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CLERK OF THE COURT 

I i\tton1evs for Plaintiff 
6 I U.S. BANK NATIC)NAL ASSOCIATICiN, AS TR1JSTEE FOR TB\V MORTG,A..GE-B,t\CKED 

I PA.SS-THROUGH CEH.TIFICA.TES, SEHJES 2006~3, 
7 I 

I 
I 
I IN 'THE EI(;H'I'H SUDICIAL DlS'fltIC'I' c:ot.JR'f F(JR l'HE S'I'A.'fE (JF NEV',<\DA. 

8 

9 
IN A.ND FOR THE COlTNTY OF CLi\RK 

10 1-LS, BANK. NATIC)N,-\L i\SS()(]i\TIC)N, 1\S) Case No. 
TRUSTEE FOR TB\V ~fORTGAGE- ) 

11 Bl\C~KED P ASS-Tl-IR()lJC}B ) Dept. No, 
r;; CERTIFIC,t...TES, SERIES 2006-3, ) 

~ "' ~ 12 -~ COJ\tPLAIN'f ·ro REES'fABLlSR A LOS'I' 
~· g ; § Plaintift: ) NOTE A.ND DEFICIENCY JlTDG1"1ENT 
~~~,..~~ 13 v. ) OFJ)EEDOFTRliST ,<\ND FOR 
~~~~·~J 14 f>v10N1CA C. J()NES; tviORTC}AGE ) JlTD,IC'IAL 'F'ORECLOSlJR.E ON DEED OF 
=~~~~8 ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION S'/STEf,,1S, } TRUST 
(~;~~ ~ ~. l S !, INC-:.; CLARK c. 01JNT. \'TREASURER; - .).l AllBI'fRA.TION Exc:EP'f[()N C~LAllVIED: 
{::....:~~;-:..-.ro"~ .... 

~~~j~~ i CENTURIA.l\J Ci\PITAL COlZPOR/\.TION; ) TITLE TO REi\L EST.A.TE 
/;f;~ ~~ 16 i AD\1ANCE GR()lJP INC., OBA RAPID ) 
~1. ·:;; ~ 1l i CASH· DOES 1---X: and RC)ES 1 -10 inclusive l u ;;:: 0 :.u :11 '.I J ' .;• 

r ·. «· if 1",, i ) 
~ W •I -

~ ~ !I Defendants, ) 
d \ 

18 " ! ·1 ·-------------------------.-.--.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.-----.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.---.-.---.-.---------------------------------------------------------------o-' 

' 19 CCil"v1ES NIJ\V Plaintiff: tT.S. BA.NK Ni\TION/\.L A.SSOCIA.TICJN, AS TRJJSTEE FiJR 

A-17-755267-C 

XXIX 

20 . TB\V l\1CHZTG,<\CiE-B1\ClZED P1\SS~THH.OUCrH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006~3, filing this 

21 c1vil action against I)efendants tor (1) Judicial Foreclosure and (2) Deficiency Judgn1ent on I)eed 

22 of Tiust. 

24 1. This action is a judicial f(.)reclosure wjth n)oney den1and s..vithin the jurisdictional liJnits 

I 
25 ! of this Court and this venue is appropriate because the prope1iy involved is v.;ithin this Cou1i's 

26 Ii iurisdiclion. Plainti±I is authorized to bring this action in the state of Nevada by NRS 40.430. 
~ ~-

27 l,

1 

2. The real property on 1.vhich Plaintiff seeks foreclosure consists of a single~family 
').G 
""o I residence co1nmon1y kno\vn as 149 Cologne Court, Henderson, NV 89074 and n1ore specifically 

NV-J 6-741659--JTJT} 

1



1 •described in Exhibit "1" attached hereto and incorporation herein by this reference. 

2 3. Plaintiff, U.S. BA.NK NATIONA __ L ASSOCIATION, AS TR1JSTEE FOR TB\V 

3 l'v10RTGA.GE-Bl\.CKED PASS-THROlTGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3, is an Entity 

4 authorized to do business \Vi thin the State of Nevada. Ocvven Loan Servicing, LLC is the servicer 

5 . of the loan. SB321 Compliance declaration is attached hereto as Exhibit "2". 

6 4. Defendant, l\1onica C. Jones, is an individual believed to be residing in Clark County, 

7 Nevada 'Nho executed the subject Note and Deed of Trust relative to real property located in Clark! 
! 
' 

8 • c;ounty, Nevada of which this c:on1plaint arises, or clain1s an interest in the property, or both. I 
9 5. Defendant, l'vlortgage Electronic Ilegistration Syste1ns, Inc., is an entity that may clain1 I 

~ 
1 O •an interest in the subject property pursuant to a recorded deed of trust as instn1n1ent nu1nber I 

11 20060717-0003312. I 
6. Defendant, Clark County Treasurer, is an entity tliat may claim an interest in the subject I 

property pursuant to a recorded lien as instn1111ent number 201006100000385. 

7. Defendant, Centurian (~apital Corp, is an entity that inay claim an interest in the subject 

property pursuant to a recorded abstract ofjudgn1ent as instn1ment nu1nber 20080505~0002718. 

8. Defendant, Advance Ciroup Inc., dba Rapid (;ash, is an entity that may clain1 an interest 

1n the subject property pursuant to a recorded abstract of judgn1ent as instrun1ent number 

18 201305030001141. 

19 9. Plaintiff does not know the true narnes, capacities or bases of liability of Defendants 

20 I sued as Does I-X and Roes 1-10 inclusive. Each fictitiously na1ned defendant is in so1ne \Vay 

21 I liable to Plainti±l or clain1s son1e right, title or interest in the subject property that is subsequent to 

22 I and subject to the interest of Plaintiff: or both. Plaintiff' vvill arnend this Con1plaint to reflect the 

73 I true nan1es of said Def(:ndants \:vhen the san1e have been ascertained. 
,. 

24 ~ 
. ..., ,_ \I 
LJ ~ ,. 

~ 
26 i as if fully set fo1ih herein. 

I • 

10. Plaintiff incorporates and re-alleges the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 9 above, 

n I 11. The real property which is the subject matter of this action is commonly known as 149 

28 I Cologne Court, Henderson, NV 89074 (hereinafter the "Prope1iy"). The Parcel ID Nun1ber of the 
f 

NY- l 6-741659-JUD 

~ 
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~ ~ 

I 

I 
Property is 177-13-212-03 L The subject real prope1ty is n1ore particularly described in Exhibit ! 

I 2 I "1 ", attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. 
I 

3 I 12. The Property that is the subject 1natter of this action is in Clark County, Nevada. 
I 
I 
I 
'• 4. I 
I 
I 

13, On or about April 21, 2006, ?vlonica C. Jones signed a Note in the principal alnount of 
I 
I 

5 I $256,000.00, 1.vhich \Vas secured by a Deed of Tn1st recorded on A.p1il 28, 2006 as instn11nent 
I 
I 

6 I nun1ber 20060428-0002827 in the records of (]ark (~ounty, Nevada. i\. copy of the Lost Note 
' I 
I 

7 ! 1\ffidavit, Note, Deed of Trust, and Assignrnent are attached hereto collectively as Exhibit "1 ". 

~ 
8 t The Note and [)eed of Trust \vere subsequently ass1gned to U.S. B1\NK N.ATHJN.i.\L 

I 1\SSOCV\TION. AS TRTJSTEE FOR TB\V l\.1()R'f(!;\C!E-BACKED PA.SS-THROUGH 9 ' , 
~ 

10 I CERTIFICATES, SERJES 2006-3, 
I 
I 
~ 

11 I 

~I, 
14. U.S. Bl\NK NATIONi\L ASSOCIATION, AS TRtJSTEE F()R TBW tv1C}RTG1\GE~ 

~ ~ 12 ! BACKED P,<\SS~THR.OUGH CERTIFIC.i.\TES, SERIES 2006-3 is entitled to enforce the Note 
0 t't) ~ ' 

00 ~ ~5 ~ i 
P.~§ ~ ~ 13 I and the current beneficiary under the Deed of Trust and the loan 1s serviced by ()cvven Loan! 
~<,h.-.;-:!£ ! \ 
~ ~:4~ E "5 : ~ 
'~~~~z , ' 
o~~~~ f 14 'i' Servicing, LLC. I, 
~ .• .,,.?-; .......... i"!l 
~ > ~ ... ~·~ e':i I' 1,' 

~~'4!~~") I.) 

?;~.~~~' 1.;; II FIRST Ci\.lTSE OF ACTION_ 1,

1 
'6~ ..... ;..m~' .... --c;;;:~;'.',:S; I I 

~~~"'R 8 ·1,- I (Reestablishing a l,ost Note) I IZ~~ ;;;·,,, 0 I 
..d. 0 :z ~ : 

""'!~ - 0 :'.: i W ~ :r.:w ' 
v ili 17 !! 15. Plaintiff incorporates and re-alleges the allegations of paragraphs l through 14 above, 
""" ~' re. ~ 

18 I as if fully set forth herein. 

19 I 16. Th1s is an action to reestablish a lost note under the provisions of NRS 104.3309, 
I· 

20 I 17. Plaintiff is infon.ned, believes and alleges that on or about April 21, 2006, ?v1onica C. 

I 
21 ! Jones signed a Note in the principal ainount of $256,000.00, \vhich \Vas secured by the Deed of 

11 

22 1· Trust recorded on April 28, 2006 as instru1nent number 20060428-0002827 1n the records of 

I 
23 j Clark County, Nevada. 

I 

24 I 18. The Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned fron1 Nlortgage Electronic Registration 

25 ! Syste1ns, Inc., solely as 11on1inee for Taylor & bean & Whitaker 1\1ortgage Corpation to Plaintiff~ 

26 I tr.s. Bi\NK N.l\TIONAL i\SSOCIATION, i\S TRtJSTEE F()R TBVV J'vIOitTGA.GE~B/\CKED 
~ 

27 ! Pt\SS~THitOUGH CERTIFIC,<\TES, SERlES 2006-3, Assignrne:nt instru1nent nun1ber 20170329-

28 110000613. 

Nv-l 6~741659~.JUD 
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1 19, (Jc\ven has n1ade a good faith, diligent search and inquiry to locate the original Note 1n 

2 . accordance with Ocwen's Policies and procedures, as follo'vvs: 

3 a, Checked all Storage Vendors and Custodians, as applicable; 

4 The original Note cannot be reasonably obtained, as it has been lost or destroyed and is not in the i 

5 custody of the servicer. See Exhibit 1; Lost Note Affidavit I 
6 20. To the best of Plaintiff knovvledge, the original Note has not been satisfied, pledged, I 

7 assigned, transferred, lawfully seized, or hypothecated. I 
8 21. Plaintiff agrees to adequately protect the original borrowers, Defendant l\1onica C. 

9 Jones, against any loss that they might occur by reason of a clairn by another person to enforce the 

1 O instn.unent 

11 22. Pursuant to NllS 104.3309 and the Lost Note Affidavit, the lost note securing the 
~ ;; 
~ ~ 12 
~ "' M 

subject property should be recogniz(:d. 
.,,.... Q :-.-; E 

00 ~'.ii ......... 0 

:j~i" :g c~ 13 . i.P~ w ~ 
,..,.;_..,:;; "" :--Jo.ii -.., ....::, ~ .c: 
~~w~CE -3 
~Mt-'~'-·~ ~ 

·""" ~ ;,"; "' ?! "' 14 '®/ j~>· ~ ..t::'. 

~ .,,>·~ !'- t: v:. ,.,:: .. _, - [\! 

, >-i "~ ... r ~ (,.) 

(Judh.~ial Foreclosure) 

SEC:OND CAUSE OF ,<\CTION 

~~~ .... ~ ,:-') Q 

~2~~ ~ ~J 15 i 23, PlaintiiT 1ncorporates and re-alleges the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 22 above, 
~ ~ t''·'.~ ~~ [-1 w > i 
~ . .;..,.: '-'· .,.,, --..Z : 
~:~-(--.~ ~ f.) : 

i.-'Mf'.i t:. 
0 16 i as if fuUv set forth herein. ·~·'1.$ w ~ - : ~· 

""""'ZE: 

8 ~ ~"' 17 i 24. Counsel is infonned and beli(:ves and on that basis a11eges that Defendant J:vionica C. 

:;: ~ 181. Jones, ("Tmstor") have defaulted under the terms of the Note and Deed of Trust by having failed 
:~ 
:~ 
:~ 

19 ii and refused to rnake n1onthly payn1ents of $1,465.05 (P&I) con1n1encing vvith the pay1nent due on 
•1 
I 

20 ! Jvlarch 1, 2009 and in subsequent n1onths. Counsel is info1111ed and believes that the delinquent i 
~ 

21 I rnonthly installn1ents total $145,039.95, exclusive of associated, fees, costs and advances, 

22 I 25. The Deed of Trust provides that, if the Trustor defaults in paying any indebtedness 
I 
I 

23 I secured by the Deed of Trust, or in the performance of any agreen1t.~nt in the subject agreement or 

24 . Deed of Trust, the entire principal and interest secured hy the Deed of Trust \v1H, upon notice to 

25 

26 

28 

the BcnTower, beco1ne in1111ediately due and payable. 

26. Pursuant the Note and Deed of Trust and the attached l)efault Letter (Exhibit "3"), 1 
. ' 

u.s. BANK NA.TIONi\L ,i\ssocLA.TION. AS TRUSTEE FC)R TBvV rvfORTGAGE-BACKEI) I . ' 

i 
P 1\SS-T'HRCHJCiH CEH.TfFICi\TES, SERIES 2006-3, has declared the loan in de.fault pursuant to i 

~ 

NV-16-741659 .. JUD 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

the tenns of the appllcable Note and IJeed of Trust. · 

27. tJ.S. BAN1( NATICJNi\L A.SS()Cii\TIC)N. i\S TRlTSTEE FOR TB\V l\1IOH.TGA.GE- I - i 
Bi-\CKED PASS-TH.RCH.JC}l-I CERTIF!CA.TES, SERIES 2006~3 is entitled to foreclose on its t 

interest in the property. I 
28. lJ.S. BANK. Ni-\TlONAL 1\SSC)ClA.THJN, AS TRUSTEE FC)R TBW l'v1C)H.TGA.GE~ I 

BACKED PASS-Tl-IROUGB C'.ERTIFICi\TES, SERIES 2006-3 is entitled to an av.'ard of its l 
attorney's fees and costs pursuant to the tern1s of the Note and Deed of Tn1st, including post-

8 1i judgment attorney's fees and costs. 
~! 
~! 
~~ 

9 !! 
- ~I 

29. U.S. BANK N1\TIONAL ASSOCIATHJN, AS TRUSTEE FC)R TB\V JVlC)RTGi\GE-
~: 
~! 
I• 

10 II BACKED P.l\SS-THROlTGH CERTIFICi\.TES, SERJES 2006-3's lien is prior and pararnount to 
I• 

~! 
11 II the interest of any Defendants hereto, and all such subordinate interests should be elirninated by 

~! 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

I 

I this foreclosure action, lLS. BANK N.l\TIONAL ASSOCIATIClN, AS TRUSTEE FCJR TB\V 
~ . 
I 
' I I NIORTG1\GE-BA.CKED PA.SS-THROlJG}I CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 is entitled to 
I 
I 
[ 

I judgment foreclosing the interests of any Defi.~ndant hereto in the Property and forever barring 
I 

I I that interest, and that of any successors, assigns or heirs. 
I 
I 30. lJ.S. B_ANK N.l\TIONAL .ASSOCIATION, AS TR1JSTEE f(JR TB\V MCiRTGAGE-

Bi\CKED Pi\SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SER.JES 2006-3 is enUtled to decree or judgrnent 

of the court directing a sale of the encu1nbered property and application of the proceeds of sale as 

provided in NH.S 40.462. 

31. lJ,S. BANK N,ATION.1-\L ASSOCIATION, AS TR1JSTEE FOR TB\V I\t1C)RTGAGE-

B1\CKED PA.SS-THRC)UGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 is entitled to a judgi11ent 

pennitting it to hid all or part of its judg1nent at sale. 

(Deficiency ,rudgn1ent on Deed of l'rust) 

32. Plaintiff incorporates and re-alleges the allegations of paragraphs 1 through 31 above, 

as if fully set forth herein. 

'1 27 ~ 33. If a Borrov-,.rer has obtained a bankruptcy discharge then no deficiency ·win be sought. 

i 
28 ~If there has been no discharge and a deficiency rernains aft.er the application of proceeds frorn the 

! 

Nn, ' .. ~ < ••• co T"D 
~ .. ./ '" ~ t} .. ("-~ j ~) _) -·· - " t) 

5



I 
~ ~ 

1 I sale, plaintiff is entitled to seek a deficiency judgn1ent against the Bo1To\ver(s), pursuant to NRS ( 
t ~ 
t ~ 

2 I 4o.4ss. 1
1 

I 
I ! I 

3 I \VHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgn1ent as -follows: 
I 
I 

4 I A. For an order declaring that PlainhiT is entitled to enforce the Note; 
I 
I 
I 

5 I B. .l\gainst Defendant l\1onica C. Jones, for the rninin1un1 sun1 of $255,718.00, plus all 
I 
I 

6 I pre and post-filing costs and attorney's fees, and interest fron1 February 1, 2009 until paid in full, 
I 

7 plus pre and post-judgn1ent interest on all advances, costs and attorney's fees fro1n the date each 
I 

8 I was due until paid in full, tor its costs incu1Ted herein, including post-jud,§,7!.nent costs, :for its 

9 1 attorney's fees, including post-1'udgn1ent attornev's fees, pursuant to the tern1s of the Note and . I - . . . . 
1 O I Deed of Trust, and tor such other and further relief as the Court deen1s just and proper, 

I 
I 

11 I ;\gainst Defendants Monica C. Jones, l'viortgage Electronic H.egistration Systen1s, 

Inc., Clark C:ounty Treasurer, Centurian Capital Corp, i\dvance Group Inc., dba Rapid Cash, Does 

I-X inclusive, and J~oes 1~10 inclusive, individually and collectively, jointly and severally as 

tollows: 

( 1) That the sun1s prayed for and alleged to be secured by the Property are 

secured and that the l)eed of Tn1st is a valid lien on the Property described in the Co1nplaint and 

on the 'Nhole thereof, and on the rents, issues, and profits of the Property, and ail buildings and 

18 in1prove1nent thereon and fixtures attached thereto as used in connection 1;vith the Property; 

19 (2) That the J)eed of Trust be declared superior to any right, title, interest, lien, 

20 equity or estate of the Defendants; 

21 That it be adjudged and decreed that said Deed of Trust be foreclosed and a 

22 decree or judgn1ent of the court directing a sale of the encurnbered property and application of the 

23 . proceeds of sale as provided in NRS 40.462 in satisfi1ction of the judgrnent herein; 
I 

24 I ( 4) That the Defendants, and all persons dai111ing by, through or under the111, or 

25 ! any of the1n, be foreclosed of and forever barred fron1 any and all right, title, clai1n, interest, or 

26 I lien in or to the Prope1iy or 1;vith respect thereto except such 1ights of reden1ption as they inay 

27 Ii have bv law; 
1'1 . 

')8 . 
~· i~ (5) That U.S. BA.-NK NA.TIC)N;\L ;\SSOClA .. TION, i\S TRUSTEE FOR TB\V I 

NV-16-741659-JUD 
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I 
" ~: ,. 
!! 

1 I rv1C)RTCrA<JE-BA.CKED PASS-THIZOUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 is granted any 
I 

2 • further relief in satisf~1ction of the judgn1ent as n1ay be perrnitted under Nevada la\v; 

(6' . ) That lLS. BA .. NK Ni\Tl()NA.L A .. SSCJCIATHJN, AS TRUSTEE f(JH. TB\V 

4 ! I\'1()1~TCLA.C1E-BACKED P/\SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 is entitled at its 

5 I discretion to the appoinhnent of a receiver to protect the Property from neglect and \Vaste during 

6 I the pend ency of this action and to collect any rents to \.Vhich any Defendants would be entitled; 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

18 

19 

20 

21 

24 

I 
I 

,, 
~I 
I 
\ 
I 

! 
I 

25 

26 I 
~~ ,. 
IC 

t) I ~ 
k· ! ~ 

'!8 I. ,_, I 
' 

(7) That if the proceeds of the sale do not satisfy Plaintiff's judgrnent in full, 

and the applicable borrower has not obtained a bankruptcy discharge th(: Plaintiff 1nay an1end its 1 

con1plaint to seek a deficiency judgn1ent against Defendants, J\!Ionica C. Jones tor the deficiency; 

(8) For its costs incurred herein, including post-judgrnent costs; 

(9) For its attorney's fees, including post-judgment fees, pursuant to the Note I 
I 

and Deed of Trust; and 

(10) For any other further relief as this court dccn1s just and proper. 

NV-16-741659·-.TUD 
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!, William J Sad;elari, being duly sworn, do hernby state under oath !hat: 

3. The information contained in this affidavit is contained in the records maintained by 
Ocwen, and th;; rt,<.oords rr.<fornnc;;d or smnmariz;;d herein consdtute records or darn 
compi!t:iions ("the Rewrds") oftrnris11etio11s ("the Trnnsac!ions") relating to !he servicing 
of the mortgage loan. The Records were nrnde at or near the i11dic11ted lime based on 
irifornrntimi :ransrnilted by, or from a person with knowledge of the Transactions. The 
Records are kept in !he course ofOev;er;'s regularly conducted business activity. In the 
course of my regular job duti~s I have access to and am familiar with these Records, and I 
reviewed and relied upon these Record'i in executing this AffidaviL 

4. Ocwen has made a good fai!h, diligent search arid inquiry to loc?.1e the original Note i11 
aecordance with Ocwt,n's policies and procedures, as follows: 

a. Ch;>ck;;d all Storng;; Vendors and Cmtodians, as applicable. 
and the original Note cannot be rr;?.sonably obtained., as it has b1;en lost or destroyed ao1d 
is net in !he custody of the ~ervicer. 

5. To the bes1 cf my knowledge, the original Nnte has riot been sritisfied, piedged, ll5sigrn;d, 
lnmsferred, l?.wfolly seized, or hypothec;;l.ed. 

APR a s zom 
EXECUTED THlS ---------------------.-----------.------.----,----------
ON BEHALF OF OCWEN LOAN SriR):JCING, LLC BY: 

. /,',... ~- ,~/{/·/ / d. 
~~- ' ,,_..} {:;(!&,.Jf.:v" .. ;,:'.'\~-··· _· __ 

William J Sllchelllri, Its Authorized Signer 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH 

·1·!1i,s recmd. ww• ~>\;::i.rwd. N' attested before me , 
tli\3Q.~~dny {if..lf'e~;)__ __________________ , <IPiU. by William J Sad1elari, who is personally known 
to me. 

Signature of Notary Public 

VMG$a francl:& 

Exhibit 1 
Pagel of 24 
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

US BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
 
                       Plaintiff,                
 
          vs. 
 
 MONICA JONES,               
    
                       Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
  CASE NO.  A-17-755267-C 
 
  DEPT.   XXIX 
 
 
 
 

 )  

BEFORE THE HONORABLE DAVID M. JONES, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

 

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 01, 2017 

RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDING: 

DEFENDANT MONICA JONES’ MOTION TO DISMISS WITH PREJUDICE 

  

APPEARANCES:     

   
 
  For the Plaintiff:     DANIEL CANTOR, ESQ.      
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 01, 2017 AT 9:23 A.M. 

 

 THE COURT:   A755267 US Bank versus Monica Jones. 

 MR. CANTOR:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Daniel Cantor 14180 on behalf 

of Plaintiff. 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Monica Jones in proper 

person. 

 THE COURT:  Good morning everyone.  Ms. Jones this is your Motion to 

Dismiss with Prejudice. 

 THE DEFENDANT: This is. 

 THE COURT:  Go ahead. 

 THE DEFENDANT: Okay. Mr. Cantor’s law firm McCarthy Holthus is the 

fourth law firm that is working together, that have made up different stories over - - 

since 2009 on this same matter.  There is a law suit that was filed in 2010, along 

with the Lis Pendens trying to, you know, get it straightened out.  

 THE COURT:  Right. 

 THE DEFENDANT:  And the three of the law firms drug it out until November 

of last year.  Mr. Cantor failed to tell the Court that, yet he, fifteen days prior to filing 

his Complaint, bought some documents. It’s on the bottom of the nine page docket, 

where he spent two dollars - - it’s four pages. I’m betting - - I’m going to guess that’s 

the copy of the note. It looks just like the one they brought in before that is denied as 

being authentic.  Anyway, this is just a whole different set of circumstances that 

doesn’t fit with anything else that anybody’s ever said.  Documents done up in 

March of this year, they are trying to - - I don’t know what they are trying to do.  

 I have correspondence from US Bank that says, “No, were not the 

56



 

 3

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

investor on your note.”  I was looking for my note for ten years.  Can’t find it.  This 

completely just straight up shows everything that was ever said in the other case 

was fraud on the Court.  And then there is this here also.  I mean it just enough you 

know.  I filed a Lis Pendens.  US Bank would have been notified in 2010 if they had 

an interest on the property.  I sent them correspondence outside of the other case. 

Just cause their name was uttered.  This trust that that he’s claiming is suing, he 

says it’s licensed or an entity that’s licensed to do business in Nevada, it’s not.  But I 

also - - there’s no trust documents attached.  When I’ve look in the trust documents 

and I’m not there.  It’s just not there. It’s just a made up name with another attempt.  

Every - - you know, it’s just enough. 

 THE COURT:  Okay, counsel.  

 MR.  CANTOR:  Good morning, Your Honor.   This matter we’re in front of you 

on a Motion to Dismiss.  Looking at the light most favorable to the non-moving party.  

Plaintiff’s Complaint forwards or establishes enough sufficient facts to put Defendant 

on notice of a judicial foreclosure against her. Plaintiff has pled that it is the holder of 

the note, the beneficiary of the deed of trust.  Ms. Jones is in default.  They are 

entitled to enforce the lost note pursuant to NRS 104 and that they are entitled to 

foreclosure.  I believe that is more than enough to survive a 12(b)(5) Motion. On top 

of that, any of the previous cases, no decisions were made on the merits.  There are 

no claim or issue preclusion issues there.  And I believe that the Complaint puts Ms. 

Jones on enough notice that there is a judicial foreclosure action against her.    

 THE COURT:  The problem you’re having Ms. Jones is the 12(b) standard is 

such a weak standard.   

 THE DEFENDANT: Yeah. 

 THE COURT:  Based upon what is a Motion to Dismiss.  Basically what it 
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forces the Court to do is, take all their pleadings as truthful.  Whether you believe 

they are not. I have to by law assume they are truthful.  

THE DEFENDANT:  You - -  

THE COURT:  That doesn’t mean they are. That just means I have to assume 

when someone files a Motion to Dismiss. You filing a Motion to Dismiss - -  

THE DEFENDANT:  Correct. 

THE COURT:  - - everything they have alleged I have to assume is truthful.  

THE DEFENDANT:  Correct. 

THE COURT:  Whether you agree to it or not, or the facts show down the 

road that they are not truthful, unfortunately is not the standard.  The standard is as 

soon as you file a Motion to Dismiss, what they bring up, what they’ve alleged is 

deemed to be the truth.  

THE DEFENDANT:  Got it. 

THE COURT:  And that’s the problem with this standard.  

THE DEFENDANT:  Awesome. 

THE DEFENDANT:  Counsel I think, I mean I’m going through this and I pull 

up all the rest of the stuff.  If what Ms. Jones is saying is true you guys are in a 

whole lot of trouble.  You understand that?  I hope your client understands that.   

MR. CANTOR:  Yes, Your Honor.     

THE COURT:  Motion to Dismiss this time is denied.  Counsel for the 

Defendant, go ahead - - I mean Counsel, for Defendant go ahead and prepare the 

order.  

THE DEFENDANT:  Can I add also. 

THE COURT:  Yes mam. 

THE DEFENDANT:  The other four Defendants that didn’t answer were 
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defaulted.  Two of them were companies that obtained judgments on a girl that has 

my name but different initials.  Two of them.  

THE COURT:  Different, okay. 

THE DEFENDANT: Right.  They’re also both of those judgments are beyond 

statute of limitations.  One of them they sent some poor process server in New York 

to an address for a company that’s been gone since 1992.  The judgments aren’t 

that old.  So their due diligence is lacking and they know they’re not going to 

respond to a ten year old judgment.  And they are not mine and they know they 

aren’t mine.  And even if they were mine and even if they weren’t beyond statute of 

limitations, US Bank if they are trying to do a judicial foreclosure wouldn’t care about 

that.  

THE COURT:  And - -  

THE DEFENDANT:  They wouldn’t have a cause of action against that. 

THE COURT:  - - and I understand. All of that is going to come out during the 

cases in chief. But with the Motion to Dismiss - -  

THE DEFENDANT:  Okay. 

THE COURT:   - - it’s not that portion of it yet. But I would assume down the 

road that you would file a Motion for what’s called Summary Judgment, which is a 

different standard, which basically says, they can’t prove up their case. 

THE DEFENDANT:  Gotcha. 

THE COURT:  But this time on a Motion to Dismiss I have to deny it based 

upon allegations made.  

THE DEFENDANT:  Okay. 

THE COURT: Okay, Counsel go ahead and prepare the order. 

MR. CANTOR:  Thank you, Your Honor.  
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THE DEFENDANT:  And can you just from past experience, could you ask 

Mr. Cantor to send me the order for my approval prior to - - 

THE COURT: Absolutely. Go run it by Ms. Jones for - -  

THE DEFENDANT: - - they they don’t do that. 

THE COURT:   - - go run it by Ms. Jones for her approval.  She is a pro se 

litigant. She is entitled to that counsel.  

MR. CANTOR:  Of course, Your Honor.  

THE COURT:  Thank you.  

 THE DEFENDANT:  Thank you.  

   

[Proceeding concluded at 9:29 a.m.] 

 

 

ATTEST:  I do hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the 
audio/visual recording in the above entitled case to the best of my ability. 

             
         _______________________________________ 
         Melissa Delgado-Murphy,  

    Court Recorder/Transcriber 
         District Court, Department XXIX 

60



 

Motion for More Definitive Statement - 1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

Monica C. Jones 

149 Cologne Ct. 

Henderson, NV 89074 

In Pro Per 

702-217-5626 

kobesmomma@gmail.com 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

COUNTY OF CLARK 

 

 

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE 

FOR TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED PASS-THROUGH 

CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3  

  Plaintiff, 

 vs. 

MONICA C. JONES, MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC 

REGISTRATION SYSTEMS INC.,CLARK COUNTY 

TREASURER, CENTURIAN CAPITAL CORPORATION, 

ADVANCED GROUP INC., DBA RAPID CASH; DOES 

I-X; and ROES 1-10 inclusive, 

  Defendant 

) 

) 

)  

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Case No.: A-17-755267-C  

 

Motion for More Definitive Statement 

MOTION FOR MORE DEFINITIVE STATEMENT 

COME NOW Defendant Monica C. Jones (herein “Jones”) with a Motion for More 

Definitive Statement from the Plaintiff U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR 

TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 (herein “Sham Plaintiff”) 

so that Defendant can accurately answer in Good Faith the Plaintiffs Complaint.  

 

This Motion is made base on the Memorandum of Points and Authorities below 

together with the Pleadings and files herein, and any argument this court permits. 

 

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
12/4/2017 9:18 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

Department 29
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FACTS 

1. When legal claims do not correspond clearly to the individual defendants in a 

complaint the court allows for a motion for a definite statement.  See McHenry 

v. Renne, 84 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. Cal. 1996). 

2. The unclean hands doctrine generally “bars a party from receiving equitable 

relief because of that party's own inequitable conduct.”  Food Lion, Inc. v. 

S.L. Nusbaum Ins. Agency, Inc., 202 F.3d 223, 228 (4th Cir.2000). 

3. Failure to bring the required to the documents constitutes bad faith and is 

sanctionable. Leyva v. National Default Servicing Corp., App. No. 55216, Appeal 

from the Clark Co. District Court, A-10-600-651, 127Nev. ___, ___ P.3d ___ 

(Adv. Op. No. 40, July 7, 2011). 

4. N.R.C.P. Rule 3 covers grounds and procedure for redaction of Court Records.  

5. Regardless of when a transfer instrument is made, to the extent the court finds 

that a transfer was the product of fraud, duress or undue influence, the 

transfer is void and each transferee who is found responsible for the fraud, 

duress or undue influence shall bear the costs of the proceedings, including, 

without limitation, reasonable attorney’s fees. See N.R.S. 155.097(1). 

6. “The legislative intent behind requiring a party to produce the assignments of 

the deed of trust and mortgage note is to ensure that whoever is foreclosing 

‘actually owns the note’ and has the authority to modify the loan.” Leyva v. 

National Default Servicing Corp., App. No. 55216, Appeal from the Clark Co. 

District Court, A-10-600-651, 127Nev. ___, ___ P.3d ___ (Adv. Op. No. 40, July 

7, 2011). 

 

ARGUMENT 
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7. Sham Plaintiffs Complaint is so vague and ambiguous Defendant Jones is unable 

to discern what actions she is being accused of committing. 

8. Defendant Jones cannot, in good faith, answer properly nor prepare accurate 

defenses and counter claims because the facts of the complaint come from an 

alternate reality than what was represented to the court in A-10-609944-C. 

9. Sham Plaintiff did not present Complaint in good faith. 

10. Sham Plaintiff did not provide information or documentation showing it obtained 

interest in the Property. 

11. Sham Plaintiff did not provide how or when it obtained interest in the 

Property. 

12. Counsel for Sham Plaintiff brought complaint concealing the identity of their 

client. 

13. Counsel for Sham Plaintiff does not have an actual client acting as a rogue 

agent in pursuit of personal interest. 

14. Documents and correspondence provided as Exhibits contain redaction without 

providing a copy of court order authorizing redaction. 

15. Defendant Jones can not accurately and in good faith provide an answer without 

knowing when Sham Plaintiff obtained its supposed interest in the Note. 

16. Defendant can not accurately and in good faith provide an answer without 

viewing and/or receiving un-redacted documents contained within the Sham 

Plaintiffs exhibits.  

17. Defendant can not accurately and in good faith provide an answer without 

viewing the assignment the Sham Plaintiffs exhibits seeks to correct. 

18. Defendant can not accurately and in good faith assert counter claims without a 

clear timeline of what Sham Plaintiff is claiming. 

19. Defendant has never had any sort of business relationship with Sham Plaintiff. 

20. Exhibits provided by Sham Plaintiff are hearsay. 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 

WHEREFORE MONICA C. JONES prays for the following: 

1. An order for Sham Plaintiff to provide un-redacted exhibits 1-3 and explain 

why redaction was made without a court order. 

2. An order for Sham Plaintiffs to provide a true and correct copy of the 

Assignment the complaint lists as 20090918-0003386.  

3. An order for Sham Plaintiff to provide proof of interest in the Property to 

include all assignments, substitutions and transfers of interest going back 

to the beginning date of Sham Plaintiffs interest. 

4. An order for Sham Plaintiff to provide documentation showing when and how it 

thinks it acquired an interest in the Note it seeks to re-establish. 

5. An order to show who Counsel is representing through proof of retainer.  

 

Dated this __4th_ day of _December__, 2017 

 

 

 

/s/Monica C Jones   

Monica C. Jones – In Pro Per 

702-217-5626 

kobesmomma@gmail.com 
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recorded on April 28, 2006 in the official records of Clark County as document number 

2 20060428-0002827. A true and correct copy of the Lost Note Affidavit and Deed of Trust as 

3 attached as exhibit l to this Motion. 

4 2. Plaintiff is now, and at all times relevant to this action was the beneficial interest holder 

5 under the Deed of Trust. Plaintiff is entitled to enforce the Note and Deed of Trust. 

6 3. Defendant has defaulted under the terms of the Note and Deed of Trust. The default began 

7 with the failure to make the monthly payments commencing on March 1, 2009 and has continued 

8 to the present. 

9 4. The Deed of Trust provides, that, if the Trustor defaults in paying any indebtedness 
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secured by the Deed of Trust, or in the performance of term of the subject agreement or Deed of 

Trust, the entire principal and interest with all advances and fees and costs secured by the Deed of 

Trust, will upon notice to the Borrower, become immediately due and payable. 

5. Defendant was sent a Demand letter on June 6111 2016. The demand letter is attached hereto 

as Exhibit 2. 

6. Plaintiff filed this action on May 10, 2017. Defendant has not raised any material facts 

which would preclude entry of summary judgment in favor of Plaintiff. 

7. All exhibits referenced herein are attached to this Motion or the Affidavit. Plaintiff 

respectfully requests judicial notice of the deed of trust, as well as the other exhibits. NRS 

47.130; NRS 47.150; Jory v. Bennight, 91 Nev. 763, 766, 542 P.2d 1400, 1403 (1975). All 

recorded exhibits hereto should be judicially noticed because they are a public record in the Clark 

County Recorder's office. 

II. PLEADING STANDARD 

Summary Judgment is appropriate and is authorized by NRCP 56 when no genuine issue 

remains for trial. 1 Summary Judgment is available to resolve issue of law where the facts are not 

in dispute.2 

1 Shepard v. Harrison 100 Nev. 178, 678 P .2d 6 70 ( 1984); Pacific Pool Cons tr. Co. v. lvlcC/ai11 's Concrete, Inc. l 0 I 
Nev. 557, 706 P.2d. 849 (1985). 
2 1\l/o/i110 v. Asher 96 Nev. 814, 618 P.2d 878 (1980). 

NV-16-741659-JUD 
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Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 56 (a) allows a claimant party to move the Court for 

Summary Judgment at any time. 3 Summary Judgment is appropriate when the moving Party is 

entitled to judgment as a matter of law, and there are no genuine issues remaining for trial. 

Shepard v. Harrison, 100 Nev. 178 (1984). The purpose of Summary Judgment is to avoid 

unnecessary trials when they would serve no useful purpose, because there is no real dispute 

about the facts of the case. Short v. Hotel Riviera, Inc., 79 Nev. 94 (1963). The Summary 

Judgment procedure is not to decide any issue of fact which may be presented, but to discover if 

any real issue of fact exists. Dougherty v. Wabash L~fe Ins. Co., 87 Nev. 32 ( 1971 ). The function 

of the Summary Judgment proceeding is not to test the legal sufficiency of the complaint to state a 

claim. Force v. Peccole, 74 Nev. 64, (1958). Rather, it is to pierce the pleadings and to test 

whether, under the uncontroverted facts, one party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. 

Nev.R.Civ.P. 56(c). The moving party bears the initial burden of establishing the nonexistence of 

any genuine issue of material fact. Pac[fzc Pools Constr. Co. v. McClain's Concrete, Inc. 101 

Nev. 557 (1985). 

Once the moving party has met its burden, an adverse party may not rest upon the mere 

allegations or denials of the adverse party's pleadings, but the adverse party's response, by 

affidavits or as otherwise provided in this rule, must set forth specific facts demonstrating the 

existence of a genuine issue for trial. Nev.R.Civ.P.56(e). When this rule speaks of a "genuine" 

issue of material fact, it does so with the adversary system in mind. The word "genuine" has moral 

overtones; it does not mean a fabricated issue. Aldabe v. Adams, 81 Nev. 280, 402 P.2d 34 

( 1965). In addition, the adverse party must come fo1ward with documentation admissible in 

evidence in the form of specific facts to show the existence of a genuine issue of material fact; 

otherwise the court is required to enter judgment according to the law. Nev.R.Civ.P.56(e); 

Posadas v. City of Reno, 109 Nev. 448, 452 (1991). Conclusory statements along with general 

allegations do not create an issue of material fact. Michaels v. Su deck, I 07 Nev.332 (1991 ). Not 

only must the party opposing the motion set forth specific evidence, that evidence must be 

28 3 Cummings v. City of las Vegas M1111. COip. 88 Nev. 479, 499 P.2d. 650 (1972). 
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admissible as well. Posadas v. City o,f Reno, 109 Nev. 448, 452 (1991). The opposing party is not 

entitled to build a case on the gossamer threads of whimsy, speculation and conjecture. Collins v. 

Union Fed. Sav. & Loan Ass'n, 99 Nev. 284, 662 P.2d 610 (1983). 

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

Plaintiff is the holder of the first mortgage on the property commonly known as 149 

Cologne Court, Henderson, NV 89074. As alleged in the Complaint, Defendant signed a Note in 

the principal amount of $256,000.00, which was secured by a Deed of Trust recorded on April 28, 

2006. The Note and Deed of Trust were subsequently assigned to Plaintiff, the party entitled to 

enforce the Note and Deed of Trust. The Assignment is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

Defendant paid the installments of principal and interest which became due under the Note 

and Deed of Trust through February 1, 2009.4 Defendant has not made payments that have come 

due on or after March 1, 2009. Defendant is currently due for all payments commencing March l, 

2009 to the present. 

Under the terms of the Note, signed by Defendant, if the default is not cured on or before 

the date specified in the note of acceleration, Lender at its option, may invoke the power of sale, 

including the right to accelerate full payment of the Note, and any other remedies permitted by 

Applicable Law. Plaintiff therefore seeks a judicial declaration that it is entitled to foreclose on 

its interest in the property. 

The material issue of fact in a foreclosure claim is whether the Trustor is in default at the 

time of foreclosure. There cannot be a wrongful foreclosure when the borrower is in default and 

the foreclosing party is entitled to enforce the Note and Deed of Trust as is Plaintiff herein. An 

action for the tort of wrongful foreclosure will only lie if the Trustor or Mortgagor can establish 

that at the time the power of sale was exercised or the foreclosure occurred, no breach of 

condition or failure of performance existed on the Mortgagor's or Trustor's part which would have 

authorized the foreclosure or exercise of the power of sale. Collins v. Union Federal Savings and 

27 4 This matter was the subject of extensive litigation which commenced on 2/16/20 I 0 as Case Number A-
10-609944-C which continued into Supreme Court Case Number 68470 which was resolved in favor of 

28 Plaintiff on 8/9/2016 by an issued remittitur. The Court may take judicial notice of the papers and 
pleadings therein. 
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Loan Ass 'n, 662 P.2d 6 10, 99 Nev. 284 (Nev. 1983) . As Defendant is in default at the cuffent 

2 time, Plain tiff is entitled to a judgment allowing it to exercise the power of sale under the terms of 

3 the Deed of Trust. 

4 IV. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

CONCLUSION 

There arc no genuine issues of fact in dispute. As such Plaintiff respectfully requests: 

1. Plaintiff shall receive an Order and Judgment against the property, plus all post-filing 

costs and attorney's fees, and interest from March I, 2009, until paid in full, plus post-

judgment interest on costs and attorney's fees from the date each was due until paid in 

full, for its costs incurred herein, including post-judgment costs, for its attorney's fees, 

including post-judgment attorney's fees, pursuant to the terms of the Note and Deed of 

Trust. 

2. Plaintiff shall receive an Order and Judgment that the Deed of Trnst be foreclosed and 

directing a sale of the encumbered property and application of the proceeds of sale as 

provided in NRS 40.462 in satisfaction of the judgment herein; 

3. For inunediate possession of the property fo llowing the sale; 

4. That the sums prayed for and alleged to be secured by the Property are secured and 

that the Deed of Trust is a valid lien on the Property described in the Complaint and on 

the whole thereof, and on the rents, issues, and profits of the Property, and all 

buildings and improvement thereon and fixtures attached thereto as used in connection 

with the Property; 

5. That the Deed of Trust be declared superior to all right, title, interest, lien, equity or 

estate of the Defendants with the exception of any super priority lien rights held by any 

Defendant pursuant to NRS 116.3116; 

6. That the Lost Note is enforceable pursuant to NRS 104.3309 and the Lost Note 

Affidavit; 

7. That the Defendants, and all persons claiming by, through or under them, or any of 

them, be foreclosed of and forever barred from any and all right, title, claim, interest, 

or lien in or to the Property or with respect thereto except such rights or redemption as 

NV-1 6-741659-JUD 
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Monica C. Jones 

149 Cologne Ct. 

Henderson, NV 89074 

In Pro Per 

702-217-5626

kobesmomma@gmail.com 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

COUNTY OF CLARK 

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE 

FOR TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED PASS-THROUGH 

CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MONICA C. JONES, MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC 

REGISTRATION SYSTEMS INC.,CLARK COUNTY 

TREASURER, CENTURIAN CAPITAL CORPORATION, 

ADVANCED GROUP INC., DBA RAPID CASH; DOES 

I-X; and ROES 1-10 inclusive,

Defendant 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Case No.: A-17-755267-C 

Response to Motion for Summary Judgment

Response to Motion for Summary Judgment

Department 18

COME NOW Defendant Monica C. Jones (herein “Jones”), In Pro Se, and files her Response 

To Motion for Summary Judgment)

Factual Background

On or about April 2004 Defendant executed the purchase of the home located at 149 

Cologne Court Henderson, NV 89074.  

On or about April of 2006 Defendant executed a refinance of her existing mortgage 

described above.  Defendant secured the loan again with Taylor, Bean & Whitaker Mort.

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
12/16/2018 7:57 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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From April 2006 until approximately February of 2009 Defendant made all of her 

mortgage payments on time.

Approximately April 2009 Defendant logs into her mortgage account at the online 

portal and she is unable to log into her account.  When she discovers this she 

immediately places a phone call to the Mortgage company and was told by the 

mortgage company that they would not take her mortgage payment she was trying 

to pay them  The reason they gave her was that they were demanding that she 

pay them two (2) mortgage payments at that time at a minimum.  This demand was 

in contradiction to the terms of the mortgage agreement governing those payment 

requirements.  At the time Defendant's mortgage was approximately one month late 

to be paid.

Approximately June 2009 Defendant placed her home up for sale.  At the time 

Defendant had accumulated approximately $30,000.00 in equity.  Due to the 

housing market and the devalued properties in the area Defendant attempted to 

execute a short sale approximately August 9, 2009.  

Unknown to the Defendant on August 5, 2009 the mortgage holder Taylor, Bean and 

Whitaker was raided by Law Enforcement Agencies and was shut down from doing 

business from that moment on. Defendant was unable to present any sale offers 

due to no entity existing to accept the offer and execute the sale. 

Approximately August 24, 2009 Taylor, Bean and Whitaker filed for Bankruptcy 

protection and the CEO of Taylor, Bean and Whitaker, Lee Farkas was arrested 

for a number of federal financial crimes that has resulted in a thirty-five 

(35) years in Federal Prison.  It would be revealed that the financial

transactions and loan information was in fact fraudulent and failed to track.

In the meantime Defendant was trying to track down someone who could authorize a

short sale.

Defendant was still receiving statements from Taylor, Bean and Whitaker until

November 2009. Defendant was still unable to make any payments or get authorization

for a short sale.
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Approximately November 2009 Defendant was given the phone number for a person 

who worked for Taylor, Bean and Whitaker and she immediately contacted her and 

she was told that her loan was now in the control of American Home Mortgage 

Servicing Inc.  She was told that she would be contacted in approximately 60 

days about her loan and she would be able to execute the sale of the home. 

Defendant was never notified by that company. Approximately January of 2010 a 

notice of sale was filed on Defendant's home and in response Defendant filed a 

law suit to stop the sale. 

Between August 2009 and July 2012 Defendant was not able to interact with any 

company that would allow her to successfully complete any type of transaction 

for her home.  This would include any mortgage payments, sales or refinancing.  

Defendant had to spend enormous amounts of money both in legal fees and time 

away from work in trying to resolve anything to do with her home.

In 2009 Plaintiff filed an action in US District Court for the Middle

of Florida against Taylor, Bean and Whitaker. Case No.: 5:09-cv-357-Oc-23GRJ, 

Plaintiff stated that is terminated its agreements with Taylor, Bean and 

Whitaker. Plaintiff told that court that TBW "failed to provide access to 

documents, data and records pertaining to the mortgage loans" (Emphasis added).  

Plaintiff further informed the court that any successor servicer

"cannot collect payment due on the 1,936 mortgage loans, act on delinquent 

payments, or remit tax and insurance payments out of the servicing 

accounts."  (Emphasis added).

During this entire time Plaintiff never directly contacted Defendant once and 

Defendant had no knowledge of Plaintiff's servicing contract with TBW

In June of 2016 Plaintiff alleges that Defendant was sent a demand letter from 

Plaintiff. Defendant never received any demand letter at any time from Plaintiff.

9.
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In May 2017 Plaintiff filed this action.  

In December 2017 Defendant filed a Motion for a More Definitive Statement

Argument

Plaintiff now seeks Summary Judgment.  Plaintiff's reasoning is that "no

material issue of fact" exists in this case.  For the foregoing reasons,

Defendant states that there are material issues of fact that exist and

and in support state the following:

Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment at best is premature.  Since the 

Defendant has not filed a response to original complaint the court does

does not yet know what if any material issues of fact yet exist.  It is 

fundamental that there must be at least some type of showing by all

to an action in order for a court to make a proper determination of any

issue, let alone one for Summary Judgment. It is clear in the instant 

case that Defendant is engaged and intends to defend against the claims

raised by Plaintiff.  Defendant has already raised threshold issues in

this case within her Motion for a More Definitive Statement. Defendant

stated:  "Defendant has never had any sort of business relationship with

Plaintiff."

This statement alone would indicate a material issue of fact that should

be considered at trial.

More importantly, as stated previously, Defendant has not yet answered

the complaint so the court is not yet aware of what issues or counter

claims the Defendant may make in order to consider the Summary Judgment

Motion on its merits.  Plaintiff's claims, particularly in a Summary

Judgment pleading has a high burden to meet and only after all parties

have had the opportunity to plead their case.  Thus allowing the court 

to then consider the claims made by all parties to determine if Summary

Judgment is warranted.

116



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

In a motion for summary judgment in a Nevada Court it is well established that 

a court must allow the non-moving party the opportunity to respond to the 

original complaint as well as effectuate the necessary discovery to support the

any response.  On a motion for summary judgment, the burden of establishing 

the nonexistence of any genuine issue of fact is upon the moving party, all 

doubts are resolved against him, and his supporting documents, if any, are 

carefully scrutinized by the Court. See Ottenheimer v. Real Estate Div. of the 

Nevada Dept. of Commerce, 91 Nev. 338, 535 P.2d 1284 (1975); Daugherty v. 

Wabash Life Ins. Co., 87 Nev. 32, 38 (1971). Further, summary judgment may be 

granted only if the pleadings, admissions, depositions, answers to 

interrogatories and affidavits establish that no genuine issue exists as to 

any material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of 

law. Montgomery v. Ponderosa Constr., Inc., 101 Nev. 416, 705 P.2d 652 (1985). 

The party opposing summary judgment is entitled to have the evidence and all 

inferences therefrom accepted as true. Jones v. First Mortgage Co. of Nevada, 

112 Nev. 531, 915 P.2d 883 (1996); Johnson v. Steel, 100 Nev. 181, 182-183 

(1984). 

Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f) allows the Court to refuse summary 

judgment, continue a hearing or “make such other order as is just” when a 

party opposing summary judgment demonstrates that it cannot “for reasons 

stated present by affidavit facts essential to justify the party’s 

opposition.” Nev. R. Civ. P. 56(f); see also Texas Partners v. Conrock Co., 

685 F.2d 1116, 1119 (9th Cir. 1982) (reversing summary judgment where 

plaintiffs were not afforded opportunity to proceed with discovery). Rule 

56(f) provides a device for litigants to avoid summary judgment when they have 

not yet had sufficient time to develop affirmative evidence. Burlington 

Northern Santa Fe Ry. Co. v. The Assiniboine, 323 F.3d 767, 773 (9th Cir. 

2003); Aviation Ventures, Inc. v. Joan Morris, Inc., 110 P.3d 59, 62-63, 121 

Nev. 113 (Nev. 2005) (finding court abused its discretion by not permitting 

the non-movant to engage in discovery pursuant to Rule 56(f) to allow it an 

opportunity to marshal facts to oppose a motion for summary judgment).

117



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

In the instant case Plaintiff wants this court disregard establish procedure, 

not consider any response or claims by defendant as the non-moving party, and,

grant Plaintiff the massive relief it seeks.  Based solely on the pleadings 

of the Plaintiff and nothing from the Defendant.  It want the court to accept

its statements and exhibits as fact as the "moving party" and use a review

standard that is in contravention to established precedent and the governing

procedures.  Add to that the Defendant is a Pro Se litigant and as such is

entitled to have all pleadings "liberally construed". 

Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 520 (1971)and its progeny (Plaintiff-inmate filed pro

se complaint against prison seeking compensation for damages sustained while

placed in solitary confinement. In finding plaintiff's complaint legally

sufficient,Supreme Court found that pro se pleadings should be held to 

"less stringent standards" than those drafted by attorneys.)

Defendant's motion for a more definitive statement in itself establishes issues

that if presented with proper evidence via discovery for example, that defeat

any summary judgment application.

In summary, Plaintiff's Motion should be denied and Defendant should have the

opportunity to effectuate discovery and to file a proper response to the

complaint for a proper determination.  Plaintiff has the option of asking the

court for Summary Judgment at that proper time.

Therefore, for the forgoing reasons Defendant requests this court deny 

Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment.

/s/
__________________________________ 
Monica C. Jones, In Pro Se

702.217.5626
kobesmomma@gmail.com
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Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq., SBN 7171 
Matthew D. Dayton, Esq., SBN 11552 
McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 
9510 W. Sahara Ave., Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Phone 855-809-3977 
Fax (866) 339-5691 
Email NVJud@McCarthyHolthus.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
 
U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED 
PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3, 
 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
 

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS 
TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-
BACKED PASS-THROUGH 
CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 , 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
MONICA C. JONES; MORTGAGE 
ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, 
INC. ; CLARK COUNTY TREASURER;  
CENTURIAN CAPITAL CORPORATION; 
ADVANCE GROUP INC., DBA RAPID 
CASH;  DOES I-X; AND ROES 1-10 
INCLUSIVE, 
                                      Defendants. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. A-17-755267-C   
 
Dept. No.    18 
 
 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
 
 
Hearing Date:   January 15, 2019 
Hearing Time:   9:00 a.m. 

COMES NOW Plaintiff, U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR 

TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3, by and 

through its attorneys, McCarthy & Holthus, LLP, and hereby files its Reply in Support of Its 

Motion for Summary Judgment.  

This Reply is made and based on the points and authorities attached hereto, all pleadings 

and papers filed herein, and any oral argument this Court may entertain. 

 

 

 

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
1/3/2019 3:37 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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I.  UNDISPUTED FACTS 

 Plaintiff has set forth in the Complaint and by affidavit the material facts that remain 

undisputed by Defendant Jones after receiving time to prepare and file her written opposition to 

the motion for summary judgment.    

 The following material facts are undisputed: 

1. On or about April 21, 2006, Defendants, Monica C. Jones, executed a Note secured 

by a Deed of Trust on the real property commonly known as 149 Cologne Court, Henderson, NV 

89074 (“Subject Property”) for a loan currently in favor of Plaintiff.1   

2. The Deed of Trust was recorded on April 28, 2006 in the official records of Clark 

County as document number 20060428-0002827.  A true and correct copy of the Lost Note 

Affidavit and Deed of Trust are attached as exhibit 1 to the Motion for Summary Judgment. 

3. Plaintiff is now, and at all times relevant to this action was the beneficial interest 

holder under the Deed of Trust.2   

4. As the current beneficiary under the Deed of Trust, Plaintiff has made a diligent 

search of it records and discovered the original note is lost  and seeking an order of enforcement 

of a lost instrument pursuant to NRS 104.3309.3 

5. Defendant has defaulted under the terms of the Note and Deed of Trust.  The 

default began with the failure to make the monthly payments commencing on March 1, 2009 and 

has continued to the present.4 

6. The Deed of Trust provides, that, if the Trustor defaults in paying any indebtedness 

secured by the Deed of Trust, or in the performance of term of the subject agreement or Deed of 

                                                           
1 See Response to Motion for Summary Judgment 1:24-27.  “On or about April 2004 Defendant 

executed the purchase of the home located at 149 Cologne Court Henderson, NV 89074.  On or 

about April of 2006 Defendant executed a refinance of her existing mortgage described above.  

Defendant secured the loan again with Taylor, Bean & Whitaker Mort.” 
2 Plaintiff became the beneficiary under the Deed of Trust by way of assignment recorded on 

March 29, 2017 recorded in Clark County Recorder’s Office as Instrument No. 20170329-

0000613.  See also Complaint, para 18.  
3 See Complaint, para 19-22. 
4 See Response to Motion for Summary Judgment 2:1-2. “From April 2006 until approximately 

February of 2009 Defendant made all of her mortgage payments on time.”  
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Trust, the entire principal and interest with all advances and fees and costs secured by the Deed of 

Trust, will upon notice to the Borrower, become immediately due and payable.5 

5. Defendant was sent a Demand letter on June 6th 2016.6  

6. Plaintiff filed this action on May 10, 2017.  Defendant has not raised any material facts 

which would preclude entry of summary judgment in favor of Plaintiff.7 

7. Plaintiff respectfully requests judicial notice of the deed of trust, as well as the other 

exhibits.8  All recorded exhibits hereto should be judicially noticed because they are a public 

record in the Clark County Recorder’s office. 

II. PLEADING STANDARD 

Defendant’s Response fails to set forth specific facts demonstrating the existence of a 

genuine fact.  Defendant cannot rely on mere allegations or denials as a basis for opposing 

summary judgment.  Importantly, after failing to file any response to Plaintiff’s Motion for 

Summary Judgment, the Court granted Defendant Jones additional time to file a written 

opposition to the instant motion.  Despite being given additional time to prepare and file a 

substantive response to the genuine issues, Defendant’s Response fails to provide any genuine 

facts in dispute.  

Plaintiff has met its burden and demonstrated the Defendant executed a loan, secured by a 

deed of trust by the Subject Property.  Defendant defaulted under the terms of the mortgage in 

2009 (and remains in default).  Plaintiff is the current beneficiary under the Deed of Trust with the 

right to enforce the deed of trust and note. 

 Defendant has failed to dispute the material facts of the case. Plaintiff is entitled to 

summary judgment in its favor. 

III.  LEGAL ARGUMENT 

                                                           
5 See Motion for Summary Judgment, Exhibit 1,  Deed of Trust, Section 22. 
6 The demand letter is attached to the Motion for Summary Judgment as Exhibit 2.  
7 Defendant acknowledges in her Response: “Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f) allows the 

Court to refuse summary judgment, continue a hearing or “make such other order as is just” when 

a party opposing summary judgment demonstrates that it cannot “for reasons stated present by 

affidavit facts essential to justify the party’s opposition.” (emphasis added) 
8 NRS 47.130; NRS 47.150; Jory v. Bennight, 91 Nev. 763, 766, 542 P.2d 1400, 1403 (1975).   
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 Defendant’s Response sets forth the following reasons why Motion for Summary 

Judgment should not be granted: 

 

1. The Motion for Summary Judgment is premature;9 

2. In Nevada, the court must allow the non-moving party the opportunity to respond as 

well as effectuate the necessary discovery to support any response10 

Defendant’s arguments fail to demonstrate any material fact that is genuinely in dispute.  

Defendant’s Response fails to satisfy the standard she cites in her own Response.  Defendant 

acknowledges in her Response: “Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f) allows the Court to refuse 

summary judgment, continue a hearing or “make such other order as is just” when a party 

opposing summary judgment demonstrates that it cannot “for reasons stated present by 

affidavit facts essential to justify the party’s opposition.”11  Defendant’s Response does not set 

forth a single fact (or disputed fact) by affidavit. Defendant’s Response does not include an 

affidavit.   

Plaintiff is entitled to summary judgment pursuant to NRCP 56(e):  

 

When a motion for summary judgment is made and supported as provided in this 

rule, an adverse party may not rest upon the mere allegations or denials of the 

adverse party’s pleading, but the adverse party’s response, by affidavits or as 

other provided in the rule, must set forth specific facts showing that there is a 

genuine issue for trial.  If the adverse party does not so respond, summary 

judgment, if appropriate, shall be entered against the adverse party. (emphasis 

added) 

 

 Even if Defendant’s Response included the required affidavit to set forth the arguments set 

forth in the Response, the arguments are without merit. 

 The instant action was filed in May 2017.  Defendant argues the instant Motion for 

Summary Judgment is premature, but cites no authority in support of her position.  NRCP 56(a) 

                                                           
9 See Plaintiff’s Response 4:8. 
10 See Plaintiff’s Response 5:1-4. 
11 See Plaintiff’s Response 5:17-21, (emphasis added). 
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plainly states a party may move for summary judgment after the expiration of 20 days from the 

commencement of the action.12   

 Here, Plaintiff filed the instant Motion for Summary Judgment on November 1, 2018, 540 

days after the commencement of the action.  There is no reasonable basis for the court to conclude 

the Motion for Summary Judgment is premature.13   

 Defendant also argues she has not filed a response to the original complaint and therefore 

the Court does not yet know if any material issues of fact exist.14   Again, Defendant does not 

include any authority in support of her argument.  Defendant’s argument fails for the following 

reasons:  First, Defendant was ordered by the Court at the parties’ April 25, 2018 hearing to file 

an Answer but failed to do so.   

Second, Defendant was granted additional time following the December 4, 2018 hearing 

to file a written opposition to the instant motion to demonstrate to the Court facts essential to 

justify her opposition. Once again, Defendant has failed demonstrate the existence of a genuine 

issue of material fact to her case.   

Defendant attempts to reference her Motion for a More Definitive Statement as a basis for 

raising a material issue of fact. 15  More specifically, Defendant alleges: “Defendant has never had 

any sort of business relationship with Plaintiff.”16  It is unclear how this reference or statement 

supports Defendant’s position.  First, the Court ruled on Defendants Motion for a More Definitive 

Statement at the April 25, 2018 hearing.  The Court ordered Defendant to file an Answer within 

30 days, which Defendant failed to do.   

                                                           
12 NRCP 56(a): (a) For Claimant.  A party seeking to recover upon a claim, counterclaim, or 

cross-claim or to obtain a declaratory judgment may, at any time after the expiration of 20 days 

from the commencement of the action or after service of a motion for summary judgment by the 

adverse party, move with or without supporting affidavits for a summary judgment in the party’s 

favor upon all or any part thereof. 
13 There are no set of facts within this case in which Defendant Jones can argue the motion is 

premature.  Defendant Jones filed a Motion to Dismiss with Prejudice on September 26, 2017 

trying to test the sufficiency of Plaintiff’s claims.  401 days elapsed from the time she filed her 

Motion to Dismiss and the filing of the instant motion. 
14 See Plaintiff Response 4:8-10. 
15 See Plaintiff’s Response 4:15-18; 6:13-15. 
16 Id. 
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Second, Defendant admits she executed the mortgage for the Subject Property.17 Plaintiff 

is the current beneficiary under the deed of trust by way of the assignment recorded in Clark 

County Recorder’s Office as Instrument No. 20170329-0000613 on March 29, 2017.  Defendant’s 

statement she has never had a business relationship with Plaintiff is irrelevant.  Pursuant to the 

Deed of Trust, Section 20, it was expressly contemplated the Note and Deed of Trust (security 

instrument) could be sold multiple times without prior notice to Borrower.18  A transfer or sale of 

the note and security interest is an express term of the parties’ contract and there is no provision in 

the contract that requires Defendant to have a prior business relationship with a subsequent 

purchaser of the note and security instrument.  Defendant’s argument fails as a matter of law. 

IV.  CONCLUSION 

 Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment is appropriately before this Court.  Defendant 

Jones has failed to demonstrate a genuine issue of material fact is in dispute.  Defendant Jones has 

been given extended opportunities to participate in this action, including an extension to file her 

written opposition to the instant motion for summary judgment.  Defendant Jones’ Response does 

not demonstrate an issue of material fact in dispute and admits she executed the mortgage 

documents and defaulted on her loan. 

 Plaintiff respectfully requests the Court to grant its Motion for Summary Judgment.  

 
 

Dated: January 3, 2019 McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 

 
By: /s/ Matthew Dayton_______  
        Matthew D. Dayton, Esq., SBN 11552 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                           
17 Response to Motion for Summary Judgment 1:24-27 
18 See Motion for Summary Judgment, Exhibit 1, Deed of Trust, Section 20.  Sale of Note; 

Change of Loan Servicer; Notice of Grievance.  The Note or a partial interest in the Note 

(together with this Security Instrument) can be sold one or more times without prior notice 

to Borrower…(emphasis added). 
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Monica C. Jones 

149 Cologne Ct. 

Henderson, NV 89074 

In Pro Per 

702-217-5626

kobesmomma@gmail.com 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

COUNTY OF CLARK 

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE 

FOR TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED PASS-THROUGH 

CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MONICA C. JONES, MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC 

REGISTRATION SYSTEMS INC.,CLARK COUNTY 

TREASURER, CENTURIAN CAPITAL CORPORATION, 

ADVANCED GROUP INC., DBA RAPID CASH; DOES 

I-X; and ROES 1-10 inclusive,

Defendant 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Case No.: A-17-755267-C 

Notice of Appeal

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Notice is hereby given that Monica C. Jones, defendant above named, hereby

appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the order granting Summary Judgment for

Plaintiff including monetary and real property forfeitures entered in this action 

on January 24, 2019

/s/Monica C. Jones

Monica Jones, In Pro Se

702.217.5626

kobesmomma@gmail.com 

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
1/28/2019 7:27 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

Electronically Filed
Feb 05 2019 09:28 a.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court
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ASTA 

 

 

 

 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 

 

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS 

TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED 

PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-

3, 

 

  Plaintiff(s), 

 

 vs. 

 

MONICA C. JONES; MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC 

REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC.; CENTURIAN 

CAPITAL CORPORATION; ADVANCED 

GROUP, INC., DBA RAPID CASH, 

 

  Defendant(s), 
 

  

Case No:  A-17-755267-C 
                             
Dept No:  XI 
 

 

                
 

 

 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 
 

1. Appellant(s): Monica C. Jones 

 

2. Judge: David Barker 

 

3. Appellant(s): Monica C. Jones 

 

Counsel:  

 

Monica C. Jones 

149 Cologne Ct. 

Henderson, NV 89074 

 

4. Respondent (s): U.S Bank National Association, as Trustee for TBW Mortgage-Backed Pass-

Through Certificates, Series 2006-3 

 

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
1/31/2019 9:03 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Counsel:  

 

Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq. 

9510 W. Sahara Ave., Ste 200  

Las Vegas, NV 89117 

 

5. Appellant(s)'s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A 

Permission Granted: N/A 

 

Respondent(s)’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes 

Permission Granted: N/A 

 

6. Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No 

 

7. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A 

 

8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis**: N/A       

**Expires 1 year from date filed               

Appellant Filed Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: No  

       Date Application(s) filed: N/A 

 

9. Date Commenced in District Court: May 10, 2017 

 

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: REAL PROPERTY - Title of Property 

 

Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Judgment 

 

11. Previous Appeal: No 

 

Supreme Court Docket Number(s): N/A 

 

12. Child Custody or Visitation: N/A 

 

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown 

 

Dated This 31 day of January 2019. 

 

 Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
cc: Monica C. Jones 

/s/ Amanda Hampton 

Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk 

200 Lewis Ave 

PO Box 551601 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601 

(702) 671-0512 
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US Bank National Association, Plaintiff(s)
vs.
Monica  Jones, Defendant(s)

§
§
§
§
§

Location: Department 9
Judicial Officer: Vacant, DC 9

Filed on: 05/10/2017
Case Number History:
Cross-Reference Case

Number:
A755267

CASE INFORMATION

Case Type: Judicial Foreclosure

Case
Status: 05/10/2017 Open

DATE CASE ASSIGNMENT

Current Case Assignment
Case Number A-17-755267-C
Court Department 9
Date Assigned 01/07/2019
Judicial Officer Vacant, DC 9

PARTY INFORMATION

Lead Attorneys
Plaintiff US Bank National Association Schuler-Hintz, Kristin A.,

ESQ
Retained

702-685-0329(W)

Defendant Advance Group Inc

Centurian Capital Corporation

Clark County Treasurer
Removed: 09/06/2017
Dismissed

COUNTY OF CLARK

Jones, Monica C
Pro Se

Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems Inc

DATE EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT INDEX

EVENTS
05/10/2017 Complaint

Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Complaint to Reestablish a Lost Note and Deficiency Judgment of Deed of Trust and for 
Judicial Foreclosure on Deed of Trust Arbitration Exception Claimed: Title to Real Estate

05/10/2017 Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure

05/16/2017 Summons Electronically Issued - Service Pending
Party:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-17-755267-C

PAGE 1 OF 6 Printed on 01/31/2019 at 9:06 AM128



Summons-Civil

05/16/2017 Summons Electronically Issued - Service Pending
Party:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Summons

05/16/2017 Summons Electronically Issued - Service Pending
Party:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Summons- Civil

05/16/2017 Summons Electronically Issued - Service Pending
Party:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Summons

05/16/2017 Summons Electronically Issued - Service Pending
Party:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Summons - Civil

05/16/2017 Notice of Lis Pendens
Filed by:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Notice of Pendency of Action

06/14/2017 Affidavit of Service
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Service - Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems Inc

06/14/2017 Affidavit of Due Diligence
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Due Diligence

06/14/2017 Affidavit of Due Diligence
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Due Diligence

06/14/2017 Affidavit of Due Diligence
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Due Diligence

06/14/2017 Affidavit of Due Diligence
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Due Diligence

06/30/2017 Consent to Service By Electronic Means
Filed By:  Defendant  Clark County Treasurer
Consent to Service by Electronic Means

07/14/2017 Affidavit of Service
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Service- Advance Group Inc dba Rapid Cash

07/14/2017 Affidavit of Due Diligence
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Due Diligence
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CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-17-755267-C
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07/14/2017 Affidavit of Service
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Service - Clark County Treasurer

07/14/2017 Affidavit of Due Diligence
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Due Diligence

07/14/2017 Affidavit of Service
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Service- Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems Inc

08/11/2017 Affidavit of Posting
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Posting

08/11/2017 Affidavit of Service
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Service - Centurian Capital Corporation

08/15/2017 Default
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Default

08/15/2017 Default
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Default

08/15/2017 Default
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Default

08/15/2017 Default
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Defaults

09/06/2017 Stipulation and Order
Filed by:  Defendant  Clark County Treasurer
Stipulation and Order for Dismissal of Defendant County of Clark

09/08/2017 Affidavit of Service
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit of Service

09/11/2017 Notice of Entry of Stipulation & Order for Dismissal
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order for Dismissal of Defendant County of Clark

09/26/2017 Motion to Dismiss
Filed By:  Defendant  Jones, Monica C
Motion To Dismiss With Prejudice

09/27/2017 Notice of Motion
Filed By:  Defendant  Jones, Monica C
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CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-17-755267-C

PAGE 3 OF 6 Printed on 01/31/2019 at 9:06 AM130



Notice of Motion

10/13/2017 Opposition to Motion to Dismiss
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Opposition To Motion To Dismiss

11/09/2017 Recorders Transcript of Hearing
Recorders Transcript of Proceeding: Defendant Monica Jones' Motion to Dismiss with 
Prejudice 11/01/17

12/04/2017 Motion for More Definite Statement
Jones Motion for More Definite Statement

12/05/2017 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Findings of Fact Conclusion of Law and Order

12/20/2017 Opposition to Motion
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Opposition to Motion for More Definite Statement

01/04/2018 Certificate of Mailing
Certificate of Mailing

04/02/2018 Order
Order Scheduling Status Check

06/19/2018 Three Day Notice of Intent to Default
Three Day Notice of intent to Default Monica C. Jones

07/02/2018 Case Reassigned to Department 18
Reassigned From Judge Jones - Dept 29

11/01/2018 Motion for Summary Judgment
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment

11/01/2018 Affidavit in Support of Attorney Fees
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Affidavit in support of Attorney's fees and application of Judgment

11/01/2018 Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Memorandum of Costs and Disbursments

11/01/2018 Declaration
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Plaintiff's Declaration of Amounts Due and Owing

11/01/2018 Certificate of Mailing
Filed By:  Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Certificate of Mailing

12/07/2018
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CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-17-755267-C
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Recorders Transcript of Hearing
Recorder's Transcript of Hearing Re: Motion for Summary Judgment. Heard on December 4,
2018.

12/16/2018 Opposition to Motion For Summary Judgment
Filed By:  Defendant  Jones, Monica C
Response to Motion for Summary Judgment

01/03/2019 Reply in Support
Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment

01/07/2019 Case Reassigned to Department 9
Judicial Reassignment - From Judge Bailus to Vacant, DC9

01/07/2019 Miscellaneous Filing
Filed by:  Defendant  Jones, Monica C
Surrebuttal to Motion for Summary Judgment

01/24/2019 Judgment
Judgment

01/28/2019 Notice of Appeal
Filed By:  Defendant  Jones, Monica C
Notice of Appeal

01/28/2019 Notice of Entry of Judgment
Notice of Entry of Judgment

01/31/2019 Case Appeal Statement
Filed By:  Defendant  Jones, Monica C
Case Appeal Statement

DISPOSITIONS
09/06/2017 Order of Dismissal (Judicial Officer: Jones, David M)

Debtors: US Bank National Association (Plaintiff)
Creditors: Clark County Treasurer (Defendant)
Judgment: 09/06/2017, Docketed: 09/07/2017

01/24/2019 Judgment Plus Interest (Judicial Officer: Vacant, DC 9)
Debtors: Monica C Jones (Defendant)
Creditors: US Bank National Association (Plaintiff)
Judgment: 01/24/2019, Docketed: 01/24/2019
Total Judgment: 477,490.94

HEARINGS
11/01/2017 Motion to Dismiss (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Jones, David M)

Defendant Monica Jones' Motion to Dismiss with Prejudice
Denied;
Journal Entry Details:
Following arguments by Ms. Jones and Mr. Cantor, COURT ORDERED, Motion DENIED. 
Court directed Mr. Cantor to prepare the order and submit to Ms. Jones for approval. ;

04/25/2018 Status Check (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Jones, David M)
Matter Heard;
Journal Entry Details:

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-17-755267-C
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Thomas Beckom, Esq. present on behalf of US Bank National Association. Upon Court's 
inquiry, Mr. Beckom requested an order requesting an answer be completed so that discovery 
can be opened up. Upon Court's further inquiry, Mr. Beckom advised he believe Ms. Jones 
filed a motion for more definitive statement. COURT ORDERED, Ms. Jones has 30 days to file 
an answer, advising if Ms. Jones does not file, Mr. Beckom can move forward and file a 
motion for summary judgment. Mr. Beckom to prepare the order.;

11/29/2018 CANCELED Minute Order (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Bailus, Mark B)
Vacated - per Judge
Minute Order - Recusal Judge Bailus

12/04/2018 Motion for Summary Judgment (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Bailus, Mark B)
Motion for Summary Judgment *CourtCall*

MINUTES

Motion for Summary Judgment (01/15/2019 at 8:30 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Thompson,
Charles)

Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment
Briefing Schedule Set; Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment
Journal Entry Details:
Upon Court's motion, MATTER CONTINUED for responsive pleadings to be filed. Court 
admonished Defendant regarding the rules and Finds Defendant Jones has 10 days to file 
opposition and serve opposing counsel. CONTINUED TO: 01/15/19 9:00 a.m.;

SCHEDULED HEARINGS

Motion for Summary Judgment (01/15/2019 at 8:30 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Thompson,
Charles)

Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment

01/15/2019 Motion for Summary Judgment (8:30 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Thompson, Charles)
Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment
Granted;
Journal Entry Details:
Colloquy regarding Plaintiff's name. Ms. Jones argued the entity does not exist. Arguments by 
counsel in support of their respective positions. COURT ORDERED, Motion for Summary 
Judgement GRANTED; Mr. Dayton to prepare the order. CLERK'S NOTE: Minutes completed 
via JAVS. 1/16/19 amt;

DATE FINANCIAL INFORMATION

Defendant  Jones, Monica C
Total Charges 247.00
Total Payments and Credits 247.00
Balance Due as of  1/31/2019 0.00

Plaintiff  US Bank National Association
Total Charges 504.50
Total Payments and Credits 504.50
Balance Due as of  1/31/2019 0.00
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Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq., SBN 7171 
Matthew Dayton, SBN 11552 
McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 
9510 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Telephone: (702) 685-0329 
Facsimile: (866) 339-5961 
Email: dcnv@mccarthyholthus.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff,  
U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-
BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 
 
 
 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
 
U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
AS TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-
BACKED PASS-THROUGH 
CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 , 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
MONICA C. JONES; MORTGAGE 
ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION 
SYSTEMS, INC. ; CLARK COUNTY 
TREASURER;  CENTURIAN CAPITAL 
CORPORATION; ADVANCE GROUP 
INC., DBA RAPID CASH;  DOES I-X; 
AND ROES 1-10 INCLUSIVE, 

 
  Defendants. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.: A-17-755267-C | 18 
 
Dept. No.: 9 
 
 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT 

 

YOU AND ALL OF YOU PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the following Judgment 

was entered on 1/24/2018 for the above captioned matter. 

A true and correct copy of said Judgment is attached hereto. 

 
Dated: 1/28/2019 

 

McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 
 
/s/ Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz   

   

Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq., SBN 7171 
9510 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 

 
 
 

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
1/28/2019 8:43 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

On January 28, 2019, I caused a copy of the foregoing documents described as Notice 

of Entry of Judgment to be served in the manner of US Mail, on the following individuals: 

 
Monica C. Jones 
149 Cologne Court 
Henderson, NV 89074 
 
Monica C. Jones 
3651 Lindell Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89103 
 
Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc. 
1209 N. Orange St. 
Wilmington, DE 19801 
 
Clark County Treasurer 
500 S Grand Central Prkwy 
Las Vegas, NV 89106 
 
Centurian Capital Corporation 
99 Ridgeland Rd #D 
Rochester, NY 14623 
 
Advance Group Inc., dba Rapid Cash  
c/o National Registered Agents, Inc. of NV 
701 S Carson St Ste 200 
Carson City, NV 89701 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
/s/ Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz 

An employee of McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 
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A-17-755267-C 

PRINT DATE: 01/31/2019 Page 1 of 4 Minutes Date: November 01, 2017 
 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Judicial Foreclosure COURT MINUTES November 01, 2017 

 
A-17-755267-C US Bank National Association, Plaintiff(s) 

vs. 
Monica  Jones, Defendant(s) 

 
November 01, 2017 9:00 AM Motion to Dismiss  
 
HEARD BY: Jones, David M  COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03B 
 
COURT CLERK: Aja Brown 
 
RECORDER: Melissa Murphy-Delgado 
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 
Cantor, Daniel B. Attorney 
Jones, Monica  C Defendant 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Following arguments by Ms. Jones and Mr. Cantor, COURT ORDERED, Motion DENIED. Court 
directed Mr. Cantor to prepare the order and submit to Ms. Jones for approval. 
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A-17-755267-C 

PRINT DATE: 01/31/2019 Page 2 of 4 Minutes Date: November 01, 2017 
 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Judicial Foreclosure COURT MINUTES April 25, 2018 

 
A-17-755267-C US Bank National Association, Plaintiff(s) 

vs. 
Monica  Jones, Defendant(s) 

 
April 25, 2018 9:00 AM Status Check  
 
HEARD BY: Jones, David M  COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03B 
 
COURT CLERK: Nancy Maldonado 
 
RECORDER: Melissa Murphy-Delgado 
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Thomas Beckom, Esq. present on behalf of US Bank National Association. 
 
Upon Court's inquiry, Mr. Beckom requested an order requesting an answer be completed so that 
discovery can be opened up. Upon Court's further inquiry, Mr. Beckom advised he believe Ms. Jones 
filed a motion for more definitive statement. COURT ORDERED, Ms. Jones has 30 days to file an 
answer, advising if Ms. Jones does not file, Mr. Beckom can move forward and file a motion for 
summary judgment. Mr. Beckom to prepare the order. 
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A-17-755267-C 

PRINT DATE: 01/31/2019 Page 3 of 4 Minutes Date: November 01, 2017 
 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Judicial Foreclosure COURT MINUTES December 04, 2018 

 
A-17-755267-C US Bank National Association, Plaintiff(s) 

vs. 
Monica  Jones, Defendant(s) 

 
December 04, 2018 9:00 AM Motion for Summary 

Judgment 
Plaintiff's Motion for 
Summary Judgment 

 
HEARD BY: Bailus, Mark B  COURTROOM: Phoenix Building 11th Floor 

110 
 
COURT CLERK: Alan Castle 
  
 
RECORDER: Robin Page 
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 
Jones, Monica  C Defendant 
Schuler-Hintz, Kristin A., ESQ Attorney 
US Bank National Association Plaintiff 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Upon Court's motion, MATTER CONTINUED for responsive pleadings to be filed. Court 
admonished Defendant regarding the rules and Finds Defendant Jones has 10 days to file opposition 
and serve opposing counsel. 
 
 
CONTINUED TO: 
01/15/19   9:00 a.m. 
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Judicial Foreclosure COURT MINUTES January 15, 2019 

 
A-17-755267-C US Bank National Association, Plaintiff(s) 

vs. 
Monica  Jones, Defendant(s) 

 
January 15, 2019 8:30 AM Motion for Summary 

Judgment 
 

 
HEARD BY: Vacant, DC 9; Thompson, Charles  COURTROOM: Phoenix Building 11th Floor 

110 
 
COURT CLERK:  
 Alice Jacobson 
 
RECORDER: Robin Page 
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 
Dayton, Matthew D. Attorney 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Colloquy regarding Plaintiff's name.  Ms. Jones argued the entity does not exist.  Arguments by 
counsel in support of their respective positions.  COURT ORDERED, Motion for Summary 
Judgement GRANTED; Mr. Dayton to prepare the order. 
 
CLERK'S NOTE: Minutes completed via JAVS. 1/16/19   amt 
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT CLERK'S OFFICE 

NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY  
ON APPEAL TO NEVADA SUPREME COURT 

 

 

 

MONICA C. JONES 
149 COLOGNE CT. 
HENDERSON, NV 89074         
         

DATE:  January 31, 2019 
        CASE:  A-17-755267-C 

         
 

RE CASE: U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-
BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 vs. MONICA C. JONES; 
MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC.; CENTURIAN CAPITAL 

CORPORATION; ADVANCED GROUP, INC., DBA RAPID CASH 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED:   January 28, 2019 
 
YOUR APPEAL HAS BEEN SENT TO THE SUPREME COURT. 

 
PLEASE NOTE: DOCUMENTS NOT TRANSMITTED HAVE BEEN MARKED: 
 

 $250 – Supreme Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the Supreme Court)** 

- If the $250 Supreme Court Filing Fee was not submitted along with the original Notice of Appeal, it must be 

mailed directly to the Supreme Court.  The Supreme Court Filing Fee will not be forwarded by this office if 

submitted after the Notice of Appeal has been filed. 
 

 $24 – District Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the District Court)** 
 

 $500 – Cost Bond on Appeal (Make Check Payable to the District Court)** 

- NRAP 7: Bond For Costs On Appeal in Civil Cases 
     

 Case Appeal Statement 

- NRAP 3 (a)(1), Form 2  
 

 Order 
 

 Notice of Entry of Order   
 

NEVADA RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 3 (a) (3) states:  

“The district court clerk must file appellant’s notice of appeal despite perceived deficiencies in the notice, including the failure to 
pay the district court or Supreme Court filing fee. The district court clerk shall apprise appellant of the deficiencies in 
writing, and shall transmit the notice of appeal to the Supreme Court in accordance with subdivision (e) of this Rule with a 
notation to the clerk of the Supreme Court setting forth the deficiencies. Despite any deficiencies in the notice of appeal, the clerk 
of the Supreme Court shall docket the appeal in accordance with Rule 12.” 
 

Please refer to Rule 3 for an explanation of any possible deficiencies. 

**Per District Court Administrative Order 2012-01, in regards to civil litigants, "...all Orders to Appear in Forma Pauperis expire one year from 
the date of issuance."  You must reapply for in Forma Pauperis status. 
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Certification of Copy 
 
State of Nevada 
  SS: 
County of Clark 

 

I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of 

Nevada, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the hereinafter stated 

original document(s): 

   NOTICE OF APPEAL; CASE APPEAL STATEMENT; DISTRICT COURT 

DOCKET ENTRIES; CIVIL COVER SHEET; JUDGMENT; NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT; 

DISTRICT COURT MINUTES; NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY 

 

U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS 

TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-BACKED 

PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 

2006-3, 

 

  Plaintiff(s), 

 

 vs. 

 

MONICA C. JONES; MORTGAGE 

ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, 

INC.; CENTURIAN CAPITAL 

CORPORATION; ADVANCED GROUP, INC., 

DBA RAPID CASH, 

 

  Defendant(s), 

 

  
Case No:  A-17-755267-C 
                             
Dept No:  XI 
 
 

                
 

 

now on file and of record in this office. 

 

 

 

       IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto 

       Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the 

       Court at my office, Las Vegas, Nevada 

       This 31 day of January 2019. 

 

       Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court 

 

 
Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk 
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Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq., SBN 7171 
Matthew Dayton, SBN 11552 
McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 
9510 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 
Telephone: (702) 685-0329 
Facsimile: (866) 339-5961 
Email: dcnv@mccarthyholthus.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff,  
U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-
BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 
 
 
 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
 
U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
AS TRUSTEE FOR TBW MORTGAGE-
BACKED PASS-THROUGH 
CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2006-3 , 
 
  Plaintiff, 
 
 v. 
 
MONICA C. JONES; MORTGAGE 
ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION 
SYSTEMS, INC. ; CLARK COUNTY 
TREASURER;  CENTURIAN CAPITAL 
CORPORATION; ADVANCE GROUP 
INC., DBA RAPID CASH;  DOES I-X; 
AND ROES 1-10 INCLUSIVE, 

 
  Defendants. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.: A-17-755267-C | 18 
 
Dept. No.: 9 
 
 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT 

 

YOU AND ALL OF YOU PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the following Judgment 

was entered on 1/24/2018 for the above captioned matter. 

A true and correct copy of said Judgment is attached hereto. 

 
Dated: 1/28/2019 

 

McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 
 
/s/ Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz   

   

Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz, Esq., SBN 7171 
9510 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 

 
 
 

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
1/28/2019 8:43 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

On January 28, 2019, I caused a copy of the foregoing documents described as Notice 

of Entry of Judgment to be served in the manner of US Mail, on the following individuals: 

 
Monica C. Jones 
149 Cologne Court 
Henderson, NV 89074 
 
Monica C. Jones 
3651 Lindell Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89103 
 
Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc. 
1209 N. Orange St. 
Wilmington, DE 19801 
 
Clark County Treasurer 
500 S Grand Central Prkwy 
Las Vegas, NV 89106 
 
Centurian Capital Corporation 
99 Ridgeland Rd #D 
Rochester, NY 14623 
 
Advance Group Inc., dba Rapid Cash  
c/o National Registered Agents, Inc. of NV 
701 S Carson St Ste 200 
Carson City, NV 89701 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
/s/ Kristin A. Schuler-Hintz 

An employee of McCarthy & Holthus, LLP 
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Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
1/24/2019 11:25 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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RTRAN 

 

 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
U.S. BANK NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION, 
 
                    Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
MONICA JONES, 
  
                    Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

 
 
  CASE NO:  A-17-755267-C 
  
   
  DEPT.  IX       
 
 
 

BEFORE THE HONORABLE J. CHARLES THOMPSON, 

SENIOR DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 15, 2019 

RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING RE: 
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

 
APPEARANCES:   
 
  For the Plaintiff:   MATTHEW D. DAYTON, ESQ. 
            
   
  For the Defendant:   MONICA C. JONES 
      In Proper Person 
 

 

RECORDED BY:  ROBIN PAGE, COURT RECORDER 

Case Number: A-17-755267-C

Electronically Filed
3/21/2019 3:47 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Las Vegas, Nevada; Tuesday, January 15, 2019 

 

[Proceeding commenced at 9:49 a.m.] 

  THE COURT:  U.S. Bank versus Jones.   

  MR. DAYTON:  Good morning, Your Honor, Matt Dayton on 

behalf of the Plaintiff.   

  THE COURT:  And you’re Monica Jones? 

  MS. JONES:  I am. 

  THE COURT:  All right. 

  MS. JONES:  Good morning.   

  I want to get something clarified for the Court.  The Court 

believes and the docket reads that U.S. Bank National Association is the 

Plaintiff.  But all the documents read U.S. Bank National -- or U.S. Bank 

NA as Trustee for TBW Mortgage Backed Pass Through Certificates, 

Series 2006-3 is the Plaintiff.  And it even says that that whole, big old 

name is an entity authorized to do business within the State of Nevada 

and it’s not.   

  So I have a challenge with answering a complaint by an entity 

that doesn’t exist. 

  THE COURT:  You didn’t even answer the -- you haven’t even 

filed an answer to the complaint. 

  MS. JONES:  I filed a motion for a more definitive statement.  

I’ve been with this matter since 2010 in court until November of 2016. 

  THE COURT:  Are you still in the home? 

  MS. JONES:  Yes. 
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  THE COURT:  You’ve been there -- how long you been there 

without paying the mortgage? 

  MS. JONES:  Well, my lender Taylor, Bean & Whitaker -- 

  THE COURT:  How long have you been there without paying 

a mortgage? 

  MS. JONES:  -- in 2009 -- 

  THE COURT:  Okay. 

  MS. JONES:  -- is when they -- 

  THE COURT:  That’s ten years you’ve been living for free. 

  MS. JONES:  I’ve been looking for, where’s my note for ten 

years.   

  THE COURT:  Okay. 

  MS. JONES:  Who do I give the house back to?  And nobody 

showed up.  This is the fourth law firm. 

  THE COURT:  This is his motion.  He gets to talk first. 

  MS. JONES:  Okay.  

  MR. DAYTON:  Sure.  Thank you, Your Honor. 

  I believe, again, is -- I think this is maybe the first time I’m 

appearing in front of you, but having had the opportunity to sit and listen, 

I know you’ve -- are probably familiar with what’s been filed.  So I think, 

succinctly, I’d just like to be able to just highlight some of the things that 

were raised in our reply and just some contact for the Court as well. 

  The motion for the more definitive statement was filed back in, 

I believe, in -- if it wasn’t early 2018, it was late 2017.  And at the 

hearing, as mentioned in our reply on April 25th, 2018, the Court 
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provided the Defendant an opportunity to have an answer on file within 

30 days.  The minutes are available for you.  I apologize for not 

attaching it to the reply.   

  Since that time, the Court, I think, has cued in on the relevant 

issue, simply is this is an action for judicial foreclosure.  And a 

foreclosure action it is a -- an order to seal.  And the genuine issue is not 

being in default.  As you’ve just heard from Defendant, as well as in her 

moot and in her response, and she acknowledges and admits as of 

2009, she’s been in default.   

  In terms of the Plaintiff’s standing, Exhibit 1 to our motion for 

summary judgment includes a copy of the deed of trust, as well as the 

assignment of the deed of trust to the named entity.  And we are here 

now, I think, well over 450 days since filing the complaint, an 

opportunity, you know, under the rules to move for summary judgment in 

this matter is appropriate.   

  And so, again, I believe, all of the issues have been flushed 

out in the pleadings, but should there be any additional questions or 

response following Defendant’s comments, I’ll respond accordingly. 

  THE COURT:  Anything further? 

  MS. JONES:  Yeah.  Well, the -- in the other case there was a 

-- an attorney that for three years claimed to represent an entity that 

didn’t exist.  And nobody ever showed up for U.S. Bank and nobody, 

like, where’s the note been all that time.  There was a lis pendens -- I’m 

trying to give the house back to the proper party, my lender refused my 

payment.   
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  Later, I found out it was immediately after the DOJ announced 

that they were investigating them.  And the chairman of that company is 

doing 35 years in prison.  So I’ve found out all kinds of information about 

that -- that there’s been no evidence of a note anywhere.  We’ve been 

looking for it.  And that case was from 2010, to November of ’16.   

  And then these guys make up some more paperwork 

afterwards and they’re saying -- it’s just weird, like, where were you.  

Ocwen knew about that previous lawsuit.  We’ve got three -- four 

Defendants, aside from me, in this case.  One’s the county, one is 

MERS, and two are -- 

  THE COURT:  I think that they’ve been resolved. 

  MS. JONES:  Well, it’s still good to notice that these two other 

companies are -- were timed out judgments in -- that were awarded to a 

girl with my name -- two different girls with my name.   

  So there’s three of us in this case.  There’s an address -- the 

letter -- the letter that Ocwen sent is sent to an address on Lindell which 

is, you know, I don’t know what that is.  We’ve got two addresses.  

There’s some issues.  There’s some questions.    

  THE COURT:  Okay.  I don’t see a question.    

  I’ll grant the motion for summary judgment.   

  Ask that you prepare findings and submit it to the Court, okay. 

  MS. JONES:  To me, also? 

  THE CLERK:  Counsel, can I have your bar number, please? 

  MR. DAYTON:  11552. 

  THE COURT:  All right. 
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  MR. DAYTON:  And, Your Honor, just as a matter of 

clarification in terms of just of findings -- I do have an order here that’s 

consistent with what was requested in our motion for summary  

judgment -- 

  THE COURT:  All right. 

  MR. DAYTON:  -- in reference to -- 

  THE COURT:  Well, I -- okay you can present -- give it -- send 

it to -- leave it in the drop box and we’ll take a look at it. 

  MR. DAYTON:  Just out here in the hall? 

  THE COURT:  Yeah. 

  MR. DAYTON:  I will do so, Your Honor. 

  MS. JONES:  Will I get a copy of that? 

  MR. DAYTON:  Yes. 

  THE COURT:  She will -- he will see that you get a copy. 

  MS. JONES:  Thank you 

  THE COURT:  Absolutely. 

[Proceeding concluded at 9:55 a.m.] 

* * * * * * * 

 

 

ATTEST:    I do hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the 

audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability. 
      
  

     _____________________________ 
      Robin Page 
      Court Recorder/Transcriber 
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