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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

WORCESTER, SS " HOUSING COURT DEPARTMENT
WORCESTER HOUSING COURT
CIVIL ACTION NO.17H858P003455

)
U.S. ROF HI LEGAL TITLE TRUST )
2015-1, BY U.S. BANK NATIONAL )
ASSOCIATION, as : )
LEGAL TITLE TRUSTEE, )
Plaintiff )
Vs. ) PLAINTIFF’S MOTION
) TO DISMISS DEFENDANTS?
) APPEAL PURSUANT TO
) - G.L.c.239,85(h)
BRUCEE. BENT and, )
ANNETTE S. BENT )
Defendants )
)

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO DISMISS DEFENDANTS’ APPEAL PURSUANT TO
G.L. ¢. 239, 85 (&)

Now comes the Plaintiff in the above-entitled matter and respectfully moves that the Defendants’
appeal from this Cowrt’s following Orders be dismissed pursuant to G.L. c. 239, §5 (h):

1. The Noveinber 18, 2018 Order for Judgment, November 28 Entry of Summary
Judgment for Plaintiff on its claim for possession of the premises located at 6 Rose Lane,
Oqurd, MA. And Notice of Required Appeal Bond (copy attached as Exhibit 1);

2. This Court’s January 28" Order setting of the Appeal Bond at $10,000, ordering a
monthly Use and Occupancy payment of 5886 and dem'gl of Defendants’ Motion to
Waive Appeal Bond. (Copy attached as Exhibit 2)

As grounds therefore the Plaintiff states the following:

' G.L. c. 239, §5 (h)provides in pertinent part: ... If the defendant fails to file with the clerk of the court
rendering the judgment, the amount of bond, deposit or periodic payment required by the decision of the
reviewing court within 5 days from receipt of no'ice of the decisicn, the appeal from the judgment shalt

* be dismissed. ...” (empliis added)
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COMM CWWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

WORCESTER COUNTY 55 CENTRAL HOUSING COURT.
DOCKET NO. 17H858P003455 =  * -

T Y Y L M

o ) 3
U.S. ROF Tl Legal Title Trust 2015-1, by ) ‘ =
U.S. Bank National Association, as Legal Title ) o
“Trustee ) _ - U )
Plaintiff, ) : ' =
)
VS. ) b2
)
Annette S. Bent )
Bruce E. Bent )
Defendants, )
)
)

DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND 70O VACATE ORDER CF
4/08/19; To Require Recommencement Per Adjartey Decision

NOW COMES Defendant Annette S. Bent in the above-entitled matter and respectfuliy
moves this Honorable Court to Reconsider order of Dismissing Defendants’ Appeal and [ssuing
Executon. Bent requests this on two bases:

First, the SJC in Adartey v. Worcester Iousing Court in unpublishéd decision has
underscored the already existing requirements that indigency not bar or Llr{éermine a litigant’s
access to justice through the Massachusetts Courts.

Further, the SJC in Adartey v. Worcester Housing Court, affirmed the limitations of what
documents may be entered in a case file to commence a Summary Process case under Rule 2.
Given Plaintiff’s insertion against rule of unauthorized documents in the first Summary Process
case against Defendant and the allowed transfer of those documents to commence this second
case, Plaintiff is required to recommence this proceeding. |

PROCEDURAL FACTS

On 8/28/2017, Plaintiff attempted to legally commence this second Summary Process

Case against Defendant. As part of filing, it requested transferred of documents from the first

Summary Process case to be added  comm~nce this case.




The transfg:ﬁed doutiients included tl-le purp ie¢ foreciosare ':ched with affidavit of sale,-
the certificate of entry. | |

On 5/02/2017, the Hilton v. Worcester Housing Court case entered.

On 6/23/2018, Bent joined the Hilton v. Worcester Housing Court Case because her
docket shows the insertion of additional documents to fhe Summeons and Complaint. As
explained in the intervenor brief this is in explicit contravention of Summary Process Rule 2.

On 12/06/2018, the Honorable Supreme Judicial Court combined the Adjartey and Hilton
cases (SIC-12408) for the purpose of argument.

On 1/28/2019, This Honorable Cowt acknowledged Bent’s indigency but ordered an
Appeals Bond and Use and Occupancy that was a bar given that it would require Bent and her
family to forgo the necessities of life to prosecute her Appeal. N |

On April 10, 2018 the SJC posted its unpublished dCCiSiO’:l in case no. SJC-12380 RUTH
 ADJARTY & others v. CENTRAL DIVISION GF THE HOUSING COURT DEPARTMENT &
others, combining its decision by reference with SJC-12408 CHRISTINE HILTON & others v,
CENTRAL DIVISION OF THE HOUSING COURT DEPARTMENT of which Bent is apart,
stated on Page 18 section 2 Waiver of fees and costs based on indigence:

“The Indigent Court Law exists to ‘ensure that the doors of the Commonwealth’s courts
will not be closed to the poor.’ Reade, supra. The equitable and consistent application of
this law is therefore critically important to safeguarding every Massachusetts litigant’s
akility to ‘obtain right and justice free'y, and without being obliged to purchase it™”
On 3/1/2019, stated by Judge Milkey of the Appeals Court “The Judge (Salvidio) appears

to have ascamed that this deprived her of jurisdiction to consider a waiver of the appeal bond, no -

matter how indigent the defendants may be, and no matter how meritorious their appellate issues

may be.”

This Honorable Court had “closed its doors to the poor”.

In its April 10™ unpublished decision, the SJIC affirmed the Summary Process Rule 2
exclusions allowing only (i)the Court Promulgated Summons and Complaint (FOOTNOTE 5):

“A sample summary process summons and complaint form is available at
https://www.mass.gov/files/documents/2016/08/pe /summary-process-complaint-rev.pdf
[https://perma.cc/23R5-N9T4]. A landlord seeking to evict a tenant must obtam this form
from the clerk's office. See Rule 2(a) of the Uniform Summary Process Rules (1993).”

- (ii> the Notize to Quit and Proof ¢f Service (FC.,"NOTL. &)




“In order to initiaté g.ummar; prr-eo8s action, the landlord must file the original
summons and compiaint, return of service confirming the tenant’s receipt of the summans
and complaint, and a copy of the notice to quit. Rule 2(d) of the Uniform Rules of
Summary Process (1993). Depending on the jurisdiction, the landlord may also be
required to file a copy of a certificate of eviction granted by a rent control agency (or an
affidavit of exemption) or a copy of an affidavit verifying compliance with local laws
governing condominium conversion evictions. Id. The landlord must also pay an entry
fee, unless that fee has been wajved. 1d.”

(111} the only reason allowed to be that stated in the Notice to Quit:
“The basis for the landlord’s eviction action is limited to the reasons for eviction
provided in the notice to quit. Sirychaski v. Spillane, 320 Mass. 382, 384-385 (1946).
Finally, the SJC confirmed according Summary Process Rule 2, that when anything
beyond (“‘other than”) the reason and basis of the Notice to Quit is included, then a

“landlord” such as Plaintiff can only evict under a new summary process case unless

defendant(s) agree to move:

“Where a landlord seeks to evict the defendant for reasons other than those provided in
the nofice to quit, the landlord must “recommence the summary process procedure and
1ssue a new notice to quit” explaining the new grounds for eviction, and then file a new
summary process summnions and complaint if the tenant chooses not to vacate the
premises. Federal Nat']l Mige. Ass’n v. Nunez, 460 Mass. 511, 520 n.11 (2011), citing
Strycharski, supra.”

On 4/8/2019 twao days before SIC decision in H:lvon v. Worcester Housing Court
was first promulgated for public view, the Worcester Housing Court allowed Defendant’s

- ¢ ' . :
Appeal to Dismiss for nonpayment of extra fees that Bent could not afford without forgoing
the necessities of life.
ARGUMENT

Most basically, it appears that the new decision to which Bent is a party directly reverses
aspects of this Summary Process case.

First, 1t affims that the insertion of documents beyond those allowed by Summary
Process Rule attempted to establish a basis beyond the allowed wording on the Summons and
Complaint. Plaintiff if it wishes to evict must recommence its case.

The Court 1s reminded that the Hatcher decision clarified and affirmed existing

Jjurisprudence that only what is explicitly authorized under Summary Process statute is allowed

in Summary Process:

T




“see also Cummings v. Wajda, 325 Mass.242,243,90N.E.2d337(1950) #%326 (“Summary
process is a purely statutory procedure and can be maintained only in the instances
specifically provided for in the statute™).”

Second, the SJC has affirmed the controlling nature of the Court Indigency Statutes

and the interpretation under Reade v. Galvin of the Constitutional nature of compliance by
_ the Courts with these statutes. _

While fee waivers such as those for audio recordings and for appeal bond and Use
and Occupancy are considered “extra fees”, the SIC has repeated they are not to be used to
bar the ability of an indigent litigant to enter the doors of the Court and prosecute a defense. |

Clearty, Bent has been so financially barred.
3

Given that the Plaintiff had no right to prosecute this case having violated the
Summary Process requirements under Rule 2 and improperiy'attempted to go forward, {o bar
Bent from Appeal of a case the SIC has just affirmed could never have legally commenced
denies her right to appellate review and a violation of the commencement of this case where

the SJC has just affirmed that such a review should yield that judgment in this case is veid.

Just because Bent’s complaint as to the insertion of unallowed documents was not yet
recognized, the meritorious nature of that challenge to the judgment in this case has now be
clartfied in the 4/10/2019 SIC decision in the Adjartey case and its complanion case Hilion to

which Bent was a party.
CONCLUSION

For the above reasons, Bent requests this Court reverse its order as to dismissal of her appeal,
issuance of an execution and reopen the case to motion to vacate judgment given the SJC’s

instant ruling related to Bent's case.

Respectfully submitted,

v F .
Annette 8. e, Defenc.vo
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e Lane
Oxtord, MA 01340

Date: J4/18/2019

CERTIFICATY OF SERVICE

1 HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing has been
furnished on this 18th  day of April, 2019 by 1 class mail/ mail to:

Plaintiff

¢/o Attorney Dennis E. McMahon
McMahon Law Offices

170 Bonad Road

Chestnut HY, MA 02467
(017)699-0566

(617)323-4219
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Annette S. Bent, Defendant

6 Rose Lane

/‘ : . o Oxford, MA 01540
AP} 1Sy Dene

Date: Degemberdt;2048
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; e “WORCESTER COUNTY,ss CENTRAL HOUSING COURT
0 DOCKET NO. 17H858P003455 = '
) 5
~ .S, ROF III Legal Title Trust 2015-1, by ) —
1J.S. Bank National Association, as Legal Title ) o
) D
Plaintitf, ) o
) -
) [
)
.~ Annette S. Bent )
"~ Bruce E. Bent )
Defendants, )
) <
)

DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION AND TO VACATE ORDER OF
4/08/19; To Reauire Recommencemeni Per Adiartey Decision

e NOW COMES Defendant Annette S. Bent in the above-entitled matter and respectfully

. =& moves this Honorable Court to Reconsider order of Dismissing Defendants’ Appeal and [ssuing

7 Executon. Bent requests this on two bases:
First, the SJC in Adaitey v. Worcester Housing Court in unpublishéd decision has

# underscored the already existing requirements that indigency not bar or undermine a litigant’s

o “ access to justice through the Massachusetts Couts.

Further, the SJC in Adartey v. Worcester Housing Court, affirmed the limitations of what

L

7 —documents may be entered in a case file to commence a Summary Process case under Rule 2.

. 7 £ ZGiven Plaintiff’s insertion against rule of unauthorized documents in the first Summary Process

R PROCEDURAL FACTS

e T ©On 8/28/2017, Plaintiff attempted to legally commence this second Summary Process
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THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
OFrrICcE OF THE ATTORNEY (JENERAL

Central, MASSACHUSETTS Dhvision
' 10 MecHaNIc STREET ~ SurTe 301
WORCESTER, MassacnuseTts 01608

Ter: (508) 7927600
Fax: (508) 795-1991
wvwnass.gov/ago

vlaura Healey
ATTORKEY GENERAL

HAND DELIVERY September 7, 2018

Maura S. Doyle, Clerk

Supreme Judicial Cowrt for Suffolk Conaty
John Adams Courthouse

One Pemberton Square, Suite 1300
Boston, MA 02108-1707

Re:  Hilton el al, v. Worcester Housing Court,
Supreme Judieinl Court for Suffolk County
Docket Number 8J-2018-M030

Dear Clerk Doyle:

Enclosed for docketing and filing please [ind respondent’s Opposition to Motion for
Preliminary Injunction/Bmergency Stay, with Certificate of Service.

Thank you for your attention to this matter,

Respectfully,

“Mhryanne Reyflolds
Assistant Attorney General
(774) 214-4407

MR/s _
ce: Per cortificate of service
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

WORCESTER, ss. SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT
SUFFOLK COUNTY
DOCKET NO. 3J-2018-M030

CHRISTINE HILTON et al,,
Petitioners-Appellants,

VS,

WORCESTER HOUSING COURT,

Respondent-Appellee.

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION/EMERGENCY STAY

Refore the Court is a motian for preliminary injunctions/femergency stay filed by
Christine Hilton, Maria Navedo, and Marjorie Evans (“petitioners-appellants”) and other
individuals, which was filed in the Supreme Judicial Court for the Commonwealth and has been
referred to this Court for disposition (“Motion™). The core issue preSeleed by the petitioners-

“appeliants in the Motion, and in the underlying pefition, is whether the Cowt’s exiraordinary
powers under G, L. ¢. 211, § 3, should be excrcised to halt posi-foreclosire summary process
proceedings in the Central Housing Court due to alleged judicial bias.

The Single Justice (Gaziano, L) denied the underlying petition on July 25, 2017, and
denied various posl;judgmen{ reliel on Augustél, 2017. Anappeal f‘rom.the denial of post-
judgment relief is pending before the full Court. The apparent abject of the Motion is to obtain

. reliof for the movants during the pendency of the appeal, which they hope to do by drawing the
Court‘As attention to additional reasons why the petitioners-appellants’ perceive bias, speeifically:

(1) alleged “ex parle communications” occurring at the beginning of the cases; (2) alleged failure




by the court {o require mandaled corporate disclosure stalements; and (3) alleged reliance on
improper cvidentiary bases for eviction. Motion at 5-11.

The Motion was filed without leave of court, As more fully explained below, the Motion

must be denied.

Procedural History

The G L.e. 211, § 3, Petition. In 2017, pursuant lo G. L, ¢, 211, § 3, petitioners-
appellants invoked the Cowrt’s power of superiniendence over lower courls to obtain redress for
alleged violations of their constitutional rights to due process and of assoctation during (ke
Housing Cowrt’s proceedings. Petition, Docket No. SJ-2017-0174 (05/02/2017 #3), Central to
the petition were claims that the Central Housing Court judges are not imparttial in smnmary
process actions due to a bias against self-represented litigants or against members of the
Worcester Anti-Foreclosure Team (“"WAFT™), an unincorporated association, to which the
petitioners-appellants belong, Id. They sought a stay of all summary process execulions issued
against WATFT members and an order goverming the manner in which summary process
proceedings are conducted when a litigant is seif-represented. Id. This Court (Gaziano, J.)
dented the petition without hearing, Docket (07/25/2017 # 12), The Court also denied all
requests for post»judgnient rehicf. Docket (08/31/2017 #19).

The Pending dppeal ﬂ ‘o Dental of Post-, hrdgmem‘ Religf. Petitioners did not appeal
{from the denial of their G. L. 6. 211, § 3 pelifion. Instead, and purportedly joined by others,!
pc(itioners entered an appeal challenging the denial of post-judgment relief. Docket No. SJC-

12406 (10/03/2017 #1). On February 12, 2018, petitioners-appellants filed their brief and record

! in the Supreme Judicial Court for the Commonwealth, Respondent has moved to strike the
appearance of these oiner Individuais,




appendix. Id, at # 19, On June 11, 2018, respondent-appelice filed its biief and supplemental
appen-dix. Id. at # 24, On July 13, 2018, without leave, a purporled “amicus” brief and appendix
were filed by lead petitioner-appellant Hilton and others, Id, at # 26, On July 17, 2018, again
without feave, an “intervenor” brief and appendix were filed by Hilton and others, Id, at # 27..

Referval of the Motion, Without Any Accompanying Brief, On July 18, 2018, the Motion
was filed by petitioners-appelants and signatories to the amicus and intervenor briefs. Docket
No. SIC- 124006, at # 28. It requests that “all thelr cases and other cases [in the Central Housing
Court] ., . be stayed” and that “all evictions be stayed.” Id. at 18, On July 20, 2018, the Motion
was referred to this Court for disposition, Id, at # 31,

The Motion refers fo “the brief filed herewith, Id. at 5. No briel appee;;‘s to have been
referred with the Motion to this Court, and no brict was served on the Respondent. See Docket
(referencing an order with attached motion), The referenced brief appears to be the purported
intervenor brief and appendix fflcd on July 17, 2018, at Docket No, SJC-12406 (“Intervenor
Brief™).

- Summary of the Motion

Undisputed Factral Allegidions. The Motion alleges, and the Central Housing Court
does not dispute, that; (1) on the day a post-foreclosure summary process action is enfered, the
Central Housing Courl roulinely receives, files and do;okets a copy of any relevant (1)(a)
forcclosure deed, (b) morigage, or (c) assipnment of 1110rté,agc; and (2) these entry-day
documents roulinely do not bear cerlificates of service.” Motion at 5 (referring to

“conymunications between Plaintiffs and the {Central Housing Cour(] at the very beginning of -

% The practice of plaintiff’s filing of a foreclosure deed and assignment of morlgage, upon cntry
-ebu post-foreclosure sumunaty process action, appears be consictent in the other Divisions of

e Housmg Court department.
3
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these cases™); Central Housing Cowrt Docket Sheets, attached to Intervenor Brief (on file at SIC-
12406). The Motion also aileges,‘ and the Central Housing Court does not dispute, that, on the
day a post-foreclosure summary process action is entered, the Central Housing Court receives,
files and dockels a copy of any relevant notice to quit and that such notice should contain “proof
of delivery” in accordance with Uniform: Summary Process Rule 2(d)(2). 1d,

Other Factual Allegations. Petitioners-appellants make a variety of other general
ailcgationé in support of the Motion, Those allegations are noted here.® The Motion iself is not
suppotted by affidavit or other evidentiary support,

ARGUMENT

1. The Motion must be denied for failure te comply with S.J.C, Rule 2:22,

Parlies seeking relielf under G, L, ¢. 211, § 3, must “name as respondents and make
service upon all parties to the [lower court’s] proceeding.” S.J.C. Rule 2:22, Petitioners-
appellants have not complied with this rule. Sce Docket Nos, S12017-0174 and SJ-2018-M030,
Instead, the only party named as a respondent to the potition is a judicial defendant, whois a
nominal patty. Sce S.LC, Rule 2:22 (*Unless otherwise ordered by the single justice, the lower
 court shall thereaflter be freated as a nominal party which may, bul need not, appear and be

heard.”); Mani v. United Baok, 458 Mass, 1027, 1028 n.2 (2011).

Rule 2:22 exists to profect the interests of all parties to a fower court’s proceedings, The

ritfe also operates to promote the faiy, orderly and efficient administration of justice. It also

3 They allege: (1) “numerous non-human, non-governmental entitics” appear before the Central
Housing Court withouwt having filed a Corporate Disclosure statement and that such disclosures
should be made “to insure no contlicts of interest” particularly a financial interest (Motion at 5,
10); (2) that summary process plaintiffs submit “affidavits [that] fail the Jegal requirements of an
affidavit” as evidence of the validity of a foreclosure (id. at 6); (3) defendants are “present,
available for cross examination, and yel the cout does nothing” (id.); (4) foreclosures are subject
to challenge (id, ai'3-10); and (5) kxme from illeuat foreclosures include Jost family wenith,
drop in children’s school performance, hrmelessness, and other societsl ills (id, at 13-14).

4 :




protects against unnccessary and duplicative participation by the Attorney General. Sce Soja v.

T..P. Sampson Co., 373 Mass. 630, 632 (1977) (where the judicial defendant is nof the real party

opposing the request for velief, joinder of the party whose substantive interests are actually at
stake “protects against unnecessary and duplicative participation by the Attorney General”)
Although the petitioners-appellant ave self-represented, they ave held to the same

standards with regards fo this pelition as litigants represented by counsel, Higging v. Federal

National Mortgape Association, 479 Mass. 1037 (2018). The absence of “all patties to the [lower

cowrt’s] proceeding” is significant, Jordan v. Register of Probate for Hampden County, 426

Mass. 1020 (1998) (“we note that Jordan failed in bis pefition to name as a respondent his former
wife, who \\lias his adversary in the underlying litigation™), The Motion putrpotts to place their
interests at stake insofar as it seeks to enjoin ot slay the proceedings they initiated and litigated in
the Central Housing Couit. Moreover, it is incumbont on the plaintiffs in the post-foreclosure
sumimary process action to respond to challenges raised as to why they submit certain docutnents
on the enfry day”’ without submitting a certificate of service, and why they may not have filed
Corporate bisolosure Statements. |

The Central Housing Cowrt disagrees that the receipt, filing and dockeling of documents
by the Clerk’s office on the day a summary process action is ontered constitutes “ex patle
communications.” “The term ‘ex parte’ is typically used to deseribe communications between
the fact finder and a party {o u proceeding in the absence of other patties.” Dura v. m, 392

Mass, 574, 576 v.4 (1984). “Itis beyond question that ‘a judge may not rely on his private

4 The Ceniral Housing Couit presumes {hat at eniry the plaintiffs file their foreelosure deed and
assignment of mortgage to prove they have standing to bring their summary process action in the
court. Rental Property Manapement Services v, Hatcher, 479 Mass, 542, 546 (2018) (where. .. the
« nlaint/iT is neither the twoer nor the lessor of thc pi opcﬂy, {he phmﬂff hag.io standing to bmxg a

sammary process action),

5




knowledge of particular facts that are not matiers of which he can take judicial notice”” Id. at

581, quofing Furtado v. Furtado, 380 Mass. 137, 140 n.1 (1980). But, no such concern about

private knowledge arises from the praciice,

To _thc extent that the petitioners-appellants wishied to challenge any procedure occurting
in their cases, they had an opportunity (o be heard in the Central Housing Court and fo take a
direct appeal from any adverse judgment there, See, e.g., G. 1. ¢. 239, § 5; Unif. Summ, Proc. R,
12 (providing for appeal). In fact, the petitioners-appellants had several opportunifies to raise
their defense to the swmmmary process action in the Central Housing Coutt.

Despite the assertions made by the petitioners-appellant, the Central Housing Court is
following well established principles when they aceept the plaintiff’s foreclosure deed and
assignment of morigage for filing, Pursuani to G. L. ¢. 221, § 14, “Tt}he clerks shall..have the
care and cusiody of all the records, books and papers which pertain 1o, or are filed or deposited
in, their respective offices.” G, L. ¢, 221, § 14 (emphasis added). This Court has repeatedly
stated that, absent a cowrt order or non-payment of a filing fee, the clerk may not refuse a {iling,

“The clerk acts as ‘a ministerial officer of the courts ... [who] is subject fo the direction of the

courts in the performance of his duties.”™ Costello v. Board of Appeal of Lexingion, 450 Mass,

1004, 1004 (2007); cf. Patrick v. Dunbar, 294 Mass, 101, 104 (1936) (absent order from judge,
clerk should not have refused to docket petitioner's notice of appeal).

The swmmary process action docket sheets, submitied with the Intervenors’ Brief, make
plain that the court’s clerk makes a prﬁmpt docket entry identifying the document and the date it

was filed, before any judicial action is taken in the matter, Further, the case files are customarily




available during normal business hours for inspeclion by the parties or public. The practice is
transparent, and until recently, without controversy,’

2. The Motion must be denied for failure to comply with R, Civ, Proe. 60(b).

While the instant Motion does not seck “post-judgment relief” by name (instead, it sceks
“prefiminary injunctionfemergency stay™), it operates as a motion for post-judgment relief, It
should be denied as untimely and otherwise non-compliant with Rule of Civil Proccdure 60,

Rule 60 provides in pertinent part; *On motion and upon such {exms as are just, (he court
may relieve a parly...from a final judgment, order, or proceeding for the following reasons:, (2)
newly discovered evidence which by due diligence could not have been discovered in time (o
move for a new trial under Rule 59(b)...or (6) any other reason justifying relief from the
operation of the judgment. R. Civ, Proc, 60(b).

Here, the requirements for obtaining velief are not met,

3. No relief is due because there Is no likelihood of success on the meris,

Petitioners-appellants’ reliance on Rule of Civil Procedure 65 pertaining {o preliminary
injunctions is unavailing. Molion at 4. A preliminary injunction is a “significant remedy” that
“should not be granted unless the [moving parties] have made a clear showing of entitlement

thereto.” Siudent No. 9 v. Boatd of Educ. 440 Mass. 752, 762 (2004). *{T]he absence of a

likelihood of success on the merits of [a moving party’s] case defeals the request for preliminary

injunctive relief.” Campatetli v. Chicf fustice of the Trial Court, 468 Mass, 455, 477 (2014).
Here, this Court has already reviewed the merils and entered an adverse judgment, No
right to relisf from that judgment has been established. Since permanent relief has been denied,

preliminary relief is out of the question,

+ 3 1o trial court or rppellate decision dmpp:ovmg (or appraving) the practice has been brought

lo 1espondent s auen{mn
: 7




Morcover, “[njo preliminary injunction shall be issued without notice to the adverse

party.” Rule 65(b)(1). Here, as explained above, the respondent Central Housing Cowrl is a

nominal party, Petitioners-appellants have fuiled to provide notice of the Motion fo the real

adverse parties, The Motion adinits as much, It states, “Petitioner-Appellants first wonder what

havm could be brought to the [Central Housing Court}” by granting their Motion, Motion at 15.

Finally, the Motion raises issues that could be adequately addressed in the normal course

of a summary process action. Accordingly, reliefander Q. L. ¢. 211, § 3, is unavailable. Ses

Aftasiabi v. Commonwealth, 477 Mass. 1001 (2017); Mani, 458 Mass. at 1028; Parenteau v,

Jagobson, 32 Mass, App.Ct, 97 (1992); Haddad v. Gonzalez, 410 Mass, 855 (1991); Costarelli v.

Municipal Court of Cily of Boston, 367 Mass. 35, 41 (1975).

CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, the Court should deny the Motion,

Dated: Seplomber 7, 2018

" Mavyanne Reynolds, BBO# 627127

Respectfuily submitted,
CENTRAL HOUSING COURT,
By its attorney,

MAURA HEALEY
ATTORNEY GENERAL

ey Fon s

Assistant Altorney General
Govertmen! Bureau

Office of the Attorney General
10 Mechanic Sireet, Suite 301
Worcester, MA 01608

Direct Dial: (774) 214-4407
facsimile (508) 795-1991
maryanne.reynolds@stale.ma.us




1, Maryanne Reynolds, hereby certity that [ have on this day served the above document
upon all parties and others by causing a copy (o be mail first class, postage prepaid to the

following persons:

Ruth Adjartey
32 Rodney Street
Worcester, MA 01608

Tsmail Abdelhamed
09 East Mountain Street
Worcester, MA 01606

Vesta Ballou
781 Ashland Ave.
Southbridge, MA 01550

John Schumacher
2 Main Sivesl
Clinton, MA

Jackeline Cucufate
19 Kingshury Strect
Worcester, MA 01610

Marjorie Evans
P. O. Box 2449 .
Worcester, MA 01613

CERTIFICATIE OF SERVICE

Gerard Hughes
488 Lake Avenue
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EXHIBIT D




Uniform Summary Process Rule 2: Form of Summons and Complaint;
Entry of action; Scheduling of trial date; Service of Process

’

{a) Form of Summons and Complaint
The form of Summary Process Summons and Complaint, as promulgated by the Chief
Administrative Justice of the Trial Court, shall be the only form of summons and complaint
used in summary process actions. This form of Summary Process Summons and Complaint
shall be considered a writ in the form of an original summons as required by G.L. ¢, 239, § 2.
This form shall be available in blank at each of the courts at which summary process actions
may be commenced.

{b) Service of Process
Service of a copy of a properly completed Summary Process Summons and Complaint shall
be made on the defendant no later than the seventh day nor earlier than the thirtieth day before
the entry day, provided, however, that service shall not be made prior to the expiration of the
tenancy by notice of termination or otherwise except as permitted by statute. Service shall be
made in accordance with Rule 4(d) of the Massachusetts Rules of Civil Procedure, provided
that if service is not made in hand, the person making such service shall mail, first-class, to
the defendant, at the address indicated on the Summary Process Summons and Complaint, a
copy of the Summary Process Summons and Complaint; and provided further that return of
service, including a statement of mailing where the latter was required, shall be made to the
plaintiff only and shall be made in the appropriate space provided on the Summary Process
Summons and Complaint, The date of service pursuant to this paragraph shall be deemed the
date of commencement of the action subject to proper entry in accordance with the provisions
of Rule 2(d).

Service shall be made by these auihorized tu make service by Rule 4(¢) of the Massachusetts
Rules of Civil Procedure, provided that such service shall be made as required by this section.

(¢} Entry date; scheduling of trial date

Entry dates for summary process actions shall be each Monday and cases shall be placed on
the list for hearing on the second Thursday following the entry date without any further notice
to the parties. Subject to the prior approval of the Administrative Justice of his or her
Department, the First Justice of any Division may designate Friday, Monday, Tuesday, and
Wednesday as summary process trial days either as alternatives to Thursday or in addition to
Thursday. The cases shall be placed on the list for hearing on the second Friday, the second
Monday, the third Tuesday, or the third Wednesday after the Monday entry day without any
further notice to the parties when such day is designated as a summary process trial day.
Summary process actions originally commenced in the Superior Court Department shall be
added to the next non-jury list for assignment for trial.

{d) Entry of action
Summary process actions shall be entered by filing with the clerk of the court in which the
aztion 13 to be heard the fetlovwing docurnents:




(1) The original of the properly completed form of Summary Process Complaint and
Summons, a copy of which has been served on the defendant, with return of service recorded
thereon,; '

(2) a copy of any applicable notice(s) of termination of the defendant's tenancy of the
premises upon which the plaintiff(s) relies where such notice is required by law and any proof
of delivery of such notice upon which the plaintiff(s) plans to rely at trial,

(3) in jurisdictions wherein rent control is in effect a copy of a certificate of eviction granted
by the appropriate rent control agency, or an affidavit of exemption;

(4) in jurisdictions wherein local laws governing condominium conversion evictions are in
effect, a copy of any applicable affidavit of compliance with such local laws;

(5) any entry fee prescribed by law unless waived.

On the appropriate portion of the Summary Process Summons and Complaint the reason(s)
for eviction shall be indicated by the plaintiff(s) in concise, untechnical form and with
sufficient particularity and completeness to enabie a defendant to understand the reasons for
the requested eviction and the facts underlying those reasons,

{e) Method and time for filing
Filing of the Summary Process Summons and Complaint and necessary accompanying
documents, if any, shall be by delivery in hand or by first-class mail to the clerk. Filing by
mail is complete upon receipt by the clerk. Papers and documents required in accordance with
the preceding paragraph shall be filed together no later than the close of business on the
scheduled Monday entry day. Late filing of the summons and complaint shall not be
permitted without the writien assent of the defendant or the defendant's attorney.

Commentary
The procedure for commencing a summary process action under this rule can be summarized
in the following three steps:

First a plaintiff wishing to institute an action must secure and complete the required form.
One item he must indicate on the form is the date of the hearing. In order to determine this,
the plaintiff must choose an entry day {any Monday, prior to which he can get effective
service on the defendant and return of service. The hearing date will be on the second
Thursday following the Monday entry day selected {unless Friday, Monday, Tuesday, or
Wednesday, as a day other than or in addition to Thursday, is approved for that court).
Although cases originally commenced in the Superior Court Department are at first scheduled
for a hearing on the second Thursday after the entry day, it is likely that such Superior Court
cases would have to be rescheduled as provided in section (c).

Second, the plaintiff must have a copy of the completed Summary Process Summons and
Complaint properly served on the defendasyi and ger the original of this form back from the
process server showing a resu=n oi service. Service must be made not later than the seventh




day nor earlier than the thirtieth day before Monday entry day chosen. Therefore, service
could be made on the Monday of the week prior to a Monday entry day. Note that Rule 2(b)
provides that service is not to be made prior to the expiration of the tenancy except as
permitted by law. See G.L. ¢. 186, §§ 11, 12 ; G.Li. c. 239, § 1; see also, Hodgkins v. Price,
137 Mass. 13 . -

Third, the plaintiff must file with the court the original of the completed Summary Process
Summons and Complaint (showing return of service), the entry fee and possible certain other
documents. This Filing constitutes entry of the action. Filing must be made no later than the
close of business on the Monday entry day. Note that if filing is by mail, the documents must
arrive in court by the Monday entry day. The hearing will be on the second Thursday (or
second Friday, second Monday, third Tuesday, or third Wednesday, if so designated)
following the Monday entry day. :

This three-step procedure is required to allow flexibility in the time for commencing these
actions yet at the same time to provide an automatic hearing date that can be predetermined
and communicated to the defendant with the summons and complaint. Commencement of the
summary process action under these rules occurs when proper service of the Summary
Process Summons and Complaint is completed, subject, however, to the proper entry of the
action.

It should be noted that the clerk should not refuse to accept a summons and complaint for
failure to file documents which may be required by Rules 2(d)(2), (3) or (4). It is a matter for
the determination of the coutt as to whether such documents are required. It should be noted
further that the requirement in Rule 2(d)(3) that a certificate of eviction, if any s necessary,
be filed and served with the Summary Process Summons and Complaint satisfies the
requirement of District Court Administrative Regulation No. 3-73 and the statutory law it
reflects. That regulation requires that a certificate of eviction, issued before the
commencement of the action, be filed with the court before any judgment will be entered.

Rule 2(d) requires that the plaintiff state the reason(s) for eviction on the summons and
complaint. While the substantive law of the Commonwealth may not always require a reason
for termination of a tenancy, it does require a reason for eviction. That reason might be
simply that a tenant is holding against the right of the [andlord after the tenancy has been
terminated, When the termination of the tenancy itself requires some reason -- e.g. breach of
lease, termination in a rent control jurisdiction, nonpayment of rent -- the reason for the
termination must be provided. See G.L. ¢, 239,§§ 1, 1A,

It should be noted that the provisions of Mass. R. Civ. P. 6(a), concerning holidays, are
applicable to summary process actions. Therefore, if the entry day or the day for filing
answers is a holiday, the entry or filing day would be the next day on which the court is open
for business. However, if the plaintiff selects a hearing date which is a holiday, the hearing
would be scheduled either the next business day after the holiday or one week later on the
following Thursday {or Friday or Monday, if applicable). In rent control jurisdictions, a
certificate ~f eviction is 5 prerequisite fo the commencement of a summary process action.
The grantiug i’ v certificate of eviction by a ront control bosid is subject to judicial review.




In Gentile v. Rent Control Board of Somerville, 365 Mass, 343 | 350 f.n, 7, the Supreme
Judicial Court stated that, if a complaint is filed challenging the issuance of the certificate of
eviction, in many instances that complaint and any related summary process action may be
consolidated for trial. Therefore, the court should consider the possibility of consolidation in
such cases in order to avoid piecemeal litigation.
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

~=000o-~

THE CLERK: Courkt, all rise. Court ié now open. You
may be seated. S8J-2017-0176, (indiscernible -- awa§ from
microphone) .

THE COURT: All right. Good morning. Let me set the
parameters., This is a bit unusual as a hearing. We have three
related cases. You may have noted that there were seven
justices hearing the other cases. There are four now. Each of
the three, T understand, were single Jjustices on one of the
three cases and, therefore, they are recused from hearing this
case because they are evaluating the decision of the single
justice. And it is our practice that, of course, a single
justice does not sit on a matter in which we are reviewing his
or her decision and because they are related cases that means
that each of the three have recused themselves from this
decision.

So as you also may have seen if you were watching the
argument we generally give 15 minutes per side. With regard to
the arguments I gather that Mr. Kenneally has worked hard with
vou in terms of organizing your time so that we’re going to
begin with the Worcester Housing Court and then Federal Home

Mortgage and then we’ll hear from a number of the self-

represented petitioners. There will be a -- there’s a light

S and a: time limit. The practice is that is the time that.owe

#SJC-12337, SIC-12380, SJC-12385 - 12-6-2018




i0
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

1
B

Page 4

give you. . If there are questions from the bench, but only if.
there are questions from the bench, do we allow you to go
beyond the time period, which means that if you are answering a
question from a judge you, of course, may finish that question.
If a judge has further questions, I allow the judges to ask
further questions. But the limit of the argument is
presumptively the time that will be on -- before you on the
time limit and that is going to differ because to render it --
it equal for each of the sides.

So with that, we may proceed. Sco 1 gather,

Ms. Reynolds, you are beginning on behalf of the Worcester
Housing Court.

MS. REYNOLDS: May it please the Court, Your Honor,
my argument will concentrate on the appeal. There are, of
course, miscellaneous motions that have been referred to the
quorum, bubk T will rest argument on those papers unless
questioned, so as to the appeal itself,

This -- this court should affirm the single justice
rulings in both cases that I’m arguing, that being the Adjartey
case and the Hilton case. My brother will be concentrating on
the Evans case.

The two reasons -- primary reasons to affirm the

single justices in Adjartey and Hilton cases are that the

single justices neither erved nor abused their discretion when

they dismissed or denied the petitions.

L alis

HSNCLTEIRT, SIC-12380, STC-10200 . 12-6-2018
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As we argued before the single justice, Section 211,
Section -- Chapter 211, Section 3, powers of this court are
extraordinary and to be exercised sparingly as needed, not
merely as another level of appellate review. And the petitions
don’t meet their standard. They don’t meet the standard for
several reasons. One, as in the Adjartey papers it’s
themselves., The petitioners have admitted -- it’s in the
appellate record at page 135 -- that all petitioners could have
appealed the deniél of any access to a CD.

Even if they had not made that admission, it is cleax
Lhat appellate review of the issues raised in the petitions is
available in a variety of manners, both interlocutory and at
the end of the cases. There are various statutes all cited in
the briefs.

And further --

THE CQURT: Before we leave that issue, assuming for
the moment that you might be right about the fact that the
avenue of appeal is not to the single justice, but to the

appeals court on that, is there an issue of superintendence

that’s appropriate for us to address in terms of the clarity of

the process to obtain a CD?
MS. REYNOLDS: No, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Sorry?
MS5. REYNOLDS: No, there’s not. There’s no need for

this court to exercise superintendent’s powers to clarify how

#.70-12337, SIC-12380, SIC-12380 o 12-6-2018




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Page 6

one obtains a CD.

THE COURT: And what do you say right now is the
procedure as we speak?

MS. REYNOLDS: The procedure is to -- to go -- so I'm
assuming we’re in the context of an indigent applicant or --

THE COURT: Of course.

MS. REYNQLDS: Yes. The procedure would be to fill

out a form requesting the CD and pay the fee. I1f there’s not

an ability to pay the fee, then there -- to request waiver of
the fee under the indigency statutes, Chapter 342 -- 261,
excuse me -- and, of course, most of the CDs that are reguested

in this matter are under this court’s ruling considered extra
costs, not normal costs. So a hearing may be required to
determine whether those particular costs should be waived.

THE COURT: Where have we determined that the cost of
the cassette copy is an exira cost?

MS. REYNOLDS: 1It’s a 2003 ruling of this court. It

was -- and Chief Justice Marshall was with the court. I
have -- I could submit as a post-argument --
THE COURT: So we’ve decide -- because -- is that one
of the cases in your brief because I just -- which case is it?
MS. REYNOLDS: It’s not -- I could not find a case
for it. It seemed to be éimply a memo of —-- there’s statutory

authority under Chapter 261 for this court to set the costs --

what the costs will be and to determine these things. And I'm

H#SICN 123575 54C312380, S5C-12386 . .. . . O 12-6-2018
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not sure -- I could not find the process that --
THE COURT: So it’s not -- it hasn’t been done in a
decision. It’s done in some kind of -- you’re saying it

appears in some kind of issuance of the court that’s not a
formal decision, though?

MS. REYNOLDS: Right. 1It’s in the form similar to
what I've seen in recent years of this court’s approval of a
rule where all of the justices said that this 1s how it shall
be.

THE COURT: So it’s pursuant to our superintendent’s
authority if it’s part of our -- if it’s related to our rule-
making, correct?

MS. REYNOLDS: Yes. As I understand it this court
has had rule-making authority that even predates the
Massachusetts Constitution, so I'm not sure that it’s
necessarily part of the 2011-3 authority. It may just be

inherent authority that this court has. But it is a 2003

decision,

And then several years after that -- because
originally the forms were all paper -- and then several years
after the original ruling} there was a form -- the paper form

was re-issued for electronic submission and that sort of
carried forward that same deéision as to what’s a normal cost
or an extra cost. I’d be happy --

THE COURT: Don’t think it’s time to revisit that?

#8JC-12457, SJC-12380, SJC-12380 . - . S : 12-6-2018
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MS. REYNOLDS: The Central Housing.Court would have .
no position on that. That’s a matter of this court within this
court’s discretion. That’s a policy matter and certainly
within this court’s discretion to do so. We just don’t take a
position on that.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. REYNOLDS: The petition should also be —~- excuse
me -- the single Jjustice decision should alsc be affirmed
because even if the subject matter of the petitions was a
proper subject matter for this type of extraordinary relief,
the petitions themselves were properly denied as a matter of
law because the petitioners failed to name as zespondents all
of the parties in the Central Housing Court proceedings below
that they wish to “unwind.” That reguirement is found in Rule
222 and, therefore, there’s no basis for the single Jjustices to
grant relief.

I'd also mention that this court is loathe to second-

guess single justice decisions, not to address claims as

systemic error and that that’s well established. The Abernathy
case cited in my brief and you are familiar with others.
Further, I would say that even in this court the

briefing has failed to rise to the level of proper appellant

rarqument. As argued in my brief that they just seemingly sort

0of ignore what the single justice had done and they haven’t

spoken to why the single justice erred or abused discretion.

BSHC-12337, SYC-32%¢ SIC-12380 . . 12-6-2018 ..!
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And so for the. failure to properly present appellant argument
it’s a further reason to affirm.

If there are no further questions, I will ask you to
affirm and rest on my brief. Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you,

Mr. Linehan, you have seven minutes.

MR. LINEHAN: Good morning, Your Honor. May it
please the court, my name is Brian Linehaﬁ on behalf of Federal
Home Loan Mortgage Corporation. |

Tf the court dcoces not have any specific direction I'd
like to begin with the issue of mocitness of Ms. Evans’ appeal.
This is raised in a motion to dismiss and also raised in the
respond ~~ appeliee’s brief as well. The matter of Petrillo v.
Petrillo Aufiero seems to be dispositive of this -- this issue.
In the Petrillo case, the occcupants were defendants in a
summary process case. The landlord obtained a judgment of
possession. Prior to the levy of the execution of the judgment
of possession the cccupants filed a petition to a single
justice of this court under 211, Section 3. That petition was
denied. They then filed an appeal of that denial.

A day after they filed their notice of appeal, the
léndlord levied upon his execution and removed the occupants
from the property and this court held fhat because the
occupants were no longer in possession c¢f the property and they

had been removed and the eviction had been completed that this

HSIC12337,STC-12380. STC-L08G. & . . L. 12:62018
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court could no longer grant the relief it was requested in the
petition which was a stay of the execution. Now --

. THE COURT: And it’s your view that tbaf’s the only
relief sought by Ms. Evans?

MR. LINEHAN: That is the -- Ms. Evans’ pebition
sought preliminarily a stay of the execution and she filed two
other 211, Section 3, petitions to stay the execut™on. And in
furtherance of that reguest she makes a number of challenges to
the conduct of the Housing Court, the rulings of the Housing
Court, and also of the parties as well.

However, in essence she was seeking a stay of the
execution., And Justice Budd did deny that petition and that
was on May 4th. And later that day Freddie Mac later upon its
execution removed Ms. Evans from the property, thus completing
the eviction. So this court now lacks power to grant
Ms. Evans’ request.

Now, also in the appeal --

THE COURT: Now, you know that sh; has claimed that
this was in vioclation of a bankruptcy stay?

MR, LINEHAN: 1 do, Your Honor. However, it should
be noted that so the -- the review stand for the single justice
denial is for abuse of discretion. In the Conkey v.
Commonwéalth case sets fbrth a two-prong épplication Qf thét

standard. First, Ms. Evans has tc claim a violation of her

substantive rights and a ~~ that that violation could not be

12337, SIC-12380, SJ< 1380 - - ; . . 12-6-2018
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remedied through the normal appellate process or through
adequate alternative remedies. |

With respect to the bankruptcy stay, there is a
rending adversary proceeding ih the Bankruptcy Court where
Ms. Evans can resolve any and all claims of a violation of the
automatic stay.

Now, whether or not Ms. Evans’ claims have merit is
irrelevant for the purposes of this court’s deteiminationjas to
whether Justice Budd abused her discretion, the point is that
Ms., Evans 1is now proceeding in the Bankruptcy Court to resolve
those issues before Judge Panos who in the transcript excerpts
attached to Ms. Evans’ reply brief specifically says that he
will retain jurisdiction over any claims under 362 (k) of the
Bankruptcy Code.

And so Ms. Evans does have an adequate alternative
remedy for resolving those bankruptcy issues. And the same
goes for her claims -- her challenges to the underlying summary
process Jjudgment. He filed a motion to vacate that judgment
arguing the judgment was void. However, although she noticed
an appeal of the denial of that judgment, she failed to pay the
use in occupancy payments and her appeal was dismissed. Now,
that use in occupancy payment did initially go up to the single
Jjustice of the appeals court. It was initiaiiy both used in
occupancy pa?ment and a bond. The single justice struck the

bond, remanded it back to the Housing Court for a determination

-i#SJC;1'2337,_SJC-12.380, sjC-12380 . . FRE ©12-6-2018
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as to the falr wvalue for use in occupancy, which was set at

$1,062.

Ms. Evans failed to pay that. Her appeal was

dismissed. If she wished to challenge the underlying judgment

of the Housing Court,

she could have paid that use in occupancy

and proceeded with her appeal. And that is specifically set

forth in the case decision in WMallace, as well as Lthe Appeal

Bond case as well, I believe, which was filed as a notice of

supplemental authority of this court. In those cases there was

a pending appeal and the court recognized you have the avenue

to challenge the underlying judgment. You could have proceeded

with your appeal and you failed to do so and the defendants in

those cases then could not come to this court as either an

alternative appellate remedy or an additional layer of appeal.

That’s not the purpose of Chapter 211, Section 3.

Ms. Evans also claimed violations of her rights under

the American With Disabilities Act. Similarly, she could have

remedied those through an immediate right of an interlocutory

appeal. That’s set forth in the McDonough decision., Ms. Evans

is a witness testifying on her own behalf in the summary

process case, which the McDonough decision is unclear whether

it applies to parties as well, but as she’s a witness, the

standard seems to apply. And in that case Ms. Evans -- let me

back up. Ms. Ewvans challenges to the rulings of the Housing

Court are that the Housing Court conduct a hearing and asks her

#S7C-12337, SJC-123°8, Sat.
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to discuss her disability on the record and she felt that that
was a violation of the HIPAA rights and she felt that her
request for an accommodation was reasonable and was improperly
denied, - |

However, in McDonough this court did set forth the
standard in that 1f there i1s a request for an accommodation
and that is either contested or there’s a question as to the
reasonableness of that request, the judge is required to
conduct a hearing and make inquiry as to the nature of the
disability and the relevance of the request on the record.
it’s specific in that decision. And the reason that that
inguiry has to be on the record is because the judges denying
that request then has to issue written findings sufficient to
permit appellate review. And that decision in McDonough
specifically states that because that could affect the overall
substantive rights under the American Disabilities Act, if the
fequest is denied there is an immediate rightlto interlocutory
review by a full panel of the appeals ceurt.

So when the Housing Court denied Ms. Evans’ regquest,
Ms. Evans could have within 30 days filed a notice of appeal
and taken that up to the appeals court, which she failed to do.
And she failed to prosecute her appeal at the underlying
.summary process judgment where shé could have raised that issue
as well,

And so because she had adequate alternative remedies

RSICI12337, SIC-12380, €0 3412380 L 12-6-2018
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‘to resolving the issues that she outlines in her brief,

Ms. Evans’ petition under Chapter 211, Section 3, is not proper
exercise of the court’s general superintendent’s power, And I
can see that I'm almost out of time, so if the court does not
have any questions I can resi on the briefs,

THE COURT: All right. Thank you.

MR, LINEHAN: Thank yvou wvery much.

THE COURT: Ms. Fwvans. Which one is Ms. BEvans? O©Oh,
there you are. Ms. Evans, you have five minutes.

MS. EVANS: ‘Thank you. First, 1 wanted to address
the issue ex parte communication that was submitted by the
appellee to this court on October 5th, I believe 1t was, of
this year. After the court scheduled oral arguments they
submitted documents to this court ex parte and in the
certificate of services page they asserted that they issued it
to the petitioner. Petiticner never received any documents
from the appellee and the -- recently they submitted an
oppositicon to a motion to -- the petitioner submitted saving
that they had sent i1t to the address that the appellee just
testified that on May 4th they executed an execution and
evicted her from her home.

So if they sent out documents to that address knowing
that tﬁat -- the petitidner would not reéeive those documehts,
then those document -- they just admitted that they submitted

documents ex parte because they have no reason to believe that

#SJC-12337, SJC-12380, SJC-12280 .. . — 12-6-2018
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I would receive those documents at the address that he just
said they executed an eviction notice on me for.

THE COURT: And have ,you furnished them with an
address that is a proper address?

MS., EVANS: In fact, the certificate page has my PO
Box number that they’ve been sending me material including
their brief. I’'ve received a number of mail from them. But
for some reason when they wanted to submit this document to the
court and mislead the court that they sent it to me. They
somehow found their way to sending it to the address that they
know that they should know that 580 days ago. They
unlawfully -- unlawfully executed an execution that was
obtained -- it was void ab initio because it was obtained
during the stay; They continued during the stay to conspire
with the Housing Court judges and the Housing Court judge,
Judge Theophilis on April 1ith, a day after the appellee went
to the Bankruptcy Court and asked the bankruptcy -- misled the
Bankruptcy Court, as a matter of fact, that they didn’t know,
they weren’t sure they were under automatic stay.

The bankruptcy stay -- the Bankruptcy Court confirmed
that they were under a stay and the Bankruptcy Court refused
to -- this -- the findings that it was not going to lift the
l4-day stéy that was left.

While they were in court at the Bankrﬁpﬁcy Court they

already had a state court hearing. S0 while they’/re in Lhe

IS5 1357, 8JC-12380, SIC-12331: - . 12-6-2018
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court asking the court to explain to them, to -- you. know, for
an emergency determination hearing to determine if they’'re
still on their stay, they have a hearing scheduled for the very
next day, April 11th, to reissue an execution that they know --
they explained to the bankruptcy that they had this hearing and
they went to the court on the 11th. And that execution
reissued during the stay and because they did that they
violated the automatic stay. And in turn, they didn’t just
violate the stay. They also disobeyed the federal bankruptcy
judge’s order not to l1ift the stay.

And he’s sitting here saying that they executed -~
he’s actually admitting that he did these things because if
they executed anything on May 4th using that execution that
they obtain on April 11th, it’s a violation and they must
reverse the actions that they took on May 4th.

THE COURT: What he has said to vs is that 1f there

is a violation of the Bankruptcy Court stay that there

apparently is still a pending bankruptcy action and that --

MS., EVANS: Yes,

THE COQURT: - ~~ you may seek relief in the federal
Bankruptcy Court,

MS., EVANS: Right.

THE. COURT: So'why is he wrong about that? Why is he
wrong as to that being a remedy?

MS. EVANS: He’s not necessarily wrong about that.

HSTC-12337, STC-12380, SIC-15 a0ise . L, . 12-6-2018
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What he’s wrong about 18 that they were able to levy -- he’s
misrepresenting their ability to come to petitioner’s home on
May 4th with an execution that they obtained during the stay
and break her door down, break her home -- enter her home, send
paid police officers to search it. Then they turn around and
send men in to take her stuff, throw them in plastic bags and
boxeé. That is what he’s misrepresenting. They had no ability
to do thai because they obtained a void ab initio execution
during the stay.

And the appellee also knows that this case, the case
that I’ve raised, the 211-3 petition, is about judicial and
professional misconduct. 1It’s not just about the bankruptcy.
It’s about the many violations that has happened in the ~-- in
the state court during this case. He also knows that because
Judge Horn (phonetic), as he stated, issued a default judgment
with -- when she violated petitioner’s rights at every turn.
She violated on May 25th, June lst, June 6th, and even the day
of the trial. Petitioner requested continuance of good cause
because her attorney had suffered a heart attack less than two
weeks before the trial and she wanted to retain new counsel.
Judge EHorn denied her.

The petition -- the appellee did not turn over
discovery documenfs that they were'supposed to turn‘over that
she needed to make her case. In fact, that was the reason she

had to obtain counsel is because she was having trouble gétting
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the discovery. Five times -- five times Judge Horn issued an
order that the appellee should turn over discovery documents to
her and five times they refused.

Then she asked for the continuance. She also filed a
motion asking for the case to be dismissed because they were
not following the discovery rules. They ~- the judge denied
that. Went back on June 1st and she -- because of all the --
the things that were going on, she has medical disabilities
that were being -- being exacerbated. Petitioner went back to
the court at a hearing and asked again Judge Horn for a
reasonable accommodation on the title to -- of the ADA.

They -- Judge Horn -- she had a doctorfs letter from a
neurologist who specialized in neurology. Judge Horn denied
it.

And then the day of the trial petitioner was so --
her medical disability was so exacerbated she went to the court
to partake in that case, but was too sick to do so. Illness
from all the disparate treatment she had been receiving up
until that point from the Housing Court, from Judge Horn in
particular, caused her disability to-be so exacerbated that she
could not participate in her case the way that she wanted to.
And because appellee did not turn over discovery documents, she
did not have the documents she needed to build her case and
because her attorney suffered a heart attack, she did not have

the help she needed to prevare the case. She again --

SJC-12337, 5IC-12280, SJC- mﬂo _ L 12-6-2018
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THE COQURT: .All right. I'm --

MS. EVANS: -- filed a motion --

THE COURT: I understand. I'm afraid your time is
actually more than up.

M5, EVANS: Yes,.

THE COURT: We -- so thank you and we’ll hear from
Ms. Hilton.

MS. EVANS: ©Okay. Thank you.

THE COURT: And Ms. Hilton, you have five minutes
with regard to a separate case. Yes, you may proceed.

Ms, HILTON: Your Honor, thank you for your time,
For the record, we are under the piotocol of the court. We
want to inform the court we requested more time in a special
format given that we are dozens of pro se litigants. We cannot
represent each other. We were not denied our format
requested -~ recuest submitted November 7th, So arguably we
are here because the Worcester Housing Court specificéily
strips us of our right to self-represent. It does let us argue
laws or jurisprudence. It refuses to recognize, address legal
argument. Literaily we are told not to speak and denies us our
notes.

This court must make clear that the clerk telligg us
that only a few can rep -- eicuse me -- preseht is not to be
taken as acquiescence that a court may strip pro se litigant of

their full range rights to represent as fully as any lawyer.

#5JC-12337, 59C-12280, S7C-12389 co : 1262018 .
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The case I am lead litigant on commenced because.of
extensive quizzing of litigants by the judges in the Worcester
Housing Court. Seeking to drop charges on us for unlicensed
practice of the law what was rampant, decision written included
dropping charges. And T had just received in writing that the
court had opened the investigation on the WAFT {phonetic)
members. We have never been told that it was closed. By the
timé this arguing is done there will a video -- it will be
video record and we have never represented ourselves as
lawyers. We need this court to state as soon as possible that
this court will look very unfavorably if this oral argument is
used to back criminal charges. We need these clarifications by
the time this tape is available. We recognize that any written
decision from this court will take much longer.

THE COURT: I have one particular question. In your
case do you have the $50 CD in your particular case?

MS. EVANS: I have it.

THE COURT: So they asked you to pay the $50 for the
cDh?

MS. EVANS: Oh, actualliy, no. No, I don’t -- I'm
sorry. I thought you meant the evidence I tried to submit.

THE COURT: I’'m trying to understand --

MS. EVANS: Sure.

THE COURT: -—-- whét -—- whether vyour particﬁlar case

involves that issue or not. I know it’s in the Adjartey case.

#SIC-12337, STC-12500;51C-12380 - ... . 12-6-2018
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MS.. EVANS: I’'m indigent and --

THE COURT: Right. I -- but were you asked to -- did
you try to get the CD and the $50?

MS. EVANS: I did try to get the CD and I wanted to
get the recording of each hearing, but I couldn’t --

THE COURT: I’'m just trying to understand --

MS. EVANS: -- order it. |

THE COURT: -- the basis of the $50 rule. It seems
to me it’s based on an affidavit form as opposed to any legal
analysis, but T also --

MS, EVANS: An affidavit form.

THE COURT: -- have to try and understand whether it
involves and not a rule of the SJC, but just literally an
affidavit -- a form affidavit.

MS, EVANS: It is a form.

THE COURT: But is it raised in your case? I know
it’s raised in the Adjartey case. I’'m just trying to
understand if it appears in your case.

MS. EVANS: Yeah, that’s not my main focus.

THE COURT: I understand it’s not your main focus,

but I'm just trying to know which cases that applies, so it

would be useful if I knew it applied to the particular one-year

bfinging.
MS. EVANS: Yeah. No, I did not.

THE COURT: Okay.

#8J(-12337; S5C-.380,' STC-12380 : S . 12-6-2018
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MS. EVANS: Because I didn’t have the $50, to be
honest. That is true. Thank you.

THE COURT: Okay. You may proceed.

MS. EVANS: OQOkay. Sorry. In the preamble of the
Massachusetts State Constitution it states:

“It is the duty of the people therefore.in framing a
cons?itution of judgment to provide for an eguitable mode
of making laws, as well as for an impartial interpretation
and a faithful execution of them that every man may at all
Cimes find his security in them.”

Sadly, this is not the case of the people of
Massachusétts who must represent themselves in the Worcester
Housing Court as pro se litigants and members of WAFT. The
denial of judgment and disparate treatment of pro se litigants
against paid attorney is an egregious act that happens all too
often and I'm hoping this court will not allow this abuse to
continue.

The fallout from this treatment is not only damaging
to us on an individual level, but this has a ripple effect in
the entire justice system in Massachusebts. This is what I
thought you were referencing. I'm sorry. I was kind of
nervous, |

I tried to gét my video evidehce in for review; which
clearly shows my foreclggure action was void. So in turn the

foreclosure deed and affidavit is wvoid. Since a foreclosure is

HSJC-12337, STC-12380, 5047 F 1380 . . - . : 12-6-2018
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a. physical and auditory event, I needed the -- that evidence to
prove that clear point. It was only one person there
representing anyone on the opposibion side. I tried five times
to submit my video evidence to the Worcester Housing clerks and
the Honorable Judge Theophilis with service, affidavits and
even a motion. My evidence was even attestéd by the
videographer. It was denied. And I even gave the court the
Rules of Evidence from this court in my motion and in court,
but no luck,

THE CQURT: 0Okay. Thank you.

MS, EVANS: Thank you very much.

THE COURT: And Mr. Schumacher. And you also have
five minutes and you may proceed.

MR. SCHUMACHER: Thank you, Your Honor. Good
morning, Your Honors, I think it’s still this morning -- I
guess it’'s afternoon. Gpod afternoon, Your Honors.

The Worcester Housing Court refuses to address the
standing requirement in a summary process case. Even when it
is raised, and especially when it is raised by pro se
defendants, this has been a repeated problem for the pro se
defendants trying to seek justice of the Worcester Housing
Court,

THE COURT: Now} when you say thé standing
requirement, I assume you're familiar with our Hatcher
degision.

. #SJC-12337, SJC-1238L., 3JC-12380 : S - 12-6-2018
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MR. SCHUMACHER: Yes.

THE COURT: And are you saying that they ~- that
after the Hatcher decision they are not recognizing the
obligations that the decision sets forth?

MR. SCHUMACHER: Correct. I raised the issue several
times, but I think it was May 5th in 2014 I used some of the
very same case law that Your Honor has coded in the Hatcher
decision, and made the same arguments and they were ignored,
and they continuved to be sporadically applied or not -- not
upheld,

I think the crux of my biggest concern here for my
participation in this is the simple fact that Your Honors’
decisions are not receiving the traction that they should in
the lower court. And the rules are not being followed
consistently for pro se versus attorney-represented cases.

So yes, unfortunately vour decisions are not reaching
the lower court and this is an alarming'problem, not only for
those you are listening Lo today but for many cthers that have
to go into that courtroom. But I’'1ll return to my written
statements here.

In fact, two of the -- I will say this, though, two
of the cases that were referred to in mf brief back in 2014, I
mean, I can imagine four and a‘half years later; welre still
fiqhting over the paramount requirements and importance --

critical importance of standing. I quoted from Ratner and

#SIC-1 25377 3TC-12380, §JC-12380. ' C 1262018
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Hogan and also frdm HSBC Bank and MSP. Again, those were cases
Your Honor has referred to in the Hatcher decision. So it
would be wonderful. I mean, much of this challenge would be
alleviated if simply your decisions saw the light of day in
terms of not just theory but application in the lower court.

For example, when I made the arguments of Worcester
Housing Court regarding the plaintiff’s lack of standing
several times, it’s the central part of my argument under my
60 (b} motion of May 5, 2014, which I just referred to. I even
cited several key cases, such as the one I mentioned.

T specifically walked the court through each element
of the plaintiff’s lack of standing in the matter, as well as
the lack of subject matter jurisdiction. Rather than affirming
and refuting any of these points, the subsequent decision of
the court made no reference by these elemental issues -- no --
voah, no reference to these elemental issues, which are
dispositive of the ownership of the property and critical to
the transfer of rights of property.

Repeatedly whnen T made af&ﬁments in various stages of
my case, I would refer to Your Honor’s decisioﬁs, other higher
courts’ decisions naticnal and appellate decision -- appellate
céurt decisions. And ratherx than'receiving a decision from the
courﬁ either affirming or denying and egplaining why theée
cases may or may not be applicable in mine, they were

completely ignored and overlooked as if I had never railsed it

HSJC-12337, ST1C-12380, SIC-Tsea. . o 12-6-2018
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in the first place. And instead other issues were presented
and other decisions were unnecessarily relevant whatsoever at
times to the argumenits before the bench. This is frustrating
for those of us who are trying to seek justice and traction of
the laws that you yourselves render from the bench-here in
Boston.

The Worcester Housing Court failed to address
legitimate issues and defenses I raised and controlling case
law made by this honorable court. This constitutes a dangerous
breakdown of our judicial system and a failure of justice and
due process for everyone.

How does a pro se litigant obtain an opportunity to

be heard in the courts of our Commonwealth? I am here with my

peers as a last resort in our plea to have our -- your esteemed
attention and action. Your decisions must be properly
enforced. Aqy abrogation of these rules and edicts elicit a
critical erosion of due process and justice. Please help us.
Please help us enforce your laws and protect our rights under
the rule of law so that our most basic constitutional rights
are protected and, indeed, imélementedu

It is now December 6, 2018, as I mentioned. Four and
a half years ago I made these very same arguments at the
Worcestef Housing Court, ﬁhich fell upon déaf ears. Hopefuily
your decisions today will help bring us up to speed.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you, sir.

th !#ﬁﬁ£@12337;SJ(}12380;SJ(}fﬁ389 : ‘ T . - 12-6-2018"
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MR. SCHUMACHER: OCne last guick thing.

THE COURT: Yes, go ahead.

MR, SCHUMACHER: Thank you. The allegations of the,
affiliation of our group and defending our rights have been
brought to a very challenging stance in the Worcester Housing
Court, We are being told that we are being observed for
criminal action, of practicing law without a license, among
other things.

Our understanding, Your Honor, of what we are doing
is protected by First Amendment rights of the Constitution of
the United States and also state law.

THE COURT: Who is telling you this?

MR. SCHUMACHER: Judge Horne, Your Honor. Sadly, I
witnessed it many times, including my own case. As part of our
mutual aid we often try to go to the courtroom for support and
sit agrietly in reserve. When a,deféndant is presenting their
arguments and their brief and the memorandum in oral argument
form, often they’re stopped by the judge and interrogated as to
how they obtained this information and constructed the brief.
And several times there have been physical -- I mean, verbal
chastisement that, indeed, they suspect that there’s been a law
practice without a license and criminal action is being
pursued.

This, Your Honor, is most —-- most grievously

distracting Lo the defendant who is before the bench seeking
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justice and defense.--

THE COURT: Are the questions —-- are the questions
directed at the person whose house is being -- you know, whose
apartment is be;ng taken or are they directing it ai somecne
else trying to speak on behalf of that person?

MR, SCHUMACHER: Usually{-at the cases that I've
seen -~ and I’ve seen over half a dozen times when this has
happened -- the defendant will be at -- engaged in arguing
their motion.

THE COURT: Right.

MR. SCHUMACHER: The judge, usually Judge Horan will
stop them and question their ability to right such a thing or
present such-'a thing and where did they cobtain this, and warn
them about criminal proceedings pending and that she and her
colleagues were prepared to go to the district attorney and
orchestrate actions against the group.

We're there to defend against the most fundamental
right, our home rights of life, libe#ty and happiness --
property rather under the state constitution. We’re there to
be ostracized and interrogated with a sideshow of allegations
that have nothing to do with our specific defense. And
compounded with the fact that what we do present is often
ignored is just, you know,'saltwater upon the wound.

_If‘such a thing were happening, and I do not believe

for a second it is, there are better means to pursue that than
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to compromise the defense of an individual. who is doing their
utmost under great duress and financial hardship to protégt and
preserve their home and their family.

THE COURT: All rigﬁt. There are no further
guestions, Than% YOu.

MR. SCHUMACHER: Thank you.

THE COURT: Ms. Bent (phonetic). Miss Annette Bent?
Ah, there you are. Take your time. And you too -- you too
have five minutes.

MS. BENT: And Your Honor -- and I want to thank vyou
for taking time to hear us because we’re not accustomed to
that.

Today I want to speak to you about the fact two ex
parte documents being put into our file. I know I'm in Exhibit
F.

THE CQURT: Exhibit F?

MS. BENT: F. Yes. And I am going to be referring
to the deed in the affidavit and certificate of entry and power
of attorney.

These documents are slipped into files without
knowledge, which the Worcester Housing Court has admitted
to putting into our files without service or without proper
motion, affidavit or entry form; We don’t get toAsée them. We
don’t know they’re there until we go through this. Sorry. And

the summary process rule says that they’re only allowed to put

£STC- 12337, SIC-12380, STC-12380 | . 12-6-2018
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in summons and complaint and a notice to quit. Your Honor,
this is a huge problem. The documents are no good. Even if we
don’t know this, the courts have the responsibility to look at
standing. And if they would look at this, they would see that
they are no good because they don’t own the property and then
nobody has looked at 55 exémples. And if I could just quickly
refer to these documents, they are my own and I can tell you --
just show you a little bit,

In the deed they put in a foreclosure deed with an
affidavit. So you have the deed and here’s the affidavit.
Okay. So they’re supposed to be based on personal knowledge.
Something you experience, you receive here, you touch here,
you’re there. This affidavit is signed by Michael Driscoll who
swears to -- on his personal knowledge to what happened at the
auction, However, all you need to do is'go to the certificate
of entry and -- thank you -- certificate of entry, which is
also the possession saying that he stepped on the property.

Well, the name on that is John McCarthy. That is not
the person who signed the affidavit. That party was not at the
auction. This party who claims to have been at the auction to
represent the bank, so we know that this is not an affidavit
because the signer was not at the auction, was not on a
persohal knowledge. This affidavit is not an affidavit,'so
that means what they gave the court was not a deed and an

affidavit as it was regquired by prima facie showing. It's that
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that’s a deed.

However, the problem continues. if the Court would
now please look at the power of attorney that was associated
with certificate of entry, you’ll see that, yes, it identifies
Mr. McCarthy, the guy who stepped on the property. He 1s the
party that was supposed to represent the bank, but he didn't
represent the bank yet.

If you look at the signature on the power of
attorney, it’s after the fact. Certificate of entry says that
he stepped on the property on August 26 and he didn’t have any
authority from the bank until September 30th which creates yet
one further big problem because whoever was there for the bank
when the bank claims to have bought it back is the one who
signed the document to buy the property, what’s called
memorandum of sale, which means with this guy who signed it,
but he didn’t represent the bank yet. S$So the bank didn’t
buy -- buy it back at auction.

And, Your Honors, you don’t have to know me and you
don’t have to know any of us. You just have to line up the
documents from the Registry, that they file it at the same time
whnen they filed the foreclosure deed that shows the deed, then
you have the no-good affidavit not on pefsonal knowledge. This
guy, he wasn’t even there. And the guy who was there didn’t
have the authority yet. He’s the one who signed to buy back

the home.
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- These documents shown, not only don’t they have their
prima facie case but, in fact, they did not buy this property
back. They have no standing and théy are not the owner.

So not only is the Worcester Housing Court biased
allowing them to put in documents with no service, no motion,
no affidavit or anything which we never would be allowed to do,
but those documents if the judges would just even look at them
on -- in their -- on their own like they’re supposed to do, to
test for standing, they would know that the bank does not own
this property. And this is true, Your Honors, for every case
that anybody from WAFT has ever looked at. To the best of my
knowledge, the ones that T have seen, except for one. It was a
local bank and the party who stepped on the property was
actually the bank.

THE COURT: All right. Ms. Bent, anything else,
because your time is up.

MS. BENT: O©Oh, sorry.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

MS. BENT: Thank you.

THE COURT: And I know there was some uncertalnty as
Lo whether we would allow Ms. Alevira {phonetic) to be heard,
but we shall allow Ms. Alevira to be heard. And I believe you
have an interpreter with you? And I will give you‘five -- in
view of the interpreter I guess I'1l1 giye ?ou five minutes,

plus another minute because of the time taken with regard to
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the interpreter. So, Ms. Alevira, you may proceed.

MS. ALEVIRA: All right. Thank you. I
have disability for the long time in the case. But I was --

THE COURT: Well, let me ask you. Are you more
comfortable speaking in Portugese or in English bécause we have
an interpreter here if you’'re more comfortable in Portugese.

MS. ALEVIRA: In English.

THE COURT: Qkay.

MS. ALEVIRA:; 1 have -- right, English.

THE, COURT: Okay. And if you need -- if you’re
struggling for a word and you know it in Portugese, the
interpreter is there to assist you.

MS. ALEVIRA: ©Okay. Thank you. But I always --
after a year struggling, I find myself faced with a treatment
and I got my way back to a normal life and to -~ I mel the --
Judge. Hora (phonetic). I lost my ability to live in community.
I lost my cenfidence, myself. I had my dignities stolen from
me. I was at the ~~ your -- for three days on the morphine
without food and I missed the pretrial conference. And I put a
motion to postpone because I have the right to have a jury
trial and the judge just said that when I had -- when he heard
that taée, i wasn’t present, I was at the hospital, she said to
the clerk it was suspect and disingenuous, fhat I was in the'
hospital, and if -- I should check out and leave the hospital

if I really want to participate in the conference trial.
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I don’t know why she say that. I never met her
before of the court. And I'm not a criminal and she say that I
was suspect and disingenucus. I was not discriminated I guess
by the judge, but it was insuli. Deny -- Lthe judge denied my
motion to postpone just because it was suspect and
disingenuous. I had provided her with all my papers from the
doctors, but she denied anyways. But the judge who was going
to offer the plaintiff officers to postpone just because he
couldn’t reach his client and she ask, “Would you like to
postpone?” but I was in the hospital in bad shape because it
was suspecting decision, ves.

The plaintiff never provide any proof or evidence
that they bought my house. The court -- the Worcester Housing
Court didn’t have any documentation showing that they bought my
house. I give her the deed in'my name, my husband name, and T
told her the house was mine, It was for my family and that she
just say, well, they have the deed, right? Asked -~ addressed
to the lawyer. And I asked -- I cop -- for all the
documentation on the court. They never provided her, she never
had any proof, anything from them that they bought my house;

Just because when -- went to the court and say,
“Well, I bought her house.” “Okay. The house is yours.” And
I don’t think so, this is the way a court or judge work.

I can -- to just kind of knoﬁ'to make money. I come

here because I never was (indiscernible) back to the

Do | #SIC-12337, SIC-12380; 7312380 . . 12-62018
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{indiscernible}. If you try, this -~ your rights -- you end up
dead. So I'm never -- I leave my family, I leave my country,
my friends so I could have a life with dignity and I didn’t
find it.here.

I'm trying'not losing my hope in this season and that
this country is good. I don’t want Just one person ruin my
dreams. I'm trying -- if someone ask me what I want the most
in my life, I just said that 1T wish she was here so she’d hear
from me and she’d see all the pain she’s causing. Not just me,
but a lot of people. My kids is struggling, asking, “Why we
lose our house?” They born there. They raised there for 14
years. And why we can’t buy it back. She tcok all the
memories and everything.

And I have all the papers from the bank, all the
wrong stuff but she even couldn’t have the time to look at.

She (indiscérnible) my rights. When I asked for the CD I have
a (indiscernible} to do it, depression. And I need it here
home so I can prepare myself for a trial on this. She just say
that it won’t be neéessary. If you want, she can repeat
everything again in court. She put me in the front of the
whole court so everybody knows I was indigent because I
couldn’t work at the time. Just to say no, to deny something
is a minimum compared to what the -- a lot of stuff. I just
needed a CD and I_had Lo go in front of the court and explain

that I'm indigent. $So she denied -- she denied my rights to

#5JC-12337, SJC-12380, STC-12380 Co - 12-62018
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have a reasonable accommodation, which at the bankrupt’s court,
Judge Panos understand and treat me well with respect. And I
never couldn’t understand why -- why she was doing that and
Robison (phonetic) never deny and said that.

THE COURT: Okay. Ms. Alevira, thank you, and I --
we will now adjourn. Thank you so much.

THE CLERK: All rise.

MS. ALEVIRA: Thank you.

THE CLERK: This court is now adjourned.

x * %X k% K Kk %
I certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate

transcript from the digitally sound-recorded record of the
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Bent, Annette (Exhibit K}
#16H855P004973 U.S, ROF Il Legol Title Trust 2015-1, by U.S. Bank National Association, as Legal Title

Trustee v. Bent, Bruce F. et al
Judge: Honorable Diana Horan, Chief Judge, Worcester Housing Court

On 12/16/16, attoméy Brian Michael Kiser, Esq. of Marinosci Law Group, P.C. filed the papers to
commence case #16H855P004973. Attorney Kiser, as shown on the attached docket, filed the summons
and compilaint, paid the surcharge, and filed the Notices to Quit.

On 12/19/18, attorney Kiser also filed the “Foreclosure Deed” in the file. No service, no affidavit or bther
motion to properly enter a piece of documentary evidence was filed with the “Foreclosure Deed”.

The defendants in this case attaches their affidavit here that they never had knowledge of, nor received
any service of, nor had any opportunity to refute the validity of this “piece of evidence” in this case.

They only became aware of the filing this October 2017 when it was brought to their attention by
another member of the Worcester Anti-Foreclosure Tean. They have never had it brought to their
attention by the Court or by the opposing party, and have never had any chance to challenge the
evidentiary value of this document,

Nor did they have, the opportunity to, address the prejudicing of the unopposed, improper entry ofa
piece of purported evidence In their case, nor were they ever aware of, nor could counter the prejudiciat
nature of having such purported evidence in front of the Judge. This has exacerbated the Judge’s stated
bias is contradiction to the settled law of the Commonwealth that she has stated numerous times on the
record that she gives extra weight to registered documents.

These documents easily shown to be invalid and not evidencing a legai foreclosure

11/02/16, after the effective promulgation date of 209 CMR 18.21 A’s requirement of affidavits only

~ being affidavits if based on personal knowledge, the foreclosing entity U.S. ROF Ili Legal Trust 2015- U.S.
Bank National Association, as Legal Title Trustee had recorded a document named foreclosure deed.

Attached as part of this “foreclosure deed” is a document misnamed affidavit that had been executed
on 09/20/18, recorded at Worcester County Registry of Deeds, book # 56247, page # 284 on 11/02/16
date.

On 11/02/16 date, as well, the foreclosing entity, U.S. ROF 1l Legal Trust 2015- U.S, Bank National
Assaciation, as Legal Title Trustee had a document named Certificate of Entry recorded at Worcester
County Registry of Deeds, book # 56247, page # 278. "

This “Certificate of Entry” identifies John McCarthy as the representative of U.S. ROF Il LEGALTRUST
2015-1 U.S. Bank National Association at the auction and who also claimed to have stepped on the
property “peaceably, openly, and unopposed”. The Worcester Anti-Foreclosure Team has evidence that
they were opposed. ’

On 11/02/786, also, the foreclosing entity, U.S. ROT Il Legal Trust 2015- U.S. Bank Nation7i Association,
as Legal 711 Trustee had a Power ¢f A\lioimey that authiorized the acts of jehii McCarthy as the
representative of Harmon Law Offices, bus shat was executed on 09/30/16, 35 days after the sttempted




foreclosure auction date of 8/26/16. This was recorded at Worcester Caunty Registry of Deeds, book #
56247, page # 277,

The signature on the document entitled Affidavit Michael Driscoll, as an employee of Harmon Law
Offices PC. :

The last paragraph of the slightly embellished statutory form for MGL Chap. 244 815 “affidavit” includes
language that states that the foreclosing entity, U.S. ROF Iii Legal Trust 2015- U.S. Bank National
Association was the highest bidder at the attempted auction.

An auction is a purely visual and auditory event. The signer on the document titled “Affidavit” was not
the identified (and apparently unauthorized) “representative” of the foreclosing entity at the attempted
auction. :

Therefore, the “affidavit” signatory did not have personal knowledge of what was attempted at that
purported auction.

Therefore, this person could not sign the document nhamed, “Affidavit” on personal knowledge as an
absolute legal requirement under 209 CMR 18.21A.,

The “affidavit” is therefore not an affidavit.

As such an affidavit is a required element of 2 prima facle showing in a purported post-foreclosure
eviction case, Plaintiff had no prima facie case to evict based on the publicly recorded documentation.
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.....

Propesty Address: 8 ROSE LANE, CXFORD, MA 01540

MASSACHUSETTS FORECLOSURE DEED BY CORPORATION
U.S. ROF it Lega! Titfe Trust 2015-1, by U.S. Bank National Assoclation, as Legal Tile Trustee

a natiohal association duly established under the laws of the United States of America and
having its usual place of business at 60 Livingston Ave EP-MN-WS3D St. Paul MN 551 07, Atine

Structured Finance Services - PROF

the current holder by assignment of @ mortgage
from  Annetie 8. Bent and Bruce E. Bent

to  Ameriquest Morlgage Company;

dated  March 24, 2004 and recorded with the Worcester County (Worcester Disirict) Registry
of Deeds at Bock 33207, Page 213 as affected by a modification agreement recorded with said
records at Book 36062, Page 365 _

» by the power conferred by said merlgage and

every other power for ONE HUNDRED SEVENTY-FIVE THOUSAND AND 00400 {$175,000.00)
DOLLARS .

paid, grants to U.S. ROF {li Legal Tille Trust 2015-1, by U.S. Bank National Assaciation, 2s Legat
Title Trustes of 80 Livingston Ave EP-MN-WS3D St. Paul MN 85107, Attn: Structured Finance
Setvices — PROF, the premises conveyed by suid mertgags.,

2013110468 LT
C Foreedosnd Dezd MAB!, Aameiss £ Bant,
Brues , .
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U.S. ROF lli Legal Title Trust 20151, by U.S.
Bznk National Association, as Legal Title

- . ..Jrustes by Fay.Servicing, 11.C.as Attorney.in .
fact* )

_ Bx% ML&
Name: ,%){Ctﬂ %ﬁaw

Tmeﬁ/&{m Lg}:)xmg &m}a it R
i

* For signatory authority see Limited Power of Attomey recorded in the Worcester
County (Worcester District) Registry of Deeds at Book 53760 Page 27

Stateof  IWNOLS
Q)UO(\ County, ss. | ' ) & [% 2016

ontiis 1% day or_ OCmeY 2018, before me, the undetsigned rotary pubfic,
_ , proved to me through

personally appeared __ () ﬂﬂsi (s
satisfactory evidence of identificalion, which were M&Mﬂ_ {goum of Kentiton)s
to be the persen whose name Js signed on the precdding or attached document, and
acknowleriged to me that (he) {she) signed it valuntarily for its stated purpcse as the free
act and deed of U.S, ROF it Legal Title Trust 20151, by U.S. Bank National Association,

as Legal Title Trustze.

Capactty: (as %xg ¢ oA gp?‘( i ‘ff[ (title) of Fay Servcing, LLC as Attomey infact
 For 1.8, ROF Il Legal Tile Trust 201541, by U.S. Bank National Association, as Leqal
Tile Trustee,. ) : :

N Sigratire B T
: : | JACKLYNA FEHNOD.-

v commission exf { joTARY PUBLIG, STATE SELLROS §
My commission expires: 5—»?"17 q Wy Commisdion x 4 1!
Fage? : . 2013110568
. " Beat, Armette / Bert, Bruce

-+ [Powerof Attomey

WiTNESS-ihe—execuﬁmpf-said-naﬁonal--assocfaticn-this{g:ayof%uﬁ&—ﬂms_—"—*——
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CHAPTER 181 SEC. § AS AMENTED BY GHAPTER 447 OF 1939

Every dead gtesented for recond shail contan or have endorsed upon 2 the ful name, residenca s0d pogt office address of
the grantee 2nd 4 recltal of the amaount of the full eonsidemtion thareof i delars or the mature of the other coneidertion therefer, i not

- defivered-foraspecicmonetany-sum Fheful wnsleembanrshal mean the total price lorthe-conveyance: without-dedgnior forany™ * ~ ©

fens orencumbrances assumed by the grantes o remaining theraon, Al such endorsements and repitals shafl ke mogrdled ag partef
the deed, Fallure to comply wih this section shaf aol afect the validity of any deed. No racister of deads shall accep{adeed for
retiording Udless R & in compliance with the requirements of this saczion,

Paged - - S 201511-0568
‘ Bent, Aunette / Beat, Brucs.
Power of Altomey
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AFFIDAVIT

% ~ ’
L, M!é\h@:‘ .N V5¢8 “ Esquire, of Harmon Law Offices, PC
as attomeys for U.S. ROF H] Legal Title Trust 2015-1, by 1.8, Bank Naticnal Association, as

Legal Title Trustee, make cath and say that the principal and interest obligation mentioned in the
mortgage above referred‘to were not paid or tendered or perfomled when due or prior to the sale,
.and that on behalf of U.S. ROF Il Legal Tifte Trust 2015-1, by U.S. Bank Natiorat:Association, s
L‘egal Tile Trustee this office céused to be published on August 5, 2016, August 12, 2016 and
August 18, 2018 inthe Webs;:er Times, a newspaper having @ general circulation in OXFORD, 3
Rotice of which the following is a true copy. {See attached Exhibit A) :

This. office also complied with Chapter 244, Section 14 of the Massachusetis General Laws, as
amended, by mailing the required notices certified mall, return receipt requesied.

Pursuant to said notice at the time and place therein appointed U.8. ROF [ii Legal Title Trust
20151, by U.S. Bank National Assoclation, as Legal Tile Trustee sald the marigaged premises at
public auction by Paut Mulkerson a licensed auctionesr, to U.S. ROF I Legat Tie Trust 201451,
by U.S, Bank National Association, as Legal Title Trustee for ONE HUNDRED SEVENTY-FIVE
THOUSAND AND 00/100 ($175,000’.0{5) DOLLARS bid by , U.8. ROF il Legal Title Trust 2015-1,
by U.S. Bani:: National Association, as Legal Tille Trustes being the highest bid made therefor at
said auction. ' e ' ' g

BT Vi AT ] - .
' < JASTidavit MA/Bent, Anmets / Bent, Bruce

et
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L}

o S L

O, Micheel ficsgoy - Esauire-

Commonwealth of Massachusetts

Middiesey, ss, ‘ . 5&}4@1&{ 30 , 2016

On this 3_.0_ day of SCP‘}E’MBEf 2018, before me, the undersigned notary public,
personally appeared Mg hge} Myealt » Esquire
proved to me through safisfactory evidence of identification, which was personal
knowledge, to be the person whose name is signed o

n the preceding or attached
dacument, who swore ar affirmed to me that the contents of the document are fruthful and
accurate to the best of hisiher knowledge and belief,
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Fxhibit A

I£E OF AGEE'S
OF REAL ESTATE

of Sale contained in a certain mor-
gage given by Annette S. Rent. and
Bruce E. Bent to Ameriquest Mortgage
Company, dated March.24, 2004 and
recorded with the Worcester' County
(Worcester District) Registry of Deeds
at Book 33207, Rage 213 as affected
by a modification agresmant recorded
with said records at Book 56062, Page
365, of which mporigage the under
signed is-the present holder by-assign-
ment from  Citi Residential Lending
ine., as attormey-in-fact for Ameriquest
Mortgage Comgany to Mortgage
Electronic Registrafion Systems, Inc.
dated December 12, 2008 and record-
ed with said registry on January 8,
2009 at Book 43657 Page 387 and-by
assignment from_ Mortgage Elecironic
Registration Systems, Inc. o JPMC
Specially Morlgage LLC dated Aprfi 8,
2013 and recorded with sald registry
on April 18, 2013 atBook 50754 Page
280 and by assignment from JPMC
Speciaty Mortgage [LC o #1.8. Bank,
National Asscciation, as trustes for
‘PROF-2013-S3 REMIC Trust VI dated.
September 15, 2014 and recorded
with said registy on September 28,
2014 at Book, 52841 Page 274,
and by assignment from U.S. Bank

National Assoclation, as trustee for .

PROF-2013-83 REMIC Trust V1 1
USROF 1lf Legal Title Trust 2015-1,
by U.S. Bank National Association,
as Legal Title Trustee dated "July 28,
2015 and recorded with said ragistry
on August 11, 2015 at-Book 54142

Page 191, for breach of the conditions -

of said mortgage and for the purposs
of foreclosing, the same will be sold at

T .,.._By.xir.tué.andjn_exec:ui_iomgf_iﬁeﬁom:..

 tydive (75) &
g (75) fest

Public Auction at 3:00 p.m. on August -

28, 2016, on the mo predmises
located at 6 ROSE: LANE, OXFORD,

Worzeter Counly, Massachussils, off ©

and =sirgidar the premises descrided in

Fowr:
The land In said
..gﬁ&?@&s
n Oxford, Mass. Gwred b Eawar
Lacky and Frances K. .f_.gcky, drng::
Egbfmqe;h Shaw, Surveyor, dated
T 3, 1956, more i
gesm’i{éd,as follows: © T naty
COMNING at & point on the caster,
side of Rose Lane at an iron pipe at t;:é’
sem{;westerb/ cormer of the premises
herein conveyed and.at the Northwest-
etly comer of the premises of Wilkins;
Thenc:e S. 73 degrees 51° E. one hun-
dred sixty-four and 58/ 100 (164.58) feat
gg ?;3;#1_2 and‘;gt #11 on sald plan to
Pips at land now
Fagon W or formerly of

Thence N, 11 degrees 49° W, cre hun-
dred two and 07/100 (102.07) feetugy
tand of safd Rogers 1o a peint -

Thence: N..ffo-degrees 45" W. one hun-
dred thirty-six and 91/100 (136,91 ) feet
by Lot #14 on said plan 1o o point on the
gasterly side of Rose Lane; = -
Thenee S, ¢ degrees 15 W saven-
along the casterly side
the peint of beginning.
P96 square feet, more

Oxfotd, being Lot #15

Laneto
Con’mfnfng 11
or less.

Subject fo restrictions o
-oablo, 1S Of record, if apphi-

and New England Telephone and
Telegraph Company. Being Lot #13 as
g{‘asot:&;r} ag Dlan recorded with' Worcester

CL Hegistry of Book
214, Plan 55.‘try eeds Plan ’

W_Cﬁ.\dsion.qf..pmpe@..m.. .
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| Exhib_'rtA

- For iille reference see desd recorded
with said Registry of Deads in Book
24592, Page 2. For cutrent title see BK -

33207210 _
For morfgagor's(s’} tile. see deed
Tevoréed with Worcester County
{Worcsster Distriet) Registry of Deeds
in Book 33207, Page 210,

Theso premises will be sold and con-
.voyed. subject to.and.-with-the-benefit- .
of alf rights, rights of way, restrictions,
easements, covenants, liens or claims
in-the nature of fiens,, improvements,
public assessments, any and all unpaid
taxes, fax files, tax lens, water and
sewer llens end any other municipal
assessments orliens or existing encurm-
brances of record which are in foree and
arp applicable, having priority over said
morigage, whether or not referénice o
such restrictions, easements, improve-
ments, fiens or encumbrances s made |

in s deed.

A deposit of Five Thousand ($5,000.00 .
J Dollars by ceriified or bank check.will
be required to be paid by fe purchas-
er &t the time and place of sale. The
balance is to be paid by cedified or
bank .check at Harmon Law Officas,
P.C., 150 Cafifomnia Streét, Newion,
Massachusells 02458, or by mait o
P.O. Box 610389, Mewlon Highlands,
Massachusetis 02461-0389, withirl thir-
ty (30) days from the date of sale. Doed
will e provided to purchaser for record-
"ing- upoit recelpt in full of the puithase
pricé, The desgripfion of the premises
canigined In said morigage shall control
In.4e event of an eror in this publica-
fiom ) .
Other, terms, if any, 1o be announced at
the sale.
U.8. ROF il LEGAL TITLE TRUST
20151, BY U.5. BANK NATIONAL
ASSOCIATION, AS LEGAL TITLE
Present hold fsaideSTEE
=cy er o morigage.
By its Attormeys,
HARMON LAW QFF!CE%
P.C.
150 California Street
Newton, MA 02458
{617} 558-0500
2013110568 - VEA

August 5, 2018 _ : o _
August 12, 2016 ATTEST: WORG Anthony J. Vigliotl, Register
August 19, 2018 - © ‘ Y 'TQ E? I, Ragt g
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CERTIFICATE OF ENTRY

We hergby certify that on the % dav of &m?" in the year two thousand sixfeen, we were
presem aud saw
&
\j @!U/\ m M#Wl, , attorney-in-fact 20d agent of U.8. ROF I Legal Title Trast 2015-1, by
115, Bauk National Assdiation, as Legal Tile Trustee (S‘:-v Power of Attorney or similar certificats of
authorization t be recorded herewith.)

the curreat holder of a certain mortgage given by Annette S..Bent and Bruce Bent .

to Amenquest Mortgage Company

dared March 24, 2004, and recorded with the Worcester Coundy (Worcester Distric) Registy of Deeds at
Book 33207, Page 213 and a modification agreement recorded with said xecords at Book 36062, Page 365,
make an open, peaceable and unopposed entry on the premises situated fn OXFORD, Massachusefts, described, i in
said morigege, for the purpose, by him/her decleed, of foreckes: mg said mortpage for breach of conditions thereof,

, Witaess

THE COMMONWEALTEH OF MASSACHUSETTS

[Umu% County, 53 . WQG;N_Q.
On this A& 1?&? of 20 g , before me, the undmlgned notary public, persanmiy
appeared A J1I{L] )‘b}bﬁg Lo i/E proved fo me through satisfactory cwdcnce of xdmtxﬁcamn,

hich were ' . : . e
M{mamm), to be the PﬂISUlI who s;gned the p{ecedmg orattached dccumen! in

2011 50562 - L
. fCeufmmod'i‘:‘nnnymt,Am:ueIBm,
’ Brace
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.
ML
A iu,“,
!

..‘\ 2 3 ¥ *,

b L VS
2 L

R Rl A e

3 & ‘x‘%‘aﬁgj

i . [oit]

my presence, and who swore or affiaed to me that the contents of 3 m:i;s e"tmthﬁJ and acourate tc

b

the best of (his) (her) lcuowlcd ¢ and belief. o

5, Qo g S BAUL T MULKERRON
"*,,‘;, . Notaryeubite .~ | .
; (A Seal), . e @W‘&?’éﬁ“‘ﬁf”ﬁiﬁi@ o
Notary ‘ngnamre Pau; T‘ Mmk&f{ﬂ 1> o At 8, 2022' g
w /g/'z,ozzf

{J.)VVU&L County, : . 20_'{/_@_. :

On this gémy of 4, vdj/ 20 o , before e, the undersigned notagy public, personally

appeared \.5?{(3341 LR [{? L M&W proved to me through satisfactory evideace of 1d¢nt1ﬁaatxon,
which were

J f/—'w-awﬁz,ﬂ (mmammmm), 1o be the person who signed the precedmcr ot attached docwment in

rmy presence, and who swore or affitmed to me that the contents of the documents are ruthful and accurate to.

e edt of {h:s) er) knowledge and belief. -

Ml

Paul ?‘. Mui&erron 7

A

f

MULKERRON

N‘JWY Publle
~ ce:zmrﬂa«umomss,m ;
§ By GOMmi.gsndﬁ 3 @’SEITS

-‘9-"-! % !

otary S:gnahxre

C’<
-V
-<!
Y,
o%:a’?
0
oy
ey
SETT \:\ s
rpqa gttt

.
<
{

trtee

/.l'” o) !““1\1

ATTEST: WORC Anthony J. Vigliotti, Register
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Power of Atiomey

Be it known that U.S. ROF Il Legal Tile Trust 20151, by U.S. Bank National
Association, as Legal Title Trustee doas hereby constitute and appoint John McCarthy or
any attomay employed by Harmen Lew Offices, P.C., 150 Califorja Stregt, Newtan, MA

02488, its attorney in fact 7or the limited and specified purposes of meking éntry upon the '

premisas located at 6 ROSE LANE, OXFORD, Massachusetts 01540 on which U8, ROF
W Legal Title Trust 2015-1, by U.S. Bank National Agsociation, as Legal Title. Trustee
holds a mortgage, for the purposes of foreclosing said martgage for breach of candition

thereaf, and further to execute documents necessary and directly incidental to the .

foreciosure auction. US. ROF Il Legal Tifle Trust 207541, by U.S. Bank Naficnal
Assaciztion, as Legal Title Trustee further rafifies any and all previous actions taken by
John McGarthy or any said attorney employed by Hamon Law Offices, PC pursuant fo

said purposes.,

Pel ' 20131140568

’ : " . " Best, Anaeta/ Sear Brace
. ' frowes of Atterscy

A
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WITNESS the execution of said national assodlation this 3 day of Suib k., 2016

U.S. ROF il Legal Tie Trust 2015-1, by U.S.
- Bank National Association, as Legal Title
Trustee by Fay Senvicing, LLC as Atferney in

fact*

Name:Q N baz\«éw

ﬁﬂeifm ¢ g s At Qg/{)ECmJ,

»* For signatory authority see Limited Power of Attomey recorded in the Worcester
County (Wercester District) Registry of Deeds at Bock 53760 Page 27

stateof____T\noWS

CoDEL couny, ss <0 20 2016
: ]
On this) day of %uagf 2018, bef}ge me, the undersignad notary public,
personally appeared {0 S8 1 \unind, , proved to me throtigh

safisfactory evidence of identffication, which werWMMmaEMM>.
to e the person whose name is signed on the p ing or altached document, and
acknowladged to me that (he) {she) signed it voluntarily for its stated purpose as the free

act and deed of LS. ROF Il Legal Title Trust 2015-1, by U.S. Bank National Association,
as Legal Tile T ruaiee

\ o
Capacity: (as%}m EQME 4 %mi@ M§ {titte) of Fay Servicing, LLC as Attomey im’act

For_U.8. ROF 1l! Legal T‘ﬁe Trust 201541, by U.S. Bank Naﬁonal Assoctahon as Legal

_ Tille Trustee, ) ) .
WQMAMA e

P2 ' . T ‘ . 2013110568
: . ) : Bent, Avsetic / Bent, Bruce
. Powe of Aionuay

ATTEST. WORG Anthony J. Vigliott, Registof _




 Annette S, Bent
& Rose Lane, Oxford, MA 01540

TANnetE S Bent doattestahd Sver o tha follewWing:

1. 1ama defendant in the Worcester housing court in a summary process case atter zn attempted
“and Mllegal foreclosure.

2. 1did receive a notice to Quit prior 1o the case,
3. twasserved a court hotlce, {Summons and Complaint) by throwing it in the bushes and by mall.

4. Itisa two-sided notice not accompanied by any other legal document.

5. 1Just found out that unbaknownst to me on my docket and apparently in my court file appears 3
foreclosure dead.

6. iwas never served this document nor was | told by the other side that it would be enterad in my
file, :

7. lwasn't aware of it until it was brought to my attention by other members of the Worcester Antj
Forgclosure Team.,

{ s0 swear,

4/5/7/757?7 j é%,%d Date: _ JQ/ /& / 7

Annette Bent
6 Rose-Lane, Oxford, Ma 01540
Phone number: (508) 373-4139

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETT.
Moo S (co ty), 5.5. '

On this | Z day of ﬁ:ﬂ%lae/ 20177, before me, the undersigned notary public,

personally appeared _ A po 42 S, E)ﬁf;’,% who praved to me through
(mpark an X) satisfactory evidence of identification, which was fim /A Zéﬂ’i&é

orwas {mark an X) known to me to be the person{s) who signed the preceding

document in my presence, and who swore or affirmed to me that the contents of the document

- are truthful and accurate to the best of his/her/their k wiedge an bgjef. E
. &
:

Notary Public

NUNGATA A SN Printed Name: AJuncs e A-Scif levar
Co Ith of Massact - My Commission Expires: - :
.m %‘n "ggr‘;)q-i&s:'on Bgta.fwﬁs . e Y C- F /f / & .f‘/r?”‘j :}é .

CorNgeaior 6, 3000
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. PR Py ML e e AT G e ene manrraes dehes moand sams .
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