December 2015. Ceran Decl,, § 9 and Exh.
otherwise inform borrowers to the effect | C thereto (at pp. 77-78). The Witness
that MTC is a debt collector. explicitly stated that she did not know

whether this policy‘was in effect prior to
Supporting Evidence 2014. In Exh. B at 89-90, the witness is
See Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole- Sherburn discussing a policy that was revised in 2014
Deposition), at 79-80, 89-90, 124-129. | or 2015. Exh. B at 89. There is no evidence
- | indicating that any of these policies were in
place before April 5, 2011. In any event,
none of these policies are relevant to the
foreclosure on Sansota’s property, which
took place from 2010-2011.
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No. Material Fact! Response
18.| From at least 2007 to the present, MTC | Disputed: Misstates Evidence

has had an entire department dedicated | The cited evidence does not indicate that this

to handling pay-off and reinstatement of | group has existed since 2007.

defaulted loans, in response to requests

oy 2da borrowers and third Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)

' There is no evidence that Sansota engaged in
Supporting Evidence any communication with Trustee Corps with
See Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn | [¢gard to reinstatement or pay-off.
Deposition), at 42-44. Therefore, the existence of_thls group has no

relevance to Sansota’s motion.
19.| MTC’s reinstatement and pay-off Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)

process includes receiving (i.e. There is no evidence that Sansota engaged in

collecting) money from Nevada debtors, | any communication with Trustee Corps with

depositing the funds in MTC’s trust regard to reinstatement or pay-off.

account, and then passing the money on | Therefore, Trustee Corps’ pay-off and

to MTC’s creditor-clients. reinstatement process have no relevance to

: Sansota’s motion..

Supporting Evidence Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS

Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn 50.025):

Deposition), at 45. Further, Ms. Cole-Sherburn began working
at Trustee Corps on April 5, 2011 and there
is no foundation for testimony relating to
Trustee Corps’ practices before April 5,
2011.

20.| As part of MTC’s pay-off and Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
reinstatement activities, MTC regularly | There is no evidence that Sansota engaged in
receives checks and thus collects any communication with Trustee Corps with
money, from Nevada borrowers and regard to reinstatement or pay-off.

third parties to pay off or reinstate Therefore, Trustee Corps’ pay-off and

defaulted mortgage loans in the State of | reinstatement activities have no relevance to

Nevada. Sansota’s motion.

Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS

Supporting Bvidence 50.025):

Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn Further, Ms. Cole-Sherburn began working

Deposition), at 42-44. at Trustee Corps on April 5, 2011 and there
is no foundation for testimony relating to
Trustee Corps’ practices before April 5,
2011.

21.| As part of MTC’s defaulted loan pay off | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)

and reinstatement activities, MTC There is no evidence that Sansota engaged in

employees communicate — whether by any communication with Trustee Corps with

phone or in writing or both — pay off regard to reinstatement or pay-off.

and reinstatement quotes to Nevada Therefore, Trustee Corps’ pay-off and

borrowers and third parties. reinstatement activities have no relevance to
Sansota’s motion.

Supporting Evidence Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS

Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn 50.025):

Deposition), at 42-44. Further, Ms. Cole-Sherburn began working
at Trustee Corps on April 5,2011 and there
is no foundation for testimony relating to
Trustee Corps’ practices before April 5,
2011.
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SANTA ANA

No. Material Fact! Response
22.| MTC currently has approximately 40 Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
employees located in Red Rock Nevada, | There is no evidence that Sansota engaged in
alone. any communication with Trustee Corps. The
number of Trustee Corps’ employees does
Supporting Evidence not tend to prove or disprove any relevant
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn fact in this action. The number of current
Deposition), at 34. employees is irrelevant to the events in issue
which took place in 2010-2011.
23.| MTC has approximately 15 employees | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
in the State of Nevada who handle calls | There is no evidence that Sansota had any
from Nevada debtors; MTC currently telephonic communications with Trustee
receives approximately 40 such callsa | Corps. The number of employees who
month, In 2011, MTC had handle calls and the volume of calls that
approximately triple the number of calls | Trustee Corps receives are irrelevant to any
from Nevada debtors, for approximately | issue in this case.
100 to 120 such calls per month. Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS
50.025):
Supporting Evidence .| Further, Ms. Cole~-Sherburn began working
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn at Trustee Corps on April 5, 2011 and there
Deposition), at 36-38. is no foundation for testimony relating to
Trustee Corp’s calls before April 5, 2011.
24.| It is and was, including between 2007- | Disputed: Misstates Evidence
2012, MTC’s policy and practice when | Ms. Cole-Sherburn made no representations
it receives checks from Nevada as to Trustee Corps’ practices prior to April
borrowers and third-parties for payment | 5, 2011, and has no personal knowledge to
on defaulted debts to confirm with make any such representations. Boylan
MTC’s creditor clients whether the Decl., Exh. B at 44.
checks should be accepted by MTC on Gpiection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
the clients’ behalf. There is no record evidence that Sansota
. . made any payments to Trustee Corps.
Supporting Bvidence Therefore, Trustee Corps’ procedures
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn regarding the processing of checks are
Deposition), at 44. irrelevant.
25.| If MTC receives checks from Nevada Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
debtors or third-parties that are made out | There is no record evidence that Sansota
to MTC’s creditor-clients, MTC made any payments to Trustee Corps.
generally forwards the checks directly to | Therefore, Trustee Corps’ procedures
the creditor-clients for processing. regarding the processing of checks are
irrelevant.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn
Deposition), at 55-56.
26.| All incoming calls to MTC are greeted | Disputed: Misstates Evidence
by an automated recording containing a | Ms. Cole-Sherburn testified that the policy at
statement (i.e., admission) to the effect | MTC00314 was revised in December 2015.
that MTC is a debt collector and all Ceran Decl., § 9 and Exh. C thereto. She
information obtained may be used for expressly testified that she did not know
that purpose. whether there was a borrower
communication policy in effect at Trustee
Supporting Evidence Corps prior to 2014.
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SANTA ANA

No. Material Fact! Response
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Deposition), at 79-80; Exhibit “I” There is no record evidence of any telephone
(Cathe Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at calls made by Sansota to Trustee Corps.
MTCO000314.
Authenticated by Exhibit “B”, at 73-74,
87-88, 93.
27.| It is MTC’s practice and procedure that | Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS 50.025)
all outgoing communications — Ms. Cole-Sherburn has no personal
including written communications and | knowledge of any policies that existed before
communications by phone — from MTC | to April 5,2011. Ceran Decl., §9 and Exh.
to borrowers and their representatives C thereto.
contain a “verbal mini-Miranda
warning,” admitting that MTC is a debt
collector and seeking to collect on debt.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “I”, at MTC000314.
Authenticated by Exhibit “B” (Cathe
Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at 73-74,
87-88, 93.
28.| MTC’s so-called warning generally Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
consists of a statement disclosing that MTCO00314 is dated January 2016. The
MTTC is a debt collector and that the record does not indicate the language used, if
purpose of the communication - any, from 2007 to 2012,
including calls - is to “collect debt” and | Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS 50.025)
that “any information . . . obtain[ed] will | Ms. Cole-Sherburn has no personal
be used for that purpose.” knowledge of any policies that existed before
to April 5,2011. Ceran Decl., § 9 and Exh.
Supporting Evidence C thereto.
Exhibit “I”, at MTC000314. [italics
omitted]. Authenticated by Exhibit “B”
(Cathe Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at
73-74, 87-88, 93.
29.| It generally has been MTC’s policy, Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
procedure, and practice since at least There is no record evidence that Sansota
2011 for MTC to give Nevada debtors engaged in any communication with Trustee
MTC’s direct contact information in Corps with regard to reinstatement or pay-
communications so that Nevada debtors | off. Therefore, Trustee Corps’ pay-off and
can communicate directly with MTC reinstatement activities have no relevance to
(rather than its creditor-clients) Sansota’s motion.
regarding pay-off or reinstatement of
defaulted debts. Further, MTC’s policies and procedures in
effect after March 2011 are irrelevant to
Supporting Evidence MTC’s interactions with the Sansotas from
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn July 2010 to March 2011.
Deposition), at 94-95.
30.| MTC received no less than $1889.41 Disputed: Misstates Evidence
from its creditor-client, Wells Fargo The cited evidence indicates that Trustee
Bank, N.S., as payment for MTC’s Corps billed Wells Fargo that amount; it
services relating to the named Plaintiffs | does not indicate that that amount was
MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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SANTA ANA

No. Material Fact! Response
Raymond and Francine Sansota. received from Wells Fargo.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “I”, at TC000072.
Authenticated by Exhibit “B” (Cathe
Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at 107.
31.] As to the named Plaintiff Sansotas’ Disputed: Misstates Evidence
property in the State of Nevada, MTC The cited evidence indicates that the funds
sold the property on or about March 9, | from the non-judicial foreclosure sale were
2011, to a third-party buyer at a trustee’s | received by Trustee Corps and forwarded to
sale for $51,000. MTC itself collected | Wells Fargo with the notation: “Orig to
and then remitted these funds to its Benef Info: APPLY FUNDS TO LOAN
creditor-client, Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., | #0192320398 Borrower SANSOTA,
on or about March 14, 2011, to apply RAYMOND R./3RD PARTY.”
them to the names Plaintiff Sansotas’
defaulted loan.
Supporting Evidence
See Exhibit “J”, at TC000069-
TC000070. Authenticated at Exhibit
“B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn Deposition),
at 105-107. See also Exhibit “B” (Cathe
Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at 105-108.
32.| MTC’s own internal records Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
demonstrate that MTC deemed itself There is no record evidence that Sansota had
“Freddie Mac designated counsel (Sic. . . | any communications with Trustee Corps
authorized on behalf of Freddie Mac to | regarding forbearance plans. Therefore,
delegate forbearance plans for all Trustee Corps’ designation by Freddie Mac
Freddie Mac loans.” to delegate forbearance plans is irrelevant.
Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1))
Supporting Evidence Ms. Cole-Sherburn did not authenticate
Exhibit “J”, at MTC000113. MTCO000113. She expressly disclaimed
Authenticated by Exhibit “B” (Cathe knowledge of MTCO000113 because it
Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at 105-108. | predated her tenure at Trustee Corps. Boylan
Decl., Exh. B at 137.
33.| MTC’s Senior VP of operations Disputed: Misstates Evidence
indicated that MTC was authorized by Ms. Cole-Sherburn testified that Freddie Mac
its client Federal Home Loan Mortgage | at one point had a forbearance program. She
Corporation (“FHLMC”) to enter into specifically disclaims knowledge as to
loan forbearance plans on FHLMC’s whether Trustee Corps participated in the
behalf with Nevada debtors relating to program and testified that Trustee Corps’
their defaulted debt from approximately | activities for Freddie Mac were limited to
2007 through 2010. non-judicial foreclosures. Ceran Decl., 9
and Exh. C thereto.
Supporting Evidence Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025):
See Exhibit “B”, at 136:8-137:5; see There is no record evidence that Sansota had
also Exhibit “J”, at MTC000113. any communications with Trustee Corps
Authenticated by Exhibit “B” (Cathe regarding forbearance plans. Therefore,
Cole-Sherburn Deposition), at 105-108. | Trustee Corps’ authorization by Freddie Mac
to enter into forbearance plans is irrelevant.
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SANTA ANA

No. Material Fact’ Response
Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1))
No record evidence authenticates
MTC000113. Ms. Cole-Sherburn expressly
disclaims knowledge of MTC000113
because it predated her tenure at MTC.
Boylan Decl., Exh. B at 137.
34.| In the case of Bijan Laghaei, MTC’s Disputed: Misstates Evidence
own documents show that MTC The cited evidence does not support the
negotiated a forbearance agreement with | conclusion that Trustee Corps negotiated a
him in 2009 on behalf of its creditor- forbearance agreement on behalf of FHLMC.
client (in its own words, MTC “placed | The forbearance agreement states that it is
borrower [i.e., Mr. Laghaei] in a between Mr. Laghaei and Bank of America
forbearance agreement”), FHLMC, and that payments are to be made to Bank of
relating to Mr. Laghaei’s defaulted debt, | America,
and received (i.e., collected) funds from | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Laghaei to reinstate his defaulted loan, | There is no record evidence that Sansota had
which funds MTC sent to its creditor- any communications with Trustee Corps
client as payment on the loan. MTC regarding forbearance plans. Trustee Corps’
collected thousands of dollars from alleged interactions with a third-party debtor
Laghaei on behalf of its creditor-client. | are irrelevant.
Supporting Evidence Further, Trustee Corps’ interactions with Mr.
Exhibit “J”, at MTC000113- Laghaei have no relevance to its interactions
MTCO000157, especially MTC000113 with Sansota.,
and MTCO000117. Authenticated by Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1))
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn No record evidence authenticates
Deposition), at 105-108. MTC000113-57. Ms. Cole-Sherburn
expressly disclaims knowledge of
MTCO000113 because it predated her tenure
at MTC. Boylan Decl., Exh. B at 137.
35.| MTC charged Laghaei a fee of no less Disputed: Misstates Evidence
than $150.00 for its services negotiating | The cited evidence does not support the
a forbearance agreement with him conclusion Trustee Corps charged Laghaei a
relating to his defaulted debt on behalf | fee for “negotiating a forbearance
of his creditor-clients, FHLMC, in 2009. | agreement.”
Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Supporting Evidence There is no record evidence that Sansota had
Exhibit “J”, at MTC000113- any communications with Trustee Corps
MTC000157. Authenticated by Exhibit | regarding forbearance plans. Therefore,
“B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn Deposition), | Trustee Corps’ alleged fee for work related
at 105-108. to Mr. Laghaei’s forbearance agreement is
irrelevant.
Further, MTC’s interactions with Mr.
Laghaei have no relevance to Trustee Corps’
interactions with Sansota.
Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1))
No record evidence authenticates
MTCO000113-57.
: < MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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SANTA ANA

No.

Material Fact!

Response

36.

Maria Diaz was employed by MTC
from 2009 to 2011.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C”, at 11, 42-43. Authenticated
by Boylan Moving Declaration, at 6.

Undisputed

37.

Ms. Diaz worked for MTC in its
Reinstatements Department for
approximately 3 months. She admitted
that she informed Mr. Boylan when they
spoke on the phone that her work in this
capacity included handling files in the
State of Nevada

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
14-15.

Disputed: Misstates Evidence

At deposition, Ms. Diaz states that she could
not remember whether she handled files in
Nevada while working in Trustee Corps’
Reinstatement Department. Boylan Decl.,
Exh. C at 14.

38.

According to Ms. Diaz, MTC’s
reinstatement work involved
homeowners who had not paid their
payments on their loans. The
reinstatement amounts provided by Ms.
Diaz on behalf of MTC to such
homeowners were the amount of money
that the homeowners were behind on

| their loans.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
17-18.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
There is no evidence that Sansota had any
communications with Trustee Corps
regarding reinstatement, and Ms. Diaz’s
understanding of “reinstatement work™ has
no bearing on MTC’s interactions with the
Sansotas. ‘

39.

As part of her reinstatement work for
MTC, Ms. Diaz would communicate
with debtors through inbound calls from
them to MTC. Ms. Diaz estimated that
she received approximately 3 inbound
calls regarding reinstatements per day,
and that each call was approximately 5
minutes. During these calls, she would
speak with debtors about reinstatement
amounts so that the debtors would know
the amounts they needed to pay to
reinstate their defaulted loans. The bulk
of the rest of her working time was
spent preparing and processing
reinstatement quotes.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
20-22.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)

There is no record evidence that Sansota
made any calls to Trustee Corps. Trustee
Corps’ practices related to inbound calls are
irrelevant to Sansota’s motion.
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SANTA ANA

O 3 N D

No. Materijal Fact! Response
40.| Ms. Diaz’ reinstatement work also Objection: Calls for Legal Conclusion (NRS
involved accounting as she was 50.265)
involved in collecting money from Ms. Diaz described her work as receiving
debtors. Ms. Diaz would receive checks | checks and putting them in a deposit slip.
from debtors an put them on a deposit Whether the work constituted “collecting”
slip. This work could take a full 8 hours | money as defined by any debt collection
on her busiest days, and at least around | statute is a legal conclusion.
5 hours on other days.
Supporting Evidence Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at There is no evidence that Sansota had any
22.23. ’ communications with Trustee Corps
regarding reinstatement. Thus, the nature of
Ms. Diaz’s reinstatement work is irrelevant
to Sansota’s motion.
41.| According to Ms. Diaz, approximately | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
840 checks is fair estimate of the There is no record evidence that Sansota
number of checks that she collected made any payments to Trustee Corps. The
each day and wrote deposit slips for number of deposit slips processed by Ms.
while employed by MTC in its Diaz is irrelevant to Sansota’s motion.
Reinstatements Department.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
24-25.
42.| As far as Ms. Diaz recalled, the checks | Disputed: Misstates evidence
that she received came from different Ms. Diaz makes no mention of Nevada, and
debtors located in all the states that previously stated that she did not remember
MTC serviced, (including Nevada). whether her work in the Reinstatement
Department included Nevada. Boylan Decl.,
Supporting Evidence Exh. C at 14.
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
26-28. Obijection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
There is no record evidence that Sansota
made any payments to Trustee Corps. The
source of checks for reinstated loans is
irrelevant to Sansota’s motion.
43, | Ms. Diaz had a basic understanding that | Objection: Relevance (INRS 48,025)
her employer, MTC, was collecting There is no record evidence that Ms. Diaz
money on behalf of a bank with respect | communicated with Sansota. Ms. Diaz’s
| to loans they were not paid. understanding of Trustee Corps’ work is not
relevant to Sansota’s motion.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
29.
44.| While employed by MTC in its Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Reinstatements Department, Ms. Diaz There is no evidence that Sansota had any
would give the names and phone communications with Trustee Corps
numbers of debtors that called her regarding reinstatement. The manner in
MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
oS T1942853 V2 -16 - CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO SANSOTA’S

SEPARATR STAPERANT




2w

~ O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

P GoReNSEN, LLD

ATTORNEYS AT Law
SANTA ANA

No. [ Material Fact! Response |
regarding reinstatement to her which Trustee Corps responded in general to
supervisor so that she could return their | inquiries about reinstatement is irrelevant to
calls. Sansota’s motion.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
31-32.
45.| The information Ms. Diaz provided Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
when preparing reinstatement There is no evidence that Sansota had any
documents to give debtors included a communications with Trustee Corps
“breakdown” of how much money a regarding reinstatement. The manner in
particular debtor owed on the lender or | which Trustee Corps responded in general to
bank. It would also include the name inquiries about reinstatement is irrelevant to
and address of the particular debtors. Sansota’s motion,
Ms. Diaz would use MTC’s computer
system or database to prepare
reinstatement documents, print them
out, and then mail the documents to the -
debtors (or give the documents to
someone else at MTC to mail).
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
37-39.
46.| Ms. Diaz estimated that she may have Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
prepared as many as 80 reinstatement There is no evidence that Sansota had any
documents (or quotes) on average per communications with Trustee Corps
day. The reinstatement template that regarding reinstatement. The manner in
she used in preparing these documents | which Trustee Corps responded in general to
had a phone number on it for the inquiries about reinstatement is irrelevant to
recipient debtors to call MTC. Those Sansota’s motion.
who called the number usually wanted
to know what the amount was to
reinstate their defaulted loans.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
40-41.
47.| As part of her reinstatement work for Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
MTC, Ms. Diaz would also prepare There is no evidence that Sansota had any
separate pay- off documentation for communications with Trustee Corps
every working day. Some of the checks | regarding reinstatement. The manner in
that she received from debtors were to which Ms. Diaz performed her daily
pay off the entire defaulted debt; some | responsibilities is irrelevant to Sansota’s
were simply to reinstate the defaulted motion.
loan. Ms. Diaz estimated that she
typically received perhaps 5
reinstatements and 2 pay-off checks per
working day.
- MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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No. Material Fact! Response

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
45-47.

48.| The reinstatement work Ms. Diaz Obijection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
performed for MTC also involved There is no evidence that Sansota had any
processing checks for third-party communications with Trustee Corps
foreclosures or funds. Her regarding reinstatement. The manner in
understanding of “third-party deposits” | which Ms. Diaz performed her daily
is that they were “checks from someone | responsibilities is irrelevant to Sansota’s
other than the homeowner who is in motion. Ms. Diaz’ understanding of third-
default on the loan.” In her experience, | party deposits is also irrelevant.
such checks typically were from
foreclosures conducted by MTC. She
would collect these checks and fill out
deposit slips to deposit the money into
MTC’s account.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
47-50.

49.| Ms. Diaz was involved while employed | Disputed: Misstates Evidence
by MTC in sending to Wells Fargo Ms. Diaz repeatedly stated that she had no
Bank, N.A., the funds reflected in recollection of MTC000069. Boylan Decl.,
Exhibits 2 and 5 at her deposition. Exh. C at 74.
According to Ms. Diaz, these funds
reflected that MTC collected money
from a third party, and the money that
was collected on that loan was then wire | Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1))
transferred by her on behalf of MTC to | Ms. Johnsen did not offer any testimony
the lender or creditor (Wells Fargo, regarding the identity of “Exhibit 1.” Boylan
N.A). Decl., Exh. D at 42, 51-53. Ms. Diaz stated

that she had no recollection of MTC000069.

Supporting Evidence Id. at Exh. C at 74.
Exhibit “C” (Maria Diaz Deposition), at
73-75; see also Exhibits “G” and “J” Ms. Cole-Sherburn stated that she had never
hereto. Authenticated by Exhibit “D” seen MTCO000069 before. Boylan Decl,,
(Terry Johnsen Deposition), at 42, 51- Exh. B at 105.
53, and Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-
Sherburn Deposition), at 105-107.

50.| Terry Johnsen is co-owner and Vice- Undisputed.
President of MTC and has held that
position for over twenty years. She
holds 50% of MTC’s shares.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 5-7.

51.| Ms. Johnsen has her own office at MTC | Undisputed.
and typically works at least four hours
per day, five days per week.
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Material Fact!

Response

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 8.

52.

Ms. Johnsen testified that she has
oversight responsibility at MTC for its
banking, human resources, and payroll
activities.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 8-9.

Disputed: Misstates Evidence
Ms. Johnsen’s human resources

| responsibilities consist entirely of overseeing

payroll. Boylan Decl., Exh. E at 1.

53.

MTC’s various management teams
report to Ms. Johnsen and her husband
and co-owner, Rande Johnsen.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 9:1-5, 10:24-11:1.

Undisputed.

54.

According to Ms. Johnsen, Gloria
Juarez is in charge of legal compliance
and human resources at MTC, and has
held that position for over 14 years.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 9:14-19.

Undisputed.

55.

As co-owners of MTC, Mr. and Mrs.
Johnsen share the power to hire and fire
MTC’s management team.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 11:4-12.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)

Mr. and Ms. Johnsens” authority with respect
to personnel decisions is not relevant to any
of Trustee Corps’ interactions with Sansota.

56.

Ms. Johnsen testified at her deposition
that she and her husband, Mr. Johnsen,
have the ultimate authority at MTC over
its legal compliance in the State of
Nevada, and have since at least 2007.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 16:16-21.

Undisputed.

57.

At her deposition, Ms. Johnsen testified
that MTC obtained its collection agency
license from the FID in Nevada, “[j]ust

to have” it and for no other reason. She

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48:.025)
Trustee Corps’ reason for obtaining a
collection agency license in April 2012 is
irrelevant to Sansota’s motion.
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later stated that MTC applied to obtain '
its collection agency license in 2011
because MTC was “[just expanding our
business” in Nevada.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 16:22-17:3;18:11-21; 19:11-13.
58.| At her deposition, Ms. Johnsen testified | Disputed: Misstates Evidence
that she attended at least one meeting of | Ms. Johnsen corrected her transcript to state
MTC’s management team in 2011 or that she was not at a meeting, Boylan Decl,,
before at which there was discussion of | Exh. E.
whether MTC should obtain a collection | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
license from the FID. Whether Trustee Corps considered obtaining
a collection license in 2011 or prior is
Supporting Evidence , irrelevant to Sansota’s motion.
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 25:9-27:12.
59.| MTC counsel represented to the Objection: Relevance (INRS 48.025)
Discovery Commissioner that MTC The reason that Trustee Corps obtained its
obtained its collection agency license collection license in April 2012 is irrelevant
because MTC “was considering doing to Sansota’s motion.
foreclosures for homeowners
associations and they [i.e., MTC]
thought they would need a loan
C " M .9’
gggﬁsé?lrsplrlg:élrfteegotrh;}%?dTéd 1C Objection: Oath or Affirmation (NRS
“determined that there would be a 20.035)
conflict of interest with their lender Trustee Corps’ counsel’s unsworn statement
clients so they just threw up their hands | I the context of a Court hearing is not
and said we’re not going to do that [i.e., | ¢vidence.
foreclosures for HOAs]. In the
meantime they [i.e., MTC] got their
license [from the FID], and they kept
it.”
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “F”, at 122:19-123:5.
Authenticated by Boylan Moving
Declaration at §[9.
60.| MTC counsel represented to the Obijection: Relevance (NRS 48,025)
Discovery Commissioner that The reason that Trustee Corps obtained its
discussions within MTC regarding collection license in April 2012 is irrelevant
obtaining a collection agency license to Sansota’s motion.
from the FID “may have happened as Objection: Qath or Affirmation (NRS
early as 2009, 2010.” 50.035)
Trustee Corps’ counsel’s unsworn statement
Supporting Evidence in the context of a Court hearing is not
Exhibit “F” (Terry Johnsen Deposition), | evidence.
at 123:12-13,
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No. Material Fact! Response
61.| Ms. Johnsen described MTC’s business | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
activities in the state of Nevada as Ms. Johnsen’s characterization of Trustee
“[f]oreclosure trustee work.” Corps’ business activities in Nevada is
irrelevant to Sansota’s motion.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 17:7-22. :
62.| According to Ms. Johnsen at her Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
deposition, MTC’s “management team” | There is no record evidence that Trustee
has authority over MTC employees who | Corps had communications with Sansota
are involved in loan modifications or regarding loan modifications or workouts.
loan workouts. In July 2016, Cathe Also, the identity of the person responsible
Cole-Sherburn, MTC’s manager over for loan modifications and workouts in 2016
operations was the particular member of | is irtelevant to the circumstances
MTC’s management team who was in surrounding the foreclosure of Sansota’s
charge of MTC employees involved in | property in 2010-11.
loan modifications or loan workouts.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 24:5-20.
63.| According to Ms. Johnsen, MTC’s Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
current management team in July 2016 | The current composition of Trustee Corps’
was comprised of Cathe Cole-Sherburn, | management team is irrelevant to the
Gloria Juarez, Victor Hudgens, and circumstances surrounding the foreclosure of
Robert Ruelas. Each of these is a vice- | Sansota’ property in 2010-11.
president of MTC. ‘
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 29:6-24.
64.| According to Ms. Johnsen, Ms. Cole- Disputed: Misstates Evidence
Sherburn is in charge of MTC’s Ms. Johnsen stated that Ms. Cole-Sherburn’s
operations. Ms. Johnsen testified that area of responsibility is “operations”, and
she does not know of any limit on Ms. | that there are no limitations to her authority
Cole-Sherburn’s authority over MTC’s | with respect to “operations”. She did not
operations. state that Ms. Cole-Sherburn is in charge of
all of Trustee Corps’ operations in general,
Supporting Evidence Obijection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition), | The powers and authorities of Trustee Corps’
at 30:14-25. current management team are irrelevant to to
the circumstances surrounding the
foreclosure of Sansota’ property in 2010-11.
65.| As reflected in Exhibit 1 at her Disputed: Misstates Evidence

deposition, Ms. Johnsen testified that
she is a co-owner of MTC is involved at
least approximately once per working
day in receiving or transferring funds on

Ms. Johnsen estimated the number of times
per day she signs wire transfers as “maybe
once,” not at least once.
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No. Material Fact! Response
behalf of MTC, including funds Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
received form defaulted debtors. There is no record evidence of Sansota
transferring funds to Trustee Corps. Thus,
Supporting Evidence the frequency with which Ms. Johnsen
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition), | currently is involved in transferring funds
at 45:1-46:15, 47:16-25; see also received from defaulted debtors is irrelevant
Exhibit “G”, authenticated by Exhibit to Sansota’s motion.
“D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition), at 42,
51-53.
66.| Ms. Johnsen testified that only she and | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
her husband, Rande Johnsen, as co- The identities of the persons at Trustee Corps
owners of MTC have signature authority | who have signature authority over its bank
over MTC’s bank accounts. accounts are irrelevant to any issue raised by
Sansota’s motion.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 47:4-13,
67.| At her deposition, Ms. Johnsen testified | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
that her best estimate of the amount of | Ms. Johnsen’s estimate of how much Trustee
money MTC collected each year Corps collected on behalf of lender clients is
between 2007 and 2012 on behalf of irrelevant to any issue raised by Sansota’s
lender clients and related to defaulted motion. Moreover, there is no record
debtors is at least more than $7 million. | evidence that the estimated amounts reflect
monies relating to activities in Nevada, as
Supporting Evidence opposed to the other states in which Trustee
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition), | Corps operates.
at 64:17-66:18. Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS
The record does not establish a foundation
for the testimony of this witness with respect
to her knowledge of such amounts.
68.| At her deposition, Ms. Johnsen testified | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
that MTC has a phone bank (i.e., a Ms. Johnsen’s estimate of the nature of
location where MTC employees operate | Trustee Corps’ phone banks is irrelevant to
MTC’s phones) in each of MTC’s four | issues raised by Sansota’s motion.
offices, including one in the state of Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS
Nevada. Ms. Johnsen estimated that 50.025):
MTC’s Nevada office had more than 10 | The record does not establish a foundation
employees working its phone bank in for the testimony of this witness with respect
July 2016. She estimated that MTC’s to her knowledge of the operations of -
employees handling its phones in the Trustee Corps’ Nevada office during the
State of Nevada made more than 100 relevant time period, 2010-2011. It also does
phone calls on behalf of MTC per not establish that the phone calls concerned
month. She confirmed that these calls issues relating to properties in Nevada, as
included communications with debtors | opposed to properties in the other states in
who are in default on their loans. which Trustee Corps operates,
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 77:6-78:14, 84:2-18.
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No. Material Fact’ Response
69.| Ms. Johnsen testified at her deposition | Disputed: Misstates Evidence
that as reflected in Exhibit 4 at Ms. Johnsen stated that she did not recognize
TC00069, MTC would remit or send TC00069. Boylan Decl., Exh. D at 124.
funds collected by MTC to its lender
clients (whether the money was Ms. Cole-Sherburn also did not recognize
collected for reinstatement or pay-off of | TC00069. Boylan Decl., Exh. B at 105.
the loans or through sale of property at | Objection; Authentication (NRS 52.015(1))
non-judicial foreclosure). No record evidence authenticates TC00069.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “D” (Terry Johnsen Deposition),
at 124:3-125:14; see also Exhibit “H”,
at TC000069. Authenticated by Exhibit
“B” (Cathe Cole~-Sherburn Deposition),
at 105-107.
70.| Ms. Johnsen testified that the cashier’s | Disputed: Misstates Evidence
check reflected in Exhibit 4 at Ms. Johnsen confirmed that TC000071 is a
TC000071 is the money MTC collected, | copy of two cashier’s checks for a total of
put in its trust account in March 2011, $51,000 that Trustee Corps received,
and then transferred to its lender client, | deposited in its trust account, and transferred
Wells Fargo, N.A., on March 14, 2011, | to Wells Fargo. Ms. Johnsen’s testimony
relating to the Plaintiff Sansotas. does not connect MTCO0071 to Sansota. No
evidence indicates that Sansota paid,
Supporting Evidence received, or were otherwise affected by the
Exhibit “D”, at 127:5-19; see also funds in MTCO000071.
Exhibit “H”, at TC000071.
Authenticated by Exhibit “D” (Terry
Johnsen Deposition), at 114, 127.
71.| Ms. Cole testified at her deposition that | Objection: Lack of foundation (NRS 50.025)
MTC may have applied for its collection | Ms. Cole-Sherburn was not employed by
agency license from the FID as early as | Trustee Corp in 2009, and the record does
2009. not establish how she has personal
knowledge of this alleged application.
Supporting Evidence Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Exhibit “B” (Cathe Cole-Sherburn Applications by Trustee Corps for a
Deposition), at 23-24. collection agency license in 2009 are not
relevant to any issue relating to Trustee
Corps’ interaction with Sansota. In any
event, Sansota’s evidence indicates that
Trustee Corps applied for a collection agency
license in 2012. Boylan Decl., Exh. I at
MTC000336.
72.| Ms. Juarez testified at her deposition Disputed: Ambiguous
that she would match the check to the The statement does not specify the nature of
loan number of the defaulted Nevada the checks to which it refers.
debt, and advise the banking client that —
the funds were remitted on %he defaulted | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
loan. Sansotas have not alleged that they made any
payments to Trustee Corps. How Ms. Juarez
Supporting Evidence handled money for Trustee Corps is
Exhibit “1” (Gloria Juarez Deposition), | irrelevant to the issues raised in Sansota’s
at pp. 30-31. Authenticated by Boylan | otion.
MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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No. Material Fact! ‘ Response
Reply Declaration, at 2.
73.| Ms. Juarez testified at her deposition Undisputed that Ms. Juarez has been an
that the same applies to the millions of | employee of Trustee Corps since 2002 and is
dollars MTC collected as agent for its currently Trustee Corps’s Senior-Vice
clients on Nevada as this was admitted | President of Accounting and HR.
to her testimony, as MTC’s Senior Vice-
President of accounting, and employee | Disputed: Ambiguous
of MTC since 2002. The statement does not specify what “the
same” means.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “1” (Gloria Juarez Deposition), | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
at pp 11-12, 38, Sansotas have not alleged that they made any
payments to Trustee Corps. How Ms. Juarez
handled money for Trustee Corps is
irrelevant to the issues raised in Sansota’s
motion.
74.| According to Ms. Juarez, for one period | Objection : Relevance (NRS 48.025)
of a limited example, 2008 to 2011, the | Sansota has not alleged that they made any
number of incoming checks to MTC payments to Trustee Corps. How many
with respect to Nevada defaulted loans | incoming checks Trustee Corps processed
was at least 300 checks per month, or with respect to defaulted Nevada loans and
about 50-65 checks per week. About the amounts of those checks is irrelevant to
30% of the checks, or least 75 to 100 the issues raised in Sansota’s motion.
checks were directly from Nevada
borrowers. In 2008-2011, MTC
collected more than $100,000.00 dollars
each month with respect to defaulted
Nevada debts. All of these checks were
with respect to MTC’s clients’ defaulted
loans.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “17”, (Gloria Juarez Deposition),
at pp. 35, 36, 37, 38 and 39.
75.| Ms. Juarez would endorse the checks Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
payable to MTC with a stamp. Sansota has not alleged that they made any
payments to Trustee Corps. How Ms. Juarez
Supporting Evidence handled money for Trustee Corps is
Exhibit “1” (Gloria Juarez Deposition), | irrelevant to the issues raised in Sansota’s
at pp. 33-34, motion. '
76.| At his deposition, Mr. Rande Johnsen Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
stated clearly that foreclosure is a means | Mr. Johnsen’s opinion of the purposes of
and method of collecting on defaulted foreclosures is irrelevant to the issues raised
debts (which is the business MTC in Sansota’s motion,
performs as the agent of and on behalf
of its lender clients). Objection: Calls for a Legal Conclusion
(NRS 50.265):
Supporting Evidence To the extent that Plaintiff seeks to rely on
Exhibit “2” (Rande Johnsen Mr. Johnsen’s statements to demonstrate that
Deposition), at pp. 42-45. foreclosure is “collection” within the
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No. Material Fact! Response
Authenticated by Boylan Reply meaning of NRS 649.020, such testimony
Declaration, at 3. calls for a legal conclusion.
Disputed: Misstates Evidence
Mr. Johnsen repeatedly objected to the
characterization of foreclosure as debt
collection and as a collection mechanism,
stating “I don’t know how it functions as
debt collection” Boylen Decl., Exh. 2 at
44:22; see also Id. at 45:8-12.
77.| Rande Johnsen, MTC’s owner and Chief | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Executive, recently admitted that he Mr, Johnsen’s preparation for a debt
began studying for the Nevada test to be | collection manager test is irrelevant to the
MTC’s collection agency manager for issues raised in Sansota’s motion.
Nevada in about 2009, and actually took
the test in about 2009 to 2010.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “2” (Rande Johnsen
Deposition), at pp. 73-34.
78.| Although he attempted evasion and Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
qualification, Rande Johnsen essentially | Sansota has not alleged that he paid any fees
admitted in his testimony that MTC’s or costs associated with Trustee Corp’
fees and costs are added to the debtors foreclosure of their property. Whether
obligation to the lender. Trustee Corps’ fees and costs are generally
added to debtors’ obligations to lenders is
Supporting Evidence irrelevant to Sansota’s motion.
Exhibit “2” (Rande Johnsen '
Deposition), at p. 88. Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS
50.025):
The record does not establish a foundation
for the testimony of this witness with respect
to how any individual lender treated or
applied Trustee Corps’ fees and costs.
79. | Plaintiff Raymond Sansota testified at Disputed: Misstates Evidence
his deposition that MTC was conducting | Raymond Sansota made no statements
business as an unlicensed claim regarding whether Trustee Corps was
collection agency by telephoning the conducting business as an unlicensed claim
Sansotas and asking for payments on the | collection agency. Any such statements
defaulted mortgage loan held by MTC’s | would be inadmissible legal conclusions.
client, Wells Fargo Bank. NRS 50.265
Supporting Evidence Raymond Sansota does not claim that
Exhibit “3” (Raymond Sansota Trustee Corps called him asking for
| Deposition), at pp. 28, 34, 35, 37, 40, payments on the defaulted mortgage loan
43, and 44. Authenticated by Boylan held by Wells Fargo. He claims to have
Reply Declaration, at 5. received a call at in the fall 0f 2010 from an
entity he names as “MTC” asking for $1,500.
He variously describes the purpose of the
payment as to “correct some kind of problem
with the property”, a “collection fee” or
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Material Fact!

Response

having to do with the property. Boylan
Reply Decl. Exh. 3 at 36-38, 43.

Raymond Sansota’s testimony contradicts his
sworn statement in response to
interrogatories in which he stated that he
could not “recall or identify at this time
specific calls with anyone known by
Responding Party to be employed by
requesting party during the specified period.”
Declaration of Jerett T. Yan in Support of
Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee
Corps’: (1) Cross-Motion for Summary
Judgment or, in the Alternative, Partial
Summary Judgment Against Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota; and
(2) Opposition to Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs Raymond
Sansota and Francine Sansota (“Yan Decl.”)
97, Exh. D. Mr. Sansota’s phone records
also indicate that he received no calls from
Trustee Corps during the relevant period.
Yan Decl. § 14, Exh. I. As Mr. Sansota
offers no reasonable explanation for the
contradictory statements, his statements
should be construed against him. Luciano v.
Saint Mary's Preferred Health Ins. Co., 2016
WL 2740860, at *3 (Nev. 2016).

Objection: Hearsay (NRS 51.065)

Any testimony by Mr, Sansota about
statements of the caller are inadmissible to
prove the truth of the matter asserted therein.

Objection: Lacks Foundation

Mzr. Sansota testimony at deposition lacks
foundation. He was unable to remember
who he spoke with, or even the gender of the
caller, much less the specifics of the
conversation. There is no basis for a
conclusion that the caller’s statements could
bind Trustee Corps. Boylen Reply Decl.,
Exh. 3 at 34-36.
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Material Fact!

Response

80.

MTC omitted the testimony of
Raymond Sansota indicating that he
became aware in 2020 of the beginning
of MTC’s claim collection/foreclosure
activity against him based on a
collection phone call from MTC in
2010. And, before he relocated to Ohio
in 2010, he was aware based on that
telephone communication that MTC
process to take his home was going
forward.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “3”, (Raymond Sansota
Deposition), at pp. 28-29, 34-38, 47-78.

Disputed: Misstates Evidence

At deposition on November 17,2016,
Raymond Sansota responded to the question
“When did you learn that your property had
been sold at a foreclosure sale?” by stating
“Just — well, I would say several months
ago.” Declaration of Allan E. Ceran in
Support of Defendant MTC Financial’s
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for
Summary Judgment (“Ceran Decl.”), Exh. A
at 32-33,

Similarly, in response to the question “So do
you remember when you found out that your
house was being foreclosed on?” Mr.
Sansota responded “It was years after, way
after we left.” Ceran Decl., Exh. A at 31.

He further stated that he had just started at a
job in Ohio when he received the alleged
call. Boylen Reply Decl., Exh. 3 at 43.

He made no changes to these statements after
the deposition, instead, confirming its
veracity. Yan Decl., Exh. J.

Raymond Sansota’s testimony also
contradicts his sworn statement in response
to interrogatories. Yan Decl., {7, Exh. D.
Mr. Sansota’s phone records also indicate
that he received no calls from Trustee Corps
during the relevant period. Yan Decl. § 14,
Exh. 1. As he offers no reasonable
explanation for the contradictory statements,
his statements should be construed against
him. Luciano v. Saint Mary's Preferred
Health Ins. Co., 2016 WL 2740860, at *3
(Nev. 2016).

81.

MTC Admissions regarding collection
activities, in the voice of CEQO, Rande
Johnsen.

Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “4” is a flash-drive which
contains live video and audio recording
from a seminar presented by Rande
Johnsen entitled “To Foreclose or not to

Obiection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1)
and Lacks Foundation (NRS 50.025)

There is no record evidence demonstrating
what the contents of this flash drive are and
no foundation for Mr. Boylan’s statements
regarding it.

Sansota states that this flash-drive contains a
presentation by Rande Johnsen “who self-
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Material Fact!

Response

Foreclose?” Authenticated by Boylan
Reply Declaration, at §7.

identifies by voice”. Boylen Reply Decl. ] 5.
To the extent that Sansota relies on NRS
52.0065 to authenticate this evidence, he is in
error. NRS 52.065 merely states: “A voice,
whether heard firsthand or through
mechanical or electronic transmission or
recording, is sufficiently identified by
opinion based upon hearing the voice at any
time under circumstances connecting it with
the alleged speaker.” It has no relevance
here. There is no record evidence
demonstrating that the voice on the flash-
drive is that of Rande Johnsen.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Statements allegedly made in a presentation
regarding Trustee Corps’ activities have no
bearing on any matter raised in Sansota’s
motion. There is no evidence connecting
these alleged practices with Trustee Corps’
operations in Nevada from July 2010 to
March 2011, much less to the foreclosure
involving Sansota.

Objection: Hearsay (NRS 51.065)

Any statements on this flash drive are
inadmissible hearsay without exception and
cannot be introduced to support the truth of
the matters asserted. No record evidence
supports Sansota’s contention that the
speaker is Rande Johnsen.

Objection: Oath or Affirmation (NRS

50.035)
Any purported testimony on this flash drive

is unsworn and not evidence.

83.

MTC admissions regarding activities of
collections in foreclosure, the tools of
foreclosure reflecting the element of
coercion as a means of collection and
stating that foreclosure gets the
homeowners attention, forces a limited
timeframe and that most people give up.
Admits that those conducting
foreclosure must be familiar with debt
collection laws, such as the FDCPA.
Identified various collection

Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1)
and Lacks Foundation (NRS 50.025)

There is no indication as to what this
presentation is. Plaintiff’s counsel stated at
the deposition of Rande Johnsen that he
found this presentation on the internet.
Boylen Decl. Exh. 2 at 127. When shown
Exhibit 6 at his deposition, Mr. Johnsen
denied any knowledge of the presentation.
Id. at 126.
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No.

Material Fact!

Response

methodologies and alternatives and
strategies such as reinstatement, payoff
and short payoff, forbearance or
repayment plan, modification, dead in
lieu of foreclosure and workouts.

o

Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “6” contains true and accurate
copies of the Power Point pages from a
seminar presented by Rande Johnsen,
MTC’s Chief Executive, controlling
person and owner of MTC, entitled
“Insider Secrets From A Foreclosure
Trustee Investing In Junior Liens”.

Authenticated by Boylan Reply
Declaration, at [12; Exhibit “2”, (Rande
Johnsen Deposition) at pp. 125, 126,
127, 131, 132, 133, 144, 149, 150, 151.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Statements allegedly made in a presentation
regarding Trustee Corps’ activities have no
bearing on any matter raised in Sansota’s
motion. There is no evidence connecting
these alleged practices with Trustee Corps’
operations in Nevada from July 2010 to
March 2011, much less to the foreclosure
involving Sansota.

Objection: Hearsay (NRS 51.065)

The statements in the presentation cannot be
used to prove the truth of the matters asserted
(i.e. the nature of Trustee Corps’ business
practices). They are not admissions because
Plaintiff has provided no evidence as to who
made these statements. Mr. Johnsen, who
Plaintiff alleges gave the presentation, denied
knowledge of it. Boylen Reply Decl. Exh. 2
at 126.

84,

At his deposition, Rande Johnsen
admitted that MTC receives money
from Nevada debtors on defaulted loans
for purposes of reinstating the loans that
are in default with MTC’s clients.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “2”, (Rande Johnsen
Deposition) at p. 79.

Disputed: Evidence Not in Record

Page 79 of Rande Johnsen’s deposition is not
in the record. There is no record evidence
indicating that Mr. Johnsen made any such
statement.

85.

The Sansotas never entered into any
type of contract with Defendant MTC
Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps.

Supporting Bvidence
Raymond Sansota Declaration, at 2.

Disputed: Misstates Evidence

Sansota entered into the Deed of Trust with
regard to their property, which authorized the
trustee to take actions in accordance with the
Deed of Trust in the event of default.
Johnsen Decl., Exh. A. Trustee Corps was
the trustee under the deed of trust at the time
of the sale. Boylen Decl., Exh. H at
TC000038.

ISSUE NO. 2: Whether Trustee Corps conducted business as an Unlicensed Collection
Agent in Nevada Prior to April 19, 2012

No.

Material Fact

Response

Nos. 1 through 71 above are
incorporated herein by reference.

Responses to Nos. 1 through 71 are
incorporated herein by reference.
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DATED this 10th day of March, 2017.

IRV #4827-7154-2853 v2
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BROOKS HUBLEY, LLP

Michael R-Brooks, Esq.

1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 60
Las Vegas, NV 89134

Attorneys for Defendant

MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1, the undersigned, hereby certify that I am an employee in the County of Clark, State of

Nevada, am over the age of 18 years and not a party to this action. My business address is that of
Brooks Hubley, LLP, 1645 Village Center Cir., Ste. 60, Las Vegas, NV 89134,

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, I did service, via the Eight Judicial District Court
Case Filing System, a copy of the above and foregoing MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba
TRUSTEE CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO THE SEPARATE STATEMENT IN SUPPORT
OF SANSOTA’S PRELIMINARY OPPOSITION TO TRUSTEE CORPS’ CROSS-
MOTION FOR SUMMARY to the following: (NOTE: All parties not registered pursuant to

Administrative Order 14-2 have been served by mail.):

Burke, Williams & Sorensen LLP

Contact .- .. Email . o
" Allan Ceran . .- __r aceran@bwslaw.com
BarbaraJeong : . __° bieong@bwslaw.com
Daniel W, Maguire ~ - . - dmaquire@bwslaw.com . - . -
. Fabio Cabezas . fcabezas@bwslaw.com -
‘Fabio Cabezas N fcabezas@bwslaw.com ‘
. Julie'Anderson . o janderson@bwslaw.com. = . .-
Keiko Kojima - kkoiima@bwslaw.com
NEF - R.eynolds ' RIR-NEF@bwslaw.com
Patti Soeffner .- psoeffner@bwslaw.com
Patii Soeffner  psoeffner@bwslaw.com
_ Richard Reynolds . rreynolds@bwslaw.com.
Richard Reynolds "~ 7. rreynolds@bwslaw.com -

" Tahira Mims ~

Law Office of Nicholas A. Boylan, APC -

Contact L 3 . Email . :
Nicholas A. Boylan, Esq. nablawfirm@aol.com " - - _
MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
IRV #4827-7154-2853 v2
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McCarthy & Holthus, LLP
_Contact . - Email :
“Kristin Schuter-Hintz . . " _ .dcnv@mccarthvho!thus com

Eckom@rmiccarthyholthus.com

NlcholasA Boylan o - ,
Contact . Email
Marma Vaisman' S mv. nablawf‘ rm@gma .com

Smith Larsen & Wlxom

Contact . ) " Email .
Elise Fossum ‘ ef@slwlaw.com
Katie Weber e . kw@slwlaw,com

. KentF, Larsen C kfl@slwlaw.com .

Via U.S. Mail to:

Antoinette Gill

4754 Deer Forest

Las Vegas, NV 89139
PRO SE

Dated this 10" day of March, 2017.
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Richard J. Reynolds, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 11864

E-mail: rreynolds@bwslaw.com

Allan E. Ceran

Admitted Pro Hac Vice

E-mail: aceran@bwslaw.com

BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP
1851 East First Street, Suite 1550

Santa Ana, CA 92705-4067

Tel: 949.863.3363  Fax: 949.863.3350

Michael R. Brooks, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 7287

E-mail: mbrooks@brookshubley.com
BROOKS HUBLEY, LLP

1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 60

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Tel: 702.851.1191  Fax: 702.851.1198

Attorneys for Defendant MTC FINANCIAL INC.

dba TRUSTEE CORPS

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JEFFREY BENKO, a Nevada resident;
CAMILLO MARTINEZ, a California
resident; ANA MARTINEZ, a California
resident; FRANK SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; JACQUELINE SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; SUSAN HIJORTH, a Nevada
resident; RAYMOND SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; FRANCINE SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; SANDRA KUHN, a Nevada
resident; JESUS GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; SILVIA GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; DONNA HERRERA, a Nevada
resident; ANTOINETTE GILL, a Nevada
resident; JESSE HENNIGAN, a Nevada
resident; KIM MOORE, a Nevada resident;
THOMAS MOORE, a Nevada resident;
SUS KALLEN, a Nevada resident;
ROBERT MANDARICH, a Nevada
resident; JAMES NICO, a Nevada resident
and PATRICIA TAGLIAMONTE, a
Nevada resident

Plaintiffs,
/11
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Case No. A-11-649857-C

Dept. No.: XXIX

MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO THE
SUPPLEMENTAL SEPARATE
STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF THE
REPLY MEMORANDUM OF RAYMOND
SANSOTA AND FRANCINE SANSOTA IN
SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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Time:
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
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SANTA ANA

VS.

QUALITY LOAN SERVICE
CORPORATION, a California Corporation;
APPLETON PROPERTIES, LLC, a Nevada
Limited  Liability = Company; MTC
FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS,
a California Corporation, MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc.,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED SERVICE;
NATIONAL DEFAULT SERVICING
CORPORATION, a Arizona Corporation;
CALIFORNIA RECONVEYANCE
COMPANY, a California Corporation; and

DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps (“Trustee Corps™) submits the

following Objections to the new evidence submitted in Supplemental Separate Statement in

Support of the Reply Memorandum of Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota (jointly,

“Sansota”) in Support of Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Against Defendant MTC. It

previously served its Objections to Nos. 1 through 71 of Sansota’s original Separate Statement.

No. | Material Fact Response
72. | Ms. Juarez testified at her deposition Disputed: Ambiguous
that she would match the check to the The statement does not specify the nature of
loan number of the defaulted Nevada the checks to which it refers,
debt, and advise the banking client that
the funds were remitted on the defaulted | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
loan. ‘ Sansota has not alleged that he made any
payments to Trustee Corps. How Ms. Juarez
Supporting Evidence handled money for Trustee Corps is
Exhibit “1” (Gloria Juarez Deposition), | irrelevant to the issues raised in Sansota’s
at pp. 30-31. Authenticated by Boylan | motion.
Reply Declaration, at 2.
73. | Ms. Juarez testified at her deposition Undisputed that Ms. Juarez has been an
that the same applies to the millions of | employee of Trustee Corps since 2002 and is
dollars MTC collected as agent for its currently Trustee Corps’s Senior-Vice
clients on Nevada as this was admitted | President of Accounting and HR.
to her testimony, as MTC’s Senior Vice-
President of accounting, and employee Disputed: Ambiguous
of MTC since 2002, The statement does not specify what “the
same” means.
Supporting Evidence ‘

OAK #4819-6093-1397 vL
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Exhibit “1” (Gloria Juarez Deposition),
at pp 11-12, 38.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)

Sansota has not alleged that he made any
payments to Trustee Corps. How Ms. Juarez
handled payments made to Trustee Corps is
irrelevant to the issues raised in Sansota’s
motion.

74. | According to Ms. Juarez, for one period | Objection : Relevance (NRS 48.025)
of a limited example, 2008 to 2011, the | Sansota has not alleged that he made any
number of incoming checks to MTC payments to Trustee Corps. How many
with respect to Nevada defaulted loans | incoming checks Trustee Corps processed
was at least 300 checks per month, or with respect to defaulted Nevada loans and
about 50-65 checks per week. About the amounts of those checks is irrelevant to
30% of the checks, or least 75 to 100 the issues raised in Sansota’s motion.
checks were directly from Nevada
borrowers. In 2008-2011, MTC
collected more than $100,000.00 dollars
each month with respect to defaulted
Nevada debts. All of these checks were
with respect to MTC’s clients’ defaulted
loans.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “17, (Gloria Juarez Deposition),
at pp. 35, 36, 37, 38 and 39.

75. | Ms. Juarez would endorse the checks Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
payable to MTC with a stamp. Sansota has not alleged that he made any

payments to Trustee Corps. How Ms. Juarez

Supporting Evidence handled money for Trustee Corps is
Exhibit “1” (Gloria Juarez Deposition), | irrelevant to the issues raised in Sansota’s
at pp. 33-34. motion.

76. | At his deposition, Mr. Rande Johnsen Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)

stated clearly that foreclosure is a means
and method of collecting on defaulted
debts (which is the business MTC
performs as the agent of and on behalf
of its lender clients).

Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “2” (Rande Johnsen
Deposition), at pp. 42-45.
Authenticated by Boylan Reply
Declaration, at 3.

M. Johnsen’s opinion of the purposes of
foreclosures is irrelevant to the issues raised
in Sansota’s motion.

Objection: Calls for a Legal Conclusion
(NRS 50.265):

To the extent that Plaintiff seeks to rely on
Mr. Johnsen’s statements to demonstrate that
foreclosure is “collection” within the
meaning of NRS 649.020, such testimony
calls for a legal conclusion.

Disputed: Misstates Evidence

Mr. Johnsen repeatedly disagreed with the
characterization of foreclosure as debt
collection and as a collection mechanism,
stating “T don’t know how it functions as
debt collection” Boylen Reply Decl., Exh. 2
at 44:22; see also id. at 45:8-12.

OAK #4819-6093-1397 v1
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77. | Rande Johnsen, MTC’s owner and Chief | Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Executive, recently admitted that he Mr. Johnsen’s preparation for a debt
began studying for the Nevada test to be | collection manager test is irrelevant to the
MTC’s collection agency manager for issues raised in Sansota’s motion.
Nevada in about 2009, and actually took
the test in about 2009 to 2010.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “2” (Rande Johnsen
Deposition), at pp. 73-34.
78. | Although he attempted evasion and Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
qualification, Rande Johnsen essentially | Sansota has not alleged that he paid any fees
admitted in his testimony that MTC’s or costs associated with Trustee Corps’
fees and costs are added to the debtors foreclosure of their property. Whether
obligation to the lender. Trustee Corps’ fees and costs are generally
added to debtors’ obligations by lenders is

Supporting Evidence irrelevant to Sansota’s motion,

Exhibit “2” (Rande Johnsen

Deposition), at p. 88. Objection: Lack of Foundation (NRS
50.025):
The record does not establish a foundation

¥ for the testimony of this witness with respect

to how any individual lender treated or
applied Trustee Corps’ fees and costs.

79. | Plaintiff Raymond Sansota testified at Disputed: Misstates Evidence

his deposition that MTC was conducting
business as an unlicensed claim
collection agency by telephoning the
Sansotas and asking for payments on the
defaulted mortgage loan held by MTC’s
client, Wells Fargo Bank.

Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “3” (Raymond Sansota
Deposition), at pp. 28, 34, 35, 37, 40,
43, and 44. Authenticated by Boylan
Reply Declaration, at 5.

Raymond Sansota made no statements
regarding whether Trustee Corps was
conducting business as an unlicensed claim
collection agency. Any such statements
would be inadmissible legal conclusions.
NRS 50.265

Raymond Sansota does not claim that
Trustee Corps called him asking for
payments on the defaulted mortgage loan
held by Wells Fargo. He claims to have
received a call at in the fall of 2010 from an
entity he names as “MTC” asking for $1,500.
He variously describes the purpose of the
payment as to “correct some kind of problem
with the property”, a “collection fee” or
having to do with the property. Boylan
Reply Decl. Exh. 3 at 36-38, 43.

Raymond Sansota’s testimony contradicts
both his phone records and his sworn
statement in response to interrogatories. See
Defendant MTC Financial Inc, dba Trustee
Corps’ Objections to Additional Evidence
Filed Belatedly by Plaintiffs Raymond
Sansota and Francine Sansota in Support of
Their Motion for Partial Summary Judgment

OAK #4819-6093-1397 vl
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(“Trustee Corps’ Objections”); Yan Decl. §
7, 14, Exh. D, 1. As he offers no reasonable
explanation for the contradictory statements,
his statements should be construed against
him. Luciano v. Saint Mary's Preferred
Health Ins. Co., 2016 WL 2740860, at *3
(Nev. 2016).

Objection: Hearsay (NRS 51.065)

Any testimony by Mr. Sansota about
statements of the caller are inadmissible to
prove the truth of the matter asserted therein.

Objection: Lacks Foundation (NRS 50.025)
Mr. Sansota testimony at deposition lacks
foundation. He was unable to remember
who he spoke with, or even the gender of the
caller, much less the specifics of the
conversation. There is no basis for a
conclusion that the caller’s statements could
bind Trustee Corps. Boylen Reply Decl.,
Exh. 3 at 34-36.

OAK #4819-6093-1397 vl
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80.

MTC omitted the testimony of
Raymond Sansota indicating that he
became aware in 2020 of the beginning
of MTC’s claim collection/foreclosure
activity against him based on a
collection phone call from MTC in
2010. And, before he relocated to Ohio
in 2010, he was aware based on that
telephone communication that MTC
process to take his home was going
forward.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “3”, (Raymond Sansota
Deposition), at pp. 28-29, 34-38, 47-78.

Disputed: Misstates Evidence

At deposition on November 17, 2016,
Raymond Sansota responded to the question
“When did you learn that your property had
been sold at a foreclosure sale?” by stating
“Just — well, I would say several months
ago.” Declaration of Allan E. Ceran in
Support of Defendant Trustee Corps’
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for
Summary Judgment (“Ceran Decl.”), Exh. A
at 32-33.

Similarly, in response to the question “So do
you remember when you found out that your
house was being foreclosed on?” Mr.
Sansota responded “It was years after, way
after we left.” Ceran Decl., Exh. A at 31,

He further stated that he had just started at a
job in Ohio when he received the alleged
call. Boylen Reply Decl., Exh. 3 at 43.

He made no changes to these statements after
the deposition, instead, confirming its
veracity. Declaration of Jerett T. Yan in
Support of Defendant MTC Financial Inc.
dba Trustee Objections to Additional
Evidence Filed Belatedly by Plaintiffs
Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota in
Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, Exh. J.

Raymond Sansota’s testimony also
contradicts both his phone records and his
sworn statement in response to
interrogatories. See TrusteeCorps’
Objections; Yan Decl. § 7, 14 Exh. D, 1. As
he offers no reasonable explanation for the
contradictory statements, his statements
should be construed against him. Luciano v.
Saint Mary's Preferred Health Ins. Co., 2016
WL 2740860, at *3 (Nev. 2016).

81.

MTC Admissions regarding collection
activities, in the voice of CEQO, Rande
Johnsen.

Supporting Evidence

Exhibit “4” is a flash-drive which
contains live video and audio recording
from a seminar presented by Rande
Johnsen entitled “To Foreclose or not to
Foreclose?” Authenticated by Boylan
Reply Declaration, at 7.

Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1)
and Lacks Foundation (NRS 50.025)

There is no record evidence demonstrating
what the contents of this flash drive are and
no foundation for Mr. Boylan’s statements
regarding it,

Sansota states that this flash-drive contains a
presentation by Rande Johnsen “who self-
1dentifies by voice”. Boylen Reply Decl. §
5, To the extent that Sansota relies on NRS

OAK #4819-6093-1397 v1
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52.065 to authenticate this evidence, he is in
error. NRS 52.065 merely states: “A voice,
whether heard firsthand or through
mechanical or electronic transmission or
recording, is sufficiently identified by
opinion based upon hearing the voice at any
time under circumstances connecting it with
the alleged speaker.” It has no relevance
here. There is no record evidence
demonstrating that the voice on the flash-
drive is that of Rande Johnsen.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Statements allegedly made in a presentation
regarding Trustee Corps’ activities have no
bearing on any matter raised in Sansota’s
motion. There is no evidence connecting
these alleged practices with Trustee Corps’
operations in Nevada from July 2010 to
March 2011, or to the foreclosure involving
Sansota.

Objection: Hearsay (NRS 51.065)

Any statements on this flash drive are
inadmissible hearsay without exception and
cannot be introduced to support the truth of
the matters asserted. No record evidence
supports Sansota’s contention that the
speaker is Rande Johnsen.

Objection: Oath or Affirmation (NRS

50.035)
Any purported testimony on this flash drive

is unsworn and not evidence.

83.

MTC admissions regarding activities of
collections in foreclosure, the tools of
foreclosure reflecting the element of
coercion as a means of collection and
stating that foreclosure gets the
homeowners attention, forces a limited
timeframe and that most people give up.
Admits that those conducting
foreclosure must be familiar with debt
collection laws, such as the FDCPA.
Identified various collection
methodologies and alternatives and
strategies such as reinstatement, payoff
and short payoff, forbearance or
repayment plan, modification, dead in
lieu of foreclosure and workouts.

Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “6” contains true and accurate

Objection: Authentication (NRS 52.015(1)
and Lacks Foundation (NRS 50.025)

There is no indication as to what this
presentation is. Plaintiff’s counsel stated at
the deposition of Rande Johnsen that he
found this presentation on the internet,
Boylen Reply Decl. Exh. 2 at 127. When
shown Exhibit 6 at his deposition, Mr.
Johnsen denied any knowledge of the
presentation. Id. at 126.

Objection: Relevance (NRS 48.025)
Statements allegedly made in a presentation
regarding Trustee Corps’s activities have no
bearing on any matter raised in Sansota’s
motion. There is no evidence connecting
these alleged practices with Trustee Corps’
operations in Nevada from July 2010 to
March 2011, or to the foreclosure involving
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copies of the Power Point pages from a
seminat presented by Rande Johnsen,
MTC’s Chief Executive, controlling
person and owner of MTC, entitled
“Insider Secrets From A Foreclosure
Trustee Investing In Junior Liens”.

Authenticated by Boylan Reply
Declaration, at §[12; Exhibit “2”, (Rande
Johnsen Deposition) at pp. 125, 126,
127,131, 132, 133, 144, 149, 150, 151.

Sansota.

Objection: Hearsay (NRS 51.065)

The statements in the presentation cannot be
used to prove the truth of the matters
asserted (i.e. the nature of Trustee Corps’
business practices). They are not admissions
because Plaintiff has provided no evidence
as to who made these statements. Mr.
Johnsen, who Plaintiff alleges gave the
presentation, denied knowledge of it.

Boylen Reply Decl. Exh. 2 at 126.

84. | At his deposition, Rande Johnsen Disputed: Evidence Not in Record
admitted that MTC receives money Page 79 of Rande Johnsen’s deposition is not
from Nevada debtors on defaulted loans | in the record. There is no record evidence
for purposes of reinstating the loans that | indicating that Mr. Johnsen made any such
are in default with MTC’s clients. statement.
Supporting Evidence
Exhibit “2”, (Rande Johnsen
Deposition) at p. 79.

85. | The Sansotas never entered into any Disputed: Misstates Evidence

type of contract with Defendant MTC
Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps.

Supporting Evidence
Raymond Sansota Declaration, at §2.

Sansota entered into the Deed of Trust with
regard to their property, which authorized the
trustee to take actions in accordance with the
Deed of Trust in the event of default.
Johnsen Decl., Exh. A. Trustee Corps was
the trustee under the deed of trust at the time
of the sale. Boylen Decl., Exh. H at
TC000038.

OAK #4819-6093-1397 vi
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DATED this 10th day of March, 2017.

BROOKS HUBLEY, LLP

Michael R. Brogks,£sq. 4

1645 Village Cenfer Circle, Suite 60
Las Vegas, NV 89134

Attorneys for Defendant

MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS

MTC FINANCIAL INC, DBA TRUSTEE
CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO SANSOTA’S
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I am an employee in the County of Clark, State of

Nevada, am over the age of 18 years and not a party to this action. My business address is that of

Brooks Hubley, LLP,

1645 Village Center Cir., Ste. 60, Las Vegas, NV 89134,

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, [ did service, via the Eight Judicial District Court

Case Filing System,

a copy of the above and foregoing MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba

TRUSTEE CORPS’ OBJECTIONS TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL SEPARATE

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF THE REPLY MEMORANDUM OF RAYMOND

SANSOTA AND FRANCINE SANSOTA IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PARTIAL

SUMMARY JUDGMENT to the following: (NOTE: All parties not registered pursuant to

Administrative Orde

r 14-2 have been served by mail.):

Burké, Williams & Sorensen LLP -

.~ Comtact. - . Email L
AlanCeran. * ° aceran@bwslaw.com.
CBarbaraJeong “bieong@bwslaw.com
~‘Daniel W. Maguire . ... drmagquire@bwslaw.com: .
- FabioCabezas - . . fcabezas@bwslaw.com
“Fabio:Cabezas . feabezas@bwslaw.com
JuleAnderson . - janderson@bwslaw.com |
KetkoKojima . = " - kkojima@bwslaw.com

_ NEF ~.R..eynolds oo+ RIR-NEF@bwslaw.com .
Patti Soeffner o oom e - psoeffner@bwslaw.com -
PattiSoeffner =~ ° % psoeffner@bwslaw.com
Richard Reynolds™- .~ *_rreynolds@bislaw.com

Richard Reynolds

rieynolds@bwslaw.com’ -

Tahira Mims | -~

tmims@bwslaw.com

Contact

OAK #4819-6093-1397 v!
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Law Office of Nicholas A. Boy]an,'APC

' Email _ _
MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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Nicholas A. Boylan, Esq. ' nablawfirm@aol.com

McCarthy & Holthus, LLP,
Contact © Email - -
Kristin Schuler~Hlntz o L cnv@mccarthyholthus com

Jeckom@mecarthyhohils b

Nicholas A. Boylan o
Contact - o Email :
Marina Vaisman ~ ' mv.nablawfi rm@gma l com

Smlth Larsen & Wlxom . - L
Contact _Email

Elise Fosstm - o ef@slwlaw.com .'.
Katie Weber. e kw@slwlaw.com

. Kent F, Larsen . R kfl@slwlaw.com

Via U.S. Mail to:

Antoinette Gill

4754 Deer Forest

Las Vegas, NV 89139
PRO SE

Dated this 10" day of March, 2017.

' MTC FINANCIAL INC. DBA TRUSTEE
o 0093-1397v1 -10 - CORPS’ OBIECTIONS TO SANSOTA’S
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Richard J. Reynolds

Nevada Bar No, 11864

E-mail: rreynolds@bwslaw.com

BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP
1851 East First Street, Suite 1550

Santa Ana, CA 92705-4067

Tel: 949.863.3363  Fax: 949.863.3350

Michael R, Brooks, Esq.

Nevada Bar No, 7287

E-mail: mbrooks@brookshubley.com
BROOKS HUBLEY, LLP

1645 Village Center Circle, Suite 60

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Tel: 702.851.1191  Fax: 702.851.1198

Attorneys for DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL

INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS

Electronically Filed
03/10/2017 04:42:14 PM

R

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JEFFREY BENKO, a Nevada resident;
CAMILO MARTINEZ, a California
resident; ANA MARTINEZ, a California
resident; FRANK SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; JACQUELINE SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; SUSAN HJORTH, a Nevada
resident; RAYMOND SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; FRANCINE SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; SANDRA KUHN, a Nevada
resident; JESUS GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; SILVIA GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; DONNA HERRERA, a Nevada
resident; ANTOINETTE GILL, a Nevada
resident; JESSE HENNIGAN, a Nevada
resident; KIM MOORE, a Nevada resident;
THOMAS MOORE, a Nevada resident;

SUS KALLEN, a Nevada resident;

ROBERT MANDARICH, a Nevada
resident; JAMES NICO, a Nevada resident
and PATRICIA TAGLIAMONTE, a
Nevada resident

Plaintiffs,
vs,

111

OAK #4847-4600-0964 v2
06190-0965

Case No, A-11-649857-C
Dept. No.: XXIX
(ELECTRONIC FILING CASE)

DECLARATION OF JERETT T, YAN IN
SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MTC
FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS’
OBJECTIONS TO ADDITIONAL
EVIDENCE FILED BELATEDLY BY
PLAINTIFFS RAYMOND SANSOTA AND
FRANCINE SANSOTA IN SUPPORT OF
THEIR MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Hearing date: March 14, 2017
Time: 9:00 a.m.
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QUALITY LOAN SERVICE
CORPORATION, a California Corporation;
APPLETON PROPERTIES, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company; MTC
FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS,
a California Corporation; MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc.,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED SERVICE;
NATIONAL DEFAULT SERVICING
CORPORATION, a Arizona Corporation;
CALIFORNIA RECONVEYANCE
COMPANY, a California Corporation; and
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

DECLARATION OF JERETT T. YAN

1, Jerett T. Yan, declare:

1. I am a member in good standing with the State Bar of California and an associate
of Burke, Williams & Sorensen, LLP (“Burke”), counsel for defendant MTC Financial, Inc. dba
Trustee Corps Inc. (“Trustee Corps™) in this matter. 1 am one of the lawyers at Burke responsible
for Trustee Corps’ representation. Ihave personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein. If
called as a witness, I would and could competently testify thereto.

2. As set forth on Trustee Corps’ comment log for the Transaction File with regard to
plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota (the “Transaction File”), Trustee Corps opened
its Transaction File on July 14, 2010 upon receiving a referral of the matter from its client.
Declaration of Rande Johnsen in Support of Defendant MTC Financial Inc, dba Trustee Corps’: (1)
Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative, Partial Summary Judgment Against
Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota; and (2) Opposition to Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota (“Johnsen Decl.”), 120
and Exh. P thereto (at page 12 and bearing control number TC000084).

3. The Transaction File remained open until March 14, 2011, when Trustee Corps
received the proceeds from the sale at public auction of the Sansotas’ property. Johnsen Decl. §20

and Exh., P thereto (at page 2 and bearing control number TC000074).

OAK HA847-4600-0964 v2. : DECLARATION OF JERETT T. YAN ISO
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4, On July 12, 2016, Trustee Corps served “MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps’
First Set of Requests for Admission to Plaintiff Raymond Sansota” (“RFA, Set One”) on Raymond
Sansota. Request for Admission No, 1 states: “Admit that YOU (YOU or YOUR refers to
Raymond Sansota) did not have any telephone calls with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS from July
14, 2010 through March 15, 2011.” Request for Admission No. 7 stated: “Admit that YOU never
had a telephone call with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS asking for payment of a debt from July 14,
2010 through the present.” A true and correct copy of RFA, Set One is attached hereto as Exhibit A
and incorporated by reference herein,

5. Raymond Sansota served his “Plaintiff Raymond Sansota’s Responses to Defendant
MTC Financial Inc.’s First Set of Requests for Admissions” (RFA Responses™) on August 30,
2016, In response to Request for Admission No, 1, Raymond Sansota stated “Denied at this time.”
In response to Request for Admission No. 7, Raymond Sansota stated “Denied at this time.” A true
and correct copy of the RFA Responses is attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated by
reference herein.

6. On July 12, 2016 Trustee Cotps served “MTC Financial Inc. dba Trustee Corps'
First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff Raymond Sansota” (Interrogatories, Set One”) on Raymond
Sansota concurrently with RFA, Set One. Interrogatory No. 1 states: “If YOUR (YOU or YOUR
refers to Raymond Sansbta) response to request for admission no. 1 of TRUSTEE CORPS' First Set
of Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.” Interrogatory No. 13 states: “If YOUR (YOU or YOUR refers to
Raymond Sansota) response to request for admission no. 7 of TRUSTEE CORPS' First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.” A true and correct copy of Interrogatories, Set One is attached hereto as
Exhibit C, and incorporated by reference herein, |

7. Raymond Sansota served his “Plaintiff Raymond Sansota’s Supplemehtal Responses
to Defendant MTC Financial Inc.’s Interrogatories, Set One” (“Supplemental Responses”) on
Trusteg Corps on or about November 16, 2016, In response to Interrogatory No. 1, Raymond
Sansota stated: “Responding Party eannot recall or identify at this time specific calls with

DECLARATION OF JERETT T. YAN ISO
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anyone known by Responding Party to be employed by requesting party during the specified
period.” In response to Interrogatory No. 13, Raymond Sansota stated: “Responding Party
cannot recall or otherwise identify at this time any phone call with someone employed by
requesting party in which a request for payment of Responding Party’s debt was made
during the relevant period.” A true and correct copy of the Supplemental Responses and the
Verification thereto served on Trustee Coi“ps on November 17, 2016 at the conclusion of the
deposition of Francine Sansota (along with Mr, Boylan’s confirmatory email) are attached hereto as
Exhibit D and incorporated by reference herein.

8. As set forth in the Declaration of Gloria Juarez, filed concurrently herewith, during
the period that the Transaction File was active, i.e., July 14, 2010 to March 14, 2011, Trustee
Corps’ telephone provider was AT&T, and the telephone numbers used by Trustee Corps were
(949) 252-8300, (800) 201-1622, (800) 845-2178, and (800) 995-8688 (collectively “Trustee
Corps’ Numbers”), Declaration of Gloria Juarez in Support of Defendant MTC Financial Inc. dba
Trustee Corps’; (1) Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment or, in the Alternative, Partial Summary
Judgment Against Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansota; and (2) Opposition to Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment of Plaintiffs Raymond Sansota and Francine Sansote, { 1. These
numbers were displayed when calls emanated from them inasmuch as Trustee Corps did not
choose, or direct AT&T to utilize, any “blocking” feature in order to prevént the display of its
telephone numbers on the telephones to which the calls from those numbers were directed. /d.

9. Iﬁ his responses to Trustee Corps’ written discovery, Raymond Sansota stated that
from 2007 to present Verizon was his telephone service provider and that his telephone number was
(702) 249-7894. Plaintiff Raymond Sansota’s Responses to Defendant MTC Financial Inc,’s
Interrogatories, Set Two, Response to Interrogatory No. 23. A true and correct copy of Raymond
Sansota’s responses to Defendant MTC Financial Inc.’s Interrogatories, Set Two are attached hereto
as Exhibit E and incorporated by reference herein.

10.  In his responses to Trustee Corps’ written discovery, Francine Sansota stated that
from 2007 to present Verizon was her telephone service provider and that her telephone number

was (702) 539-5811. Plaintiff Francine Sansota’s Responses to Defendant MTC Financial Inc.’s

DECLARATION OF JERETT T. YAN ISO
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Interrogatories, Set Two, Response to Interrogatory No. 23. A true and correct copy of Francine
Sansota’s responses to Defendant MTC Financial Inc.’s Interrogatories, Set Two, are attached
hereto as Exhibit F and incorporated by reference herein.

11, On January 30, 2017, Trustee Corps served a subpoena duces tecum upon Cellco
Partnership dba Verizon Wireless (“Verizon™) on January 30, 2017 (“Subpoena”). The Subpoena
sought “[a]ny and all cellular telephone logs, including but not limited to, incoming and outgoing
logs, call duration, missed call logs and/or blocked number requests and information for Plaintiffs,
RAYMOND SANSOTA and FRANCINE SANSOTA?” from January 1, 2007 through December
31,2012, A true and correct copy of the Subpoena is attached hereto as Exhibit G and incorporated
by reference herein.

2. On March 2, 2017, Trustee Corps received Verizon’s response to the Subpoena. It
included a declaration from George Martin, custodian of records for Verizon, certifying that the

records Verizon disclosed in response to the Subpoena are true and accurate copies of records

" created from the information maintained by Verizon in the actual course of business, that it is

Verizon’s ordinary practice to maintain such records, and that the records were made within a
reasonable time of the transactions stated therein (the “Verizon Records™). A true and correct copy
of Mr, Martin’s Declaration is attached hereto as Exhibit H, bearing control number VZzW00001,
and incorporated by reference herein.

13.  In order to determine whether Trustee Cotps made any telephone calls to either
Raymon Sansota or Francine Sansota during the time that the Transaction File remained open, I
reviewed the Verizon Records for the period June 16, 2010 to March 15, 2011 (the “Verizon
Records Excerpts”). A true and correct copy of the Verizon Records Excerpts, listing all incoming
and oulgoing calls from (702) 249-7894 and (702) 539-5811 (collectively, the “Sansota Numbers™)
from June 16, 2010 to March 15,¥ 2011, is attached hereto as Exhibit I, bearing control number
VZW000453 to VZW000650 and incorporated by reference herein,

14,  Ihave reviewed the Verizon Records Excerpts, and there are no incoming calls from
any of the Trustee Corps Numbets to the Sansota Numbers or outgoing calls from the Sansota
Numbers to the Trustee Corps Numbers from June 16,2010 to March 15, 2011.

DECLARATION OF JERETT T, YAN ISO
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15, After reviewing the transcript of his deposition taken on November 17, 2016,

Raymond Sansota made no changes to the transcript and certified that it was true and correct.

Attached hereto as Exhibit J and incorporated by reference herein is the Raymond Sansota’s

certification,

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of Nevada that the foregoing is true and

correct and that this declaration is executed this 10" day of March, 2017 at Oakland, California.

Jereyf . Yan /

QAK #4847-4600-0964 v2
06190-0965
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of BROOKS HUBLEY, LLP, and

that on March _, 2017, that a true copy of the DECLARATION OF JERETT T, YAN IN
SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC, dba TRUSTEE CORPS’: (1)
CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST PLAINTIFFS RAYMOND SANSOTA
AND FRANCINE SANSOTA; AND (2) OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF PLAINTIFFS RAYMOND SANSOTA AND FRANCINE
SANSOTA was E-Served, e-mailed and/or by placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed
envelope, with sufficient postage affixed thereto, in the United States mail at Las Vegas,
addressed to:

+ Bryan Cave, LLP — Jessica R. Maziarz, Julie Martin, Kathryn Brown, Lawrence G.

Scarborough, Lisa Kirkeby, Mary Ann Vila, and Sarah Burwick

+  Christopher Legal Group - Shawn Christopher, Esq.

» Law Office of Nicholas A. Boylan, APC — Nicholas A. Boylan, Esq., Marina Vaisman

»  McCarthy & Holthus - Kristin A, Schuler-Hintz, Esq., Thomas N. Beckom, Esq,

«  Smith Larsen & Wixom — Elise Fossum, Katie Weber, and Kent F. Larsen, Esq.

+ Tiffany & Bosco, P.A. - Gregory L. Wilde, Esq., Kevin S. Soderstrom, Esq.

Via U.S. Mail to:

Antoinette Gill
4754 Deer Forest
Las Vegas, NV §9139
PRO SE
G
ll/I/I 17/ l, Y/
blgyee of BROOKE Y, LI7P
DECLARATION OF JERETT T, YAN ISO
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

S5ANTA ANA

Richard J. Reynolds, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 11864

E-mail: rreynolds@bwslaw.com

BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP
1851 East First Street, Suite 1550

Santa Ana, CA 92705-4067

Tel: 949.863.3363  Fax: 949.863.3350

Phillip A. Silvestri (SBN 11276)
E-mail: Phillip.Silvestri@gmlaw.com
Neal D. Gidvani (SBN 11382)
E-mail: Neal.Gidvani@gmlaw.com
GREENSPOON MARDER

3993 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #400
Las Vegas, NV 89169

Tel: 702.978.4249  Fax: 954.333.4256

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
07/12/2016 08:31:44 PM

Attorneys for Defendant, MTC FINANCIAL INC.
dba TRUSTEE CORPS (erroneously named herein

as MTC FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS)

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JEFFREY BENKO, a Nevada resident;
CAMILO MARTINEZ, a California
resident; ANA MARTINEZ, a California
resident; FRANK SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; JACQUELINE SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; SUSAN HIORTH, a Nevada
resident; RAYMOND SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; FRANCINE SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; SANDRA KUHN, a Nevada
resident; JESUS GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; SILVIA GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; DONNA HERRERA, a Nevada
resident; ANTOINETTE GILL, a Nevada
resident; JESSE HENNIGAN, a Nevada
resident; KIM MOORE, a Nevada resident;
THOMAS MOORE, a Nevada resident;
SUS KALLEN, a Nevada resident;
ROBERT MANDARICH, a Nevada
resident; JAMES NICOQ, a Nevada resident
and PATRICIA TAGLIAMONTE, a
Nevada resident

Plaintiffs,
/17

C:\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set 1
(TC to F. Sansota).doc

Case No. A-11-649857-C

Dept. No.;: XXIX

MTC FINANCIAL INC, dba TRUSTEE
CORPS’ FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR

ADMISSION TO PLAINTIFF RAYMOND
SANSOTA
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VS.

QUALITY LOAN SERVICE
CORPORATION, a California Corporation;
APPLETON PROPERTIES, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company; MTC
FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS,
a California Corporation; MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc.,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED SERVICE;
NATIONAL DEFAULT SERVICING
CORPORATION, a Arizona Corporation;
CALIFORNIA RECONVEYANCE
COMPANY, a California Corporation; and
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION
PROPOUNDING PARTY: DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba -
TRUSTEE CORPS (“TRUSTEE CORPS”)
RESPONDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA
SET NUMBER: ONE

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

YOU ARE HEREBY REQUESTED, pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure
(“NRCP”) 36, to admit the truth of each of the following requests in writing, under oath, and
within thirty (30) days of service hercof.

If you fail to comply with the provisions of NRCP 36 with respect to these requests for

admissions, each of the matters of which an admission is requested will be deemed admitted.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1:

Admit that YOU (YOU or YOUR refers to Raymond Sansota) did not have any telephone
calls with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS from July 14, 2010 through March 15, 2011.
/11

C:\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set | 2.
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2:

Admit that there is no electronic mail between YOU and anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS
from July 14, 2010 through March 15, 2011.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3:

Admit that there is no written correspondence between YOU and anyone at TRUSTEE
CORPS from July 14, 2010 through March 15, 2011.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4:

Admit that TRUSTEE CORPS never sent YOU a debt collection letter from July 14, 2010
through the present.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5:

Admit that TRUSTEE CORPS never sent YOU an electronic debt collection letter from
July 14, 2010 through the present.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6:

Admit that TRUSTEE CORPS never offered YOU a FORECLOSURE PREVENTION
ALTERNATIVE (FORECLOSURE PREVENTION ALTERNATIVE means a permanent loan
modification, temporary loan modification, short sale approval, or forbearance agreement).

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7:

Admit that YOU never had a telephone call with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS asking for
payment of a debt from July 14, 2010 through the present.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8:

Admit that YOU never had a meeting with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS from July 14,
2010 through March 15, 2011.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9:

Admit that YOU never had a meeting with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS asking for
payment of a debt from July 14, 2010 through the present.
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1¢:

Admit that YOU have no damages arising out of the claims pleaded in YOUR operative
complaint.

C:\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set 1 -3
(TC to F. Sansota).doc
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1 | REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11:

Admit that YOU have had no communication with TRUSTEE CORPS between March

15, 2011 and prior to the filing of the lawsuit.

ER VS

DATED: 12th day of July, 2016.

GREENSPOON MARDER
3993 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #400
Las Vegas, NV 89169

o0 3 Y Wi

By: /s/ Phillip A. Silvestri, Esq.
Phillip A. Silvestri, Esq.
10 Neal D. Gidvani, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant, MTC FINANCIAL
11 INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE -
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of GREENSPOON MARDER,

and that on July 12, 2016, that I served a true copy of MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS’ FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO PLAINTIFF RAYMOND
SANSOTA via electronic setvice, and/or by placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed
envelope, with sufficient postage affixed thereto, in the United States mail at Las Vegas,
addressed to:
+  Brooks Hubley LLP - Michael R. Brooks, Esq., Shaun M. Rose, Shantel Llanos, and Efile
@ Brooks Hubley, LLP
«  Bryan Cave, LLP — Jessica R. Maziarz, Julie Martin, Kathryn Brown, Lawrence G.
Scarborough, Lisa Kirkeby, Mary Ann Vila, and Sarah Burwick
« Christopher Legal Group - Shawn Christopher, Esq.
+ Law Office of Nicholas A. Boylan, APC — Nicholas A. Boylan, Esq., Marina Vaisman
*  McCarthy & Holthus - Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq., Thomas N. Beckom, Esq.
+  Smith Larsen & Wixom ~ Elise Fossum, Katie Weber, and Kent F. Larsen, Esq.

« Tiffany & Bosco, P.A. - Gregory L. Wilde, Esq., Kevin S. Soderstrom, Esq.

Via U.S. Mail to:

Antoinette Gill

4754 Deer Forest
Las Vegas, NV 89139
PRO SE
/s/ Phillip A. Silvestri, Esq.
An employee of GREENSPOON MARDER
C:\Users\Cnbezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set 1 -1-
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Nicholas A. Boyiam Esg.
11 Nevada Bar No. 5878 - .
LAW OFFICE OF NICHOLAS A, BOYLAN, APC
20 444 West *C7 Street, Suited)S
‘mn Dieg A 02101
3 '__hmw 0344
Fax: {61
4 mbt’mfnm(mﬁma;i c0m
5 || Shawn Christopher, Esq,
Nevada Bar No, 6252
6| CHRISTOPHER LEGAL GROUP
2520 Suint Rose Parkway, Suite 3146
71 Henderson, NY ¢ 9074
_ i’i)u\‘u IR 137-312
Bl Tax, (702) 4585412
ol % @christovhe legal.com
i Attorneys for Plaintiffs, except for Antoinette Gill
tH
BISTRICT COURT
12
43 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
14
15 JEFPFREY BENKO, 8 Nevada resident; CASE NO: A-11-649857-C
CAMILO MARTINEZ, a California
16 | resident; Daept. 29
ANA NM&RHNB& a California resident; ‘
17 || FRANK SCINTA, a Nevada resident;
‘ JACOQUELINE SCINTA, a Nevada PLAINTIFF RAYMOND
181 resident; SUSAN HJORTH, a Nevada SANSOTA’S RESPONSES TO

gy . FINANCIAL

49 | resident; RAYMOND SANSOTA, a Ohio | DEFENDANT ML Sl ey
ol iiiii"i?j FRANCINE SANSOTA, a Obio | Hi% % SMIRSTONS Q
) SANDIRA KUHN, a Nevada resident;
2101 JESUS GOMEZ, a Nevada resident;
59 SILVIA GOMEZ, & Nevada resident;

DONNA HERRERA, 3 Nevada resident;
aq I ANTOINETTE GILL, a Mevada resident;
JESSE HENNIGAN, a Nevada resident;
24 1 KIM MCORE, a Nevada resident;
e THOMAS MOQRE, a Nevada resident;
25 | $USAN KALLEN, a Nevada resident;
g || ROBERT MANDARICH, a Nevada
resident, JAMES NICQ, a Nevada resident
27 1| and PATRICIA TAGLIAMONTE, a
o8 Mevada resident
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Plaintiffs,
Y.

QUALITY LOAN SERVICE
CORPORATION, a California ,
Corporation,; APPLETON PROPR RTIES,
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability
Company; MTC FINANCIAL, INC. dba
TRUSTEE CORFES, a California
Corporation; MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVIC E, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc.,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED

SERVIC ING CORPORAT TON, a Arizona
Corporation; CALIFORNIA
RECONVEYANCE COMPANY, &

California Corporation; and DOES 1
through 100, inclusive,

Disfendants.
PROPOUNDING PARTY: DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC.
RESPONDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA

SET NUMBER: ONE

GENERAL OBJECTIONY

Each and every request for admission is generally objected to by Responding

Party for the reasons set forth herein. Unless otherwise noted, these general
objections form a part of the response, as though fully set forth therein, to each and
every request for admission and are set forth herein to avoid duplication and
repetition by restating them in the response to each request, Failure to Incorporate
any of these general objections specifically should not be construed as a waiver of the
abjection and is not a waiver of any objection. Responding Party incorporates the
following General Objections into the responses to each and every request:

1

PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTAS RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL, INC’S
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, SET ONE
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privilege, Responding Party objects on that ground. No such information, if
any, will be provided.

2. Attorney Work Product Protection: To the extent that the requesting party
interprets any of the interrogatories to call for information protected as
attorney work product, the Responding Party objects on that ground. No such
information, if any, will be provided.

Subject to these foregoing objections, Responding Party responds to all

these interrogatories as follows:

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:
If YOUR (YOU or YOUR refers to Francine Sansota) response to request for
admission no. 1 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of Requests for Admission is

anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which support YOUR
response.
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NQO,. 1:

Responding Party denied the request at this time because further investigation,

including through discovery, and analysis is needed before Responding Party can
admit or deny this request. Many phone calls occurred over a period of time, related
to the debt and/or foreclosure. The period of time at issue in the request is between 5
and 6 years ago. During that time, memories fade, and records or other documents
(including those that were not in Responding Party’s possession, custody, or control)
may be lost or become unavailable. It is therefore possible that Responding Party
may no longer recall a telephone call (or calls) that he may have had with those at
requesting party. Responding Party may also not have realized at the time he spoke
with someone that the person was in fact associated with requesting party.
Responding Party cannot recall or identify at this time specific calls with anyone
known by Responding Party to be employed by requesting party during the specified
period.

2

PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA’S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL
INC.’S INTERROGATORIES, SET ONE
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1. Attorney/Client Privilege: To the extent that the requesting party interprets any
of the requests to call for information protected by the attorney/client privilege,
Responding Party objects on that ground. No such information, if any, will be

provided,

I3

Attorney Work Product Protection: To the extent that the requesting party
interprets any of the requests to call for information protected as attorney work
product, the Responding Party objects on that ground. No such information, if

any, will be provided, -

Subject to these foregoing objestions, Responding Party responds to all

these requests as follows:

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NG, 1

Admit that YOU (YOU or YOUR refers to Raymond Sansota} did not have
any telephone calls with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS from July 14, 2010 through
March 15, 2011.

RESPONAE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.1:

Drenied at this thime.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2:
Admit that there is no electronic mail between YOU and anyone at TRUSTEE

CORPS from July 14, 2010 through March 15, 201 1.

REAPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NOQ.Z:
Admit,

2
PLAIMNTIFF RAYMOND SANSGTA'S RESPFONSES TO DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL, INCS
REQUESETS FOR ADMISSIONS, SET QNE
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NG, 3
Admit that there is no written correspondence between YOU and anyone at
TRUSTEE CORPS from July 14, 2010 through March 15, 2011,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO.3:

Denied.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NG, 4: -
Admit that TRUSTEE CORPS never sent YOU a debt collection letter from
Jaly 14, 2010 through the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NOWJ:

Dienied.

REGUEST FOR ADMISSION N, 5:
Admit that TRUSTEER CORPS never sent YOU an electronic debt collection

letter from July 14, 2010 through the present,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NGL.8:

Ohjection, vague and incomprehensible with respect 10 an “electronic” letter.

However, subject to the objection, see response to Requests for Admission No. 2.

REGUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6:
Admit that TRUSTEE CORPS never offered YOU a FORECLOSURE
PREVENTION ALTERNATIVE (FORECLOSURE PREVENTION

ALTERNATIVE means & permanent loan modification, temporary loan

modification, short sale approval, or forbearance agreement},

L]

3
PLAINTIF RAYMODND SANSOTA'S RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL, INCS
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, SET ONE
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION MO.6;

Denied at this time, subject to further investigation. Responding Party cannot

truthfully admit or deny the matter at this time, because, despite Responding Parly
having made reasonable inquiry, the information known or readily obtainable by
Responding Party is insufficient to enable Responding Party to admit or deny it.

Further investigation, including depositions and other discovery, may be needed

- before Responding Party has sufficient information to admit or deny the malter,

REGUEST ¥FOR ADMISSION NG, Tt
Admit that YOU never had a telephone call with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS

asking for payment of a debt from July 14, 2010 through the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ABMISSION NO.7:

Denied at this time.

REQUEST FOR ADMISS8ION MO, 8:
Admit that YOU never had a meeting with anyone at TRUSTEBE CORPS from
July 14, 2010 through March 15, 2011, |

RESPONSE TO REQUERT FOR ADMISSION MO8

Assuming that the request means an in-person meeting, Admit,

REQUEST VOB ADMISSION NO. 9
Admit that YOU never had 2 meeting with anyone at TRUSTEE CORPS

asking for payment of & debt from July 14, 2010 through the present.

4
PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA'S RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL, INCS
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, 8ET ONE

RA000586




1| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NOS
2 Assuming that the request means an in-person meeting, Admit.
3
41 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 10:
& Admit that YOU have no damages arising out of the claims pleaded in YOUR
61 operative complaint.
7
“RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NG44
9 Denied,
10
111 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 11
12 Admit that YOU have had no communication with TRUSTEE CORPS
13 | between March 15, 2011 and prior to the filing of the lawsuit,
14
15 || RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ABMISSION NO.11:
18 Admit,
17
1o || Dated: August 30, 2016 LAW GFFICE OF NICHOLAS A. BOYLAN,
APC
19
20 . -
By: /s Micholas A, Boylan
21 Nicholas A. Boylan, Esy.
. Attorney for Plaintiffs
22 :
23
a4
25
26
27
28 >
PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA'S RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL, INC.'S
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, SET ONE :
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SANTA ANA

Richard J. Reynolds, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 11864

E-mail: rreynolds@bwslaw.com

BURKE, WILLIAMS & SORENSEN, LLP
1851 East First Street, Suite 1550

Santa Ana, CA 92705-4067

Tel: 949.863.3363  Fax: 949.863.3350

Phillip A. Silvestri (SBN 11276)

E-mail: Phillip.Silvestri@gmlaw.com
Neal D. Gidvani (SBN 11382)

E-mail: Neal . Gidvani@gmlaw.com
GREENSPOON MARDER

3993 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #400

Las Vegas, NV §9169

Tel: 702.978.4249  Fax: 954.333.4256

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
07/12/2016 08:34:33 PM

Attorneys for Defendant, MTC FINANCIAL INC.
dba TRUSTEE CORPS (erroneously named herein

- as MTC FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE

CORPS)

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JEFFREY BENKO, a Nevada resident;
CAMILO MARTINEZ, a California
resident; ANA MARTINEZ, a California
resident; FRANK SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; JACQUELINE SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; SUSAN HJORTH, a Nevada
resident; RAYMOND SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; FRANCINE SANSOTA, a Ohio
resident; SANDRA KUHN, a Nevada
resident; JESUS GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; SILVIA GOMEZ, a Nevada
resident; DONNA HERRERA, a Nevada
resident; ANTOINETTE GILL, a Nevada
resident; JESSE HENNIGAN, a Nevada
resident; KIM MOORE, a Nevada resident;
THOMAS MOORE, a Nevada resident;
SUS KALLEN, a Nevada resident;
ROBERT MANDARICH, a Nevada
resident; JAMES NICO, a Nevada resident
and PATRICIA TAGLIAMONTE, a
Nevada resident

Plaintiffs,

/17

C:\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set 1
(TC to F. Sansota).doc

Case No. A-11-649857-C

Dept. No.: XXIX

MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS’ FIRST SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF
RAYMOND SANSOTA
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ATTORNEYS AT Law
SANTA ANA

VS.

QUALITY LOAN SERVICE
CORPORATION, a California Corporation;
APPLETON PROPERTIES, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company; MTC
FINANCIAL, INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS,
a California Corporation; MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc.,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED SERVICE;
NATIONAL DEFAULT SERVICING
CORPORATION, a Arizona Corporation;
CALIFORNIA RECONVEYANCE
COMPANY, a California Corporation; and
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.
PROPOUNDING PARTY: DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS (“TRUSTEE CORPS”)
RESPONDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA
SET NUMBER: ONE
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

TO PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA (“Responding Party’) and his counsel of
record: |

In accordance with Rule 33 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure (“NRCP”), Defendant
MTC FINANCIAL, INC dba TRUSTEE CORPS (“TRUSTEE CORPS”) hereby request that this
Responding Party, answer in writing and under oath, within thirty (30) days from the date of
service hereof, the following Interrogatories.

If an interrogatory is objected to, in whole or in part, or if information responsive to an
interrogatory is withheld due to privilege or other grounds, please set forth fully each objection,
describe generally the information which is withheld., and set forth the facts upon which you rely
as the as the basis for such objection.

/17
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SANTA ANA

If you are unable to fully answer an interrogatory, you must answer that interrogatory to
the fullest extent possible, specifying the reason for your inability to answer the remainder and
stating whatever information, knowledge or belief-you have concerning the unanswerable portion.

If information responsive to an interrogatory was previously provided pursuant to NRCP
16.1, please disclose this and indicate where in that prior response or case conference report the
information is located,

Pursuant to NRCP 26(¢), you must supplement a previously provided response an
interrogatory to include information thereafter acquired, as follows:

D A party is under a duty seasonably to supplement his response with respect to any
question directly addressed to (A) the identity and location of persons having knowledge of
discoverable matters, and (B) the identity of each person expected to be called as an expert
witness at trial, the subject matter on which he is expected to testify, and the substance of his
testimony.

2) A party is under a duty seasonably to amend a pilot response if he obtains
information upon the basis of which (A) he knows that the response was incorrect when made, or
(B) he knows that the response though correct when made is no longer true and the circumstances
are such that a failure to amend the response is in substance knowing concealment.

3) A duty to supplement responses may be imposed by order of the court, agreement
of the parties, and no later than 45 days prior to trial throﬁgh new requests for supplementation of
prior responses.

4) No later than 45 days before trial, each party shall also supplement all prior

answers to interrogatories under Rule 33.

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

If YOUR (YOU or YOUR refers to Raymond Sansota) response to request for admission
no. 1 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of Requests for Admission is anything other than an
unqualified admission, state all facts which support YOUR response.

/11

C:\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set 1 3
(TC to F. Sansota).doc

RA000591




W B W N

O 00 N1 N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
 Gonmmomn, LLF

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SANTA ANA

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 1 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
(PERSON includes a natural person, firm, association, organization, partnership, business, trust,
limited lability company, corporation, or public entity and includes the PERSON’s address,
telephone number, and e-mail address) with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO, 3:

If YOUR response to reéquest for admission no. 2 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

If YOUR response to request for admfssion no. 2 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 3 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of

‘Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which

support YOUR response.
INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 3 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 4 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Réquests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support Y OUR response.

/11
/11
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SANTA ANA

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 4 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 5 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR responsé.

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 5 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 6 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support Y OUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 6 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledgelregarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 7 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is ahything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 7 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS

with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

CAUsers\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set 1 -5
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ATTORNEYS AT Law
SANTA ANA

INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 8 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 8 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

1f YOUR response to request for admission no. 9 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.
INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 9 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 10 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

If YOUR response to request for a;dmission no. 10 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS
with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 11 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state all facts which
support YOUR response.

C:\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set | -6 -
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAaw

SANTA ANA

INTERROGATORY NO. 22:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 11 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First Set of
Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, identify all PERSONS

with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

DATED: 12th day of July, 2016.

GREENSPOON MARDER
3993 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #400
Las Vegas, NV 89169

By: /s/ Phillip A. Silvestri, Esq.
Phillip A. Silvestri, Esq.
Neal D. Gidvani, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant, MTC FINANCIAL
INC. dba TRUSTEE CORPS

CA\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - RFA, Set 1 _ 7 N
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BURKE, WILLIAMS &
SORENSEN, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SANTA ANA

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of GREENSPOON MARDER,

and that on July 12, 2016, that I served a true copy of MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba TRUSTEE
CORPS® FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA
via electronic service, and/or by placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed envelope,
with sufficient postage affixed thereto, in the United States mail at Las Vegas, addressed to:
+  Brooks Hubley LLP - Michael R. Brooks, Esq., Shaun M. Rose, Shantel Llanos, and Efile
@ Brooks Hubley, LLP
+ Bryan Cave, LLP ~ Jessica R. Maziarz, Julie Martin, Kathryn Brown, Lawrence G.
Scarborough, Lisa Kirkeby, Mary Ann Vila, and Sarah Burwick
+  Christopher Legal Group - Shawn Christopher, Esq.
. Lav;f Office of Nicholas A. Boylan, APC — Nicholas A, Boylan, Esq., Marina Vaisman
»  McCarthy & Holthus - Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq., Thomas NI. Beckom, Esq.
+  Smith Larsen & Wixom — Elise Fossum, Katie Weber, and Kent F. Larsen, Esq.
+ Tiffany & Bosco, P.A. - Gregory L. Wilde, Esq., Kevin S. Soderstrom, Esq.
ViaU.S. Mail to:

Antoinette Gill

4754 Deer Forest
Las Vegas, NV 89139
PRO SE
/s/ Phillip A. Silvestri, Esq.
An employee of GREENSPOON MARDER
C:\Users\Cabezas-F\Desktop\Benko\Benko - Rogs, Set 1 -1
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Nicholas A. Boylan, Esq.

Nevada Bar No, 5878 ' '

LAW OFFICE OF NICHOLAS A, BOYLAN, APC
444 West “C” Street, Suite 405

San Diego, CA 92101

Phone: (619) 696-6344

Fax: (619) 696-0478

nablawfirm@gmail.com

Shawn Christopher, Esq.

Nevada Bar No, 6252
CHRISTOPHER LEGAL GROUP
2520 Saint Rose Parkway, Suite 316
Henderson, NV 89074

Phone: (702) 737-3125

Fax; S?(,)ZZ) 458-5412
sc(@christopherlegal .com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, except for Antoinette Gill

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JEFFREY BENKO, a Nevada resident; CASE NO: A-11-649857-C

CAMILO MARTINEZ, a California
resident; ANA MARTINEZ, a California | Dept. 19
resident; FRANK SCINTA, a Nevada
resident; JACQUELINE SCINTA, a
Nevada resident; SUSAN HJORTH, a
Nevada resident; RAYMOND

PLAINTIFF RAYMOND

SANSOTA, a Ohio resident; FRANCINE | SANSOTA’S SUPPLEMENTAL

: : . RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT
SANSOTA, a Ohio resident; SANDRA MTC FINANCIAL INC.’S

KUHN, a Nevada resident; JESUS. INTERROGATORIES, SET ONE

GOMEZ, a Nevada resident; SILVIA
GOMEZ, a Nevada resident; DONNA
HERRERA, a Nevada resident;
ANTOINETTE GILL, a Nevada resident;
JESSE HENNIGAN, a Nevada resident;
KIM MOORE, a Nevada resident;
THOMAS MOORE, a Nevada resident;
SUSAN KALLEN, a Nevada resident;
ROBERT MANDARICH, a Nevada
resident, JAMES NICO, a Nevada resident
and PATRICIA TAGLIAMONTE, a
Nevada resident
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Plaintiffs,

V.

QUALITY LOAN SERVICE
CORPORATION, a California
Corporation; MTC FINANCIAL, INC.
dba TRUSTEE CORPS, a California
Corporation; MERIDIAN
FORECLOSURE SERVICE, a California
and Nevada Corporation dba MTDS, Inc,,
dba MERIDIAN TRUST DEED
SERVICE; NATIONAL DEFAULT
SERVICING CORPORATION, a Arizona
Corporation; CALIFORNIA
RECONVEYANCE COMPANY, a
California Corporation; and DOES 1
through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.
PROPOUNDING PARTY: DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL INC. dba
TRUSTEE CORPS (“TRUSTEE CORPS")
RESPONDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA
SET NUMBER: ONE
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Each and every interrogatory is generally objected to by Responding Party for
the reasons set forth herein. Unless otherwise noted, these general objections form a
part of the response, as though fully set forth therein, to each and every interrogatory
and are set forth herein to avoid duplication and repetition by restating them in the
response to each interrogatory. Failure to incorporate any of these general objections
specifically should not be construed as a waiver of the objection and is not a waiver
of any objection. Responding Party incorporates the following General Objections
into the responses to each and every interrogatory:

1. Attorney/Client Privilege: To the extent that the requesting party interprets any

of the interrogatories to call for information protected by the attorney/client

1
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 1 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First

Set of Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission,

identify all PERSONS (PERSON includes a natural petson, firm, association,

organization, partnership, business, trust, limited liability company, corporation, or

public entity and includes the PERSON’s address, telephone number, and e-mail

address) with knowledge regarding YOUR response.
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

1.

9.

Plaintiff Raymond Sansota, who may be contacted through his counsel of
record; |

Plaintiff Francine Sansota, who may be contacted through her counsel of
record; _

All individuals associated with CH Mortgage Company I, Ltd., whose
names and addresses are unknown at this time but equally available to
requesting party;

All individuals involved with Wells Fargo Bank, whose names and
addresses are unknown at this time but equally available to requesting
party;

Rande Johnsen, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

Cathe Cole-Sherburn, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

Victor Hutchins, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

Ravi Jain Technijian, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

Carlos Marin Del Real, who may be contacted through counsel for

requesting patty;
3
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10.Juan Carrillo, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

11.John Kennerty, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

12.Clarisa Gastelum, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

13.Norma Gonzalez, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party,

14.Gloria Juarez who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

15.Yancy Flores who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

16.Freddy Alvidrez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

17.Heather Ebner, whose cutrent address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

18.Ryan Kronbetter, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

19.Annette Miller, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

20.Natalie Resendez, whose address Responding Party has been informed
by requesting party is 2000 Palmyra #33, Orange, CA 92868,

21,Fegiel Lopez-Arreola, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

22 .The Prem Deferred Trust, whose current address is unknown at this time
but equally available to requesting party;

23.Terry Johnsen, whose contact information is known to counsel for
requesting party;

24.Carlos Quezada, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting

party;
4
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25.Maria Diaz, whose address Responding Party has been informed by
requesting party is 829 E. Hunter Ave., Santa Ana, CA 92701;
26.Rose Velasquez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting

party;
27 .Bukeka Anderson, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting

party;

28.Rebecca Denise Fauble, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

29.Brandon Snyder, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally

~ available to requesting party;

30.Jennifer Payne, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

31.Esteban Romero, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

32.Bobby Padilla, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

33.Jorge Gonzalez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

34.Sandy Muro, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

35.Bonita Salazar, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

36.Kimberly Cortopassi, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

37,Allisbn Yamami, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

38.Lizeth Del Rio, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

39.Enrique Tapia, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

40.Arian Oregon, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

41.Gina Aragon, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for

requesting party;
5
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42 Frin Allinder, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

43.Mario Ambriz, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party; |

44 . Vinny Amezcua, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party; |

45.Jose Arriaga, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

46. Joseph Barragan, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

47. Llise Berg, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

48.Alecsandra Bogdan, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

49. Manuel Camacho, whose contact information is eipparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

50). Nicole Collins-Canis, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

51. Leanna Crowe, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

52. Michelle Diggs, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

53. Mary Tifita, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

54. Emily Flores, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

55. Johnnelle Gomez, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party;

6
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56. Mike Henry, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

57. Mark Horn, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

58. Jonathan Jimenez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requeéting party;

59. Jessica Juarez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

60. Catherine Le, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

61. vy Lee, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

62. Amy Lemus, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

63. Amanda Martinez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

64. Claudio Martinez, whose contact information is apparéntly known to
counsel for requesting party,

65, Horatio Montoya, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

66. Erika Moran, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

67. Douglas Nunez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

68. Miguel Ochoa, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party; | '

69. Fric Pedroza, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel

for requesting party;
7
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70. Maria Ruiz, whose contact information is apparently known to counse! for
requesting party;

71. Carol Sanchez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

72. Kelley Schnell, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party; and

73. Nancy Velasquez, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:
If YOUR response to request for admission no. 3 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First

Set of Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission,
identify all PERSONS with knowledge regarding YOUR response.
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

1. Plaintiff Raymond Sansota, who may be contacted through his counsel of

record,;

2. Plaintiff Francine Sansota, who may be contacted through her counsel of
record,

3. All individuals associated with CH Mortgage Company I, Ltd., whose
names and addresses are unknown at this time but equally available to
requesting party;

4. All individuals involved with Wells Fargo Bank, whose names and
addresses are unknown at this time but equally available to requesting
party;

5. Rande Johnsen, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

6. Cathe Cole-Sherburn, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting

party;

8
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7. Victor Hutchins, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

8. Ravi Jain Technijian, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,

9, Carlos Marin Del Real, who may be contacted through counsel for
requesting party;

10.Juan Carrillo, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

I 1.John Kennerty, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

12.Clarisa Gastelum, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

13.Norma Gonzalez,_ whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

14.Gloria Juarez who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

15. Y ancy Flores who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;,

16.Freddy Alvidrez, who may be contacted through counsel for requésting
party;

17.Heather Ebner, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

18.Ryan Kronbetter, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

19. Annette Miller, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

20.Natalie Resendez, whose address Responding Party has been informed
by requesting party is 2000 Palmyra #33, Orange, CA 92868,

21.Fegiel Lopez-Arreola, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

9
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22, The Prem Deferred Trust, whose current address is unknown at this time
but equally available to requesting party;

23.Terry Johnsen, whose contact information is known to counsel for
requesting party;

24.Carlos Quezada, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party, 4

25 Maria Diaz, whose address Responding Party has been informed by
requesting party is 829 E. Hunter Ave., Santa Ana, CA 92701;

26.Rose Velasquez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,

27.Bukeka Anderson, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

28 Rebecca Denise Fauble, whose current address is unknown at this time but
cqually available to requesting party;

29.Brandon Snyder, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

30.Jennifer Payne, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

31.Fsteban Romero, who may be contacted through counsel forArequesting
party;

32.Bobby Padilla, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

33.Jorge Gonzalez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

34.Sandy Muro, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

35.Bonita Salazar, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

36.Kimberly Cortopassi, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,;

37.Allison Yamami, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting

10
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party;

38.Lizeth Del Rio, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

39, Enrique Tapia, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

40. Arian Oregon, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

41.Gina Aragon, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

42 Erin Allinder, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

43, Mario Ambriz, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

44,Vinny Amezcua, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

45.Jose Arriaga, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

46. Joseph Barragan, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

47. Elise Berg, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party; |

48.Alecsandra Bogdan, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

49. Manuel Camacho, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

50. Nicole Collins-Canis, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

51. Leanna Crowe, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

52. Michelle Diggs, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel

for requesting party;
11
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53, Mary Fifita, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

54. Emily Flores, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

55, Johnnelle Gomez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

56. Mike Henry, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

57, Mark Horn, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

58. Jonathan Jimenez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

59. Jessica Juarez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

60. Catherine Le, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

61. Ivy Lee, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

62. Amy Lemus, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party; |

63. Amanda Martinez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

64. Claudio Martinez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

65. Horatio Montoya, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

66. Erika Moran, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel

for requesting party;,
12
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67. Douglas Nunez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

68. Miguel Ochoa, whose contact information is appérently known to counsel
for requesting party;

69. Eric Pedroza, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

70. Maria Ruiz, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

71. Carol Sanchez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

72. Kelley SchnelI; whose contact information is apparently known to counsel .
for requesting party; and

73. Nancy Velasquez, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party.

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 4 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First

Set of Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission,
identify all PERSONS with knowledge regarding YOUR response.
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

1. Plaintiff Raymond Sansota, who may be contacted through his counsel of
record;

2. Plaintiff Francine Sansota, who may be contacted through her counsel of
record; ,

3. All individuals associated with CH Mortgage Company I, Ltd., whose
names and addresses are unknown at this time but equally available to
requesting party;

4, All individuals involved with Wells Fargo Bank, whose names and

i3
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addresses are unknown at this time but equally available to requesting
party;

5. Rande Johnsen, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party; |

6. Cathe Cole-Sherburn, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

7. Victor Hutchins, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

8. Ravi Jain Technijian, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

9. Carlos Marin Del Real, who may be contacted through counsel for
requesting party;

10.Juan Carrillo, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

I 1.John Kennerty, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

12.Clarisa Gastelum, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,

13.Norma Gonzalez, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

14.Gloria Juarez who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

15.Yancy Flores who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

16.Freddy Alvidrez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

17. Heather Ebner, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

|8.Ryan Kronbetter, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

14
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19. Annette Miller, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

20.Natalie Resendez, whose address Responding Party has been informed
by requesting party is 2000 Palmyra #33, Orange, CA 92868,

21.Fegiel Lopez-Arreola, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

22.The Prem Deferred Trust, whose current address is unknown at this time
but equally available to requesting party;

23.Terry Johnsen, whose contact information is known to counsel for
requesting party;

24.Carlos Quezada, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

25.Maria Diaz, whose address Responding Party has been informed by
requesting party is 829 E. Hunter Ave,, Santa Ana, CA 92701,

26.Rose Velasquez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

27.Bukeka Anderson, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

28.Rebecca Denise Fauble, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

29.Brandon Snyder, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

30.Jennifer Payne, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting patty;

31.Esteban Romero, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,

32.Bobby Padilla, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

33.Jorge Gonzalez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
15
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party;

34.Sandy Muro, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

35.Bonita Salazar, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

36.Kimberly Cortopassi, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

37.Allison Yamami, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

38.Lizeth Del Rio, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

39.Enrique Tapia, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

40, Arian Oregon, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

41.Gina Aragon, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

42 FBrin Allinder, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

43, Mario Ambriz, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

44, Vinny Amezcua, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

45.Jose Arriaga, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

46. Joseph Barragan, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party; |

47. Elise Berg, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;, .

48.Alecsandra Bogdan, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

49, Manuel Camacho, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party;
16
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50. Nicole Collins-Canis, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

51. Leanna Crowe, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

52. Michelle Diggs, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

53, Mary Fifita, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

54. Emily Flotes, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

55. Johnnelle Gomez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

56. Mike Henry, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

57, Mark Horn, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

58, Jonathan Jimenez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

59, Jessica Juarez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

60, Catherine Le, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

61. Tvy Lee, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

62. Amy Lemus, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party,

63. Amanda Martinez, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party;
17
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64. Claudio Martinez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counse] for requesting party;

65. Horatio Montoya, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

66. Erika Moran, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

67. Douglas Nunez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

68. Miguel Ochoa, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

69. Eric Pedroza, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

70. Maria Ruiz, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

71. Carol Sanchez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

72. Kelley Schnell, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party; and

73. Nancy Velasquez, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 6 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First

Set of Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission,

identify all PERSONS with knowledge regarding YOUR response.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 12:

1. Plaintiff Raymond Sansota, who may be contacted through his counsel of

record,;
18
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. Plaintiff Francine Sansota, who may be contacted through her counsel of

record;

3. All individuals associated with CH Mortgage Company I, Ltd., whose
names and addresses are unknown at this time but equally availablé to
requesting party;

4. All individuals involved with Wells Fargo Bank, whose names and
addresses are unknown at this time but equally available to requesting
party,

5. Rande Johnsen, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,

6. Cathe Cole-Sherburn, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

7. Victor Hutchins, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

8. Ravi Jain Technijian, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,

9. Carlos Marin Del Real, who may be contacted through counsel for
requesting party;

10.Juan Carrillo, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

11.John Kennerty, whosé current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party; _

12.Clarisa Gastelum, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

13.Norma Gonzalez, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

14.Gloria Juarez who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

15.Yancy Flores who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

19
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16.Freddy Alvidrez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

17.Heather Ebner, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

18.Ryan Kronbetter, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

19. Annette Miller, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

20.Natalie Resendez, whose address Responding Party has been informed
by requesting party is 2000 Palmyra #33, Orange, CA 92868,

21.Fegiel Lopez-Arreola, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

22 .The Prem Deferred Trust, whose current address is unknown at this time
but equally available to requesting party;

23.Terry Johnsen, whose contact information is known to counsel for
requesting party; »

24.Carlos Quezada, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

25.Maria Diaz, whose address Responding Party has been informed by
requesting party is 829 E, Hunter Ave., Santa Ana, CA 92701;

26.Rose Velasquez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

27 Bukeka Anderson, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

28 Rebecca Denise Fauble, whose current address is unknown at this time but
equally available to requesting party;

29.Brandon Snyder, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally

available to requesting party;
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30.Jennifer Payne, whose current address is unknown at this time but equally
available to requesting party;

31.Esteban Romero, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

32.Bobby Padilla, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

33.Jorge Gonzalez, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party,

34.Sandy Muro, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

35.Bonita Salazar, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

36.Kimberly Cortopassi, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

37.Allison Yamami, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting
party;

38.Lizeth Del Rio, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

39.Enrique Tapia, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

40.Arian Oregon, who may be contacted through counsel for requesting party;

41.Gina Aragon, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

42.Brin Allinder, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

43 Mario Ambriz, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party; ‘

44.Vinny Amezcua, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

45.Jose Arriaga, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

46. Joseph Barragan, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party;
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47. Elise Berg, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

48.Alecsandra Bogdan, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

49, Manuel Camacho, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

50. Nicole Collins-Canis, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

51. Leanna Crowe, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

52. Michelle Diggs, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

53. Mary Fiﬁta, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

54. Emily Flores, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

55, Johnnelle Gomez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

56, Mike Henry, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

57. Mark Horn, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel fot
requesting party;

58. Jonathan Jimenez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

59. Jessica Juarez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

60. Catherine Le, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel

for requesting party;
22

PLAINTIFF RAYMOND SANSOTA’S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT MTC FINANCIAL

INC.’S INTERROGATORIES, SET ONE

RA000619



S O & N O, W N

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

61. Ivy Lee, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

62. Amy Lemus, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party;

63. Amanda Martinez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

64, Claudio Martinez, whose contact information is apparently known to
counsel for requesting party;

65. Horatio Montoya, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party;

66. Erika Moran, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

67. Douglas Nunez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

68. Miguel Ochoa, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

69. Eric Pedroza, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

70. Maria Ruiz, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel for
requesting party; |

71. Carol Sanchez, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel
for requesting party;

72. Kelley Schnell, whose contact information is apparently known to counsel

for requesting party; and
73. Nancy Velasquez, whose contact information is apparently known to

counsel for requesting party.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 13: v,
If YOUR response to request for admission no. 7 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First

Set of Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission, state
all facts which support YOUR response.
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

Responding Party denied the request at this time because further investigation,

including through discovery, and analysis is needed before Responding Party can
admit or deny this request. Many phone calls occurred over a period of years, related
to the debt and/or foreclosure. The period of time at issue in the request includes time
over 6 years ago. During that time, memories fade, and records or other documents
(including those that were not in Responding Party’s possession, custody, or control)
may be lost or become unavailable. It is therefore possible that Responding Party
may no longer recall a telephone call (or calls) that he may have had with those at
requesting party. Responding Party may also no longer recall being asked by
requesting party in a telephone call for payment of a debt. Responding Party may also
not have realized at the time he spoke with someone that the person was in fact
associated with requesting party. Responding Party cannot recall or otherwise
identify at this time any phone call with someone employed by requesting party in
which a request for payment of Responding Party’s debt was made during the

relevant period,

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

If YOUR response to request for admission no. 7 of TRUSTEE CORPS’ First
Set of Requests for Admission is anything other than an unqualified admission,
identify all PERSONS with knowledge regarding YOUR response.
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

1. Plaintiff Raymond Sansota, who may be contacted through his counsel of

record;
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