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WRITTEN SUBMISSION TO 
SUPREM[E COURT MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE COMMITTEE 

UNDER MISPRISION OF FELONY 

I am submitting this Written Submission as required by the U.S. Code, Title 18, Crimes 
and Criminal Procedu:re (Federal Rules of CjyjJ .ProcedJJTe., JJJ. PJe.adings and Motjon,<;,. Rule J J, 
Section 4: Misprision of felony: 

Whoever, havzlng koowledge of the oct1ml commi33ion of u felony cognizuble by u court of 
the United Stm•es, conceals and does not as soon as possible make known the same to 
some judge or other person in civil or military authority under the United States, shall be 
fined under this til[e or imprisoned not more than three years, or 6oth. 

Page 1 



Lauren L. Scheffers Written Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

I. PUBLIC i\CT 096-1551, AN ACT CONCERNING CRIMINAL LAW 

1. I have personal knowledge/witnessing of the felonies relative to the ongoing criminal 
financial enterprises in the foreclosure courts of the 12m Judicial Circuit Court of Will County 
and the 18th Judicial Circuit Court ofDuPage County, as presided over by Judge Richard 
SiegeVJudge Rossi/JudL1;e O'Leary in Will County and Judp;e Robert Gibson/A,ppointed, 
Associate Judge Cerne in DuPage County. 

2. Under Public· 6\r.t.ll.%- t'i'il., 6\N. M::T. CQ.l)J.cF.BllJ.f.N.G. CRJM~f.N.6\L TJ.\~W., w.itb.:m. 
effective date of July 1, 2011 (see Key Exhibit 19.a inclusive), the felonies meet the definitions 
of organizers and acces; sories to "ongoing financial criminal enterprise". 

3. I have reported my personal knowledge of the ongoing felonies, as well as tax fraud, to 
the many following authorities and individuals: 

a. Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, Illinois 
Attorney General (see Group Exhibit 1.2 inclusive, Group Exhibit 5.3 inclusive, 
and Grouup Exhibit 17.3 as a subset of my research findings for more than 1.5 
years}, 
NOTE: Please see the many e-mail addresses on the CC: list. All of those 
entities/individuals have been aprrised of the felonies being committed in the 
foreclosu.l:"e cm.t.ruQQm. o( the 121 Ju.dicial. Circuit C'lu.rt. 
b. Multijple District Court judges in Will County, including Chief Judge Kinney, 
Judge 0 'Leary, Judge Siegel, and Judge Rossi, 
c. ,\f(lYti[fh'Y:: Distffi:'t Ca.:.rt J'.:.ligr:t; i1T ~ Caoo:n.'J; itfl-'"l.'u'liitrg }(l,jg;e ll'i're.rt111T, 
Associatte Judge Cerne, and Judge Gibson, 
d. The IIRS for tax fraud, 
e. The Tll"mo1s Department of Revenue lor tax fraud, 
f. The IWinois Secretary of State that neither of the Plaintiffs in my Will County or 
DuPage County foreclosure case is licensed to do business in the State of Illinois, 
g. The Jtustices and Clerk of the 3ra· Appellate Court (see Group Exhibit 6 
incl usi V< ~) 

h. The J1ustices and Clerk ofthe 2"d Aqqellate Court._ 
i. Each i1 1dividual Justice of the Illinois Supreme Court by USPS Priority Mail 
with sigr mture-required proof of delivery (see Group Exhibit 4.1.b and Group 
Exhibit 5 .1..!}1 
j. The C Jerk of the Illinois Supreme Court, 
k. A Judicial Complaint requesting investigation of Judge Siegel for Commission 
of a Clas.'S '1 remny un remuary~, ~'!'~ irnlt Tl }mlr b'l:I'Vl:U un hpili 'iL, ~'l'L, 
again by USPS Priority Mail with signature-required proof of delivery (see Group 
Exhibit lU inclusive), 
I. The Department ofJustice, 
m. Will County SheriffKaupus, 
n. Will County State's Attorney Glasgow, 
o. Will County Board, 
p. Will C ~ounty Chief Executive, 
g. Will County Circuit Court Clerk, Pamela McGuire, and 

r. Will C :ounty Recorder of Deeds Karen Stukel. 

Page2 



Lauren L. Scheffers Wlitten Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

4. Per the Onlince Docket (see Key Exhibit 12) of the 12th Judicial Circuit Court of Will 
County, I have submitt-ed many Notices of Filing since July of2011 to make my ongoing reports 
part of the public recortd:. 

a. Reports of Treason by the Justices of the Illinois Supreme Court (see Group 
Exhibit '-U.b inclusive and Group Exhibit 5.l.b inclusive), and 
b. Repo~tV'l'" lJ',\\1 COUJ.n'J' }u~ s.~":r CVl.mm'&sl.tiw u1" & G&.%" •' R~J.bl'l)l'Vl.r 
February 29,2012 per the Report of Proceedings and his Order of Personal 
Deficiency (see Group Exhibit 1.1 inclusive). 

NOTE: As specified i10 the Notices of Filing, courtesy copies have been given to Chief 
Judge Kinney, Judge !O'Leary, Judge Siegel, and Judge Rossi, so all four have been 
apprised of the felonies being committed in the foreclosure courtroom ofthe 121

b Judicial 
Circuit Court. 

5. I have also re:ported attorneys for Pierce & Associates; Dykema Gossett; and Deutsch, 
Levy, & Engel hvith extensive supporting documentation to the IARDC, only to have the 
office staff retm n refusal to investigate form letters. 

NOTE: With this written submission, I am now r-;rorting my personal knowledge ofthe 
felonies being committed on a daily basis in the 12 Judicial Circuit Court of Will County 
and the 181

h Judicial Circuit Court ofDuPage County to the Illinois Supreme Court 
Mortgage Foreclosure, Committee. 
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Lauren L. Scheffers W1ritten Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

II. CREDENTIALS 

I. My credentiatls: I am a non-attorney, but I was a former CPA/auditor with Touche 
Ross LA (post-Equity I 'unding) and a long-term Business Analyst/Quality Assurance-System 
Tester in Information Technology, starting with Arthur Andersen Consulting in 1980 (pre
Enron). 

2. I became an independent IT consultant around 1985. 

3. My last clientc as an independent, senior consultant was the Federal Reserve of Chicago 
in Q4 of 2007 before A merican IT professionals were replaced with cheap legal/illegal alien 
workers, a primary caU!3e of the foreclosure crisis in Illinois and across the country. 

4. I had previously been a consultant at JPMorgan Chase in Chicago, Bank One, Harris 
Bank, Continental Banlk.and.the. v~ strin~.l]barmru:enti1:11l.indJL~r.y at.Mllmtti&xter- Lah">-. 

5. I also have am M.B.A. from UCLA with dual majors, Computer Information System 
md MBrketin@Pin=.,"'e .. 

6. Based on tho se many years as a financial auditor and as an IT quality assurance 
analyst/tester, 1'have 'been reqU:Ireit to 'keep itocumentai10n ·m support of any protilems 1 reporteit. 

7. In each of my; two criminal foreclosure cases, I paid for more than 400 pages of 
Reports of Proceedings at $3.15 or $3.70 per page. The public records in each case are in the 
thousands of pages. Jmdge Rossi has more than 13 3-ring binders of courtesy copies in Will 
County and has refused to return the binders to me. 

NOTE: I believe my credentials and my entire work history, as well as the extensive 
.I'.!Ul\N'h'..tU J'Y.id.r..l.l.I'J'.J lluJ:vJ'.~ .u.ru:IP.r &rJirua J JJI_Il CJ'..r.tifu-..afu\11 ,..,JW.Id ~ ..IDI'.a.• 
;m expert witness regltrding the ongoing criminal fmancial enterprise in the foreclosure 
courts of Will County and DuPage County. 
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Lauren L. Scheffers WI itten Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

Iff. FOUNDATIONAL ILLINOIS LAW 

I. As always, I have submitted foundational Illinois Supreme Court Rules, Code of Civil 
Procedure, laws (see K<<!Y Exhibit 19 inclusive): 

a. Public A~ct 096-1551, AN ACT concerning criminal law, effective July I, 2011 
(see Key Exhibit 19.~) 

b. Rule 63., Canon 3 (see Key Exhibit 19.b) 
c. Rule 8.4, Misconduct (see Key Exhibit 19.c) 
d. ILCS 73 'i 5.1.1. J.ll'l, c::'mk Q.( 0.\iiJ.l?r.Qf'.r.JhJL~, r.~·. V cri.iJr.Mjnn. Q') C'r.r.tiiJr.Mjnn. r,'lf"..t:. 

KeyExHbit 19.d.l)) 
e. ILCS 73 55/Art. II. Pt. 10, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Summary Judgment (see 

Key Exh.roit 19.d.2)) 
f. ILCS 765-5/0.01, Illinois Conveyances Act (see Key Exhibit 19.d.3)) 
g. ILCS 7315 5/Art. XV, Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (see Key Exhibit 

19.d.4)) 
h. ILCS 81 0 5/Article 3, Uniform Commercial Code, re: Negotiable Securities and 

Part 3. I :nforcement of Instruments (see Key Exhibit 19.d.5)) 
i. ILCS 7:::;5 5/Art. II, Pt. 6 Code of Civil Procedure, re: Pleading (see Key Exhibit 

19.d.6)) 
j. Illinois JFinancial Crime Law (see Key Exhibit !9.e) 
NOTE: It app, ·!ars that, as of July 1, 2011, Public Act 096-1551 above has 
superseded thb Illinois Financial Crime Law of 1961. 
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Lauren L. Scheffers Written Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

IV. SECURITIZATION 

I. Subsequent tto the implementation of Public Act 84-1462, effective July I, 1987, that 
included the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law, ILCS 735 5/Art. XV, (see Key Exhibit 19.d.4)), 
a major change occurred in the real estate markets in the 1990s. 

2. That change is now referred to as "securitization". 

3. An excellent "Do - Did" schematic (see Key Exhibit 20) was created by James 
McGuire that documen ts the drastic changes that occurred with a comparison of current 
procedures, "Do", vs. prior procedures, "Did". 

4. In non-legalese, I use the following analogy to explain the Mortgage-Backed Securities 
of my Will County cas·e and the Mortgage Electronic Registration System of my DuPage County 
case: 

a. The o riginallenders per the Mortgage and Note closing papers property-owners 
signed endorsed the Note to "blank", thereby converting the Note to bearer paper. 
b. Anyome who had access to a Note with an endorsement to blank could sell the 
Note. 

11) When I refinanced three mortgages in 2003 with Town & 
cr~t.~u.u t.b2.~li!WW: ~ t.b2. Will. 
County!DuPage County property records, all three Notes were 
endorsed to blank. 

c. T.k: ittrf8J:rrmts :~ttuprn:rre, ll:m'c .b'fu-b~, :~tt>.<lr &> A.I"nlel~"Cllt 5lTd CO"OOn'rywl\:k, 
immedi<ately sold those Notes into the equivalent of"mutual funds" where 
investor·s purchased shares of such a mutual fund to receive monthly or quarterly 
·mvestm•ent ·mcome "baseit on mortgage "mterest anit gains on ihe sales ol ihe 
property·. 
d. There are two major, but different, types of"mutual funds": 

1) Mortgage Electronic Registration System and 
2) Mortgage-Backed Security trusts. 
NOTE: The alleged Deutsche Bank National Trust 2004-Rl has over 1.5 
''billion* dollars in a single trust of the 25 or so Ameriquest trusts per the 
SEC site. 

5. There are now several critical problems relative to those subprime, toxic Notes: 
a. Millions have gone into default or into strategic/intentional default. 
b. Large percentages of residential and commercial properties are now 
"underw ater", where the amounts due are greater than the current market value of 
the prop •!rties . 
.L'. Jlu--L'JiJain of title from the original lender to the foreclosure Plaintiffs does not 
exist in ·the county property records in Illinois for properties that have been 
securitiz~ed into Mortgage-Backed Security trusts or tracked in the Mortgage 
'2='mnr ',.c 'i\egTh'mtrrun 'i)-y~t,err,, 'crrerwy t!,uillirrrg ·crre Jllupefr:Y 'rt~res -cii nmrryhrrust 
properties in Illinois. 
d. Who retained the servicers as payment processing companies, if not the 
mortgagee"! 
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Lauren L. Scheffers Written Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

5. There are no•w several critical problems relative to those subprime, toxic Notes 
( con't.): 

e. As d•~cumented in the "Do- Did" analysis (see Key Exhibit 20), the original 
Mortga;ges were intentionally destroyed: 

I) In my two cases, Judge Rossi in Will County and Judge Gibson in 
. D.u.PJJge Connty gr.anted J>Ja.iotjif Motjon.• fnr SJ.un.mary JJ.JDgment w.beo 
. ·originals of the two Mortgages were never produced in open court, in 
• violation of the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law requirement that the 
.... ~qtaam, m •a«- £""A1ilrita, '«• -sappcrt. m •a«- 'llltt:g~trtm& '«• •a«- ~<m!f}flint, 
J nust be produced in open court. 

f. Whenc/with whom/under what authority did servicers sign Pooling and 
S"ervlc1; [lg Agreements (PS"A)"! 
g. If tht. :re is no Mortgagee of record, who authorized the many changes in 
servicer rs since 2003 in my two cases? 
h. If there is no legally enforceable Mortgagee of record in the property records, 
then wh11o were the servicers collecting payments for? With the subsequent 
distribution to investors, were _property-owners victim of Consumer Fraud in 
making. mortgage payments to servicers at all? 
QUESTION: Didn't the servicers receive fraudulent payments just like 
other lrult"tf,Wl,e 'WilD. bu.Wl.e'i.~¥. uudet- <:rim.i.o.al i.u.vertig,afulu'? 
i. More importantly, if the Pooling and Servicing Agreement requires the 
service1rs to advance to the investors mortgage interest when the Mortgagor 
fails to tmrk~ tire pwymeat, moor 't tire P.S'A r-e<J{rirm tire :rena"\:n" ro Ire CO
SIGNERS, so the NOTE/MORTGAGE IS NOT IN DEFAULT AT ALL? 
j. CRITICAL As a matter of Illinois law, that securitization meant that 
mortgage defaults could not elect to enforce tbose securitized Notes under tbe 
Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (see Key Exhibit 19.d.4)), because the 
securiti es are in Mortgage-Backed Security trusts, not land trusts, and 
mortgages are not real estate installment contracts. 

I) See the Petition for a Certificate of Importance relative to that issue 
that was allegedly denied by the 3rd Appellate Court (see Group 
I Exhibit 6 inclusive) and 
:2) See the Motion to Vacate Void Orders due to Lack of Jurisdiction 
]Pursuant to Section 2-619 that was allegedly denied by the Illinois 
•.Supreme Court (see Group Exhibit 5 iqclusive). 
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Lauren L. Scheffers Written Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

V. FRAUD UPON THE COURT 

I. I have reportted to all levels of the judiciary system and to the Illinois Secretary of State 
that the Plaintiffs in m:y two cases are not licensed to do business in the State of Illinois. 
Therefore, they are der lied access as Plaintiffs to the Illinois judicial system. 

2. Per the Onlime Docket (see Key Exhibit 12) of the 12th Judicial Circuit Court of Will 
County: 

a. The Cnmi]laint.wa...,_ filetL<m.Au@.'!l:.21i,2illl'L 
b. Yet, 1 there has been no order to set up a Case Management conference in 
preparation for a trial. 

3. On September 16, 2009, after the Complaint had been filed on August 26, 2009, I 
received a collection l<etter from Pierce & Associates (see Key Exhibit 13): 

a. Pierce & Associates was hired by the servicer, American Home Mortgage 
Servicilng, Inc., *not* by the Plaintiff. 
b. The total amount of the debt due is $186,795.82 

J )Jl.-.r J:bt, C!I.1Dplaiut f"ili-.d ruJ -'~J.Jgl.L'!l: 26,. 2il!l9, J.-ss than J Wt>.t'ks 

previously, the amount due was $170,963.25 
2) Per the September I 0, 20 I 0 Affidavit (see Key Exhibit 5), the amount 
~{R; ·w&. ~1.~'b,'MA.lS 
3) Per the January 20, 2011 Affidavit (see Key Exhibit 6), the amount due 
was $210,601.10. 
4) P"er the July lcJ, ll]f f Sheriffs Report ofSafe and Distrioution ofJufy 
20,2011 (see Group Exhlbit 17.1), there was a deficiency of $74,973.96 
(with fraudulent "post judgment advances of $6,515.35 included in that 
calculation) after the foreclosure sale of $152,000, for a total of amount 
due of$226,973.96. 

QUES1fiON: No supporting documents for any oftbe drastically different 
amounts due were submitted to tbe Court, from $170,963.25 to on August 
26,2009 to tbe calculated amount due of $226,973.96 per tbe Dunn, Martin 
Sheriff''! \W!ka~e ('!ee Gt"<11J.9 E.xb.ilii.t l7.l\ witb. a "t"<Aoo~' Sb.e.riff 
Kaupu:s "signature" by ink stamp. How can tbey not be considered 
Consuroer Fraud? 

4. On November 13, 2009, I filed my Answer and Counter-Complaint (see Group Exhibit 
7 inclusive) with extensive supporting Exhibits submitted under Section I I 09 Certification. 

5. On Novemb,~r 9, 2009, I filed the Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title (see Group 
Exhlbit 8 inclusive). 

6. On December 24,2009, I served Defendant's First Request for Production (see Group 
Exhibit 9 .I). 
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Lauren L. Scheffers Written Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

7. On Februar)' 26,2010, I received Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's First Request for 
Production (see Key Exhibit 14/Group Exhibit 9.2): 

a. My first request for production (see Group Exhibit 9.1) was the original Note 
and the original Mortgage, as well as the original Assignment (see Key Exhibit 
21). 
b. The I >laintiff' s Response stated: 

I) "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the mortgage and 
will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation continues." 
?.~ "1: ~ ~.e.'i. that.. i.t l'i. =cilm<& (c.y; at\. QJ:i.'blo.a.!. Q( t.b.e. ~ md. 'Mi.ll 
produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation continues." 
3) "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the assignment and 
will J:Tf~Jdm--e it ro Sdreffcrs cqrorr lm,atirrg it. lrr~-estigatiarr oorrticrcres. " 

8. On March 3 ., 2010, I filed the Defendant/Counter-PlaintiffMotion to Dismiss 
Complamt to l'oreC!os•e Mortgage for Lack ofLegal Standing (see Group Exhibit 11 inclusive). 

9. On March !Ci, 2010, Plaintiff's alleged counsel filed Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's 
Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 
2-619.1 (see Group Exhibit 10 inclusive). 

10. On May 13, 2010, Judge Siegel signed the Order (see Group Exhibit 11.4) that stated: 
a. "Defi,~ndant' s Motion to Dismiss is denied." 
b. "ThE' Court finds that Plaintiff has legal standing": 

I) Per the Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's First Request for Production 
(see Key Exhibit 14/Group Exhibit 9.2), the Plaintiff's alleged counsel 
aJimitted. in. 9leadi "l'."- and dm:inJ& the. Ma~ B, 20 tO ~thai:. 

a) "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the 
mortgage and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. 
lmmigat«m rom+ia=s" as tlroagh tlrere is mare th= = arigimtl 
of the mortgage. 
b) "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the 
assignment and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. 
Investigation continues" as thought there is more than one original 
of the note. 
c) "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the 
assignment and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. 
Investigation continues" as though there is more than one original 
of the assignment. 

11. On June ll, 20J 0, 1 submjJte.d my Brst Motjon to Compel Productjon (see Group 
Exhibit 9.3). 

12. On August \1, 1'1Wi\ hnige ';',)egcl -.igrred an Ord-e:I \">te Key Exhimt \ S and Gmup 
Exhibit 9.4) that violated my right to due process by denying routine discovery of items required 
for judgment under the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law. 

a. "Defendant's Motion denied tor reasons stated on tfie record." 
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Lauren L. Scheffers Written Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

!3. On August 12,2010, Judge Siegel's Order (see Group Exhibit 1.5 and Group Exhibit 
9.4) clearly violated judicial discretion according to the Code of Civil Procedure relative to 
Pleadings (see Key EHhibit 19.d.6)) , when the order went on to state: 

a. "All filings by Defendant Scheffers related to affirmative defenses, 
counterclaims, or related defense matters must be submitted to the Court for 
writtem approval regarding whether Plaintiff must respond or whether the 
f'ilings will be stricken without hearing or further briefings." 

14. On Septembe~ 8, 2010, l submitted the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment 
(see Group Exhibit 12 inclusive). 

15. On October 5, 20W, P}&\wiff' s mk:rg-"1!1, <XNn?Set1 tl!v'WutNJ' fl,W o ;'l,fxl{,\:ny t.:t St.-ike 
Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment (see Group Exhibit 12.2). The primary grounds for 
that Motion was Judge Siegel's August 12,2010 Court Order (see Group Exhibit 12.2.d) clearly 
violated judicial discre lion accoromg to fne L:oae or Civ'i!'Proceaure re"Jaf1ve to 1'1ealimgs {see 
Key Exhibit 19.d.6)). 

16. On October 28, 2010, I filed the Defendant Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike 
Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment (see Group Exhibit 12.3) and Defendant Combined 
Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order of Default, Motion for Judgment for Foreclosure and 
Sale, and Motion for S.ummary Judgment (see Group Exhibit 12.4) 

a. Pert he Exhibits submitted under Section 1 109 Certification, Plaintiff's 
alleged l'rum.vJ .b.llrl.!Whmittl'.d JJ .NDfil'.f' ru JMtilitw .ami 3 .M.Ptipns· 

1) Notice of Motion 
2) Motion for Order of Default 
?.) Mmitm fm Jul\glM'n'l tm ¥m~:dmun am\ Salt: 
4). Motion for Summary Judgment (see Group Exhibit 12.4.f.4)). 

b. Nom~ ofthose Exhibits (see Group Exhibit 12.4.f inclusive) were ever 
recorded wftfi tfie Court as part ortfie pufilic record. 

17, On Novem her 12, 20 I 0, I filed the Defendant Motion for Sanctions (see Group 
Exhibit 1.4 inclusive). 

18. On Novemlber 22,2010, Judge Siegel recused himself from my case under Rule 63 
(see Group Exhibit 1.5). 

a. By doing so, Judge Siegel avoided ruling on the Defendant Motion for 
Sanctic>a.'i. (~ G1:11U9 Exhibit lA} fiWl ua. Nuvem.be1: ll, 21110.. 

19. After Judge Siegel's recusal on November 22,2010 (see Group Exhibit 1.5), newly 
elected Judge Rossi wi.th rro [Jriar recti estttte/securities IJ&_"kgrormd ~<iS assigrred ta my case. 

20. On January 21,2011, Plaintiff's alleged counsel filed its Response to Defendant's 
Motion for Sactions <s:1c> {see Group EXliiti1t 1Ji). 
NOTE: That Defend: ant Motion for Sanctions was never ruled upon by either Judge Siege 
due to his recusal or I JY Judge Rossi. 
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Lauren L. Scheffers \Uritten Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

Zf. On Feorua ry T, ZIJC f, ffifea'tl'te Defenaant Reply in Support of Defendant Motion for 
Sanctions (see Group Exhibit 1. 7). 

22. On February 22,2011, I served Defendant's Second Request for Production (see 
Group Exhibit 14.1 ), 

23. On March 22,2011, Judge Rossi mailed a Memorandum and Orde4 (see Group 
Exhibit 12.7z) that I received on March 26,2011 for a status hearing just days later on April4, 
2011 hearing: 

a. "Plai, ntiff' s motion to strike the motion for summary judgment of Defendant is 
denied. " 
b. "Defendant' .s .mn.tinn Jn.strike the .mn.tinn Snr .summary )ndgment of J>Jaintiff is 
denied." 
c. "De1fendant's motion for sanctions is denied." 
d. "Def~du.Tt.'., TIRI(an, fu -s.mmmr; ju&gn«:rt, 'fl> Wici?' 
e. "Pia in tiff's motion for summary judgment is denied." 
f. "Ma1tter is set for status on April4, 2011 at 9:00AM in Room 401: 

24. On April4, 2011, Judge Rossi signed an Order (see Group Exhibit 12.8): 
a. "Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment is granted." 
b. "Plaintiff is to send copy of its Motion for Summary Judgment to 
Defemllant." 

NOTE 1: Jud:ge Rossi sabotaged me by suddenly granting [Plaintiff] Motion for 
Summary Judgment .at .a status can to set .a tr.iaJ d.ate, whe» the u.ureeordetl 
Plaintiff's M•ation for Summary Judgment had just been denied on March 22, 2011. 
NOTE 2: The original Mortgage and the original Assignment to support the 
Complaint all~it>m. -wtn nnn prm\:ottd m vpm wort n nqulntl by the U\mol'!J 
Mortgage For·eclosure Law. 

15. On Apni 5, ltJ I I, f'ierce & Associates sent a fetter to fudge Rossi (see Group Exfiioit 
12.9) with a copy ofit:s [Plaintifl] Motion for Summary Judgment (see Group Exhibit 12.10): 

a. Gra;nted the day before, when denied on March 22, 2011 
b. Nev•er filed nor previously served upon the Defendant 

NOTE: The [Plainti'fl] Motion for Summary Judgment that was granted by Judge Rossi 
on Apri14, 2001 Order (see Group Exhibit 12.8) was totally different than the [Plaintiff] 
Motion for Summary Judgment (see Group Exhibit 12.4.f.4)) that was never recorded in 
2010. 

26. On May 7, 2011, I filed the Defendant Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure 
and Sale (see GroupE xhibit 13.1 inclusive): 

a. Included as Group Exhibit D.3 was the Alleged Corporate resolution by 
Citi Residential Lending Inc. of November 20, 2008 (see Key Exhibit 22). 
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Lauren L. Scheffers Vv'ritten Submission to Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

27. The List ofExlii6its (see Group Extii6it fJ.f.ej su6mittea'una'er Section f f09 
Certification in support of the Defendant Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale 
(see Group Exhibit 13 inclusive) clearly document that the entire Complaint, pleadings, and 
hearings violate the Pi.laintiffs severa.l Cease and Desist Orders (see Key Exhibit 24, Key Exhibit 
25, Key Exhibit 26, and Key Exhibit 27.) 

a. To notizy the Plaintiff that its servicer, American Home Mor(gal(e Servicin£, 
Inc. an .d the two law firms it had retained were in tota.l violation of those Cease 
and Desist Orders, I have served the Plaintiff at ATTN: David Co, Director, 
~Il-K ·.!I.e Bauk NutWu~t T\"U~ m S...Uta A.-, CA.. 
b. That is why the office staff of the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Illinois have 
copied an out-of-state Respondent with two different "Notification Letters" (see 
UIUOJT Erlribit4.1.b and Group Exhibit 5.1.b). 

28. On May 8., 2011, I filed a second Motion for Sanctions, the Motion for Sanctions 
Agllinst Pierce & Ass<ociates Pursuant to Rule 137 (see Group Exluoit 1.8 inclusive). 

29. On May 9, 2011, I submitted my second Motion to Compel Production (see Group 
Exhibit 14.3) based UJpon the Second Request for Production (see Group Exhibit 14.1) with no 
reply at all from Plaimtiff s counsel. 

30. On June 1'.7, 2011 I filed the Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and/or 
Preliminary Injunction (see Group Exhibit 15 inclusive). 

31. On June 2:.2, 2011, Judge Rossi signed an Order (see Group Exhibit 1.10, Group 
Exhibit 13.2, Group Exhibit 14.4, and Group Exhibit 15.2) that denied a.ll Defendant motions 
with no briefing schedules to req!Jire a Res]JOnse from Plaintiffs alleged counsel to either the 
Defendant's Motion t< .J Compel Production (see Group Exhibit 14 inclusive) or to the Motion for 
Sanctions Against Pie rce & Associates Pursuant to Rule 137 (see Group Exhibit 1.8 inclusive): 

a. "Detimdaut'$.mn!.i.no 1o ;l(l!C.l!Ji' )J.ldgrot>.u.t .n.fJnr.t'.c.lo.'illl'i'.arul ~<>a.l.t'..i.< .de.ui.t'.d " 
b. "Defendant's motion for temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction 
is deni ed." 
c. "DeJtenrumt'~ mt)'\\trn to Comp~. Yl'lldut:titm l 1!. dtmiro." 
NOTE : That denial is yet another violation of my right to due process under 
the Co nstitution. 
d. "Defendant's Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & Associates is denied." 
NOTE: With this denial, Judge Rossi clearly condoned the Rule 137 
violatiions. 

32. On July I, 2011, I filed the Notice of Appea.l (see Group Exhibit 16 inclusive). 

33. On July 20•, 2011, while the case was under appea.l, Ipersona.lly witnessed the 
~riminal sale of my h< Jme by Dunn, Martin et a.l per the Sheriffs Report of Sa.le and Distribution 
:see Group Exhibit~~-'.!). 

34. On July 28 , 2011 Dunn, Martin recorded the Sheriffs Certificate ofSa.le (see Group 
Exhibit 17.2) in the \V 'ill County property records, when the July 20, 2011 sale has never to this 
date been submitted tc, the Court with a Motion for Ap_proval of the Sa.le and Distribution. 
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35. On Februatry 28,2012, I reported Dunn, Martin to Thomas P. James, Consumer 
Counsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, Illinois Attorney General re: SCHEFFERSIUPDATE 1 OF 
3 DUNN MARTIN-SCHEFFERS/PIERCEillYKEMA CONSUMER FRAUD (see Group 
Exhibit 17.3). 
NOTE: Update 2 of 3 and Update 3 of 3 were Dunn, Martin Sheriff's Reports of Sale and 
lli'lb:ilutti.rul :w..itb -"-9'na.lly fr.auduJt>.ut dt>J"wjt'.Di'Y judgmt>.ut i'.liJi'DJ.atjo.D.S t.h.at mdudt> 
fraudulent "post judlgment advances" in the many thousands of dollars. 

%. 01, h-pi1, S , 1~'. '•, r, 'O.Ut, 'to-"'Tllihi> •.:o "';TKmm> ?. !nmR:>, \'.-mrsun«:t \'.--crmfsd,, \'.-mrsunR:J. 
Fraud Bureau, Illinois Attorney General re: WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 
COMMITTED CLA SS 1 FELONY ON 02/29/12 (see Group Exhibit 1.2 inclusive). 

37. On April 12, 2012, I sent the Judicial Inquiry Board (see Group Exhibit 1.1 inclusive) 
a Request for an Immediate Investigation of Judge Richard J. Siegel for Commission of a 
Class 1 Felony and for Multiple Violations ofthe Judicial Code of Conduct with signature
required confirmation of delivery (see Group Exhibit l.l.d). 
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H. FEEDBACK- GENERAL 

I. The members invited to be on the Mortgage Foreclosure Committee included 
foreclosure judges whose rulings may be under appeal: 

a. My Petition for Leave to Appeal as a Matter of Right, Case 113039, from the 
18th Judi; cia! Circuit Court ofDuPage County, is based on Judge Gibson's 
erroneol!ls Order granting Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment. 
b. Three different law firms have scheduled/rescheduled that property for a 
foreclos.u.re ..ale 8.-lQ ti.=~ .,;.=Marcil. n, 21:\ll. lt was =w te\'J:.heduled, )'et 

again, from May 1, 2012 to May 31,2012 with Pierce & Associates as the alleged 
seller. 
c. On Man,"/r 20, 2012, Judge Gibsun Wl'IS ~tJted out of office. It appears that the 
only recourse foreclosure defendants have is to vote the foreclosure judges, the 
Appellate Court Justices, and the Supreme Court Justices out of office. 

2. The only notice I have received of the regarding the April27,2012 meeting where 
the Mortgage Foreclmsure Committee is Seeking Comment on Proposals to Improve 
Foreclosure ProceediEtgs (see Key Exhibit 2) was via a Google Alert. I have yet to be able to 
find a single news article by any mainstream media or alternative media, even when I personally 
submitted news tips to the Chicago Tribune, the Chicago Sun Times, the Daily Herald, and to the 
Channel2 News Investi'b'll£lt'i., Dave Savi.ui and Pam Zekman.. 

3. Based on that Google alert, I downloaded the relevant PDFs and attached them to an 
e-mail dated April 10, '2012 .tr TIM= P. ltuw:s, C~C~, C(J),=-H<mu B.:=; 
Illinois Attorney General re: ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT SEEKING COMMENTS ON 
PROPOSALS TO IMPROVE FORECLOSURE PROCEEDINGS, April4, 2012 (see Key 
Exhibit 7). 

4. Based on my court hearings that have been ongoing since 2009 in the 18th Judicial 
Circuit Court and the 12Ul Judicial Circuit Court, my appeals to the 3'0. Appellate Court and to the 
2"d Appellate Court, and my Petitions for Leave to Appeal as a Matter of Right for Case 1130313 
(see Group Exhibit 3 inclusive) and for Case 113069, my reactions to the foreclosure 
proceeding "improvennents" is that they were laughable and worthy of a sitcom for the TV. 

5. The only proble.w is t.Mt JJ.li.w.;s .%\weonmt>rs arc .~Fi.<Jg their .lwmes c;•imi.'J!N})' S&.IO i.<J 
violation of every foundational Illinois law that already exists (see Key Exhibit 19 inclusive). 

6. Even a cursory review of t'ne entire rram'l Upon t'ne Court documentation, inc\uding 
the actual commission of a Class 1 Felony by Judge Siegel on February 29, 2012 as reported to 
the Judicial Inquiry Boa1rd on April 12, 2012 (see Group Exhibit 1.1 inclusive) and to Thomas P. 
James, Consumer CoUIJtsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, Illinois Attorney General (see Group 
Exhibit 1.2 inclusive) should make it blatantly obvious that the RULE OF LAW DOES NOT 
EXIST IN THE ILLINOIS JUDICIARY SYSTEM. 

6. QUESTION: Do the proposed "improvements" to foreclosure proceedings meet recent 
federal requirements of the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau re: Service Providers as of 
April 13, 2012 (see Key· Exhibit I)? 
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VII. FEEDBACK- SUPREME COURT/APPELLATE COURT R{JLfl'lfGS 

1. On January 7, 2011, the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court ruled on the U.S. Bank 
National Associates, tn 1stee [FN1] vs. Antonio IBANEZ (see Key Exhibit 8) and was widely 
reported by the forecloHure fraud bloggers. 

2. On page five of that ruling the Justices cited the May 21,2008 Bayview Loan 
Servicing, L.L.C vs. Jeffrey Eden Nelson ruling of the Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District, 
No. 5-06-0664 (see Key Exhibit 9). 

3. Yet, on April 6, 2012, that same Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District, No. 5-10-
0483 (see Key Exhibit J1l)ntled .thatfnr.eclnsi.ITeDeferuiants .canontJ¥ll1l!ll.l.aoy .fnr=ln.'UI.Tes.fnr 
any reason unless a final order to approve the sale of their homes has been granted, even if the 
sale was based on fraud, which means that no Order can ever be considered "fmal". 

4. The April6, :2012 ruling (see Key Exhibit 10) is basically saying that no foreclosure 
defendants can appealt.mtil after the criminal sale of home is approved by the court. 

5. The analogy I use is that I bad a car loan with Company ABC for which I could 
no longer afford to make the payments. However, instead of Company ABC repossessing 
the vehicle, the known gang members (the "banksters") down the street are stealing the 
car. 

6. When I cali9JJ h>.rJ>,Nirl.ifu>.ru-J'.D.T.TJ'.w"J'.nf.tfu>.tW>,4.tW>g.ruw.IDI'.mhJ>n~'lht>:w .tW> 
police a photocopy of the car title, and the police (the judges/justices) helped direct traffic, 
so the gang members could steal the car safely. 
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VIII. IEEOBACK- (LACK Of) .fUOfCTA.L fNIEGrun· 

1. On November 2, 2011, I filed the Petition for Leave to Appeal Pursuant to Rule 315 or 
Appeal as a Matter of Hight (see Group Exhibit 3 inclusive.). 

2. On Januruy 2!5, 2012, I received a "Notification Letter" (see Grm~p Exhibit 3.2): 
a. "The Supreme Court today DENIED the petition for leave to appeal or appeal 
as a mattter of right in the above entitled cause." 
b- .1\JQ. QJ.r<kl; wi.fu "wct. i.nk. ric,;wa.tw:l!" Qt a S.lJiilt= CAurt lJJ.'>!:ice wa'>. i.nduded. 

NOTE: With 1the denial of my Petition for Leave to Appeal as a Matter of Right, the 
Supreme Cour-t Justices violated my right to due process and committed TREASON 
agaiast dnr Co ·nsl.'ituoun. 

3. On December 15,2012, I filed the Motion for Service of Orders Signed by Supreme 
Court and AppeT!ate Court Justices {see Group "Exliibit 4 "inclusive). 

4. Per the Proof' of Service (see Group Exhibit 4.l.b ), that Motion was served: 
a. By delivery confirmation to the Plaintiff, ATTN: David Co, Director, 
Deutsche Bank National Trust, in Santa Ana, CA 
b. By delivery confirmation to Denis Pierce, Robert Deisinger, and Shaun 
Callahrun at Pierce & Associates, 
c. By ddivery confirmation to Patrick Stanton and Amy Jonker of Dykema 
Gossett , 
d. By si gnature-required delivery confirmation to the Clerk of the Supreme Court 
of Illinc-..is, 
t. 'by 'Sq~too~-t~-.ID-ed lhl'."VerJ \:-~:mf.=t'nm \\)~b. ~"0';>\~~ \)f ~ 'i>upt= 
Court, 
f. By signature-required delivery confirmation to Mr. Gist Fleshman, as Clerk of 
the Illin,ois Appellate Court, Third District, 
g. By signature-required delivery confirmation to Mr. Robert J. Mangan, as Clerk 
of the !Illinois Appellate Court, Second District, and 
h. By si:gnature-required delivery confirmation of the Criminal Enforcement 
Division of the Illinois Attorney General. 

5. On January 6, 2012, I received a "Notification Letter" (see Group Exhibit 4.2): 
a. "Today the following order was entered in the captioned case: Motion by 
petition,er, pro se, for service of signed orders by Supreme Court and Appellate 
Court Justices, Motion Denied. Order entered by the court." 
b. No or·der with "wet ink signature" of a Supreme Court Justice was included. 
c. The o ffl!'.e staff of the CJ.e.r.l> of the SJJ[U".e.lJJt' C DJJ.r.t r.o,ni.e.:l.aU pa.r.t.it-s .in that 
Proof of Service (see Group Exhibit 4.1.b) without questioning: 

I) Why the Plaintiff has an out-of-state address, or 
2) W'rry ncifue1 \){~\wt:> \aw fu-rm. f.\eu an A:wemantt, m 
3) Why Lisa Madigan/Criminal Enforcement Division was involved. 

NOTE: The office staff of the Clerk of the Supreme Court sent competent 
evidence to tfle Crfminaf Enforcement Divisio11 that tfle .fustices oftfle 
Supreme Court are committing TREASON by not signing orders. 
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6. On Marcft 6 , 2(1 l Z, I tiled the Motion to Vacate Void Orders due to Lack of 
Turisdiction Pursuant Lo Section 2-619 (see Group Exhibit 5 inclusive) that included two 
Exhibits: 

a. On February 2, 2012, the Illinois Attorney General filed a Complaint, Case 
12CH0.3602, The People of the State of Illinois, Plaintiff, v. Nationwide Title 
Clearing, Inc., a Florida cor:poration, Defendants (see Group Exhibit 2.1). 
b. Previously, on May 25, 2011, a Subpoena had been issued to Nationwide Title 
Clearing, Inc (see Group Exhibit 2.2). It was not until February 22, 2012 that I 
was able~ ~.,_.,_that. S.~ 'li.a a F!~m Q( lut:=ti.<.!u !OO,.l.le'!.t. 
c. The Exhibits included in support of the Subpoena were: 

1) Exhibit A, relative to ILSC Case 113313 (see Group Exhibit 2.2.c) 
fffJSJ.'u<k:> (ire= ... ~ ~nrem."l: l rr<Ne sulmri~ crm:kr S~<trorr 
1 109 certification to Judge Siegel and Judge Rossi in the 12th Judicial 
Circuit Court and to the Justices of the 3'd Appellate Court and 
2) "EXhibit 11, relative to D.SC Case 113039 (see Group Exbtoit 2.2.d) of 
includes the same competent evidence I have submitted to under Section 
1 109 certification to Associate Judge Ceme and to Judge Gibson in the 
18!1\ Judicial Circuit Court and to the Justices of the 2"0 Appellate Court. 

7. Per the Proof of Service (see GroulJ Exhibit 5 .l.b ), that Motion was served: 
a. By d•elivery confirmation to the Plaintiff, ATTN: David Co, Director, 
Deutsclhe Bank National Trust, in Santa Ana, CA, 
b. By d•dire1y confizmation to Denis Pierce, Robert Deisinger, and Shaun 
Callaham at Pierce & Associates, 
c. By d·elivery confirmation to Patrick Stanton and Amy Jonker of Dykema 
vossett' 
d. By si gnature-required delivery confirmation to the Clerk of the Supreme Court 
of Illinois, 
e. By si gnature-required delivery confirmation to each Justice of the Supreme 
Court, 
f. By si gnature-required delivery confirmation to Mr. Gist Fleshman, as Clerk of 
the Illin.ois Appellate Court, Third District, 
g. By signature-required delivery confirmation to Mr. Robert J. Mangan, as Clerk 
of the IU.li.mlls .Appd.W.e C .£lllTJ;. &.c.mld D.i.<Ur.i.c.J;. .aod 
h. By signature-required delivery confirmation ofthe Criminal Enforcement 
Division of the Illinois Attorney General. 

8. On March 2( l, 2012, I received a "Notification Letter" (see Group Exhibit 5.2): 
a. "Mo tion by petitioner, pro se, to Vacate void orders due to lack of jurisdiction 
Pursuar•t to Section 2-619. Motion denied." 
b. No order with "wet ink signature" of a Supreme Court Justice was included. 
c. The office staff of the Clerk of the Supreme Court copied all parties in that 
Proof of Service (see Group Exhibit 5.l.b) without questioning: 

I) Why the Plaintiff has an out -of-state address, or 
::Z) Why neither of the two law firms filed an Appearance, or 

. '3) w.by Li..<;a .Yadig.afJ/CriooiuaJ Enf.w.c.e.!Xlt"n.t D.iv.i..<;.i£\1} was ,i.Qvl\lv.ed 
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NOTE: The office staifoftfle Cferk oftfle Supreme Court sent competent 
evidence to the Criminal Enforcement Division that the Justices of the 
Supreme Court are committing TREASON by not signing orders. 

9. On December 23, 2012, after I, as a non-attorney, had submitted a Motion to Correct, 
Chief Justice Kilbride of the Supreme Court of Illinois allegedly corrected the referenced Order 
(see Key Exhibit 11): 

a. The "Notification Letter" states, "Motion for Leave to Proceed in forma 
pauper is permitting the applicant to sue or defend without payment of fees, costs 
QT. cllal::\Y!'>- i.'i. b~.eh'§ alJnw.ed., OJID£.J}.T.Q t:JID£. tn Nnv.et.1Jbe1: lS, 21lll?' 
b. Yet, Chief Justice Kilbride and the Justices of the Supreme Court continued to 
violate that Order by failing to address how I could submit future filings without 

!TdYiitg' tke\Xlsts 8trd ex~, f!&.'ti<--mm1y<Xlf!J·.:xJS\*t> a:t F<XiEx, ,~7k 8trd f18fi'X 
costs a t Staples, and service costs at USPS. 
c. I no,. N need to file yet another motion, a Motion for Reimbursement for the 
many"houndreds of dollars 1 bave spent relative to lLSC Case 113313 and lLSC 
Case 113039. 
d. I use the word "allegedly" because no Justice of the Supreme Court or Justice 
of the 3'0• or 200.Appellate Courts has ever signed an Order (see Group Exhibit 4 
inclusive) 
e. QUESTION: How does a non-attorney know Illinois law better than the 
Chief Jfustice ofthe Supreme Court of Illinois? 

10. Per t.lJe Repo.>t C'f Procee&'1gs fN Scp..te.wbt:r 'l, 1011 fsee Drm.'{' EY.l};b# 1 .),\ 
William McAlister ap .parently forged Judge O'Leary's signature on the Order, when Judge 
O'Leary was presiding over the foreclosure courtroom in Judge Siegel's absence. I believe that 
~uuge 1\u;>i. cummenueu un Yne recum 'ltlerYmtt wm <loom ;umeune -'iurging ~ufige 1\u;>i.' s 
signature on the Order. 

11. Per a previous Report ofProceedii:J.gs tor November 16,2010 (see Key Exhibit 16), 
Judge Siegel had a dis:cussion with Scott Guido of Pierce & Associates about the many 
foreclosures that had been put on hold. 

12. On November 22,2010, Judge Siegel recused himself from my case under Rule 63 
(see Group Exhibit 15). 

13. On February 29, 2012, Judge Siegel actively committed a Class 1 Felony: 
a. On AprilS, 2012, I sent e-mails to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, 
Conswner Fraud Bureau, Illinois Attorney General re: WILL COUNTY JUDGE 
SIEGE;L COMMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY ON 02/29/12 (see Group Exhibit 
1.2 inc! usive ). 
b. On A.,nril J1, 2DJ1, J .st"JJt J:be J.udir.iB.lltll;wiry BDaril (Sf'~ GrDJ.JP .Exhihit J .J 
inclusive) a Request for an Immediate Investigation of Judge Richard J. 
Siegellfor Commission of a Class 1 Felony and for Multiple Violations of the 
JudiciMc\ Cm\t m Ctm\\'M'i wiili. -,\gmAme -1equ)1ro emill.Im'll\mn \)l dcl.1very \">ei:: 

Group !Exhibit 1.1.d). 
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IX. VIOLATION OF M\:" RIGHT TO DUE PROCESS/TREASON 

I. Judge Siegel denied the first Defendant Motion to Compel Production (see Group 
Exhibit 9 inclusive) olf a routine discovery request, to produce the original Note, the original 
Mortgage, and the ori:ginal Assigmnent from the lender to the Plaintiff. Judge Siegel blatantly 
violated my right to dhJe process as TREASON against the Constitution. 

2. Judge Rossi denied the second Defendant Motion to Compel Production (see Group 
Exhibit 14 inclusive) fll =~ tQlJ.tine di.<>='ler.: t~ue'bl tQ ';!tOO~ e.'li.&= that Pla.ill.ti.t:t:'"" twQ 
separate law firms were actually hired by the Plaintiff, not by the servicer on behalf ot he 
Plaintiff. Judge Rossi blatantly violated my right to due process as TREASON against the 
Cam;"ticrniorr. 

3. With its alleged Order denying my Petition for Leave to Appeal Pursuant to Rule 315 
or Appeal as a Matter ofRight (see Group Exluoit 3 inclusive), the Justices of the Supreme Court 
blatantly violated my 1right to due process as TREASON against the Constitution, as well. 

4. Violation of the oaths of office by the Justices ofthe Supreme Court is acting 
without subject matt:er jurisdictions, as a trespasser of the law, Von Kettler et.al. v. 
Johnson, 57 Ill. 109 (1870), Elliott v. Peirsol, 1 Pet. 328, 340, 26 U.S. 328, 340 (1828); In re 
TIP-PA-HANS Ente1rprises, Inc., 27 B.R. 780,783 (1983), and acted in treason, U.S. v. Will, 
449 U.S. 200, 216, 10 1 S.Ct. 471, 66 L.Ed.2d 392, 406 (1980), Cohens v. Virginia, 19 U.S. (6 
Wheat) 264, 404, Sl •• Ed 257 (1821). 

NOTE: Per the subscription I have had for many months to the Petitions for Leave 
to Appeal DispositioiiY!> ?In: f~, it -ay.pt:an \'Ira\ th~ Jm.tiu:.> m \~ Supnm.~ Cw.rt -an 
blatantly violated the rights of many Petitioners to due process as TREASON against the 
Constitution. 
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X. FEEDBACK- PROPOSAL 1/AFFIDAVlTS 

1. How will the foreclosure proceedings be "improved" with either proposed affidavit? 

2. The two prop osed Affidavits version 1 (see Key Exhibit 3) and version 2 (see Key 
Exhibit 4) reference wiLlingness of the Affiant to testify in a trial. 

a. QUEI.,TION: Has a single foreclosure case ,gone to trial in Illinois? If not, 
why nott? 

1 .. Tw.o d.iff.I'.J:<!JJ.L'l.ffirlaY.its.. wt-.ri'. snhmitte.rl. to. .lml.P.;. Rossi. h':; ShlUm. f'..ailahan.n£ Eie.r.c.t>. &. 
Associates, one as of September 1, 2010 (see Key Exhibit 5) and a different one as of January 
20, 2011 (see Key Exhi bit 6): 

a. The a-1ficnn·.~ &T .in:fu.m;u1f .uOv-:fl.}~,n~r· &'D..f .b~ "tJ.Y.le" a\al.~. 
b. In addition, the Affiant obviously has no personal knowledge that the Note in 
this case was discharged in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy on May 5, 2009, so any 
addition: al mortgage 'mterest is a v'I<ilafwn olleoeral'barikruptcy 'Jaws, as we"fl as a 
violatior of federal and state debt collection laws. 

4. Per the existing Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (see Key Exhibit 19.d.4)), the 
judge is required to submit a Certificate of Personal Knowledge ofthe Affiant. 

a. Every foreclosure Order without such judicial certificates is VOID. 

5. If the foreclm'>ure judges had followed the Illinois laws that they swore to uphold, the 
"robo-signing" issue WL1JJ.W .MYi' bi'e.u jJ:IJJAt'.ljc.ahli' til JJ.Ii=i.s T.be twD .~ffldJyjjs Df P.rDY<'-Llp 
in my Will County Case (see Key Exhibit 5 and Key Exhibit 6), would/should never have been 
accepted by the Court. 

6. Also, accordimg to the Illinois Conveyances Act, property records require that the 
notary be licensed by thte Illinois Secretary of State, so the proposed Version 1 Affidavit violates 
Illinois law, which the h1ortgage Foreclosure Committee members should have known. 
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XC. fEEDBACK- PROPOSED AFFIDAVIT 2 FOOTNOTE 

1. It was also "i:ronic" to see the footnote on proposed Affidavit 2 (see Key Exhibit 4) that 
is not on proposed Affidavit 1 (see Key Exhibit 3): 

"This affidavit p•rovides aformfor establishing only the amounts due and owing on the 
borrower's lom1. It is not intended to relieve the foreclosing party from establishing 
other evidentiary requirements in connection with proving the allegations contained in 
its complaint 115 «ppl"Opt'il.&te, including fl«t IWt !imit~ to the p«rty 's rigltt to enforce tlte 
instrument of i1zdebtedness if applicable" 

2. What does the Mortgage Foreclosure Committee consider "e~identiary requirements"? 
a. ProdULction of the original note and the original mortgage in open court is 
already required by the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law, yet no original 
mortgag•e was produced in either of my cases. 
b. Proof of a valid chain of title relative to the right to enforce a security is already 
required by the Illinois Commercial Code and the Illinois Conveyances Act. 
c. The Statute of Frauds requires "wet ink" signatures on contracts. 

3. It is the footn ote that is the critical failure in the foreclosure courts in Illinois and the 
entire country. 

4. Any changes in foreclosure _proceedings must address the "footnote" ,_particularly 
in relation to the more than 65 million securitized Notes registered in the Mortgage 
Electronic Registration System and the Notes in the Mortgage-Backed Security trusts have 
permanently clouded .i.u the \l~fl{le~ ~ecfl~d~ i.u llliwli.~ an.d a.crfl~~ the CllU.U~-
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XII. lfEEOBACK- PROYOSAL ZIP' A l'MEJ'jT HCSWlU' 

I. Each and eve:ry penny specified in an Affidavit of Prove-Up is money taken from the 
Mortgagor. 

a. If there is a surplus after the foreclosure sale, each penny of the Affidavit of 
Prove-Up decreases the amount of the surplus. 
b. If the foreclosure sale does not cover all amounts due (e.g., property is "under 
water"). each penny of the Affidavit of Prove-Up increases the amount of the 
personal deficiency. 

2. QUESTION:: How can a Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale be granted with NO 
COMPETENET EVIUFJ~IC.F .• ~.tl .tP .thl' CJIW".t -~ ihl'.amrumt.• .dru-r 
particularly with default judgments? 

a. On February 29, 2012, Judge Siegel explicitly committed a Class I Felony (see 
Group Eh'l.ihit, '. .1, 'n«lucitl't wd.. 'CrmUf.> 'l.'A'lihit, '• :l 'n«ltu!itvt!,·wtb, 'lit>0rlM 
granting a Personal Deficiency of$231,200 with NO EVIDENCE, NOT EVEN 
AN AFF IDA VIT OF PROVE-UP, submitted for the Order that granted the 
Judgment for Forecfosure and Safe. 
b. Two different Affidavits of Prove-Up were submitted to Judge Rossi by Shaun 
Callahan of Pierce & Associates, one as of September I, 2010 (see Key Exhibit 5) 
and a di!Ierent one as of January 20, 2011 (see Key Exhibit 6): 

I ) The affiant is an infamous robo-signer and his "title" changes. 
2) In addition, the Affiant obviously has no personal knowledge that the 
Hote in this case was discharged in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy on May 5, 
::: ~009, so any additional mortgage interest is a violation of federal 
bankDU}tC.'£ 11!*'>-, '1.'>- w.ell '1.'>- a vinlatiflll.Qt fi>.rlt-JM.:md statt:. &.ht. c.n.lJi'.cJiflll_ 
luws. 
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Kfff. FEEDHACfl(- PROPOSAL 3/CHAIN OF (FRAUDULENT) ASSIGNMENTS 

1. On February 2, 2012, the Illinois Attorney General filed a Complaint, Case 
12CH03602, The Peo1ple ofthe State oflllinois, Plaintiff, v. Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc., 
a Florida corporatiom, Defendants (see Group Exhibit 2.1 ). 

2. Previously, on May 25, 2011, a Subpoena had been issued to Nationwide Title 
Clearing, Inc (see Grolllp Exhibit 2.2). It was not until February 22, 2012 that I was able to 
access that Subpoena via a Freedom of Information request. 

3. The Exhibits included in support of the Subpoena were: 
a. ExhilbitA,. rclative ill lLSC Case JJ33J3 {Bee Group E.xhihiJ2.2.c) includes 
the same competent evidence I have submitted under Section 1 109 certification 
to Judge Siegel and Judge Rossi in the 12th Judicial Circuit Court and to the 
Justices \)~+.be Yd J\~'a.\-;:o Cm.rt ri 
b. Exhilbit B, relative to ILSC Case 113039 (see Group Exhibit 2.2.d) includes 
the sam-e competent evidence I have submitted to under Section 1 109 
certification to Associate Judge Cerne and to Judge Gibson in the I gJJ> Judicial 
Circuit Court and to the Justices of the 2"d Appellate Court. 

4. In addition, I have submitted competent evidence from the Will County and DuPage 
County property records to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, 
Illinois Attorney GeneFal that Plaintiff attorneys are fabricating! recording fraudulent 
assignments in the Illinois property records: 

a. Jill Rein, Managing Partner at Pierce & Associates, as "Certifying Officer" for 
the Mor-tgage Electronic Registration System 
b. William McAlister of Codilis & Associates, as "Signator" for the Mortgage 
Electromic Registration System 

5. QUESTION: What kind of competent evidence is required relevant to 
assignments recorded in the Illinois property records? 

a. Wound the Court grant an Order for Foreclosure and Sale to Santa Claus 
based om upon a "humorous" assignment (see Key Exhibit 23)? 
b. Why are any of the fraudulent assignments any more valid, when the 
Illinois JU.r.w.LIJ>..r.l' Alf .UWJb AJ3' ..rJ'{UW'J'JJ ill .JI.J'SJ'p/ AIIJ'.tb..i.!.w ~JJ ,..,J.t.b 
no verification, whatsoever? 

6. QUESTION·, 'i'..mt "L'llll ~y 'llrelialffint'rA:-.~d, 'li·lut~m't:"ltlli 
even required to prov· e legal standing to agree to any loan modifications, principal 
reductions, or refinan ces: 

a. If the PfafutftTS know tfiey ao not fiave fegalfy enlorceafife standing, 
if/when the Mortgagors sign loan modifications, principal reductions, or 
refinan-ces, FRAUDULENT DOCUMENTATION has been replaced with 
legally € • nforceable documentation. 
b. Do th• -! legal fees associated with those Mandatory Mediation meetings get 
billed to the Mortgagor? 
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6. QUESTlOJ"''': How can Mandatory 1\'fediation 6e required, iftfie l"l'aintitfs are not 
even required to pro•ve legal standing to agree to any loan modifications, principal 
reductions, or refina;nces (con't.): 

c. If the Mortgagor makes the requisite monthly payments for a ''trial" 
modification, but a final modification is denied, then the Mortgagor effectively 
has bee n conned out of all of those monies that will be needed for movin_g costs 
upon ar :1 Order for Possession after the Plaintiff forecloses, anyway. 
d. It ap pears that Mandatory Mediation meetings are a "win-win" for the 
P.laintiL 't''i.. 
NOTE:: In the l21

h Judicial Circuit Court of Will County, those mandatory 
mediat ions are not digitally recorded and there is no Order signed by the 
presiding~. SlJ drere is IDJ witJre...--s- tu aay· ~" llgTWIIMit's" anra'e by· 
the Plaintiff's counsel. 

7. When I called a 1it1e Search company to ask about "Sheriff's Certificate of Sale~ vs. 
"Sheriff's Deed", I me ntioned that Illinois attorneys were fabricating assignments. The person 
casually mentioned, "Uh, there are a lot ofthose." 

8. Again, Illinois attorneys are violating the Code of Professional Standards: 
a. Violation of conflict of interest by acting on behalf of both the Assignor and the 
Assignee 
b. How do they have signing authority for the Assignor 
c. Com mission of a Class X Felony against a financial institution under 
Public .4d D9ti-J5.5J, .4.N" .4CT CD.NCJ!R..NJ.NG CRIMJ.N.M .. L4 W Y~ Key 
Exhibit 19.a inclusive) for intentionally assigning a Note in default to a 
financiial institution. 

8. Per media re ports, reputable Title Insurance companies will no longer insure titles for 
any properties 1that have been foreclosed in Florida. 

a. QUESTION: Will onlY disreputable Title Insurance companies, as now 
being specified to Mortgagors to use by foreclosure Plaintiffs, insure my two 
properties? 
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XI\". FEEUBACK- PROPOSAL 6/DEFENDANT NOTIFICATIONS 

1. Regarding s ubmission of any Motions to Vacate, based on my cases, it would appear to 
be a total waste of the little money foreclosure defendants have: 

a. On 1\ 1ay 7, 2011, I filed the Defendant Motion to Vacate Judgment for 
F oreclc •sure and Sale (see Group Exhibit 13.1 inclusive). 
b. On Jfune 22,2011, Judge Rossi signed an Order denying the Motion to Vacate 
Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale (see Group Exhibit 13.2) 
c. On !Yla!:cb.. 6, '2Jl t 2, l t.i.l.oo tlv! M<ltilln. m v ~ v Qid Ot&!:'>- d~~e tQ I.=k Qf 
Jurisdiction Pursuant to Section 2-619 with the Supreme Court of Illinois (see 
Group lExhibit 5 inclusive) 
d. Orr ''vl<rrL-TI 2{), 2{)12, l Ct:l,"\i9ru' a: '1'Mtific-aticrrr L~"tcr" drat ~-nnw '\\Jaticrrr 
Denied", but no such order was included (see Group Exhibit 5.2). 

2. Per"its Apitl b, 2012 nifing ·in case ·No. 5-10-04~3 (see KeyEXliioit 1U), ihe same 
Appellate Court ofllli nois, Fifth District, No. 5-10-0483 ruled that foreclosure Defendants 
cannot appeal any foreclosures for any reason unless a final order to approve the sale of their 
homes has been granted, even if the sale was based on fraud, which means that no Order can ever 
be considered "final". 

3. The Background and Analysis in that No. 5-10-0483 ruling (see Key Exhibit 10) 
clearly document that 1the Defendant-Appellant did everything that Proposal6 recommends (see 
Key Exhibit 2), but thu Ap]Jellate Court, Fifth District cited a 1989 Su]Jreme Court ruling to 
:lismiss the Appeal. Tlhat ruling is basically saying that no foreclosure defendants can appeal 
until after the crimimal sale of home is approved by the court. 

4. Yet, that rulimg clearly violates the same Appellate Cpurt's prior Bayview ruling No. 
5-06-0664 on May 21, 2008 (see Key Exhibit 9) relative to a Summary Judgment, which is not a 
final order. 

5. QUESTION: Why would any judge admit prior judicial error by vacating his 
own prior order? 
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XV. FEEDBACK-PROPOSAL 9/YLAfNTIFF ATTORNE\'' AFFIDAVIT 

1. Rule 137 already applies to the Plaintiff alleged attorneys: 
a. Per nny entire Fraud Upon the Court section relative to Will County, 
particullarly the two Motions for Sanctions (see Group Exhibit 1.4 inclusive) and 
Group .Exhibit 1.8 inclusive), the attorneys from Pierce & Associates (Denis 
Pierce, Robert Deisinger, and Shaun Callahan) and the attorneys from Dykema 
Gossett (Patrick Stanton and Amy Jonker) committed blatant Fraud Upon the 
Court. 
b. Robert J. Emanuel, as a principal attorney for Deutsch, Levy & Engel, but then 
as a primcipal attorney for Much, Shelist et al, also blatantly violated Rule 13 7. 

2. I have submitted competent evidence from the Will County and DuPage County 
property records to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, Illinois 
Attorney General that Plaintiff attorneys are fabricating/ recording fraudulent assignments in the 
Illinois property records: 

a. Jill Rein, Managing Partner at Pierce & Associates, as "Certifying Officer" for 
the .Mtw1g.age EJt>.cJ:rnni!' ~t>g.i<;tr.atino .Sy.ste.ro 
b. Williiam McAlister of Codilis & Associates, as "Signator" for the Mortgage 
Electro nic Registration System 

3. Will such re•.:ommended attorney "affidavits" require Section I 109 Certification/ 
penalty of peJjury? 

4. QUESTION: How can independent law firms, Pierce & Associates!Dykema 
Gossett in Will Couruty and Pierce & Associates!Deutsch, Levy & Engel/Much Shelist in 
DuPage County allegedly represent the same Plaintiff client, with no Motions to Withdraw 
filed by Pierce & Ass• ~ciates in either case? 
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X\'"I. FEEDBACK- NO ENFORCEMENT 

I. In the proposals to "improve" foreclosure proceedings (see Key Exhibit 2), there is no 
mention of enforceme. nt. 

2. The Plaintiflfs have already violated HARP, HAMP, and a multitude of Consent Orders 
from federal regulatory agencies with impunity. 

3. Just like the- o\mt>..r.inpl"~'lt.&-.ttlf'.mJ>.nt.<R l;umal:';\1.1, WM.,th~:.'lllt>.JY'..rl.l)latiooal. 
Mortgage Settlement < )f 2012 effectively has changed nothing relative to criminal foreclosure 
processes like the crirr 1inal sale of my Naperville home on July 20, 2011. 

4. In fact, neither the National Mortgage Settlement nor the Independent Foreclosure 
Review process covers either of my two foreclosures: 

a. The foreclosure Complaint for my primary residence was not filed by the 
service r, American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. Even if it were, that servicer 
is not included as a servicer in the "National Mortgage Settlement". 
b. The fnrt>.cJnsl.lTI" C.nropJ.ai.nt fnr my .Al.ITilT.ll ,nropt'J1y .is.oot .my ,ru:i.uJ;lry 
residence. 

5. QUESTION-, y..y.,. ~'ll .. telrel"lb.'ptltgt'uH.,~'Mn.'!IVCI"ltCIM: .. illl'tXtm"Ut-e 

fraud? If the federal courts have jurisdiction, then why aren't the State Attorneys General 
filing federal rackete· ering/RICO or Ponzi scheme Complaints? 
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KHC. C\JNCLUSCON 

I. Even a cur:sory review of this submission with its several hundred pages of 
Exhibits that have b•een previously submitted under Section 1109 Certification clearly 
documents a GROSS MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE relative to the CRIMINAL SALE OF 
MY HOME. 

2. It is also btiatantly obvious that the RULE OF LAW DOES NOT EXIST AT ANY 
LEVEL OF THE ILLINOIS JUDICIARY SYSTEM. 

3.1t is also bl:atantly obvious that there is ZERO INTEGRITY at any level of the 
Illinois Judiciary Sy!.;tem, by attorneys or by judges/Justices. 

a thing: 
4. The propos:als (see Key Exhibit 2) to "improve" foreclosure procedures will not change 

a. The:y totally fail to address any accountability for Plaintiff foreclosure attorneys 
for the Commission of a Class X Felony against a financial institution under 
Public Act 096-1551, AN ACT CONCERNING CRIMINAL LAW see Key 
Exhibi.iiJ L'l1> .iw-lwl.i;ttl,\ IN .i.t>JJ>~ .1WI.lf..ti.Uw .l.l.~.i.v .dl>h.WJ I.P.1.1 
financial institution. 
b. They totally fail to address any accountability for foreclosure judges who are 
accessories to ongomg crimina\ enterprises, like Judge Siegel's explicit 
commi ssion of a Class I Felony as reported to the Judicial Inquiry Board on April 
12, 20ll2. 
c. They totaffy faif to address the criminal foreclosures fike mine where Fraud 
Upon the Court was committed at every step in the foreclosure process. 
d. Per the pleadings, Amy Jonker of Dykema, Gossett, one of the two 
"alleg1~" law firms representing the Plaintiff, could not even keep track of 
which Deutsche Bank National Trust this was in, R2004-R1 or R2004-R2. 
NOTE: The April12, 2012 submission to the Judicial Inguiry Board was a 
prerequisite to this "term paper" Written Submission to Supreme Court 
Mortgage Foreclosure Committee under Misprision of Felony. 

5. By my Defe·ndant/ Appellant Certifications under Section I I 09 Certification, I verified 
everything I submitted in both of my foreclosure cases from the District Courts to the Appellate 
Courts, and to the Illinois Supreme Court: 

a. Yet, the Plaintiff's alleged law firms never verified a thing. 
b. No attorney or law firm filed an Appearance in either Case 113313 or Case 
113039 with. the Su\)xeme Courtoflllinois.., because doirl%so would be 9erlury, 
since the several law firms were hired by the servicers in both cases, not directly 
by the lPlaintiffs. 

6. The foreclosm-e i..Trf1l"ml:l.Tr¢'>"its lfJXI:koi &-eta ~Tif:n"L'l:: tJ.'re lnit;m's M,7!."tg~ Fa.~'\\:mu-e 
Law that notes securitized into Mortgage-Backed Security trusts and registered in the Mortgage 
Electronic Registration System cannot elect to enforce those securities under the Illinois 
Mortgage Foreclosure Law A! ALL (see Group "Exliibit b "mc"lus'Ive): 

a. Any/ all foreclosures based on securitized notes are VOID, even if chain of title 
were vt ~rified. 
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7. The "Do - Via'·'' changes (see Key Exnioit .Wj viofate tile fifinois Conveyances Act, tile 
Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law, and the Illinois Statute of Frauds. 

8. Per my Request for an Immediate Investigation of Judge Richard J. Siegel for 
Commission of a Cia ss 1 Felony and for Multiple Violations ofthe Judicial Code of 
Conduct (see Group Exhibit 1.1 inclusive) served upon the Judicial Inguiry Board on April 
12, 2012, all prior foreclosure rulings by Judge Siegel on behalf of Plaintiffs are now 
suspect, as well. 

8. The "forecl osure mill" law firms in my two cases (Pierce & Associates; Dykema, 
Gossett; Deutsch, Lt,!vy & Engel; Much, Shelist et al; and Dunn, Martin et al) and in other 
cases I have research ted and reported (Codilis & Associates and Freedman, Anselmo et al) 
qualify as organizer.! of an ongoing criminal fmancial enterprises. 

q .. All i,ndJlj!.'i/IrtL'ltic.e.-vmclthe, man:~;; attome.'Y"-whn. hwe. failecltn. ri!1J11!1.the. 
judges/Justices and atltomeys for investigation have become accessories to the felonies. 

10. The many .(d~!hm'i\.~ k.N~:".r-.\1 nm'.t*u' i'ikn-.-*"rol'l .. ol'l\'d.~il'Jni' .bt-n· 
committed TREASON against the Constitution. As a direct result, all judicial immunity is 
waived. 

11. Any Judge , Justice, or attorney who reads this submission, with copies of the 
extensive documentat on which has been submitted under Section 1 109 certification to the 
District Courts, to the 2"d13rd Appellate Courts, and to the Supreme Court of Illinois is reguired to 
take action on this carefully documented competent evidence by: 

a. Ruk 63 for judges/justices and 
b. Ruk !til. 'lS.attome.'5"-· 

12. CRITICAL: Both the 121
h and the 181

b Judicial Circuit Courts digitally record 
fill foredosrrre lrearinrg.r. 

13. Per those digital recordings, as well as the Plaintiff filings/pleadings, provide 
extensive evidence tiJ · at fhe foreClosure courtrooms of fhe lib. and fhe 1'811. JudiCial Circuit 
Courts meet the deft nition of ongoing criminal financial enterprises. 

14. With two Illinois governors in a row who have been convicted of corruption and are 
now in prison, I have requested that the Illinois Attorney General investigate the many District 
Court judges, the 2"d/3rd Am;1ellate Court Justices, and each of the Illinois SuJ?reme Court Justices 
for TREASON agains't the Constitution for violating my right to Due Process under the 
Constitution. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS 

KEY EXHIBITS 
1. 2012/04/13, Consumer Financial Protection Bureau Re: Service Providers (3 pgs.) 
2. 2012/04/04, Illinois Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee Proposals (2 pgs.) 
3. 2012/04/04, Affidavit I (3 pgs.) 
4. 2012/04/04, Affidavit 2 (4 pgs.) 
5. 2010/09/01, Af lidavit in Case 09CH03797 (2 pgs.) 
6. 20 ll!Q ll20, A.tlidavi.t i.u C= 09CH01 ?9? (2 Q'b"--~ 
7. 2012/04/1 0, E-1 nail to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, 

Illinois Attome:y General re: ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT SEEKING COMMENTS 
ON PROPOSALS TO li~fPROl/E FORECLOSURE l'ROCEEDliVGS, Aj1ri14, 2()12, 
including Marc:h 23, 2011 e-mail re: SCHEFFERSIILSC TREASONOUS *DENIAL* 
OF Motion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to Section 2-619 (6 pgs.) 

8. 2011/01/07, MatSsachusetts Supreme Jud·IC·Ja1 Court, U.S. Bank NatiOnal Associates, 
trustee [FNI] v~<>. Antonio IBANEZ (16 pgs.) 

9. 2008/05/21, Ap·pellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District, No. 5-06-0664, Bayview Loan 
Servicing, L.L.C. v. Jeffrey Eden Nelson (6 pgs.) 
a. A summary judgment is an appropriate remedy only if the pleadings, depositions, 

and admissions on file, together with any affidavits, show that there is no genuine 
issue of material fact and that the movant is entitled to a judgment as a matter of 
law. Pu rtill v. Hess, I I I Il1.2d 229, 240 (1986) (pg. 4). 

b. Nothmf.: ..w .t.bJ" bi1l.l c.NA.rJ ... .,.c.wa~ .i.Nl\r.n.r.)l.tb.at .&p..U>,.,.. .lm\dl: .t.bJ" .m.~~.~:~g.1\."-" 
or note that is the subject of this foreclosure action. (final pg.) 

c. Additio•nally, because there was no basis for the entry of a summary 
jot.gment in favor of Bayview, the court improperly entered the judgment of 
foreclos:ure and order of sale. (fmal pg.) 

10. 2012/04/06, Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District, No. 5-10-0483 (3 pgs.) 
II. 2012/12/23, Chief Justice Kilbride of the Supreme Court of Illinois correction of order 

per Motion to Correct submitted by non-attorney (2 pgs.) 
12. 2012/04/05, 12th Judicial Circuit Court Online Docket, Judicial Notice requested 

(10 pgs.) 
13. 2009109116, Pie rce & Associates Collection Letter (2 pgs.) 

a. Hired b)J American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., the servicer, not by the 
Plaintiff 

b. The total amount ofthe debt due is $186,795.82 vs. $170,963.25 in the Complaint 
14. 20 I 0/02/26, Plaintiff & Re&QODSe to Defendant' & Fi.Js.t Request fur Production. 

(6 pgs.) 
15. 2010/08/12, Order (I pg.) 

a. "All fili~ bj· Dcf.cn.dtttrtSc/relkn- rebtt-ed tuttUNmatn~~. 
counterclaims, or related defense matters must be submitted to the Court for 
written approval regarding whether Plaintiff must respond or whether the 
filings lvlll be stricken witbout bearing or further briefings." 
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KEY EXHIBITS (CON'T.) 
16. 2010111/16, Report of Proceedings, presiding Judge Siegel (11 pgs.) 
17 2011107101, Notice of Appeal (1 pg.) 
18 2011/07120, Sh,eriff's Report of Sale and Distribution (2 pgs.) 
19. Foundational Illinois legislation, Supreme Court Rules, Civil Statutes, and 

J udiciall Attomq C .odes of J>.ro.ft>&.<;.inna.l C .nodJ.u-i 
a. Public Act 096-1551, AN ACT concerning criminal law, effective July I, 2011 

(3 pgs.) 
b. Rule 63 , C= 3 \3 pg&.) 
c. Rule SA, Misconduct (2 pgs.) 
d. List ofl ~xhibits- Motion to Vacate (3 pgs.) 

f) ILCS T35.5/C C®, Code ot~Civif Procedure, re: V"eritlcation oy 
Certification 

2) ILCS 735 51 Art. II. Pt. I 0, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Summary 
.Judgment 

3) J[LCS 765-510.01, Illinois Conveyances Act 
4) lfLCS 735 51 Art. XV, Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law 
5) ILCS 810 51 Article 3, Uniform Commercial Code, re: Negotiable 

Securities and Part 3. Enforcement oflnstruments 
6) JLC'.i 715 51 Art.. ll, Pt. 6 Cede Q{ Ci.'li.l Ptucedure, te·. Pleadi.u.g, 

e. Illinois ]financial Crime Law (4 pgs.) 
20. 2010, "Do- Di<d", by James McGuire (I pg.) 
21. 20091'01/15 ~igmrreatal!ll«• (ga~'IJ«d (1 pg.J 

NOTE: Allege·d assignment was notarized after the Note was in default with an 
effective date after the Note was included in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing on 
January 311, 2Uili1J 

22. 2008111/20 AU.eged corporate resolution by Citi Residential Lending Inc. regarding 
signing authoriky for assignments by Crystal Moore and Bryan Bly, both employees of 
Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc., not ofCiti Residential Lending (3 pgs.) 
a. Bryan Bly 
b. Crystal Moore 
c. Only 2 uf 3 signatures 
d. No titleH of signatories 

NOTE: Where did T<.»>r» & C»Jmmry Cn-ms JIJIJ.I.>.w.i:l.e Cn} R.es.Mie»J.iaJ l..e»JJ.i.vg J»e. It> .Jwy.e 
legal standing to assign the Note and the Mortgage 
23. 07109110 Santa Claus Assignment as fabricated/published on the Internet ( 1 pg.) 
24. 2010110125 Den'l;me 'Om Re: Ceruim A\\egati= Regannng Loan ';',erilcer roredosme 

Practices (1 pg. ) 
a. "Specifically, the Trustee issued, on October 8, 2010, the attached memorandum 

to afllo an servicers tor U.S. residential mortgage backed securities trustsff 
NOTE: The alleged trust is not a land trust as specifill(l in Sec. 15-1106 of the Illinois 
Mortgage Foroeclosure Law 
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KEY EXHIBITS (C< >N'T.) 
25. 2010/10/08, Deutsche Bank Re: Allegations Regarding Certain Servicing Foreclosure 

Procedures (3 pgs.) 
a. "We write to express the Trustee's serious concern regarding allegations of 

potential defects in foreclosure practices, procedures and/or documentation used 
by certain Jmljor Joan se.rvk.ers and Jhejr agents" (pg. J) 

b. "Cease and desist from taking any unlawful or improper action with respect 
to the servicing of Trust assets, including, but not limited to, making any 
false or nM.'mi"d'mg "!1\11"\.Hnmi"!l 'm 1k11Y f~, noittt:, \\ocnmftki wt papn t>t 1k11Y 
kind" ( pg. 2) 

c. "Cease and desist from executing any document on behalf of the Trustee or 
on beb:alf of any Trust, under any power or attorney or otherwise, unfess and 
until the Servicer and its agents have: (a) verified that all statements in such 
docum·ent are true, complete and correct; and (b) determined that the 
executi•on and filing of such documents are in full compliance with all 
applica ble laws, rules and regulations, including all applicable rules of court" 
(pg. 2) 

NOTE: The January 10, 2011 Affidavit of Prove-Up document violates this Cease 
and Desist order with its violation of the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing on January 
30,2009 
NOTE: The atffiant apparently had no personal knowledge ofthe Chapter 7 
Bankruptcy 
d. "Cease and desist from executing any document in a manner that indicates 

or sugg:ests that the signatory is an officer or employee of the Trustee" (pg. 2) 
NOTE: The January 10, 2011 Affidavit of Prove-Up document violates this Cease and 
Desist order as "Agent" for the Trustee 
26. 2008/07/28 Demtsche Bank Re: Advisory Concerning Servicing Issues Affecting 

Securitized Housing Assets ( 4 pgs.) 
NOTE: The ali.IJ>gro t.ro...t ill .DDt .a .Ianrl irJL<d .as .sp£J".ifW.d in .&J"_ J.5-JJ flli nf tiw J.lliDJlis 
Mortgage For·eclosure Law 
a. "(1) Foreclosure Procedures: Proof of "Ownership" of Loans (pg. 1) 

1) "\y, ~wn}A~e W...fu ?},\ i~a\, -.'ali.e, 'ld'J.d J,m,?}, \a'W'>, rok-., I~"ll\at~ 
;and court procedures" 

NOTE: The Illlinois Conveyances Act controls the recording requirements relative 
to real estate liens 
b. "In this regard, the Trustee is concerned that servicers make clear to their 

servicing personnel and other professionals, including legal counsel, retained by 
servicer s, that securitization trusts typically become the owners of, and take 
title to, mortgage loans at the time the securitization trusts are formed (pg. 2) 

NOTE: The alleged Trust closed on February 6, 2004 
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KEY EXHIBITS (CON'T.) 
26. 2008/07/28 Deutsche Bank Re: Advisory Concerning Servicing Issues Affecting 

Securitized U.ousing Assets (con't.) 
c. "In particular, servicing professionals must become sufficiently familiar with the 

terms o f the relevant securitization documents for each Trust for which they act to 
explain. ami. where ne.c.essary, prove thase te.rms ;md the reSJJJtjng ownership 
interests to courts and government agencies" (pg. 2) 

d. "In no event should servicer-retained foreclosure professionals, including 
counse\, "llffilreld. 'lrin-6 ~. 'nn.'adirug "l.11Ul'~, 'run. 'rll!iteVnig •lJM 'hi~: 
Truste< e directly controls the foreclosure process or any related litigation 
proces! ·; (pg. 2) 

NOTE: The Compfafnt in tfifs fnstant action lists tfie -rrust as l'faintm~ not 
American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., as servicer on behalf of the Trust 

27. 2007/08/30 Deutsche Bank Re: Complaint With Laws, RuJes and Regulations in 
Connection Wiith Foreclosures on Securitized Assets: Attentiveness to Certain 
Community an,d Governmental Concerns: Proper Description of Legal Capacities (2 pgs.) 
NOTE: The allle_ged trust is not a land trust as specified in Sec. 15-1106 of the Illinois 
Mortgage Foreclosure Law 
a. "d) At .all times properly identify your representative capacity, as servicer, and 

DBNTC'<>.Qt ORTCA'<>.caJil'll!i.~ "as. TruW!I!Qqi.ns~rt.naro.e.Qftel.evam. Tru->t\" i.n. 
all notk;es, pleadings, correspondence or other documents relating to the mortgage 
loans" (pg. 2) 

NOTE: The C\Jmpt'aim' irr tiffs iammt~n:tfua IM:s tire TnrstoN l'mi.tr(iff, ffiJt 
American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., as servicer on behalf of the Trust 
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GROUP EXHIBIT 1 -FRAUD UPON THE COURT 
I. 2012/04/12, Judicial Inquiry Board 

a. Reque,st for an Immediate Investigation of Judge Richard J. Siegel for 
Commission of a Class 1 Felony and for Multiple Violations of the Judicial 
Code o f Conduct ( 5 pgs.) 

b. JudiciaJ O.uDj1.1ai.ot FLt= { 4 pg"') 
c. List of Exhibits (3 pgs.) 
d. 2012/04/13, USPS Signature-Required Proof of Delivery (I pg.) 

2. 2012/04/05, Cci!:ft~~> \)fE-rrm'.b W.t\-qmni-mli.'> \)f ~'m::l'. P'iW'i'> tl) C== C=-cl, 
lAG, Re: WIL L COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL COMMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY 
ON 02/29/12 
a. Notice oH<ifing, Aprif 5, l\J fl (f pg.) 
b. Certification of Service (I pg.) 
c. 2012/04/04 Letter to Judge Richard J. Siegel with Signature-Required 

Confirrnation of Delivery of2307 1770 0000 1052 1604 (1 pg.) 
d. 2012/04/04 List of Enclosures (2 pgs.) 
e. 2012/03/02 E-mails to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Consumer Fraud 

Bureau, Illinois Attorney General 
I) Re: SCHEFFERS I of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 

COMMITIEO CLA.SS l FELONY ON Q2/29!l2 (4 'i\'8'>-~ 
2) Re: SCHEFFERS 2 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 

COMMITTED CLASS I FELONY ON 02/29/12 (2 pgs.) 
3) Re: SCHEFFERS 3 af 6/WILL COU?I.'TY JUDGE SIEGEL 

COMMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY ON 02/29/12 (1 pg.) 
4) Re: SCHEFFERS 4 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 

CUMMlTTED Ll.,AS'S 1 r"El.,UNl' UN tf2f2W12 (4 pgs.) 
5) Re: SCHEFFERS 5 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 

COMMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY ON 02/29/12 (4 pgs.) 
6) Re: SCHEFFERS 6 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 

COMMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY ON 02/29/12 (2 pgs.) 
3. 2011/09/07, Report of Proceedings, presiding Judge O'Leary's signature forged by 

William MeAl ister of Codilis & Associates (3 pgs.) 
4. 2010/11112, Motion for Sanctions 

a. Notice ofMothw, November J2, 20JD(J pg.) 
b. Proof C·>f Service (2 pgs.) 
c. Defendlant Section 1 109 Certification (1 pg.) 
d. Def-end' am Mm'ton fm 'i'>anrt'tum; \B pgs.) 
e. List of Exhibits ( 13 pgs.) 

5. 2010/11/22, Recusal Order by Judge Siegel under Rule 63 (3 pgs.) 
6. 2011/01/21, Response to Detendant's Motion for Sactions <sic> 

a. Notice ofFiling/ProofofService, January 21,2011 (1 pg.) 
b. Response to Defendant's Motion for Sactions <sic> (2 pgs.) 
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GROUP EXHIBIT 1- FRAUD UPON THE COURT (CON'T.) 
7. 2011/02/07, D efendant Reply in Support of Defendant Motion for Sanctions 

a. Notice of Filing, February 7, 2011 (1 pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (2 pgs.) 
c. Defendc.ant Section 1 109 Certification (1 pg.) 
d. Defen<i.ant Rep] y in Support of Defeml.ant MotiOJJ for Sanctions (J J pgs) 
e. List of Exhibits (1 0 pgs.) 

8. 2011/05/08, l\·1otion for Sanctions Against Pierce & Associates Pursuant to Rule 137 
a. Notice \"JlM>A'tm., Ma"j 'b, 1'1',\ \ \\ pg.) 
b. Proof o>fService (1 pg.) 
c. Defend ant Section 1 109 Certification (1 pg.) 
d. Motion tor Sanctions Against f'ierce & Associates f'ursuant to Rufe f3T (5 pgs.) 
e. List of Exhibits ( 4 pgs.) 

9. Pierce & Associates Response to Defendant's Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & 
Associates Pursuant to Rule 137- NONE 

10. 2011/06/22, Order (1 pg.) 
a. "Defemdant's Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & Associates is denied." 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2~- lAG COMPLAINT 12CH03602 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF 
COOK COUNTY 
1. 2012/02/02, Complaint 12CH03602 in the Circuit Court of Cook County, Chancery 

Division 
a. The People of the State of Illinois, Plaintiff, v. Nationwide Title Clearing, 

Inc., a J?.Jro-hl.a J>nrpnr.at.iruJ,. DJ>fP.Ddaob 
b. Filed February 2, 2012 
c. Complaint for Injunctive and Other Relief for violations of the Consumer Fraud 

and De-~:~yt,'.~ Bm.'.Y&:lo'l> \'1?&.\'n:-~ A.~t \''C== tl'liOO A.~t'), 'b\S \LC~ %5!\ 
et seq ( 23 pgs.) 

d. Exhibits (6 pgs.) 
l. :Wf flt15t25, St116poena Duces recum oftfie Attorney Genera( oftfie State offffinois, The 

People of the State of Illinois Consumer Protection Division 
a. Subpoena Duces Tecum of the Attorney General of the State of Illinois (1 pg.) 
b. Rider t<o Subpoena for Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc. with Interrogatories and 

Reques. ts for Production ( 5 pgs.) 
c. Exhibit A, relative to ILSC Case 113313 (9 pgs,) 
d. Exhibit B, relative to ILSC Case 113039 (2 pgs.) 
e. Certified Mail (1 pg.) 
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ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT CASES 113313/113039 

GROUP EXHIBIT 3- CASE 113313, NOTICE OF FILING PETITION FOR LEAVE TO 
APPEAL PURSUAI'-IT TO RULE 315 OR APPEAL AS A MATTER OF RIGHT 
PURSUANT TO RULE 317 
I. 2011/11/02, N nt.i!'.e DfFjli.ng J>£'Jjt.ino fw lf"JJY.e filj~,qru'.al J>ursuaot tnRul.e 3J5 LIT .A,qru'.al 

as a Matter of Right Pursuant to Rule 317 
a. Notice ofFiling, November 2, 2011 (2 pgs.) 
b. Proof eli ~-eTY'tre \1 ~.) 
c. Defendant Section 1 109 Certification (1 pg.) 
d. Notice of Filing Petition for Leave to Appeal Pursuant to Rule 315 or Appeal as a 

Matter orRigftt f'ursuant to Rufe 3fT (f9 pgs.) 
e. Separmte Appendix (8 pgs.) 

2. 2012/01/25, "Notification Letter" (1 pg.) 
a. "The S upreme Court today DENIED the petition for leave to appeal or appeal as a 

matter of right in the above entitled cause." 

GROUP EXHIBIT 4- CASE 113313, MOTION FOR SERVICE OF ORDERS SIGNED 
BY SUPREME COURT AND APPELLATE COURT JUSTICES 
1. 2012/12/15, l\·1otion for Service of Orders Signed by Supreme Court and Appellate Court 

Justices 
a. Notice of Filing, December 15,2012 (1 pg.) 
b. Proof o•f Service ( 4 _p,gsJ 
c. Defendant Section 1 109 Certification ( 1 pg.) 
d. Motior 1 for Service of Orders Signed by Supreme Court and Appellate Court 

lnstir.t>~."- (2Q 'il'b"-·~ 
e. Separatte Appendix (7 pgs.) 

2. 2012/01/06, "Notification Letter" (1 pg.) 
a:. "T ou'.ry tire {QUuwirrg onit:r was- an'ereli irr t.'n: ._-a:pti.Jcred c-ast::· M\1trorr ay· 

petiti011er, pro se, for service of signed orders by Supreme Court and Appellate 
Court Jfustices, Motion Denied. Order entered by the court." 
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GROUP EXHIBIT 5- CASE 113313, MOTION TO VACATE VOID ORDERS DUE TO 
LACK OF JURISDICTION PURSUANT TO SECTION 2-619 
1. 2012/03/06, Motion to Vacate Void Orders due to Lack of Jurisdiction Pursuant to 

Section 2-619 
a. Notice of Filing, March 6, 2012 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Service ( 4pgs,) 
c. Defendant Section I I 09 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Motion to Vacate Void Orders due to Lack of Jurisdiction Pursuant to Section 

2-619 (16 ~'b"-·l 
e. Appendix (2 pgs.) 

2. 2012/03/20, "Notification Letter" (I pg.) 
a. "Motin11 by· (1\Xitia•TO~ f11U S\;", irJ l'~&~ (jllid (j)-Uets dct"e ta .~""k af]mTsdi~"tibJ.T 

Pursuant to Section 2-619. Motion denied." 
3. 2012/03/26, E-mail to Consumer Counsel, lAG Re: SCHEFFERS!ILSC TREAONOUS 

*DENIAL* O>F Motion to Vacate Void Orders l'ursuant to Section 2-619 
a. Notice of Filing, March 26, 2012 (I pg.) 
b. Certification of Service (I pg.) 
c. 2012/03/23, E-mails to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Consumer Fraud 

Bureau, Illinois Attorney General Re: SCHEFFERSIILSC TREAONOUS 
*DENlAL* OF Motion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to Section 2-619 (3 pgs.) 

d. 2012/0 3/20, "Notification Letter" (I pg.) 
I) "Motion by petitioner, pro se, to vacate void orders due to lack of 

jurisdiction PL!Tswmt to Section 2 -6J 9. Motion denieD." (J pg.) 

THIRD APPELLATE COURT CASE 3-11/0476 

GROUP EXIDBIT 6 -PETITION FOR CERTIFICATE OF IMPORTANCE 
1. 2011110/17, Petition for Certificate oflmportance 

a. Notice of Filing, October 17,2011 (lpg.) 
b. Certification of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defendlant Section I 109 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Petition fat Certi.ftcate of lnu;lortance (l1 ~'b'i..) 

2. 2011111110, "Notification Letter" (I pg.) 
a. 'The C ourt has this day entered in the above entitled cause the following order: 

Appell<illt's Petition far Certiftellt<: af lmpart8noe is DENIED." 
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121
h JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT CASE 09CH3797 

GROUP EXHIBIT 7- ANSWER AND COUNTER-COMPLAINT 
I. 2009/11/13, Amswer and Counter-Complaint 

a. Defend ant Section I I 09 Certification (I pg.) 
b. Ali'SJf~'r a..ru COM~t.eJ. .. -C&'llp\ltn\w (21) pgs.) 
c. Exhibilt Categories ( 4 pgs.) 

GR.OOT''EXlllYm 11" - 'lfi1"i111WlJA.M'~M\TI"'\m"i1"\)Y( Q\7111'1 '1111..11 
I. 2009/11/09, D•,:fendant's Motion for Quiet Title 

a. Notice ~fMotion, November 9, 2009 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title (2 pgs.) 

2. 2009/12/21, Response to Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title 
a. Notice ofFiling!ProofofService, December 21,2009 (I pg.) 
b. Response to Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title (3 pgs.) 

3. 2010101.114, D efe.ndant!Cmmter-Plaintiff RepJy to PlaintW'ICounter-Defe.ndant Response 
to Motion for ·Quiet Title (15 pgs.) 
a. Notice of Filing, January 14, 2010 (2 pgs.) 
't>. 'hudi di <trervn:t\'t-pg:] 
c. Defend llant Section I 109 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Defend~ant/Counter-PiaintiffReply to Plaintiffi'Counter-Defendant Response to 

Moti01 1 tor Quiet Titre (f:,-pgs.j 
e. List of" Exhibits (I pg.) 

4. 2009/11/24, O•rder with briefing schedule (I pg.) 
5. 2009/11/28, 0 rder (1 pg.) 

a. "Motion for Quiet Title denied." 
b. "Plaint iff has 28 days to respond to Defendant's Counterclaim and Affirmative 

Defenses, as well as any pending discovery." 

GROUP EXHIBIT 9- UEJ!ENU;\Nl' M.Ol'lON. l'O COM.~1LL ~WlUUCl'lON. 
I. 2009/12/24, D>efendant's First Request for Production (3 pgs.) 
2. 2010/02/26, Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production 

a. Certification of SerYice, February 26, 20 W (l pg.) 
b. Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's First Request for Production ( 5 pgs.) 

3. 2010/06/11, Defendant Motion to Compel Production 
a. Notice ofMotion- Amended Date, June 11,2010 (1 pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (1 pg.) 
c. Defendant Section I 109 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Defendant Motion to Compel Production (4 pgs.) 
e. List of Exhibits (1 pg.) 

4. 2010/08112, Order (1 pg.) 
a. "Defemdant' s Motions denied for reasons stated on the record." 
NOTE: No SIJcb reason stated in the Report of Proceedings. 
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GROUP EXHIBIT 10- PLAINTIFF/COUNTER-DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES AND COUNTER- COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO 
735 ILCS SECTION 2-619.1 
I. 2010/03/16, PI aintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and 

Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 2-619.1 
a. Certification of Service, March 16,2010 (1 pg.) 
b. Plaintif£'Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and 

Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 2-619.1 (2 pgs.) 
2. 201 0/03/16, l\ieromaruium i.n. S'.l9't!Ort Q( Pl.aiuti.ff!CQ,.w.J;er-Oeferuiaui'" MQUQU to 

Dismiss Affirrnative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 
2-619.1 
a. Certifi"<rtiarr af So~l"-'\0", tH'a.'l-"'\'r .'.f, 2{)10 (!' f1!S.) 
b. Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss 

Affirm.ative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 2-
619.1 (14 pgs.) 

3. 2010/04/15, O.~fendant/Counter-Piaintiff Response to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's 
Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS 
Section 2-619. I 
a. Notice of Filing, April15, 2010 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (1 pg.) 
c. Defend ant Section 1 109 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Defend ant/Counter-Plaintiff Response to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to 

D.i..'l.miss .4Bir.tl:lll.ti ve Dcfe.u.<;es .aw.l C~:ill&.r-C .awp.l.ai.nt .PJ.lTSI.Ili.N fD 735 JLCS 
Section 2-619.1 (8 pgs.) 

e. List of Exhibits (I pg.) 
4. 'l&W/RF.//01 , '?-'t <irrtilfi-. R-epry 'rr, 'Sappm\ m 'tcs ~-lftfciUit to Dcsnics-. h'ITrrnr.tccV't; De'l-ercs~ 

and Counter-C omplaint Pursuant to ILCS Section 2-619 .I 
a. Certification of Service, May 7, 2010 (I pg.) 
b. Plaintilf's Reply in Support ofits Motion to Dismiss Atllrmative Det(mses and 

Counter-Complaint Pursuant to ILCS Section 2-619.1 (9 pgs.) 
5. 2010/05/13 Order (I pg.) 

a. "Plaintiiff's Motion to Dismiss is granted." 
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GROUP EXHIBIT 11- DEFENDANT/COUNTER-PLAINTIFF MOTION TO DISMISS 
COMPLAINT TO FORECLOSE MORTGAGE FOR LACK OF LEGAL STANDING 
I. 2010/03/03, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose 

Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing 
a. Notice of Motion, March 3, 2010 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Servic.e (2 pgs.) 
c. Notice of Motion- Amended Date, March 5, 2010 (I pg.) 
d. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
e. Defenuillnt Section\ \09 Certification(\ pg.) 
f. Defend!ant/Counter-PlaintiffMotion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage 

for Lack of Legal Standing (12 pgs.) 
g. List of Exhibits (3 pgs.) 

2. 2010/04/15, Pilaintiff's Response to Defendant Scheffer's Motion to Dismiss Complaint 
to Foreclose l\.1ortgage for Lack of Legal Standing (10 pgs.) 
a. Certific;ation of Service, April15, 2010 (I pg.) 
b. PlaintiJff's Response to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> Motion to Dismiss Complaint 

to Fore close Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing (I 0 pgs.) 
3. 2010/05/05, D'efendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> 

Motion to Dis:miss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing 
a.. Nmir.J!. o.f £ iJjnJb, M11.'.! 1. , '2fl t Q rJ w,.\ 
b. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defendlant Section I 109 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Defen&.mt's- Rqn'y· ro l\'.m:rtilf's- Rc.>p11Th~ ro Ddem:J,mt Set'relfo::r's- <:sic> Mati= 

to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing (10 pgs.) 
e. General State re: No Waiver of Rights (2 pgs.) 
f. List of Exhibits (9 pgs.) 

4. 2010/05/13 Order (I pg.) 
a. "Defendant's Motion to Dismiss is denied." 
b. "The Court finds that Plaintiff has legal standing." 

GROUP EXHIBIT I 2- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I. 20 I 0/09/08, D(~fendant Motion for Summary Judgment 

a. Notice ,of Motion, September 8, 2010 (I pg.) 
b. Proof o f Service (I pg.) 
c. Defend,ant Section I 109 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Defendlant Motion for Summary Judgment (15 pgs.) 
e.. Memncarubun. in. S..npJ1111. of Defundant. MntimJ. fur. S.•unmar:; IudJwlent. (t1 %"-\ 
f. List of Exhibits (18 pgs.) 
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GROUP EXHIBIT 12 -DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
(CON'T.) 
2. 2010/10/05, Mc•tion to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment 

a. Notice o fFiling/Certification of Service, October 5, 2010 (2 pgs.) 
b. Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment (2 pgs.) 
i'. E.Yhihit .1~: 21lJ 0/ll'i/JJ CD.UTt D.r!W.r fJ pg.) 
d. Exhibit JB: 2010/08/12 Court Order 

1) '''All filings by Defendant Scheffers related to affirmative defenses, 
t t>un\n n:i•m•, m -r~ri ~ ma\'n:n nrus\ 'rn: mlrnd«om -n. "\'Ire 
( :ourt for written approval regarding whether Plaintiff must respond 
o, r whether the filings will be stricken without hearing or further 
tlrietings. rr 

3. 2010110/18, Delfendant Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike Defendant Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
a. Notice o fFiling, October 18,2010 (1 pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (1 pg.) 
c. Defendant Section I 109 Certification (lpgJ 
d. Defendamt Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike Defendant Motion for Summary 

Judgment (4 pgs.) 
e. List of E"<.hihi.t'l. (2 'il'b"·l 

4. 2010/10/18, Defendant Combined Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order of Default, 
Motion for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale, and Motion for Summary Judgment 
.r. ,>;'at+fL~afFit'Crrg, O..:to:Jb= 18, 2&NJ(1 rrg.) 
b. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defenda nt Section 1 I 09 Certification ( 1 pg.) 
u. Defenuamt Conitimeu Response to l'lamflHMofwn for Order olDefau1t, Mofwn 

for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale, and Motion for Summary Judgment 
(3 pgs.) 

e. List of Exhibits (I) 
f. Exhibit 1 

1) Notice of Motion (1 pg.) 
2) Motion for Order of Default (I pg.) 
3) l\;1otion for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale (1 pg.) 
.:1) .1\, futiAlJ f.w SJJ.1n.!XIa')' JJ.>dg.roe.W fJ pg.) 
NOTE: This Motion for Summary Judgment is different than the one served 
upon th•e Defendant on AprilS, 2011, the day after the Plaintiff Motion for 
';;ammalo y .'iu6gm1m'l 'mr6 'lmm gran\rll un 1\.vffi 4, ~\ 1, Wmm n 'mr61l'ln:tt.y 
been denied on March 22,2011. 

5. 201 0/1 0/19, [Plaintiff} Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment 
a. Notice of Filing/Certificate ofService October 20, 2010 (2 pgs.) 
b. [Plaintiflf} Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment (4 pgs.) 
NOTE: No Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment was filed with the Court 
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GROUP EXHIBIT I 2- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
(CON'T.) 
5. 2010/10/23, Defendant Reply in Support of Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment 

Pursuant to 73.5 ILCS 3/2-1005 -Corrected 
a. Notice of Filing, October 23, 2010 (I pg.) 
h .P.mof 1nf .Se.nr_ir.f' { J pg.) 
c. Defendant Section I !09 Certification (I pg.) 
d. Defendant Reply in Support of Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment 

?·cn-scca.rntL+£tJ '7/l.J~ 11&-c.;:, ''J,""}..-1flR.J-' -'\~.:untXctt. '~o ~:J 
e. List of Exhibits (2 pgs.) 

7. 2011103/22 Mt.~morandum and Order received March 26, 2011 for April4, 2011 hearing 
a. Cover "letter Cf pg. j 
b. Memornndum and Order (12 pgs.) 
c. 20 II /03/28 Clerk entry relative to Memorandum and Order of March 22, 20 II 

I) Plaintiff's motion to strike the motion for summary judgment of 
Defendant is denied 

2) Defendant's motion to strike the motion for summary judgment of 
Plaintiff is denied 

3) Defendant's motion for sanctions is denied 
4.\ Qp.fl'J.Inant: .,_ matioo. fur. '>l.IIDmJID.! y~rJ.It. ;_.,_ dmir..d. 
5) Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment is denied 
6) Matter is set for status on April4, 2011 at 9:00 AM in Room 40I 

8. 2011104/04 Ouder(l pg.) 
a. "Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment is granted." 
b. "Plain tiff is to send copy of its Motion for Summary Judgment to 

Defemllant." 
NOTE: The Court suddenly granted Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment at a 
status call to s~et a trial date on April4, 2011, when the unrecorded Plaintiff's 
Motion for Summary Judgment had just been denied on March 22, 20II 

9. 2011/04/05 Copy of Pierce & Associates letter to Judge Rossi (I pg.) 
10. 2011/04/05 Motion for Summary Judgment (I pg.) 

a. Granted the day before, when denied on March 22, 2011 
b. Never filed nor previously served upon the Defendant 

GROUP EXHIBIT 13- DEFENDANT MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT FOR 
FORECLOSURE AND SALE 
I. 2011105/07, Defendant Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale 

a. Notice of Motion, May 7, 2011 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defemliant Sectjo.n J J 09 Ce.rtificatjM 0 pg.) 
d. Defendant Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale (32 pgs.) 
e. List of Exhibits (35 pgs.) 

1. 1.~1t 1t'~Mh'l'l, '\YtW '~,_11 w.) 
a. "Defen,dant's motion to vacate judgment of foreclosure and sale is denied." 
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GROUP EXHIBIT 114- DEFENDANT MOTION TO COMPEL PRODUCTION 2 
I. 201 1102/22, Diefendant's Second Request for Production 

a. Proof uf Service (2 pgs.) 
b. Defendant's Second Request for Production (3 pgs.) 

2. Plaintiff's Re!<sponse to Defendant's Second Request for Production -NONE 
J. 20J J/fl'i/09, D .t'fendant Motion to Cn.tlJ}'el J>.rru:l.l.ll'Jjn.o 2 

a. Notice of Motion, May 9, 2011 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
'-· lJYtFtett\.iaall ~~an. 1_~_ ,.~~-et~.-T«..ctCan.'~,_1•1fS·) 

d. Defendant Motion to Compel Production 2 (4 pgs.) 
e. List of Exhibits (3 pgs.) 

4. 2011106/22, Order (f pg.) 
a. "Defemdant's motion to Compel Production 2 is denied." 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1 5- MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 
AND/ROR PRELIMUNARY INJUNCTION 
I. 2011106/17, Mrotion for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary Injunction 

a. Notice of Motion, June 17,2011 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defem.lant. Sectiau. l 109 Certiti.cati.au. ( l 'il'b-l 
d. Motion• for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary Injunction (8 pgs.) 
e. List of Exhibits (2 pgs.) 

2. 20 !1106/22, Onkr (t' pg.) 
a. "Defemdant' s motion for temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction is 

denied." 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1 6- NOTICE OF APPEAL 
1. 2011/07/01, Notice of Appeal 

a. Notice of Appeal, July I, 2011 (I pg.) 
b. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defendant Section I 109 Certification (I pg.) 
d. List of Exhibits (2 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1 7- SHERIFF'S REPORT OF SALE AND DISTRIBUTION/ 
CERTIFICATE OF S.A.LF. 
1. 2011/07/20, Sheriff's Report of Sale and Distribution (2 pgs.) 
2. 2011/07/28, Sheriff's Certificate of Sale (1 pg.) 
3 2012/02/28, E--'TIY2iA \\) 1:'nl:= \'. ~=. C-;:m;= C~el, C-;:m;= f1'<>oo Bm'C'Ilu, 

Illinois Attorney General re: SCHEFFERSIUPDATE l OF 3 DUNN MARTIN
SCHEFFERS /PIERCE/DYKEMA CONSUMER FRAUD (3 pgs.) 
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CFPB Bullet in 2012-03 

Date: Apml13, 2012 

Subject: Ser-.rice Providers 

The Consunaer Financial Protection Bureau ("CFPB") expects supervised banks and 
nonbanks tU' r,yf~ . .'" ... 'lf'..ft. t~,;5_ i;yb't.i.&R.s<o:. o;_~Jat<..RR_,_%~ 'Wik. <t:k.~.-1~ tp'>-<'J~S -ill. 'l. m'l..Wi\et -l<h.-z.'t 
ensm:es com]pliance with Federal consumer financial law, which is designed to protect the 
interests of consumers and avoid consumer harm. The CFPB's exercise of its 
supervisory f. md enforcement authori~ will dose~y reflect this orientation and emphasis. 

This Bulletin uses the following terms: 

• Larg--e insured depository institutions, large insured credit unions, and their 
affiliates (12 U.S. C. § 5515); and 

• Certain non-depository consumer financial services companies (12 U.S.C. § 
5514). 

S upenised sero ice proviilers reiers to ihe iOfiowlng entities superviseO by the CFPB: 

• Service providers to supervised banks and nonbanks (12 U.S.C. §§ 5515, 5514); 
and 

• Ser.~ce providers to a substantial number of small insured depository institutions 
or small insured credit unions (12 U.S.C. § 5516). 

Seroice providet -is generally defined in section 1002(26) of the Dodd-Frank Act as "any 
person that F ··rovides a material service to a covered person in connection with the 
offering or p: -rovision by such covered person of a consumer ftnancial product or 
service." (1.:'~ u:s.c § ::f4'6't~1;U))~ A semCe provt(ih may or may not De arffilarea'Wltd rtle 
person to wl Uch it provides services. 

rederal consur, •er financial law is defined in section 1002(14) of the Dodd-Frank Act 
(12 U.S.C. §: )481(14)). 

A. Service .Provider Relationships 

The CFPB recognizes that the use of service providers is often an appropriate business 
decision for supervised banks and nonbanks. Supervised banks and nonbanks may 
outsource ct~rtain functions to service providers due to resource constraints, use service 
providers to Uevelop at10 nrais.rt aO-om.omU proO:-ort-s or -st:IV).ces, or re\y on experti-se 
from service providers that would not otherwise be available without significant 
investment. 



However, th e mere fact that a supervised bank or nonbank enters into a business 
relationship with a service provider does not absolve the supervised bank or nonbank of 
responsibili~ y for complying with Federal consumer financial law to avoid consumer 
harm. A se11V1Ce proVIOCr nlar 1S unfatl11ilitt Wicl rde 1Cgru'reqwiements app.tlC:aOll;~ to rde 
products or services being offered, or that does not make efforts to implement those 
requiremenn:s carefully and effectively, or that exhibits weak internal controls, can harm 
consumers :>ad r.reaJ:r.. l'ot=.thlliahihJ:ie., fu< both. the 'lr.J:vioe.l'rovide< and the enJ:i.o;" with 
which it has a business relationship. Depending on the circumstances, legal responsibility 
may lie with the supervised bank or nonbank as well as with the supervised service 
provider. 

B. The C:iE'PB's Supervisory Authority Over Service Providers 

Title X auth orizes the CFPB to examine and obtain reports from supervised banks and 
'llm.k.wM., f£.._,•;•;_ "---mupiaorct.. •Wt& lt'Ltif.Y..'ll~"--rmEJUllf'.!:.. fllmnr.i..'ll~ l.mlN 'ltu~u "Rr.. ~8r.Y.. .. ,d.at&.i. 
purposes anc 1 also to exercise its enforcement authority when violations of the law are 
identified. 1 'ide X also grants the CFPB supervisory and enforcement authority over 
supervised s, ~ice providers, which includes the authority to examine the operations of 
service prm- iders on site.1 The CFPB will exercise the full extent of its supervision 
authority oYer supervised service providers, including its authority to examine for 
compliance with Tide X's prohibition on unfair, deceptive, or abusive acts or practices. 
The CFPB "·-rill also exercise its enforcement authority against supervised service 
providers as appropriate. 2 

C. TheCFP~~E~c~ 

The CFPB expects supervised banks and non banks to have an effective process for 
managing the risks of service provider relationships. The CFPB will apply these 
expectations consistently, regardless of whether it is a supervised bank or nonbank that 
has the relati onship with a service provider. 

To limit the potenriaJ for st:Jtutory or r.eguhtorr lriohrions anD r.eJat.e.d COJJS.ll1D.er .b.wn, 
supervised banks and non banks should take steps to ensure that their business 
arrangements with service providers do not present unwarranted risks to consumers. 
These steps should include, but are not limited to: 

• Con ducting thorough due diligence to verify that the service provider 
und•c:rstands and is capable of complying with Federal consumer financial law; 

1 See, e.g .• subsections 1024(e). 1025(d), and 1026(e), and sections 1053 and 1054 of the Dodd~ 
Frank "'Icc~ 12 U.S.C. §§ 5514(e), 5515(d), 5516(e), 5563, and 5564. 
2 See 12 U.S.C. §§ 5531(a), 5536. 



• Req uesting and reviewing the service provider's policies, procedures, internal 
con1 :=rols, and training materials to ensure that the service provider conducts 
appl ::opriate training and oversight of employees or agents that have consumer 
coru:tm..l.Lur·cumpilinR-"1: ~pmnnihil.ttes; 

• Inclluding in the contract with the service provider clear expectations about 
con11pliance, as well as appropriate and enforceable consequences for violating 
any ~~i.tui'~~-t:i.'C.~'"&-r.!. ~'if'0'R~~kilil-..!K.~, 1m-~'{.~~ W.. ~(~, WJ>..r~~'C., 
or a; busive acts or practices; 

• Est<Jtblishing internal controls and on-going monitoring to determine whether the 
serv ice provider is conw1ving with Federal consumer fmanciallaw_; and 

• Taking prompt action to address fully any problems identified through the 
monitoring process, including te:rm.inating the relationship where appropriate. 

For more inf ~Ormation pertaining to the responsibilities of a supervised bank or nonbank 
that has busi ness arrangements with service providers, please review the C:FPB's 
Supervision an d Examination ManuaL· Compliance Management Review and Utifair, Deceptive, and 
AlmnW A~,n- or1"1·auti-ex:'"'"" 

1 http://ww)y .conswnerfinance.gpy/wp-
content/them.<es/cfph theme/ima~s/supervision examination manual 112ll.pdf at 32 (CMR 
1), 37 (CMR 1 >), 44 (UDAAP 1), and 59 (UDAAP 6). 



ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT 
MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE COMMITTEE 

On April I I. 2011. the Illinois Supreme Court created the Mortgage Foreclosure 
Committee and cha1 ged it with the task of investigating the procedures currently used throughout 
Illinois in mortgage t,ly.~l.Q,9o;~ 'jY:QI;:f'~d\?.'f,S. ~~cl)iR.'b r.!!k't~J.\t 'i.W.'jY:~r.\11! CQJ.Jr.t. I]JJ.i.e~ WJ! l.Qi'...-21. 

rules that direct!} r · r indirectly atlect such proceedings; analyzing the procedures adopted in 
other states in res 11onse to the unprecedented number of foreclosure filings nationwide; 
reviewing lcgislativ _. 1r:\'£l"'-""'·l>: ,ne.®\»g .\Q 1.1:\e JJJ.\Mis Cot:l.lt'.•.al Al<St'.tclt~v 1b.at .tUJJ,' .\IJJ,ll&'J 1be 
present statutory sci •eme tor mortgage foreclosures: and ultimately recommending to this Court 
mortgage toreclosu ··e rules for statewide. To meet this charge. the Committee established 
subcommittees. incl cJdLUJba Practice and Procedures Subcommittee. 

The tollowiJ 1g nine discussions points are submitted b) the Practice and Procedure 
Subcommittee for C< • mmcnt at public hearin,g: 

I. The Committee recommends that the Supreme Court adopt a rule establishing a model 
foreclosure prove lll 1 affidavit. .,.._ ,.r.. • 'T• • ~ • ' ""t' .t!:-

,..__ ' ._.;..... r r 1 C~t<t r.. 
~. The Con 1 mittec seeks input on whether plaintiiTs be required to allach a paymen) 

history to prove up', ITidavits. o..L - · .,.. ... , 
~~·· < ......,_, -----.. ~ ,.----- -

3. The Con·tnittee recommends that the Supreme Court adopt a rule requiring that a cop) 
' of each assignment . 1f the mortgage being foreclosed be attached to the foreclosure complaint 

and that a copy of tl1e note. as it currently exists. including all endorsements and allonges. JS 

t...:ltached to the Ioree i<lSUre complaint Cf<- rr I '' ..;\, l.., 
4. The CotT • minee recommends that the Supreme Court adopt a rule requi.ring that all 

foreclosure sales bt held within forty-five ( 45) days of the expiration of the redemption period 
unless extended by J irection of the plaintiff or by court order. 

5. The Com nJittee recommends that the Supreme Court adopt a rule requiring that upon 
entry of a judgment '' ·f foreclosure and sale, plaintiff be required to send notice to all defendants. 
including defendant~. 1'n a'efilu1t olnie forect'osure sat'e o'are. rime ana' t'ocant1n. 

G 
_ . ot.nt ~" t . . J-6. The Cor nnuttee recommends that ihe"Supreme Court adopt a rule reqlllnng court 

ks to send a noti Cl'; \U a\'1 oe'J'lfo'lteO 'ourruwer;. .\"'r.e T1U\'.ce ST1UU\O atrvi>t Ol:'iau\\eO 'tKtrT10W't'l> 

a (I) the court has entered a default order of foreclosure and sale; (2) the borrower may file a 
motion to vacate that order as soon as possible; (3) the borrower may redeem the property from 
,(,)'\X',b"-s~'J .. e bj-· (?OJ ·,;. ... y 5• t.~~ ~VntOJ1 cn~·••nt ulu~.:" (1'1~'5 .~"!f a.oi\t} C{.'Sl':i", bJ' & S(A.pC,;,r;'C ca..le.w}.:nr &.:1] ~· ~-4-/ 
referring the borrow- e r to local resources tor legal assistance in preparing a motion to vacate; and 
(5) advising the bo.rr-·ower to act immediately. The court clerk should be required to send the 
'1r.>Jir.r.. Q( ,Y.J;mJr. '"' 1, b,,._ o/-Qo/fl-'5 'IJlm:e_<;.<;, omi '"' llJJ.'j 'li!CI:tndar'j wlre'i.'i. at. which. the hnwlwer was 
served with process m 1d to place proof of this service in the court file. 



Committee on Mor: ~age Foreclosure 
Public Hearing 
Practice and Proced· Jre Issues 

7. The Cor nnittee recommends that the Supreme Court adopt a rule. or that the Illinois 
Code ofCivif f'ro< ecfure oe amencfecf to require that a speciaf representative be appointed to 
stand in the place o ·deceased mortgagors in cases where no estate has been opened. 

1s. T11e t:on nn·mee recommends illat ille ':'>upreme 'Court al!opl a ruk ·tnat ·m ·mstances 
where the sale of a I ·oreclosed property generates a surplus over the amount owed to lien holders 
as set forth in the judgment. the plaintiffs' attorney send a special notice to the mortgagors 

ao'vis1'ng niem ot'ni• : surp1'us ana' enc1'osing a simple fonn ro t1t'e w1'rri nie courr c1erK ro c1'aim r~e 
surplus. and that a ny person claiming a surplus be required to appear in open court to be 
examined under oat hand identified on the record as being the same person as the one authorized 
·rv t1rdm.·hrc rsurp11~. 

--r r- 9. The Cor 11minee seeks input on whether the Supreme Court adopt a rule requiring i' 

f f JY!Isi)wil~· · d\\\.i17i\;"j' ::r l\1" • .Yk: cr sc)""d'l-.:i\.+c" <£{i+;'d89·it d"Jb'.-rg- -N ·,t:,\, t.\--e 111~~ \:; .... O'(J a.""~ulN-·,\t smt,~'i'#: t.Yot dfte}, ' 
~ ~~d spoken to a spc cifically-named person w~o worked for their client and venhed. through that __...l 
Lnversation. that tt 1e figures were correct and the toreclosure was justified. 

2 



IN THE <CIRCUIT COURT OF THE-==-= JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
AND FOR COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

:<PLAINTIFF», 

Pla intiff, 

) 
') 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 

vs. CASE NO. 

<<DEFENDANTS», 

AFF1DA VIT OF AMOUNTS DUE AND OWING 

!, am a of 

------________ __,. have authority to make this statement on its behalf, 

and if called to te·sti(v at the trial of the above entitled case, I would testifY as to the following 

facts. 

L ___ failed to pay amounts due under the Note, and the amount due and 

owing as of __ . __ , is: 

Principal 

ln terest 

Pro Rata MIP/PMI 

Es:crow Advance 

Late charges 

NSF Charges 

Pr ·operty Maintenance 

Pr operty Inspections 

BPO 

GROSS AMOUNT DUE 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 



2 

NET AMOUNT DUE 

$ 

$ 

Case# 

The foregoing am ount due is based on the undersigned's review of the books and records with 

respect to the Defendant's loan. In the ordinary and regular course of its business, 

utilizes the Mortgage Servicing Package provided by 

Lender Processing Services, Inc. (the "Program") to process and store its customer information 

and to calculat•e the amount due and owing on any note at any given time. 

--------------- utilizes the Program in the ordinary and regular course of 

its business to tJ ·ack and maintain the amounts due and owing from the Borrower on the 

mortgage loan at issue in this case. Based on my knowledge of 

--------------- business practices, recording such information is a regular 

practice of the _ ------------- regularly conducted business activities for 

the purpose of referring to the information at a later date, and the entries in those records were 

made at the time• of the events and conditions they describe, either by people with first hand 

knowledge oftho:~e events and conditions or from information provided by people with such first 

hand knowledge, and that these practices are standard in the mortgage servicing industry. On 

___ . ____ ----------- performed a "Payoff Inquiry" using the Program 

to determine the principal, interest, and other sums (other than attorney's fees and costs) due and 

owing from Bom lWer. I rely on the Program in my daily work activity. I have no knowledge of 

a circumstance in which the Program supplied false data based on correct data input. 

2. Said tctal amount due would be increased by $__ per day for interest 

subsequent to, a<nd in addition thereto under the terms of said Mortgage, the total amount due 



3 Case# 

necessary advancements. 

BY: 
AFFIANT 

S"ubscnliea and sV'vorn to before me 
this day oi· __ , 2011, by 

------·--'Notary Public 

State of ___ --,,..---
My Commission expires: 

Personally Known OR 
Produced ldentific:a!i.on __ _ 

Type of Identification Produced: 



'\ND FOR _______ COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

«PLAINTIFF», 

vs. 

<<DEFENDANT(S)>> ·. 

Plaintiff, 

Defendant(s). 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 

AFFIDAVIT OF AMOUNTS DUE AND OWING 

I,-----------------' am a ____________ _ 

of------------------· I have authority to make this statement 

on its behalf because 

__________________ (identify whether you are a custodian of 

records or a person :familiar with the business and its mode of operation. If you are a person 

familiar with the bu siness and its mode of operation, explain how you are familiar with the 

business and its mode of operation). If called to testify at the trial of this matter, I could 

competently testify as to the facts contained in this affidavit. 

[If the loan was previously serviced by another entity, the affidavit should provide as 

follows: (name of the bank) acquired the servicing rights for the Defendant's loan 

on ____ (date) from ______ (name of the prior institution). At the time of this 

transfer, the Defend.ant's loan was __ (current, or state the amount by which the loan was in 

default at the time of the transfer).] 

The following amount due is based on my review of the payment history and 

-------___________ (.identify the appropriate books, records, and/or 



other doctlments in nddit1on to the payment hist"O"ry that the mtdersigned reviewed and/or relied · 

upon in drafting this affidavit). A true and accurate copy of each document I relied upon is 

attached to this affidavit. 

___ .(name of the bank) uses ____ (name of the computer program/software) to 

automatically recorcl and track mortgage payments. This type of tracking and accounting 

program is recogniz, ed as standard in the industry. When a mortgage payment is received, the 

following procedur(' is used to process and apply the payment, and to create the attached 

payment history: _ ---------- (Include the source of the information, method and 

time of preparation of the record to establish that the computer program produces an accurate 

payment history). 1ne payment history is made in the regular course of ____ 's (name of the 

bank) business as these records are used for (i.e., explain why 

the records amount to business records). In the case at bar, the entries reflecting the Defendant's 

payments were mad e in accordance with the procedure detailed above, and these entries were 

m<We .at or ne.ar the time ili.at the payment was re.ceived_ (name of the computer 

program/software) <accurately records mortgage payments when properly operated. In the case at 

bar, (name of the co •mputer program/software) was properly operated to accurately record the 

Defendant's rnortga.ge payments because (explain the 

quality control chet :ks that were used to ensure accuracy). 

Based on th e foregoing, failed to pay amounts due 

under the Note, and the amount due and owing as of , is: 

Principal $ 

Interest 

Pro Rata MIP/PMI 

$ 

$ 



E;;crow , '<cdvance $ 

Late cha rges $ 

NSF Charges $ 

Propert) ' Maintenance $ 

Property Inspections $ 

BPO $ 

GROSS AMOUNT DUE $ 

Less/Ph.1s balance in reserve accounts $ 

NET Al\.10UNT DUE $ 

AFFIANT STATES NOTHING MORE. 1 

BY: 

AFFIANT 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

___ day of--------' 20_ 

by ____________ _ 

Notary Public 

State of Illinois 

My Commission ex~p::ire=s~:~=--------' 20_ 

1 This affidavit pro,.~ides a form for establishing only the amounts due and owing on the 
borrower's loan. It is not intended to relieve the foreclosing party from establishing other 
evidentiary require2ments in connection with proving the allegations contained in its complaint as 
appropriate, includ',mg but not limited to the party's right to enforce the instrument of 
indebtedness if appl 1 icable. 



Personally K:nown __ .. ··_· _-OR Produeed Identifiea:tioo __ _ 

Type ofldentification Produced: --------------



s·~-.<\.TE'. OF ILLINOIS 

IN DE c:R CUlT COURT FOR THE 12TH .TJIJJCIJI..L ClRCUIT 
W:LL COUNTY - .;OLE:: ILL:NO:':S 

DEUTSCHE BANK NAT:O~AL "IRJS"I COMPANY, 
li.S TRUSTEE IN TRUST fOR THE EENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE EOLDERS FOR k~RIQUEST ) 

MORIG."A.GE SECURITIES ~RUST 2004-Rl, I 
ASSET-RACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, I 
S~RIES /.004--Rl 

?LAIKTIFF 

VS 

LAUREN SCIIEFFERS ."A./ K/ A :.AUREN LEE 
SCEEFFERS; UNKNOW~ HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCP.E.!.;>?ERS , IF P..NY i UNKNO'i\'!\1 
C.'"WNE'R'S ""AND -~u~ ru:-c.·t.C{l) \;LJ\-i!{AJ-.,"1-:::, ; 

DEFENDAN"IS 

! 
) 
)NO. C9 CH 03131 
I 
)JUDGE 
) .P.resiDi.Q£ ~~.:....'.d.ge 

kfo)~~sllco~ """'m" ""''~ 
Jl G Joseph JUunu·1Sid ~ 
P-"' i~~~~'!liji<jiiiii~lfsti;";rt");;/~;;i;--;--;_;:~y-' be.:.. ng firs-:_ duly sworn 

on oath, deposes ,] s~~ that he/she is a Culy authorized age~~ for 
--- ~--F-1-a:t.{.,.~t'i ff ke-:..~i? -.:l~--....~~a---,n\:i'ke-:::~~~.1-r---v:i' _;_ J. 5 ,!.o,a~·"~'""~"",~.

He/She is familiar 'lite. the books and records of Plaintiff and has 
personally exa~ineC the~; he/she is cornpe~ent to testify if appeared in 
court as a witness at a trial of th~s nat~eri a~d he/she has personal 
know-ledge ot t·ne tac :ts statea in t:nis All":ilav·1t _ -r'nJ.s Al:i:':aavi:: is maile 
p;:rsuan:: to the Cod<: of Civil Procedure, 735 ILCS 5/15-1505 and 735 ILCS 
S/2-1005, for purpo; :es of proving the ::'acts and the amount due tie 
Plaintiff herein. 

The undersignej is familiar with tte material a:legatior1s contained 
in the Complaint for Foreclosure filed terei~ by Plai~Liff and said 
"t.."!._-~_,_~~r .... i_._r;w.os. ~~~ +".._"!:.lJ.J' . .:a...r;r ...... r ... n.:r.:r..p._rj._. 

The fol.:.owing .-.s a summary of my exanination of the P:.aintiff 's mass 
of books anci record.:; wiL"' respect to Defendants' lean file, including but 
not limited to a pay:ner:.-:::. i"1istory generated and maintai::.ed in the regula::
and ordinary course of business: 

There is now d~ .e and owing to Plaintiff the following: 



I 
.~DVANCE:S flY Pl 

Mortg.:qe Insurance P:-e:nium .................. $ ________ _ 

Property Main~e~ance ........................ s _________ __ 

Real =.stat.e ·rc:txes ........................... $ 9o72.lO ___ _ 

Hazc.rc: Insuranc:r. ............................ .S _______ ---~---

::nspectio:1s ................................. S ~tl. 60 

Broker's P:::-ict: ~ Opinion ...................... s ___ 300. OO ____ z_ 
• Suspense llalance (Credit) ................... S __ ( )_ 

OHlER: --------------· ... ;;. _________ _ 
Subtot~a~ of Ac lvc. -r:es .. ~ ...... ~ ... ~ .......... S 9930. 7C ___ _ 

TOTAL ............................. ~ ......... S 7.08064. 76 ___ _ 

PIERCE. t A.SSOC:P.TES 
Attorneys for Plairttiff 

. Thirtee~lt.h f'_ioor 
1 North Dearborn 
Chicago, Illir:ois 6t)602 
Tel. (312) 346-9088 
Fax (312) 316-~~':>7 

Pl\0924 974 

"CR 



STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE C"RCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY - JOLIET ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NAil ONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRC!S T FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HO..L.D.FJ<S FDJl A1'1F.RJQ.Ll.F.SJ" ) 
MORTGAGE SECURITH;s TRUST 200~-Rl, ) 
ASSET-BACKED PASS··THROUGH CERTIFICATES, ) 
SERIES 2004-Rl ) 

") 

PLAINTIFF )NO. 09 CH 03797 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS A./K/A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNO~~ HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
LlF .. LJ.\ift\t..l.t., ?:f'C .. 'i'-iLI?'?~ ... ~· 'S, J. "? h!Vi ; 'lll.Vf..."W(JM'... 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS ; 

DEFENDANTS 

) 

JUDGE 
Judge Siegel 

0~2.. A=FlDAVIT OF PROVE-UP 

•·-'-:11; .... 9D.. fc Joseph Kaminski J 
~~-------~~~~~~~~·--~~~=-~~~~~~· being first duly sworn 

on oath, deposes and says tkat he/she is a duly authorized agent for 
Plaintiff herein end is authorized to make this Affidavit on its behalf. 
He/She is familiar with the books and records of Plaintiff and has 
personally examinEd them; he/she is competent to testify if appeared in 
court as a witness o-r ... a. +._~i.e!.. '~f -r._~.i& w.a+-.._t.-e-r; c...-:>.C h'C.{Sh£. 1:-.-a.s p-'e-r.scna.l 
knowledge of the f.3cts stated in this Affidavit. This Affidavit is made 
pursuant to the Co•je of Civil Procedure, 735 ILCS 5/15-1506 and 735 ILCS 
5/2-1005, for purp<Jses of proving the facts and the amount due the 
Plaintiff herein. 

The unders1gned is familiar with the material allegat1ons contained 
i..T;~. r ... l:IR. CQ.m~l.a'Lr.o.t~ t-nT: F.:Q.'=.P.....r ..... "Ln..vL'r..~ f.i...'LP..Ji 'b.P--t:~i...l'). Q.\.) i21~;a.Lry.r~i....~-t:.. ~l')r:i 'Va.i...Q. 
allegations are tr' 1e and correct. 

The following is a summary of my examination of the Plaintiff's mass 
of books and records with respect to Defendants' loan file, including but 
not limited to a Fayrnent history generated and maintained in the regular 
and ordinary course of business: 

There is now (iue and owing to Plaintiff the following: 

Pnncipal Bal3.nce ........................... S 170962.23 ____ _ 

Accrued Inter·2st to DateV.~T£S.~131.64 '/.. 

et ~·~~;harges Prior N'c"C£l~;i,L\) 466.53 K 



ADVANCES BY PLA:NTIFF: 

Mortgage Insurance Premium .................. $, __________________ __ 

Property ~ajntenance ........................ $ __________________ __ 

Real Estate !.axes .............•........•.... '::> ______ ?:l'::l"YL.l'U __ _ 

HazayC Ins~r tnce ............................ $ ______________ __ 

;nspections ................................ s 68. 60 ___ _ 

Broker's F:-i ce Opinion .... ~JD.~-~400.00 ? .. 
Suspense Bal.3nce (Credit) ................... $ __ ( ____________ ) __ 

OTHER: ___ .... $ __ _ 

subtotal of Advances ........................ $ ______ 10840. 70_._ 

..,.,,..··a;,,· ~··•c; -~·ii,_,. · i4..,,.,,;6

;~.._ 
JEUTSCHE BANK KFTIONAL TR0ST COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT 

Of THE CERTIFICA1E HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUES! MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-
R;, ASSET-BACKE:; ?ASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2004-Rl BY AMERICAN 
HOME MORTGAGE SEE \llC.ll-t(;, fi\.C[ .. 

County of 
1'\ I )SS J/llv6. .. _,_ ___ ) 

Subscribed and Sworn to before me 
tr\s -;l.b da~1 ol' dl,rlltl@.<'~ 'J..OII 

~ tf./1-11~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
PA0924974 

RE: SCHEFFBRS, Ll\{}RE..\1 

4000536807-FNF 

~' ,J.:i-""' ~Seomory ... , 
TITLE: Iii" f -~- ,rrae .,.M·"' , 

!ifJ •Sl"'?l. 
A«»hK.,.. 

ftH() 



.IA &- ~~1,) ·~ 
James, Thomas P., 05:C 3 PM 4110/20((,<(LINOIS SUPREME COURT SEEKING COMMENT ON PRI 

To: "James, Thomas ;;:>_" ~-;;~1211'1e.S'@G{'g.s~;(•.~o5'> 
From: Lauren Scheff; rs <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: ILLINOIS SL.f"REME COURT SEEKING COM\t1ENT ON PROPOSALS TO IMPROVE 
FORECLOSURE Pf.. <JCEEDJNGS, Apri/4, 2012 
Cc: 'William tv1c:Aiiste: ~· <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, "Codilis and Associates, P.C." <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com>, "f=; :ex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr." <rschlaybaugh@dykema.com>, 
ps tanton@dykema. cr~'on, .ajo.'llo'.er@G!yl<.ema .. com, ;jQGwg!~el:t)•@G!;•kema,.wm, 
countyboard@willcountyillinois.com, countyexec@willcountyillinois.com, "Dunn, Martin, Miler & 
Heathcock" <marmii4CQ!sbcglobal.net>, "Morrie M.Jch" <mmuch@muchshelist.com>, "Robert J 
Emanuel" <remanueV<~I.lC~'b~li.'b'..c<J.mo. .. ''\-e.~~~ L E.~~· <-e.~~.c<J.m>."l'au\ M.l<c!~l" 
<levy@dlec.com>, "Jc :>el A Stein" <stein@dlec.com>, Freedman Anselmo lindberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illir 1ois.com>, FAt-Illinois <fal-illinois.com@domainsbyproxy.com> 
i' I ·~ I • . 
Attached: C:\ ocuments and Settings\LAUREN\Desktop\ILSCFCProposaiHearing120427.pdf; 
C:\Documents and S•3 ttings\LAUREN\Desktop\ILSCFCProposals 120427.pdf; C:\Oocuments 
~ SR!tir.'~S'b'I..J>IJF.I.8 .~ •IJR.'tkt~II~W'...F.~~-~IW~t .. 't'.-'·'2.QA'2.7, -~·. C'IJRrv.!mR!:>t~<. ~ti 
Settings\LAUREN\Oe! >ktop\ILSCFCProposed_affidavit-\/2-120427.pdf; C:\Documents and 
Settings\LAUREN\De! >ktop\Faber20100106CertofProve-Up.pdf; 

1\fr. James, 

I received notice of the Supreme Court of •lllho•s A'ess Release (see il're anm.o'reu' 
ILSCFCProposaiHear ing120427.pdf) about the April27, 2012 hearing "seeking comment on 
proposals to improve· foreclosure proceedings" via a Google Alert yesterday. 

Note that no *property owners* were involved with the meetings, although an unspecified Hlinois 
Attorney General representative allegedly was. 

After a full year, are th· a 9 proposals to "improve foreclosure proceedings" (see attached 
ILSCFCProposals120 427.pdf} any improvement at all? 

The primary issue I :raised fn my appears through two Appeffate Courts to the minors 
Supreme Court is thiE> jurisdiction issue as to whether a securitized loan can elect to 
enforce that security under the Illinois MorU~a_ge Foreclosure Law AT ALL. since 
mortgage-backed se curity trusts are not land trusts and mortgages are not real estate 
installment contract!;;, 

Yet, the 9 proposals cjo not address securitized loans in that context AT ALL. 

Even if the 9,orQoosal s were all implemented. where is the enforcement? 

The Florida Supreme· :::curt made similar changes to foreclosure proceedings, but the changes 
are simply ignored by ~the Plaintiff counsel and by the judges. 

Does the Illinois Attorr 1ny General representative who participated in the meetings know of the 
lawsuit against Nation 'Mide Title Clearing and the fraudulent assignments in the Illinois property 
records? 
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The Exhibits used in!~, a-'lmt 2&, W"i"i :s·~.e·"ae- 'flrnr, mf~lro'lv!E:rllti5'UI& ~ases #3 
SUBMITTED IN PLEAIDINGS IN BOTH CftSES. 

¥-et, w.\', WW, ~kf "' .'10 DuPage County judges granted Plain..Wf At:Jiioos for Summa."}' 
Judgment with "no ma cerial issues of facf'. 

Note: Judge Robert G.u'illf.l. fJf. QJJP~ Cr.!imbJ. ®efJf. t!mow. "ir.>wted" !J>J tt.¥c Wir.>r.Y.~ SI.!JiY.-er.>:>.e 
Court to be a participe t ing committee member, was just easily voted out as a (foreclosure) judge 
in the March 20, 2012 Illinois primary election. 

See the proposed affid avits. V1 and V2: 
1. The first one. V1 (se eattached ILSCFCproposed_affidavit-V1-120427.pdf): 

a. Does not require' 3n *Illinois* notary ()Nhen I believe the Illinois Statute of Frauds reQJ.Jires 
..vet ink signatures whtl n real estate is involved) 

b. "If called to testify at the trial of the above entitled case" 
2. The second one, 'II<' (see attached ILSCFCProposed_affidavit-V2-as0427.pdf): 

a. *Does* require ar '*Illinois* notary 
b. "If called to testify at the trial of the above entitled case" 
c. Look at the *footn ote* of the 2nd one: 

"This affidavit pr•J vides a form for establishing only the amounts due and o'lling on the 
borrov.er's loan. l't is not intended to relieve the foreclosing party from establishing 
o:16M-.nriMroif; -y·, equ1i mn e~ms irt c;mm~dim mi!'r pnmirg ~ illll¥cffli11r.s COtlooired 
in its complaint as appropriate, including but not limited to the party's right to 
enforce the inst rument of indebtedness if applicable" 

WHAT 'TRIALS"- the judges are granting Summary Judgments regardless of material issues of 
fact relative to chain o"•.title PER THE PROPERTY RECORDS. 

Question: Has there e ver been a single foreclosure TRlAL in lninots? 

"Evidentiary requireme nts" -what are those?? Production of the original note and the original 
mortgage 1h open court as required by the lllihms Mlrtgage Foreclosure law (ho origfnal 
mortgage was produc•~d in either of my cases)? Proof of a valid chain of title relative to the right 
to enfOrce as required b>y the Illinois Commercial Code and the Illinois Conveyances Act {per the 
Subpoena, tnere ·,s no c~nlorcea"t)le cnatn ol !tile ·m ettner ol my two case5)? 

M". James, I previous I~· submitted to you the sole Certificate of Prove-Up in the James Faber 
tbreclosure case. 09C HlJlJ431"0 (see attached FaberltJ1001U6CertotProve-up.pdt}. It only 
includes costs related to the foreclosure sale. no amounts related to the underlying debt as listed 
rn either of the proposE !Cl affidavits, V1 and V2. 

Yet, with no evidenti<arysubmisslons by William McAiisteriCodilis & Associates, Judge 
Siegel personally, wt·th full knowledge, committed a Class 1 Felony with the February 29, 
'nfl~ ~ gr ar t'iong •<~• '1'-ersona'o tlefrc'oe ncy .:nmgmerlt o'i \"'l':n ;~. 1n a6ariron 'to 'ine sa'oe 
proceeds of $112,000 ·for the property. 

lilt. Jl3mes, gtiten tlie ex tens rite competent eVJilimce (nave repeatealy suomttfea'to you retl3fiite 
to TREASON BY THE: JUSTICES OF THE ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT (see the March 23, 
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2012 e-mail below tha\ aocamerta:; 'ir«11><: many e-rrr<i/1!;, <}l!;tJ 'ill&li M; pr1tt til 'irte pdr)irc; 7C"t.U6 

with the 12th Judicial Circuit Court of Will County), the Justices of the Illinois Supreme Court, the 
3rd Appellate Court, a -,d the 2nd Appellate Court have made it perfectly clear that the current 
.'?.!.l~o.f .!.avt1 ,ty ,jr;rCt~Ul-'-lt in Ulinois-. 

So, why would any "im provements" relative to foreclosure proceedings be followed by the Circuit 
O:vo:t£, t/:le. !lr;!f,1P.}I;ate r -~~w::te:, .~r -tl:!e .sw;;>r.srne .c~w::t .i~ .\!:le .S~te .~f ·llli::~~i£, .sii!:lsr? 

Mr. James, would an )/"improvements" in the Supreme Court Rules or the Illinois Civil 
St.aiiJtesbavean}I.UP~~~~'!o~~~~'&l!;, 
including allowing Jt tdge Siegel's signature to be FORGED on court orders by William 
McAiister/Codilis & P .ssociates? 

If the Illinois Attorne }'General gets a court order relative to Nationwide Title Clearing 
for the $50,000 per in stance, shouldn't such fraudulent assignments negate any 
foreclosures, like m:1 .flllt\ lWeTe fbDse as.sJgm»enl$ .b.r£1b fbe dlaJn Df .tit.ltV.bo.IDeT m 
due course? 

IF NOT, WHY NOT?? 

Thank you. 

Lauren Scheffers 

Date: Fri, 23 Mar 20- ;~ 15:50:05 -0500 
To: "James, Thoma~- P." <TJames@atg.state.il.us> 
From: Lauren SchefiHrs <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFEF (S/ILSC TREASONOUS *DENIAL* OF Motion to Vacate Void Orders 
Pursuant to Sectior ' 2-619 
Cc: "Rex E. Schlayb<t ugh. Jr." <rschlaybaugh@dykema.com>. pstanton@d_vkema.com. 
ajonker@dykema.col n, jdougherty@dykema.com, "Codilis and Associates, P.C." <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com >, c o·untyboard@willcountyillinois.com, countyexec@willcountyillinois .com, 
"Dunn. Martin, Miler ll., Heathcock" <marmil4@sbcqlobal.net>, "M:lrrie Mlch" 
<mmuch@muchshel ist.com>, "Robert J. Emanuel" <remanuel@muchshelist.com>, "Terry L 
Engel" <engel@dlec.• :om>,"Paul M Levy" <levy@dlec.com>, "Joel A Stein" 
<stern@dlec.com>, l: rae(] man klsermo 'Lrndoer9 <Torecrosures@!ia:r~llirnors.com>, FWIIirndiS 
<fal-illinois.com@do ""ainsbyproxy.com> 

M'. James, 

On March 12, 2012, I .a-mailed you two e-mails with the subject: SCHEFFERS 1 of 2/ILSC 
M;}tio\'\ to Vacate Void (YnRI;"- P.•.!r.~I/Uo't. ·~ ~jiRJ;>, £o10.1,Q.. I, w~ 'l:>~e WJIQ>tlir.>t>. '<fiUR.WRf.'t., "~II;. 
James, given the fact I that no Justice of the Supreme Court of Illinois or the 2nd/3rd Appellate 
Courts has ever sign e·d a single order, I fully expect to just receive yet another "notification" 
Jetter that this l'vbtion h as been denied. as well." 
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'07-, ~lerrt.'i', £-, 2.'0 11'2, •, ~~ 1ad· fi~ed·, ar-id· 3&\teG· l:l~r.· ~M· Jtis tie& ~f t-Me- :111r~e;hs- Si.:.i~rCt?.e 8wM 
individually with sign"1ture-required proofs of delivery (see attached 
Motion2VacateVoidf\,•:JFPOS.pdf) the Motion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to Rule 2-619 
(see attached Motiol' 2VacateVoidcpdf). 

Per the Appendix (se e attached Motion2VacateVoidAppendixTOC.pdf), the critical submissions 
~tl9'e' N~e .'~!mbl'1111re r~ Gls6l.r.i.~ .~~·;~loll:'!! &"':t ~ .s.~::-.e ~ .:.'OO!t mf E~ as 
submitted under Sec 1!ion 1 109 Certification to the Circuit Courts, the Appellate Courts, and the 
Supreme Court of llli nois. Yet, in both cases, Motions for Summary Judgment were granted 
·oVt&.7ru "~ldri'R;;nf'•:h..' ~ W. "J'1,?1Rfi'.i1J.,~l'.-

Ps I predicted, in yes terday's USPS mail, I received yet another "notification letter'' dated March 
20, 2D~2 {seea..ttac,'?·.3d ,\~lbl'i'2~lilca..\9~01~\!.SC.!.~·&'I9';l~t.o,%\'t a~\~~· ,V"6lw Cm•Vl'tl'i' Tm't 
Grosboll, Clerk of the' Supreme Court of Illinois, with the single word "DENIED" as the "order" 
"allegedly" entered b; ( the Court to my Motion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to Rule 2-
't.'\~. 

M". James. over the 1 )aS! several months, I have submitted to you scanned PDFs of the several 
"alleged" Illinois Supr •erne Court rtJllilgs l'l'Tat' nave l'otally·vli:Ji\n'ea' rrw ngtn's ro abe process 
relative to my *two* '"''rongful, CRIMINAL foreclosures based on fraudulent property records. In 
fact, there is no competent evidence that any Justice has ever looked at my pleadings, before 
office workers mailet"• "no't'mcauun 're't'ters" o'l rno't'Jons 'i)£~'i). 

With my Motion for Service of Orders Signed by Supreme Court and Appellate Court 
Justices, t't'latwas a'1 so a1legealyoenrea: r'suom1'«ea'ro t't'le Jllsnces oft't'le SUpreme Courtl1'1e 
U.S. Supreme Court r·uling: 

Sholhd a judge n• t;,t d'lsqua)itymmse!f, then the judge is in vio)ation otthe Due 
Process Clause oft ~e CI.S. Const'li'ution. lhl1i'ea" SYates v. Sciuto, 5Z1 F.Zcf 8'42, 8tfS 

(7th Cir. 1996) (''ThE~ right to a tribunal free from bias or prejudice is based, not on 
section 144, but •::»n ti'le OUe l"tocess Qlruse. j. 

The U.S. Supremo Court has also held that if a judge wars against the Constitution, or 
if he acts withoutjtnrisdiction, he has engaged in treason to the Constltution. If a 
~.w;ts.il*kYhei ';w-~~~·.si~IBimwbJ'hw. .«oa?heis.w;.«w 

withoutjurisdicti• Jn, and that suggests that he is then engaging in criminal acts of 
treason, and may i1 ~! engaged in extortion and the interference with interstate 
CQmmerca. 

'IW. James, ·rHne JUS I' rces oHne'&upremeCoui'l ctr'llilndts are ac'i1ng wttnoLI!jurrsO'ic'iron, can~ne 
Illinois Attorney Gene rat investi9ate the Justices .. just as they would any other "ordinary" Illinois 
residents? 

Previous submissior tB to you, in descending chronological order (that are also filed in the public 
record of the Will Co u nty Circuit Court for Case:2009CH3797): 

1. Ps stated above, o n March 12, 2012, I e-mailed you two e-mails with the subject: 
SCHEFFERS 1 of2/l. LSC M:>tibn to Vacate Vor<tOrders Pursuant to Sectrbn Z-61'9. 
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2 C\'? ~1>1%1>1'}' 29, 2t~ "1'2, \sen'! you an e-m a~ wlln 'ine su'tiJec't: '&C't'tt:.'t''t't.'t\'& AAa 'fe't •WDflf 
Blatant Treason by Ill inois Supreme Court Justices 

3. ·On January 13, 2t \12, lse'1t')\':Xl' &~e-l"ITaN~\\,~thesubja'"'t: SCHEFFERS Yet *Abre* 8}ataat 
Treason by Illinois St Jpreme Court Justices with the January 6, 2012 "notification letter" related 
to an alleged "order" that denied my Motion for Service of Orders Signed by Supreme Court and 
~rUle OJJ.W. JJ.!:;}j .r.,e£, -wr.!. t!>R_ !&>l.!.w.'f 1,Q, 'l.Q 1, '2. "N.!fiflr..Rli!Y.'. JP-}tf.Y." r,-'e){Q/Ci tt.?, .w,>, ~ 

"order" that denied n 1 y Motion to Extend Date of Final Mandate relative to my Aurora duplex, 
Case 113039. 

4. On January 9, 201 2, I sent you an e-mail with the subject: SCHEFFERS More Blatant 
Treason by Illinois St Jpreme Court Justices that included a scan of a "piece of paper" with not 
~G~? a .wa'i\\~? ol a .,\!.~S.\i>e ,'¥/o?Ni'. &?1.-<>c~~ d5\>;~\%1 &~ AAA\~? .w &'llice d C\•d...."''"s S.~r.\.."1!0' 
with a "piece of pape !'f'' without even mention of the name of a Justice. 

~- I'J,r,1, IJRr..R.wt.lR!. 21 , 1r.11, 1., 1, ~~t~ '~..!.?I.'. ~-wR.il. 'OW'f.!, tli'R. cu~~K W'Joi.E.rr!i='tJ?,'3.1JP.~:T.'E. 
Treason by Illinois St Jpreme Court Justices, where I received two rulings, allegedly by Chief 
Justice Kilbride of th1 ~ Illinois Supreme Court, where his honor: 

1) Vacated a porti· c•n of a previous ruling allegedly by his honor and 
2) Corrected anot ~1er order regarding indigent status, also allegedly by his honor. 

6. On Oecemoer 1T, 2111'1, !'sent you 6e-matis wlil'l suoJecfs of·'SCI'1ErFE"K'S 1 of6, !reason 
by Illinois Supreme C :ourt Justices" to "SCHEFFERS 6 of 6, Treason by Illinois Supreme Court 
)J.ts.tices" .ct!.~e> w !~ '· :x.!S\r:\9.;~ ccmpeterlt el(ire.~e .I .t:IW SJ.l!:\r;t:~il\90 as S.!.~~i'-19 .E':I:I:\i!;lils 
·arw 'lrre: 1BQdiStre: 'C:' .. a'iftJTo •, ·,~'i:,Wifift:"diftJTo 'itn 'lrre: 'IIMttlr. WI ~t'«.'t: 't1i ~'I'Rm. ~ 
by Supreme Court and Appellate Court Justices . 

• ~t: .J'dlTII%', as .'.'Til'll!! piJli"n.l:lll' ®t tJI1*Ii:ll:JSiy; ~'re' .mft."\9' :>~f of ,\'11::' C~-k Ql',l'n; •lllill:llis' Supn:;rrre 
Court SERVED THE CRIMINAL ENFORCEMENT DMSION OF THE ILLINOIS ATTORNEY 
GENERAL the comrJ etent el?dence of the blatant treason of the Illinois SUpreme Court 
b.!F-Jir.R."' . 

Will this recent "noli•"· "-?J..V$>, ~" ~ '&. '&jY;~ ~ "l>iYs.~' 'R. ~~"-'e m?i/, '~U t\'.e C~~ 
office, as appears to .baY.e .ba,qnelled w.ifu !he n!l:ler ')J!ltific.atim .leiters" cqoied to the CJimioal 
Enforcement Divisio1 1? 

1\it. James, given th•s fact that iurisdiction is the most fundamental legal requirement for any 
ruling to not be VOID, the Justices of the Supreme Court and the SecondfThird Appellate 
Courts have consis!,"!,I'!;.~J c=WR.>d. V."'-OWI\ ~st t\'.e O;ms'iA\1..V;m due'&. t\'.e b/,?J..a% ~1!-fusa\ 
to address a single c ·•ne of the multitude of jurisdictional issues, such as the 
Plaintiff/Respondent not even being licensed to do business in Illinois. 

Therefore, each/all C•f the Justices of all three Courts has/have committed treason against the 
Consfttution, a crtm·n,<al o"ftense with no ·JudtCial·tmmuriity. 

In addition, the Justic •es in all three Courts are accessories to the ongoing criminal enterprise of 
rorec1bsure rhruo' th t'" · 'ithOls. 



James, Thomas P., 05:03PM 4/10/2012, ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT SEEKING COMMENT ON PRe 

PGditier.ally·, all· Jl:ls k ~~ 'rn c//,•irnf:!l:: Cvam 'ra>le ·qidRitef6 R:dre: '&~ 'vy "rcilirrrg •<tJ 7<!1f:!f ·1r~<: u'tirc<Jo 
issues to the Illinois Attorney General, which is judicial misconduct, as well. 

!vlr=. James., !-have- bL >eR wa.~\in,g fer exacl.~· l."ois WCfi."oless- "pi-..oce c,f fX3fJe·"' 1.17at c~1'<!- .'7.;!-\e beet> 
mailed by the cleani:ng crew BEFORE GOING TO THE MAINSTREAM AND ALTERNATIVE 
MEDIAIPUBLISHINO THIS TREASON/ACCESSORY TO FORECLOSURE FELONIES BY 
THE JWNQIS SUPF <EME GOUR.T .llJSTIGSS ON THE INTERNET. 

As I stated previous:· y, please let Attorney General Lisa Madigan know that I have already 
purchased the doma •il-.1'~£> V;y; 

ww w.OccupyJudic•i aiSystem.com and ww w.OccupyJudiciaiSystem.org (URLs broken up 
intentionally). 

It has been made pe rfectly clear that the Rule of Law does not exist in Illinois relative to criminal 
foreclosures, based on fraudulent property records. 

Mr. James, with two former Illinois governors in a row convicted of corruption, should the 
Justices of the Supr~ !me Court be investigated, as well, for this blatant treason against the 
Constitution and as -:;_.~.cessc.r;ies tO.i\'? ~v~\~ .c,r,,w.\r:\5\18\r.\.te\,.pr;ise u~~~f? ~t~ ,t\r&.~&lre.rn."' .~.~ 
firms? 

Thank you. 

Lauren Scheffers 
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NOTICE: The sliJ. J opinions and orders posted on this Web site are subject to format 
revision and are ~·~ -tP\-"'l .. .iL"\.tr\...~ bJ' the tNl~'OlK:e Sa~~ts .2.1}(} JNN..\W H~\lMwe-5 .o..f .the D .. OClC .. U.J 
Reports. This pre I iminary material will be removed from the Web site once the advance 
sheets of the Offi .;ial Reports are published. If you find a typographical error or other 
formal error, pie~ ~e Ttl)t'tfy t'rre Repi)T\'e'l l)l ~\-,\mv.;, ~>up;~~ ~-w.V..\-o!. C,..,s;t,, l"'l;m 
Adams Courthou, ;e, 1 Pemberton Square, Suite 2500, Boston, MA 02108-\ 750; (617) 

557-1030; SJCRe Jorter@sjc.state.ma.us j "'A $ . .)"-(' . 
U.S. BANK Ni•.T10N.4.L A.SSOCJA TJON, trustee [FNJ} m: Antonio JBA..:r..JEZ (and a 

consolidate 1 case [FN2] ). For ABFC 2005-0PT I Trust, ABFC Asset Backed 
Cert1flc-ate;, Sene; 1\Yi>S-01'1' \. ~fH'>}). 

No. SJC-+10694,+ -., 
October7,20!0. -January 7,20ll.J "* 

Real Property, M Jrtgage, Ownership, Record title. Mortgage, Real estate, Foreclosure, 
ho'Srgrnuert •. lhliu '(<, ron:t:\m;ure l'Jlmortgage. 

CIVIL ACTIONS commenced in the Land Court Department on September !6 and 
October 30, 2008 

Motions for entf) of default judgment and to vacate juogment were 'hear(t'by X.eitn C. 
Long, J. 

The Supreme Jud>i cia! Court granted an application for direct appellate review. 

R. Bruce Allensm Jrth (PhoebeS. Winder & Robert W. Sparkes, //1, with him) for U.S. 
Bank. Nm.inoa.l As. 'lll!:iatino. & anntber.. 

Paul R. Collier. !J ·I (Max W. Weinstein with him) for Antonio Ibanez. 

Glenn F Russell, Jr., for Mark A. LaRace & another. 

The following sui >mitted briefs for amici curiae: 

Martha Coakley, , \ttorn~v General. & John M St~phan, Assistant Attorney General, for 
tht> CAtt\.IJJi\IJwt'.al cb. 

Kevin Costello, G rJry Klein.. Shennan Kavanagh & Stuart Rossman for National 
~mf.S'crrrtt.1. 1L'H«' '\.:_, :~tct:J. &. tfhrer~ . 

. W.ar.d Y. Gr.alww .& .ll.oi>P.rJ .l .Mn~inr(X Jr ... for Real Estate Bar Association for 
Massachusetts. fn c. 

http://www.massrepo , cts.com/SJCCases/ 



Present: Marshall, ( :.J .. Ireland, Spina, Cordy, Botsford, & Gants, JJ. 
[FN4] 

GANTS, J. 

After foreclosing or tw(' properties and purchasing the properties back at the foreclosure 
sales, U.S. Bank N< ttional Association (U.S.Bank), as trustee for the Structured Asset 
Securities Corporal ion Mortgage Pass-Through Certificates. Series 2006-Z: and Wells 
farsy1 Bank_ N.A.. (Well R Ean•J>\,,a.'i tmstee. fnt: ABEC 2fi!l'i-OPT 1. Tmst .. ABEC A.'i'if!l. 
Backed Certificates Ser 'res 2005-0YT 1 (plainftffs) frled separate compla'rnts ·m the Land 
Court asking ajudg ! to declare that they held clear title to the properties in fee simple. 
U'e ci'gl'l.~ ~ k\~\o .lk' i u'4,~- t,Tat the f1110i,wiffs, Ni.?s Het~ fi\1't the \JI."igi,'1& fft\?t'tg~~ faiaW 

to make tfie require d sfrc >wing tfrat tfrey were tfre frofders of the mortgages at tfre time of 
foreclosure. As a re suit. they did not demonstrate that the foreclosure sales were valid to 
convey iifte to fhe s ubje•Ct properties, and their requests for a declaration of dear fttle 
were properly denk ·d. [F N5] 

Procedural history On J uly 5, 2007, U.S. Bank. as trustee, foreclosed on the mortgage of 
Antonio Ibanez, anj pur·chased the Ibanez property at the foreclosure sale. On the same 
day, Wells Fargo, LS tru»tee, foreclosed on the mortgage of Mark and Tammy LaRace. 
and purchased the L aRa ce property at that foreclosure sale. 

In September and (l !'Joh .e.r of 200&,. ll~"- .Bank .awl W t'.lls Fargo hr.!UJg.bt .<>t>pamff' NJjl1D.< 
in the Land Court under J.L. c. 240, § 6. which authorizes actions "to guiet or establish 
the title to land silL ated •.in the commonwealth or to remove a cloud from the title thereto." 
The two complaint>· -,v" get, 't&:rtite'!i,,~(afi.·. \'•) -a )'OOgrrR:rt• \'ran \'r~ ,=,-get,, 'it~~. w-d. '.-rt.~~. 
of the mortflllll))r (Jt ·ane.z or the LaRaces\ in the QTOQerty was extin~D~ished by the 
foreclosure; (2) ad< claration that there was no cloud on title arising from publication of 
tlie notice of sate In tlie Boston Globe; ancf (Jj a cfecfaratlon tliat title was vestea· in tlie 
plaintiff trustee in f ee sir n,nl!-. U.S. B.a.ll.l< ..ar.>d W dJs F ..argo e.adJ .ru;.w.T1f'.d .i.o .it.< mro,nlai.JJJ 
that it had become t he holder of the respective mortgage through an assignment made 
after the foreclosun ~ sak,. 

ln both cases. the m ortg< rgors--Jbanez and the LaRaces--did not initially answer the 
complaints. and the plaimtiffs moved for entry of default judgment. In their motions for 
entry of default jud gmen.!, &'N:- {Jkn\Wilfs &:M ... essed tnl? i;ss~\..o.s: ( J} ~nln-at..~"\ .. &.~ lJ.ost-5\? 
GJJlhP... in. w.bi.ch..th<-' r.<>.llpir.<:d. ontiJ:F.s. nt tbr. till:<!<'Jn.'!JW. '>Ilks. w.I!T.P. ?J.rhl.i.'ibr.d, i.'>. a 
newspaper of "gene ral circulation" in Springfield. the town where the foreclosed 
properties \ay. See\ 3.L. ·c. 244, § 14 (requiring publication every week for three weeks in 
newspaper published .=rr ca«rr .. l'rere lcrra"'li:J>W ~J· .'ie-s, araf ~Ter"Bi cht.'Yl-l<rtt.:m ,=rr 
that town); and (2) whether the plaintiffs were legally entitled to foreclose on the 
properties where the assitgnments of the mortgages to the plaintiffs were neither executed 
nor recorded in the : regi~try of deeds until after the foreclosure sales. lFN61 The two cases 
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were heard t<>gethe•: h;, •ht<- l.;mR. Cmu;t •• '!Jrmfb '"iJh. '!. t.Qjr.Q. r.asP.. •hat • .W.~ tht<. 'if!mt<. 

ISSUeS. 

o. .. M61i1-'l.? 26, 2W' ·\ ja~:~'sw• .. "'w tt<as """'"-"'w ~t &'re- pk.'m.:ll's. T.loe ja~ ,.,.,.,_,.,g &'n2t t.w 
foreclosure sales" ere ;invalid because, in violation ofG.L. c. 244, § 14. the notices of the 
foreclosure sales n:lli!ed U.S. Bank (in the Ibanez foreclosure) and Wells Fargo (in the 
'Llli\.at 'iun:t!JUSm>: ) 'l1S im: n!Ul't-g-.q;t: 'rrt!roerl> ·«'r~t Y:m:y 'rm6 Tn:lt ·,ret 't=, w.'!irgrttX, •lrtt: 
mortgages. [FN7)1'he. judge found, based on each plaintiff's assertions in its complaint. 
that the plaintiffs a<..1,1J.ti .. reL'I J.bt' mlxrtgJ~ges .by .ru;s.ig.uooe.IJJ l\uly .afJer J.bt' .fl1.•e.c.1J:mlre sales 
and thus had no in1 ere~ t in tfie mortgages 6eing rorectosea' at tfie nine ofnie pubt'icanon 
of the notices of sa ie o · at the time of the foreclosure sales. 

[FN8] 

The plaintiffs then mov< ~d to vacate tfie J-udgments. At a hearing on tfie motions on Aprff 
17. 2009. the plain.iffs conceded that each complaint affeged a postnotfce. 
postforeclosure sak as~,ignment of the mortgage at issue, but they now represented to the 
judge that documen ts might exist that could show a prenotice, preforeclosure sale 
assignment of the n ortpages. The judge granted the plaintiffs leave to produce such 
documents. provide :l th· ey were produced in the form they existed in at the time the 
foreclosure sale wLs not iced and conducted. In response, the plaintiffs submitted 
hundreds of pages Jf documents to the judge, which they claimed established that the 
mortgages had bee.1,ass iP,ped tnthem. hPJnr.e the fnr.ecln<;ur.e'i.. Man~ nf' tbe<ie document~ 
related to the creati< Jn of the securitized mortgage pools in which the Ibanez and LaRace 
mortgages were pw port edly included. [FN9) 

Thejucjge denied t 1eplaintiffs' motions to vacate judgment on October 14.2009. 
concluding that the newly submitted documents did not alter the conclusion that the 
plaintiffs were not the holders of the respective mortgages at the time offoreclosure. We 
<~wed the 9'JDies' aw). ic.atinn~ fm: dirNJ.a!p}t!llate. review. 

Factual background W. 'diSL'JJSS each mortgage separately. de.SL"rib.ing when .appropriate 
mha• .1ht' ,nlaintiiM .i!.llt>6"· w.l.u<ve .~o:\t'J ,aw;i w.bat t.bt' L'IIXJ.w.~e.IJ.L< it:> J.be .ri'.cl\rL'I 
demonstrate. [FN I )] 

"'l'ttt rmmtt'- '71m;'rgu~ 1o. '~~ ~~'i'i'kA:.~ \. 2%S, 1>-.W=W \~1 t<><>k <Yd. 1!. '5,\f:H,SQQ l.Qw. 
for the purchase of lrop erty at 20 Crosby Street in Springfield, secured by a mortgage to 
the lender, Rose M< •rt_ga' _ge. Inc. (Rose Mort_ga_ge ). The mort_ga_ge was recorded the 
following day. Sev• era! <'18Jl> .lft'ea~ Rax .~t:Nfgfi@t' exe..--u\le11 &Y ess.:g.-nm.-.w ot t.lo.;s 
mortgage in blank. that is, an assignment that did not specify the name of the assignee. 
\fN.l.l.\ T.~t<. ~i!Dk. '-''fli'.J~ i.Q. tbr- '•s:9.wml".nJ. 'WIS- :u. wmr- 9Q)nJ. 'it.am~ 'J<iJb. t.Qr- ".am"'- Q.( 

Option One Mortga ,ge l' 01 pma'l1oo \Op\'ltln Ortt:) w. tr.e <e.'1>1grtee, aTll'. t\-an W>'i>~• 'f;'/6 

recorded on June 7. 200·6. Before the recording, on January 23, 2006, Option One 
executed an assign·rrerrr <Jf ~ llraro::z: rrrortg~ irr 111\mk. 

According to U.S. Bank. Option One assigned the Ibanez mortgage to Lehman Brothers 
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identifying the lba ncz !nan as 3ID011Jb the ronl1lyl.<be'i thai. wcre as~i'f,w:d ;.\\ ttv! tru~ 
agreement. 

On April 17, 2007 , U . .& Bar.W .f>.lc.t.l." c.i\w,n\a;.w w .fu~c.\ru;e .i\Q !.re .lruwez ·""''r,t~ ,\., 
the Land Court un der the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act (Servicemembers Act), which 
restricts foreclosUJ ·es against active duty members of the uniformed services. See 50 
U.S.C. Appendix~ § SQ\, SH, S11\100<>&. ~- ~~ lOOV,). \fN\1~ ~r..t\-&~~Ymp\'a\m, 
U.S. Bank represet tte d that it was the "o·wner (or assignee) and holder" ofthe mortgage 

,;>.;Me, l!,v .Th.aru>J .fi> • · J.H,.. p.rope.r1y . • 4 )JJdg>m>.w .t=~eo £\tl rel:\alf of LT. S. Ba .... ~ £\tl .IJ.~t~e 2£, 
2007, declaring th, 1t tifte •TI\Jr\'gdg111" wa-s m1t ardo.W tt1 prota:tiorr tiurn ruredusure under 
the Servicemembe rs Act. In June, 2007, U.S. Bank also caused to be published in the 
'0Ww11 'Valut:'btt nO','u::e CJlt'ne imtt\t•:;me ;-a\e 1equ\:re0 by G .L c. '244, § \4. 1'ne notice 
identified U.S. Bru t.k •:)S t'rre "presen'l 'no'uieJ'' oh'nemongage. 

At the torecfosure safe: on Jufy 5, 2007, the fbanez property was purchased by U.S. Bank, 
as trustee for the S· ect• ririzarion rrusr, for $'143511, a vat'ue signit'icantt'y fess U1an tfie 
outstanding debt a nd the estimated market value of the property. The foreclosure deed 
(from U.S. Bank, trustee, as the purported holder of the mortgage, to U.S. Brut.k, trustee, 
as the purchaser) and fne statutory foreclosure afftdavit were recorded on May 23. 2008. 
On September 2, 2 OOH, more than one year after the sale, and more than five months after 
recording of the sa Je, , o\merican Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., "as successor-in
interest" to Option One, which was until then the record holder of the Ibanez mortgage, 
<'.Xt>.l'Jtterl.a. writteJJ. as.'.iJ1)J.JJmJJ. uf tbar.mntt~ tn U.S. Bank~ a'i tnmtee fur the 
securitization trust [FN14] This assignment was recorded on September II, 2008. 

The LaRace morl!'ul'(l!: On MttJ' 19, 20()5, Mllrl< &ro:1 T~tmmy LliR.A--e gtt•\0' tt .m:~rtg~ l& 
the property at 6 Hrool!<bum Street in Springfield to Option One as security for a 
$103,200 loan; the m<>rtgage was recorded that srune day. On May 26,2005, Option One 
executed an assign ne nt of in'ts mortgage 'tn ·olariK. 

According to Well ; Fa:,rgo. Option One later assigned the LaRace mortgage to Brut.k of 
America in a July 28. =~005, flow sale and servicing agreement. Brut.k of America then 
assigned it to Asset Ba eked Funding Cotporation (ABFC) in an October 1 .• 2005. 
mortgage loan J?Ur chase agreement. Finally, ABFC pooled the mortgage with others and 
assigned it to Well ; F1rgo, as trustee for the ABFC 2005-0PT 1 Trust, ABFC Asset
Backed Certificate ;, ~.eries 2005-0PT 1. QUrsuant to a Qoolin~and servicing,ag,reement 
(PSA). 

For ease of reference, t he chain of entities throl\!1-h which the LaRace mol\g!\!le allegedly 
passed before the fmtl!rusun:');l/lt'<>. 

Optior 1 O:'le Mortgage Corporation (originator and record holderi 

Brut.k of America 

A.sset Backed Funding Corporation (depositor) 
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W P.Jk 1? 'll. ''b"·· ""'t,&>oot"~ fnr. tht:. .).JlliC 1JlflS,.QJ?~ 1. , .)./lliC .).Slif".tc 13ac.kt".tl 
Certificates. Series 2005-0PT I 

Wells Furgo did Hot (lt'I!Ni<k: t.'re J'o~ .. ,'l,lr o <XlfJ'J' "" t.re ,'&Jfl· stnleOt.iJ ~""'''-"'-%' 
agreement. so there is no document in the record reflecting an assignment of the LaRace 
mortgage by Option One to Bank of America. The plaintiff did produce an unexecuted 
copy of the mortg: 1g- e \oan purchase agreement. which was an exhibit to the PSA. The 
mortgage loan pu1 ·chase agreement provides that Bank of America. as seller. "does 
hereby agree to m1.~ . Ds:les .be.re.by seJJ, .ass.ig.t~, seJ e>ve.r. .and Dl.be.rw.ise CC\.QYt')' Je> .tbe 
f\rrcilaser [ABK 1~ ·witilout recourse, on tile C!'osing Oare ... ruYofits right. ni'i'e ana' 
interest in and to ·~ach Mortgage Loan." The agreement makes reference to a schedule 
listing the assigned >nortgage \oans, but this schedule is not in the record. so there was no 
document ·belore t he judge showing that the LaRace mortgage was among fhe mortgage 
loans assigned to 1 he- ABFC. 

Wells Fargo did p ro,vide the judge with a copy of the PSA, which is an agreement 
between the ABFt::' (as depositor). Option One (as servicer). and Wells Fargo (as trustee). 
but this copy was do wnloaded from the Securities and Exchange Commission website 
and was not signed. The PSA provides that the depositor "does hereby transfer, assign. 
set over and other .vise convey to the Trustee. on behalf of the Trust ... all the right, title 
.and .intt,tP..'i!.o.f lbe D. epas.i1nr ... io awl tf> .•. .r.ac.b Mar1g.ag.r !.aao .idt-.roifi.r.J L\0 tbe 
Mortgage LoanS< ;hcdules," and "does hereby deliver" to the trustee the original 
mortgage note. an odginal mortgage assignment "in form and substance acceptable for 
Tt:L'Uititug;' wfit-u, 1-.n 00\:uffi\!Tl\'!. '{ltmim\~ to ~h mortgage. 

The copy of the P! )A provided to the judge did not contain the loan schedules referenced 
.in the a.greement. .fns lead.. Wells Fargo sufunitted a schedule that it represented identified 
the loans assigned in the PSA. which did not include property addresses. names of 
mortgagors. or any n umber that corresponds to the loan number or servicing number on 
the. LaR.at:e OOro:IJS.l!IJP. . W<"Jls. E:u:v,p. r.nn1t>JJds. tbat.a.loan_ wi1b.the. LaRac.e QfilQCrt\.:'s ziQ 
code and city is th e I .aRace mortgage loan because the payment history and loan amount 
matches the LaRa, ;e ioan. 

On April27, 200/ , Wells Fargo filed a complaint under the Servicemembers Act in the 
Land Court to fon :close on the LaRace mortgage. The complaint represented Wells Fargo 
as the "owner (or lS>•>~) W'ld W.lk-t" t>f fue '\T&/1\~ -g,'.-.= b-:1 \he \.:aRac""- '"' \he 
property. Ajudgm en t issued on behalf of Wells Fargo on July 3, 2007, indicating that the 
LaRaces were not beneficiaries of the Servicemembers Act and that foreclosure could 
proceeci 1n accoru\:mce wifif fife t= ttf fife pttwer LTl' s&J'e.. ln1arre, 2..?..??, »b~~ Farga 
caused to be pub!· shud in the Boston Globe the statutory notice of sale, identifying itself 
as the ''present ho Ide r" of the mortgage. 

At the foreclosure sale on July 5, 2007. Wells Fargo, as trustee, purchased the LaRace 
property for $120. 39 7.03. a value significantly below its estimated market value. Wells 
~-argo clio" not exec ut e a statutory torecfosure atTia'avit or loredosure a'eea' untlt' May /, 
2008. That same day .. Option One, which was still the record holder of the LaRace 
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-nftlt~.·<>l<<<u<tt. 4. an assignment of the mortgage to Wells Fargo as trustee; the 
assignment was n corded on May 12, 2008. Although executed ten months after the 
foreclosure sale, t 1e assignment declared an effective date of April 18, 2007, a date that 
pll'l-~ ~ p<!Wic."ltion of the notice of sale and the foreclosure sale. 

Discussion. The pla.iintiff"t Qr.QJ.!Jbbt.'ll:ti®.'t 'IDW..T. G..L. <:..14.11, 1), 6., '>l!l'.kinJb<il!da.rJJtimts. 
·mat tne ae'ienillun TI'lut'rgaguni td.e> 'mill 'treelt -eJ:iatgueJu~~ wR. •h,u, 'h«- ~.'lint#z.'b •w·..m- •hr.. 
fee simple owner;; o f the foreclosed properties. As such, the plaintiffs bore the burden of 
establishing ~ir CJn.fn\:nn:JTtltJ ,,k-fl:l\\:)"',uugt'n': S,W.Yf!>,~kuubw"F!Ttlmi, ,fn:: 9: .D'uy~ 

Courte Edgartown, . .tnc., 40C Mass. zor, ZO'l(lff'i'). To m<Xt drrs /rurrk,.T, tlrcr .. <=' 

required "not met ·el} r to demonstrate better title ... than the defendants possess, but ... to 
prove sufftc'tent ti fle to succeeil·m lfhel aci10n:" 1d. See NationslJanc Mtge. Corp. v. 
Eisenhauer, 4'1'M as s.App.Ct. TD, T5U '(LIAAJJ.Tnere 'ts no que;'liunimtt irre1.'t!ia!i •are 
plaintiffs sought r eq uired them to establish the validity of the foreclosure sales on which 
their claim to cle! rr title rested. 

Massachusetts do es not require a mortgage holder to obtain judicial authorization to 
foreclose on a mortgaged property. See G.L. c. 183, § 21; G.L. c. 244, § 14. With the 
exception of the I im ited judicial procedure aimed at cerlizymg that the mortgagor ·Is nm a 
beneficiary of the s •. :rvjcemt!lllheJ:s AcJ;. .a mortg.age hoJder CliD fnreclnse nn .a property, .as 
the plaintiffs did her !, by exercise of the statutory power of sale, if such a power is 
granted by the mJrt0gage itself. See Beaton v. Land Court, 367 Mass. Jlf:i. J%-Nf, HJ, 
appeal dismissed, <lt'B U.~. '?,% \,\'~15). 

Where a mort gag<! grants a mortgage holder the power of sale, as did both the Ibanez anil 
LaRace mortgages, tit incfuoes oy reference tfie power of safe set out in G.L c. fll'J, §' Zf, 
and further re_gulate< I by G.L. c. 244. §§ 11-17C. Under G.L. c. 183, § 21. after a 

mortgagor defaults i n the performance of the underlying note, the mortgage holder may 
sell the property a t ~ 1 public auction and convey the property to the purchaser in fee 
simqle.> "and such st lie shall forever bar the mortgagor and all persons clruming under him 
from all right and in terest in the mortgaged premises, whether at law or in eguity." Even 
where there is a"' ispute as to whether the mortgagor was in default or whether the party 
L'Wnllng IO be th'~ IT20rtgage holder is the true mortgage holder, the foreclosure goes 
forward unless the t llll~t files an action. and obtains. a court otdJ!t eu.~oinill'b the 
foreclosure. [FNl 5}1 See Beaton v. Land Court, supra at 393. 

Recognizing the sub >st8lltial pawer that the statutory scheme B.ffmxls to B. m<JrtgB.ge holder 
to foreclose withnut immediate judicial oversight, we adhere to the familiar rule that "one 
who sells under 2 Pf:-'Wi'.r [d .salt-} JJJlL'<t fnllow strictly its terms. If he fails to do so there is 
no valid executim 1 of the power, and the sale is wholly void.~ Moore v. Dick, 1lr7 Mass. 
207, 211 (1905). ~'>ee Roche v. Farnsworth, 106 Mass. 509, 513 (1871) (power of sale 
contained in mort. gll'ge "must be executed in strict compliance with its terms"). See also 
McGreevey v. Chari' est own Five Cents Sav. Bank, 294 Mass. 480, 484 ( 1936). [FN 16] 

One of the terms of me ~wer of saJe lh.at mJJS1 be strictly .adhered to is the restriction on 
who is entitled to foreclose. The "statutory power of sale" can be exercised by "the 
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mortgagee or his'; xecutors.. administrators., successors or a'i.w?Jls.," G,.L c__ Ul1,_ ~ 2L 
Under G.L c. 244, § 14, "[t]he mortgagee or person having his estate in the land 
mortgaged. or a p• : rson authorized by the power of sale. or the attorney duly authorized 
by a writing unde r se.a.l, or me Jeg.al guardi.an or conserva1or of such mDTigagee or person 
acting in the nam•; of such mortgagee or person" is empowered to exercise the statutory 
';li>\WJ. n( 'iJ!lr... An.': clfm:t. ta W.'!l'.ln'lr- l:l',i a lj!IW.') lar.k.in.'b "y.u:i • ...Vr.Jinn. :mil. aulhnr.i.t.')" tn. 
carry out a forecl< :."~.!};<:. ~ WR,~ '11.?/.W&'i. \<; "~· Choc" v. M<woc, ~¥,9 M'6£F... SS9, '%~ 
( 1905), citing Mo. 1. re v. Dick. supra. See Davenport v. HSBC Bank USA. 275 Mich.App. 
344, 347-348 (20V:·7) (attempt ta faredase by pruty that had nat yet been llSSigned 
.mnt'g'~•e><ml!<' .rir '\st'n:n."ta'rln' dd'd-"'t dr:M g.xo t\1 t1'rt:: ~cry <'rt::art <Jftk&r!u'dllt!s" .roi/ity· t\1 

foreclose by adv<·rt isement." and renders foreclosure sale void). 

"-n!ntct<l. 'lt<'d<<tror:' 1~emen\ \'mn TI10S'l 'oe ~t:\'Iy aO'nereo \o in a foreclosure 'uy power 
of sale is the notit e requirement articulated in G.L. c. 244. § 14. That statute provides that 
"no sale under sue :h: power shall be effectual to foreclose a mortgage, unless, previous to 
sucit saJ'e, "aa'van-c<: notice of me foreCI'osure saie nas l>een proviciea' to tt\e mortgagee. to 
other interested par ties. and by publication in a newspaper published in the town where 
the mortgaged laurl .Jje.'i.m: of. '!f.llt>.r.al. <:irJ'Jdatjnn_ in. that. tnwn .. ifL "The. mannt>.r. in. whk.h. 
tne noitce ol ine r r• :Jposei! sa:Je snaJI'be gtven 'ts one ol ihe 'tmportant terms ol {he power, 
and a strict compl i1 mce with it is essential to the valid exercise of the power." Moore v. 
Dick, 'upra at 2 L.'. S.x C,lut:c- ~: .~~ :mpnr("«t'«:i"t:: ti oe>.-t&'•uroti..:"<: i-s fJI-e>LTI/xti, ti 
sale without any nutlce. or upon a notice lacking tfie essential requirements oftl\e written 
power, would be V< >id as a proceeding for foreclosure"). See also McGreevey v. 
Charlestown Five Cents Sav. Bank, supra. Because on1y a present ho1der of the mortgage 
is authorized to fc •n _·close on the mortgaged property, and because the mortgagor is 
entitled to know \ v~ o is foreclosing and selling the property, the failure to identify the 
holder of the mor tg; tge in the notice of sale may render the notice defective and the 
foreclosure sale' oi d. [FN17] See Roche v. Farnsworth, supra (mortgage sale void where 
notice of sale ide1 1tiified original mortgagee but not mortgage holder at time of notice and 
sale). See also Bo II omly v. Kabachnick, 13 Mass.App.Ct. 480.483-484 (1982) 
(foreclosure void v. here holder of mortgage not identified in notice of sale). 

For the plaintiffs to obtain the judicial declaration of clear title that they seek, they had to 
prove their autho,·it y to foreclose under the power of sale and show their compliance with 
the requirements or t which this authority rests. Here, the plaintiffs were not the original 
mortg_ag_ees to wh o·. m the {lOwer of sale was granted; rather .. they claimed the authority to 
foreclose as the e• :e ntual assignees of the original mortgagees. Under the plain language 
ofG.L. c. 183, § '..!l , and G.L c. 244, § J 4, me pJajmiffsbad me authority to e.yerdse 1he 
power of sale contai ned in the Ibanez and LaRace mortgages only iftht;,v were the 
assignees ofthe mo·rtgages at the time of the notice of sale and the subsequent foreclosure 
sale. See In re Sch vat'u, YW ?>~. ~. 'YU>,\'b-&lt..~S'.r.\~m~;~~1Y\' ht:qcirimg•lut 
mortgage after tht : entr')' and fureclo&ure sale does not satjsfy the Ma~sachusetts statute"). 
[FN18) See also J ej'{-Ray Corp. v. Jacobson, 566 So.2d 885, 886 (Fla.Dist.Ct.App. 1990) 
(per curiam) (forecli .Jsure actton coufd not tJe oased· on ass{gnment of mortgage dated· tour 
months after corr mr_:n!'.e.roe.nt nf fnredL>."'Jl'f' prnc.ee.diog) 
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The plaintiffs clai n that the securitization documents they submitted establish valid 
assignments that r 1:ade them the holders of the Ibanez and LaRace mortgages before the 
notice of sale and tl1e foreclosure sale. We tum, then, to the documentation submitted by 
the pJalntiffs to ds :tt..:-:.r.mi.ru- n~betke.r ;t .wet the .. r~\\re .. we.Ws el' a J'a..lk} ossi{;I?JW!S\W. 

Ulr..a. wr.. Qtl;m,.~. iitsd(, t.br.. :,s,'ii.~Qmr .. T.!l.Q( a.mm:t.~ i.'i.a.c:m>~e'j:mr..l! Q( :m. i.QJr..r.e'iJ. i.Q. 
land that vequ\ve,; a •w-,itint~s'litg11t:i.'vy •htt·grwtnn. 'tft:t/o!L. "t.. >,'!,:,, '\i :t, 'i':ftitrl• 'htn'a!i-, 
Religious. Educ. < ~ Charitable Ass'n v. Hale, 227 Mass. 175, 177 (1917). In a "title 
theory state" like M ·I>":>li\."'l'ro-,l:l.'t>". if JTI\1rtgdgl!' ,:., if rnrrrstl:rafi'r:g<I•' titk itT if ~y t\:1 

secure a debt. See r ammri' lnv.,;rtm· Group. £Ill. lw"f'mm.Yn'p v: J'ekcmren of Oenmk •{58 
Mass. I, 6 (20 I 0 . · fherefore, when a person borrows money to purchase a home and 
gives the lender a mortgage, the homeowner-mortgagor retains on1y equitab1e tit1e ·m the 
home; the legal ti1.k• is 'ne'u'I 'oyfue mortgagee. ~ee Vee Jay Realty Trust Co. v. DiCroce, 
360 Mass. 751. 7: i3 (1972). quoting Dolliver v. St. Joseph Fire & Marine Ins. Co., 128 
Mass. 315, 316 ( ' 8BO) (although "as to all the world except the mortgagee. a mortgagor 

1's tile owner oft!': e r nortgaged' timds. ·• mortgagee lias fegaf tltfe to property); Maglione v. 
BancBoslon Mtg< ·. <~orp., 29 Mass.App.Ct. 88,90 (1990). Where. as here, mortgage loans 
are pooled togetht :r in a trust and converted into mortgage-backed securities, the 
unaerty'mg prorri1: ;s< Jf)' notes serve as financ'uil ·mstruments generating a potentia] ·income 
stream for investn IS • hut the mortgages securing these notes Me stjJJ legal tjtJe to 
someone's home -Jr farm and must be treated as such. 

Focusing first on t.\-r ~ \'rtZil'ltllm'irt~, \l.'S. Bank a~-g.= fudt \t ..,'ltl m-;\gned the 
mortgage under tt te trust agreement described in the PPM, but it did not submit a copy of 
this trust agreement to the judge. The PPM, however, described the trust agreement as an 
agreement to flee xe•cuted' in tfie future, so it onfy furnished· evidence of an Intent to assign 
mortgages to U.S. Bank, not proof of their actual assignment. Even if there were an 
executed trust ag1 ·ee ment with language of present assignment, U.S. Bank did not 
produce the sched ulle of loans and mortgages that was an exhibit to that agreement, so it 
failed to show that the Ibanez mortgage was among the mortgages to be assigned by that 
agreement. Finall:v. even if there were an executed trust agreement with the reguired 
schedule. U.S. Bank failed to furnish any evidence that the entity assigning the mortgage
-Structured Asse1 Se·curities C01poration--ever held the mortg.a_ge to be assigned. The last 
assignment of tht· mllt1.JYI.Ibe ou tecotd wa\> from Rose Mot:l:.lylly! to 09tion One; oothiug 
was submitted to :he judge indicating that Option One ever assigned the mortgage to 
anyone before the breclosure sale. r.FN 191 Thus., based on the documents submitted to 
the judge, Optior Ore, nat U.S. Btmk, «liS the mortgage /raider Bt the time af the 
foreclosure, and I J.S Bank did not have the authority to foreclose the mortgage. 

Turning to the La,'R.nce mortgage, Wens Fargo claims that, before ·11 issued the foreclosure 
notice, it was assi; gn .ed the LaRace mortgage under the PSA. The PSA, in contrast with 
I J.S .. Bank~s PPM.. lL<>e.'i the lanpc!JJ!Pd- o.t: a. 9-te.'it!I.JJ. a\>'liP.,pmrJ.JJ. r:· doe'i. bs!r.<'.h':l ... as'iiJb~Jc' wd 
"does hereby deliver ")rather than an intent to assign in the future. But the mortgage loan 
schedule Wells F .1rg•_., submitted tailed to identify with adequate specificity the LaRace 

.rrult;t!'.l!l'.l".a'Jlnr •.1fJ:.bt- mArj,g.agt>s.a'<>.ig.<;1t'D i~J 1.bt- J>SA .Ml\rt>pvt>.r, WJ".l.lsF.argp ,nrpv,iDeLI 
the judge with no de>cument that reflected that the ABFC (depositor) held the LaRace 
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mortgage that it w ;>S purportedly assigning in the PSA. As with the Ibanez loan, the 
record holder of tJ- e- La Race loan was Option One, and nothing was submitted to the 
judge which demo nstrated that the LaRace loan was ever assigned by Option One to 
another entit> be(. lT•<' tlre pubJjcJJtjon of tbf' no)jce .and tbf' sale. 

W.lw..r.P.. '1. rpamti(( filr.s. '1. r.w:>-'Pai.Q1. 'l£k.i.OJb fhr.. '1. ciP.rJ:WUjJID, Q.l dJ:.aJ: tjJJr._ 'lf\r..r. '1. Wm:tJb'l.fbP.. 
kv-cc.IJ>s:.wc, .:. ~ .~· ;, ..mjtJAA. ,,., O&k fRii ,-...M th~>t. •JM. ...,.wRRinq, ut.it"i ,,...., •oR
mortgage holder at the time of the notice of sale and foreclosure, or was one of the parties 
authorized to foret-~1 J>~crm:ler"G-L c. ,'83, § 2,', ;mdG.L. c. 244, § M. A f1''.Iirrtilft.'rif( 
~"'"""""'t rn<:lt,..,. th: .. ......,.,_ ,..rJ~C"t ...,h.-. .. _.: ... , .. ,.,..,.,..,....,...,.. :, .... -t-1., ..... "-'~.-.1 ... : ...... +1- .... o- ;,._ ••• _ ....... ..... c .... : .. 1 •. ...1~ ... :,......1 ... 
"'C..UUJ.V~ lUU.rlo.'-' Ull;) lll'VU\..;)~ O::.UV'VVUJl::> .._a.JUIVLJU::.lt)' }-'IV\..-141111 UUllH W(l;) UllHltll)' Ut:lUCU U 

fL. 
.....,I.:.A. .. 'f v ( ( (., v 

declaration of cle.lf title. See In re Schwartz, supra at 266 ("When HomEq [Servicing 
Corporation] was rt:quired to prove 'tts authority to conduct the sale, and despite having 
't=,·grv-er,mrrrJa: t>,ll]JIJtiminy•wian;u:Wn-.t,'t,·prutna:~:u'msreau wdS 11 )unlrlre ill 
documents and co m :lusocy statements, some of which are not supported by the 
documents and in de ed even contradicted by them"). See also Bayview Loan Servicing, 
llC v. Nelson. 3f{2 t\\:App .. i'a' I' t'fM. t' I'lfi!' (..1\MI)' (reversing granr o( summary fuogmenr 
in favor offinanc.1all entity in foreclosure action, where there was "no evidence that [the 
entity] ever obtain .:- d any legal interest in the subject property"). 

We do not suggest_ I baJ an assignment must be m recordable fonn al the time of the notice 
of sale or the sub,;ec uent foreclosure sale, although recording is likely the better practice. 
Where a pool or I Ill >rtgages fs assfgned to a securiifzed trust, the executed agreement that 
assigns the poo I of ·ntm\pgt.~~ ~*;t&1 -a ~\..Tt~ulR.. \/i +Lite~ Yi'iut\pgc 1«Rt1fll +L'rnll '\}a:m1t'j 

and specifically id ~ ntifies the mortgage at issue as among those assigned. may suffice to 
establish fhe trustt e· as ihe mortgage holder. However, there must be proof that the 
assignment was made fly a party tfiat itselffiefa tfie mongage. See In re Samuel's, 4 f5 
B.R. 8, 20 (Bank!.D•·.Mass.2009). A foreclosing entity may provide a complete chain of 
assignments linking it to the record holder of the mortgage, or a single assignment from 
the record holder 1 11 ·the mortgage. See In re Parrish, 326 B.R. 708, 720 (Bankr.N.D.Ohio 
2005) ("If the clailn~ant acquired the note and mortgage from the original lender or from 
anotherparty who a cguired it from the original lender, the claimant can meet its burden 
through evidence thut traces the loan from the original lender to the claimant"). The key 
in either case is that the foreclosing entity must hold the mort_ga_ge at the time of the 
ontli:e llJld 'lllli! i.n. nnler accJ.u:atrl'6 tn i.dt:nti~ i.tsel.{ a£ the ~'ie!JJ. bnlder: in.. the 011ti.r.e llJld 
in order to have th e authority to foreclose under the power of sale (or the foreclosing 
entity must be ont 1 1f the Qarties authorized to foreclose under G.L. c. 183. ~ 21. and G.L. 
c. 244, § 14). 

The judge did not err in concluding that the securitization documents submitted by the 
pl!imftfts laiteit to ilemonstrate fhat fhey were fhe 'holiters of fhe l'banez and 'LaRace 
mortgages, respectively, at the time of the publication of the notices and the sales. The 
judge, therefore, d id not err in renderilllb\.ud!lJ11ents a![llinst the qlaintiffs. and in_dem,;inlf, 
the plaintiffs' mot ior LS to vacate the judgments. [FN20) 

We now turn brie fly to three other .argument• .raised hy .the ,nlaintifi• no .l~J1!lelll. .Eic;t .the 
plaintiffs initially c.Jntended that the assignments in blank executed by Option One, 
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identifying the ass igmw; ~~~.wit. •nft- ~'ii1,1:1f'..l!., ont.<ml'l "evidencef. \and confirmL l the 
assignments that c C< urred by virtue of the securiti7.ation agreements," but "are effective 
assignments in their own right." But in their reply briefs they conceded that the 
assign=ts ia IJI _m '" .:}i<} ,WJt c&?s/it;;\t.e a .'amf.!..l.aAAi,<mroc.l\1 Df 1hl' .roru:tg.ages. Their 
concession is appro,;priate. We have long held that a conveyance of real property, such as 
a mortgage, that <.JOJ•:.<s- 1:1nt. mum:. tbft- 'l.'>.'>.i.-wr..r.. ~JW.V<:.'J'i- Qnt,!>Jn.'b wli i.<s- VQiJt, '>(P.. dn Qnt. 
regaro an aslitgmn ':I'll Vi 1f"d!ru 'rrt'tlooli. w, i{•'lllg 1R-f;'ll. tit!R. :n,•lllll! •a. •nft- ~.Jli:P..r. m tb;:. 

assignment. See F Iavin v. Morrissey, 327 Mass. 217,219 (1951); Macurda v. Fuller, 225 
Mass. 341, 344 (I ·.,'/"6). So:x <rt'>u G.L. c. 183, § 3. 

Second, the plain• iffs contend that, because they held the mortgage note, they had a 
sufficient financia · interest in the mortgage to allow them to foreclose. ln Massachusetts, 
where a note has t e•.en ass'tgnea 'but fnere ·,s no written liSsigrrrnen\ o'i t'ne 'II'ti)t\~ 
underlying the not ~. the assignment of the note does not carry with it the assignment of 
the mortgage. Bat -nes v. Boardman, 149 Mass. I 06, 114 ( 1889). Rather, the holder of the 
mortgage holds th e mortgage In trust tor tfie purcfiaser oftt'te note, wno lias m equitln'n'e 
right to obtain an assignment of the mortgage, which may be accomplished by filing an 
action in court ant I obtaining an equitable order of assignment. Id ("In some jurisdictions 
it is held that the r nt. re transfer of the debt, without any ass1gnment or even mern'ton o'i. 
the mortg.age, can ie ' the mortgage with it, so as to enable the a.o;signee to a.o;sert his title 
in an action at la\11,. .. This doctrine has not prevailed in Massachusetts, and the tendency 
of the decisions h·~r·e has been, that in such cases the mortgagee woufd ftol(ftt'te fegaftine 
'a. 'trW• W. 'lrtto pa.·i'~=• -if. •h~t'Wtt•, wtt.•bRf,'h~t 1rJtre-. 'Tliqltt, 'lhloin.'h'LW!VCJ'dllL't 'uy 'h 

bill in eq_uity"). Se ·e Youngv. Miller, 6 Gray 152, !54 (1856). In the absence of a valid 
written assignmen t of a mortgage or a court order of assignment, the mortgage ·holiler 
remains uncfiangt !(f. rru·s common-law pnncipfe was later tncorporatea'tn ttie statute 
enacted in 1912 e stl1blishing the statutory power of sale, which grants such a power to 
"the mortgagee m· htis executors, administrators, successors or assigns," but not to a party 
that is the equitab k: beneficiary of a mortgage held by another. G.L. c. 183, § 21, inserted 
h'l Stl912 . .c. 502 . ~ 6. 

Third, the plainti~ Ts initially argued that postsale assignments were sufficient to establish 
their authority to fo _recluse, and now argue that these assignments are sufficient when 
taken in conjunct io·n with the evidence of a presale assignment. They argue that the use of 
postsale assignme mts was customary in the industry, and point to Title Standard No. 58(3) 
issued by the Real .F}>tafa &u: <\.<s-'!<lci.1liJlQ fur Massachusetts .. which declares: "A title is 
not defective by n..·~ sruJ vf ·--·lt,U:u- I£'.cNrling of .ao .As.'<ig=.o.t DfM!lrlg.ag<" £',Y£'.CJJt£'D 
either prior, or subs !quent, to foreclosure where said Mortgage has been foreclosed, of 
record, by the As,;ile;.ree. ",fFN:J.l} !e>.!.\lce.Y.tc.l\1 1ha1 the plaintiff• retv on this title 
standard for the p.-·op~Y>h'oo tmu 'I!Tl <::n\'ty \'ria\~ 1)1)\ \m\u a T!WI\gage; TWt'J 1mec\me oo 
a property, and then cure the cloud on title by a later assignment of a mortgage, their 
reliance is misplace:;\ ~~:zn~. 'ihl"''iY'~tw. is.~acy t.!l G.L c_ 1&3, ~ 2L.and G.L. c. 
244, § 14. If the r·fa,intifts did not nave their assignments to tfie fbanez and LaRace 
mortgages at the 1 inne of the publication of the notices and the sales, they lacked authority 
to foreclose unde·- G.l... c. •'8],! 2.1, tnru!D.J.. c. 244., § .14; .a.ro ibeir ,nuhlished claims to 
be the present hoi< leers of the mortgages were false. Nor may a postforeclosure assignment 
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be treatoo as a pre- f~r.drouwvuffiiJ!,'1IDI'Jlt, 'iimlll~ lvj <ll'..rJru:inJb'lll· "p.ffr..rJi.v.P..tiatt'c' that. 
precedes the notic• ~ of sale and foreclosure, as did Option One's assignment of the LaRace 
mortgage to Wells J,'arl(o. Because an assignment of a mortgage is a transfer of legal title, 
it becomes effecti l\.""., N'J.\~~ ~~o.spLact to the pYm~.;Y&+" sa.le &?!1J' &? &?e U&YSli .. ""J., ... ; ,'{ C&?J.Wlt 

become effective before the transfer. See In re Schwartz, supra at 269. 

'I'ruwev-et, ·we Uo'It• ,., tic.<tgrtt·wtlrt Ttlre'i1Cl!Idcdl-6 ~l<tJ. SWC,)'/:rat,, ·mre~t w, w,'iiqgrrra:u, 'e. 
confirmatory of an ·earlier, valid assignment made prior to the publication of notice and 
execution of the se l e, that confirmatory assignment may be executed and recorded after 
the foreclosure, and a'oing so wiil' not make the tit!'e a'efective. A va1'ia' assignment of a 
mortgage gives the holder of that mortgage the statutory power to sell after a default 
regardless whether the as.'liJWmml. ba'i he.eo. recntde.<L See. G.L. C, un, !1. 21~ MacFar./.miP. 
v. Thompson, 241 1\ lass. 486, 489 {1922). Where the earlier assignment is not ·m 
recordable form 01 ·bears some defect, a written assignment executed after foreclosure 
that confirms the e;&, die.· oss.'g.'ll~W >'1WlJ' be {ll~J(ft::dy >"<A-'Yff<kxl. See Jim ~: .'fltr.l!:1; 216 
Mass. 440,444-445 (1914). A confirmatory assignment, however, cannot contlrm an 
assignment that v. a>; not validly made earlier or backdate an assignment being made for 
the first time. See . > cap) en v. lJlancnariJ, nn Mass. TJ, lb ('f'I(Jlf) l confirmatory aeed 
"creates no title" b 1 t "takes the place of the original deed, and is evidence of the making 
of the former com e yance as of the time when it was made"). Where there is no prior 
valid assignment, a subsequent assignment by the mortgage holder to the note holder is 
not a confirmatory assignment because there is no earlier written assignment to confirm. 
In this case, based nn the record before the judge, the plaintiffs failed to prove that they 
obtained valid wri tten assignments of the Ibanez and LaRace mortgages before their 
foreclosures. so th e postforeclosure assignments were not confirmatory of earlier valid 
assignments. 

Finally, we reject thte plaintiffs' request that our ruling be prospective in its application. A 
prospective ruling \ 1> 'i:ffl\'j 'iiJ'Pl~t, \n \\mitt& c\1~urrt&tmct1>, w'ntn we m.akt a 
siJwjficantc~ in the common law. See Par;ador;oulos v. Tarf{J!t Corr; ... 457 Mass. 
368,384 (2010) (r lC•ting "normal rule of retroactivity"); Payton v. Abbott Labs, 386 Mass. 
540, 565 (1982). ·w-,~ fiave not done so fiere. The fegaf principles and requirements we set 
forth are well e.sll hLisbe.d jn our ca.«e .lllw and our statutes. All that has changed io; the 
plaintiffs' apparent •failure to abide by those principles and requirements in the rush to sell 
mortgage-backed : "~curities. 

Conclusion. For t.l' e reasons stated, we agree with the judge that the plaintiffs did not 
demonstrate that t he y were the holders of the Ibanez and LaRace mortgages at the time 
that theJ' fareclos<- !d these pt .. q;ert.~s, o.:-Nl tbe._re._We k'}eB to Qe._w.o._v.ft .. r:~..te th.:N the)' 
~.Jl/U.tf".d &.r.. '>.im~ J e . tjJJ.e. ta thr..">r. ?"Jl.li'l'-"tjr..'>. U'J ?JU:chas.inJb tbr.m. :U. thr.. fur<!I'JA'iJJJ:I! .,]r.,. 

CORDY, J. (cone ur ring, with whom Botsford, J.,joins). 

I concur fully in tl re-- OJ? inion of the court, and write seQarately only to underscore that 
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·wull, '~> 'ScrqRtSlllfs · o~kRJu, 'aR-'1lt- "-'liiR.'i> ;,"' w~. •hR. 'ilalf'.Jm.n•t. <M op;;.?rJzyr.:>. wjrJJ.l.lltr.d. h'J tbi! 
court regarding titl < ' law and the law of foreclosure in Massachusetts, but rather the utter 
carelessness with' vhich the plaintiff banks documented the titles to their assets. There is 
no dispute that tht ~ tm:J:ttg4g\11"5' af 6De pt~--ti:es 1\Y ~~ti<JJ_-rl;o& 8e1.fu'.\ted &V the~\r 

obligations, and tl tat the mortgaged properties were subject to foreclosure. Before 
C<lmmenc\ng, such 'm.'ll'Jjnn., lm.w.P..vr.r., thi! IJnlrlfo.r. q_f. 'lll.'IS.'iiJl)Jr.d.mm:t.~ llf'?.d.'i. tn. taka 
care to ensure that 1' i1s '1ega1 paperwotK '1s rn uruer. N!t'rrougn'lrM't'W.t> Trt> 1!ppl!l-eit, 'l«.tml. 
unfairness here to . 1e mortgagors. that is not the point. Foreclosure is a powerful act with 
significant consec w.:m."\Z, iMii ,\fa:,.,-m,Tim,~'tS' ,\rw· aci!S m'wa:ys reqtrired !t'riK it J1f111-'lXU' 
strictfy in accord·"' ·1tft tfte statutes tftat govern If. As me opinion of !t're ~va:rt 1111l't!s, >"U\."lr 

strict compliance if; necessary because Massachusetts is both a title theory State and 
allows for extrajucllcia1 foreclosure. 

The type of so phis t icated transactions leading up to the accumulation of ilie notes and 
mortgages in que~ ti on in these cases and their securitization, and, ultimately the sale of 
mortgaged-backe< I securities, are not barred nor even burdened by tlie requirements of 
Massachusetts la1 ./ The plaintiff banks, who brought iliese cases to clear the titles that 
they acquired at th eir own foreclosure sales, have simply failed to prove that ilie 
underlying assignr nents ofthe mortgages iliat iliey allege (and would have) entitled them 
to foreclose ever e.~:istedio.aoy Jeyaltv ~.ahle.fmm hefnr.ethey .ex.en:i.'led thepow.e.r 
of sale tllat accom p;anies those assignments. The court's opinion clearly states that such 
assignments do nc •t need to be in recordable form or recorded before the foreclosure, but 
+lrtef &, "'latv-e to lrta .. " ~ tt~1 ~tt:~.:7mt~. 

What is more com plicated, and not addressed in this opinion, because ilie issue was not 
before us, is the e:rft:!ct oftfte conduct orlianks sucn as tfte pfamtit'fs nere, on a liona fide 
third-party purchr scr who may have relied on ilie foreclosure title of the bank and ilie 
confirmative assignment and affidavit of foreclosure recorded by the bank subsequent to 
that foreclosure bu t prior to the purchase by the third party, especially where the party 
whose property w1 .~.1htecln~.d. was. in fact in violation of ilie mortl;1i!ge covenants. had 
notice ofilie forec· osure, and took no action to contest it. 

.F'.NJ. Fnr .tbt> $J:nu-Jnred A<lset Securities Cm;ooration Mol\!!a,ge Pass-Throu,gh 
Certificates, S-eries 2006-Z. 

FN2. Wells f ·, rrgo Bank, N.A., trustee, vs. Mark A. LaRace & another. 

FN3. The Ar •peals Court granted the plaintiffs' motion to consolidate these cases. 

FN4. Chief J; u stice Marshall participated in the deliberation on this case prior to her 
retirement. 

FN5. We ack .nowledge the amicus briefs filed by the Attorney General; ilie Real 
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Est.?t.~ B-u' f>..:. =\-u\w, \r,y; M-u•y;?£~tt.s, 1=:, M'MYc M~:-~.wd~·, Wi'R. \\>&, N?.\mn?.~ 
Consumer L cw Center, together with Darlene Manson, Germano DePina, Robert 
Lane, Ann C Jiley, Roberto Szumik. and Geraldo DosaJlios. 

FN6. The ur certainty surrounding the first issue was the reason the plaintiffs sought 
a declaration m 'd'e:it'i \'t\',~ ~'fJ 'V'I&:i \\) wkc.',TJ \',\1tc ',m,'Ul'e.'fll:,~ {i)'i \rtc'O~ p;~rt~'O. 1'rtc 
second issue ·was raised by the judge in the LaRace case at a January 5, 2009, case 
management .conference. 

FN7. The juu" gc """"'" ~:.=iudro tita\ the Bmtoo G\"be ww. a ~p2ipe'i "{ gene'lai 
circulation in '3Jpimgfte'J6, so t'ne i'orec\osares were mfl ren6e:re61nva\16 on t'rmt 
ground becatJ se notice was published in that newspaper. 

FN8. In the t ilird case, LaSalle Bank National Association, trustee for the certificate 
holders ofB< ~:ar Stearns Asset Backed Securities I, LLC Asset-Backed Certificates. 
Series 2007- l-tTE2 vs. rreoay Rosai10. t'ne .iuoge conduoeo t'nat t'ne mortgage 
foreclosure "• vvas not rendered invalid by its failure to record the assignment 
reflecting its s :talus as holder of the mortgage prior to the foreclosure since it was, in 
tact, the fiofd;, ':1' liy as.~.nt JJ11iie s.il:lre nfllle fnrf'.dn.'UITe, isJ:n.utituf(y c.JlJ.Une.d 1fu31· 
status in the n•otice, and it could have produced proof of that status (the unrecorded 
assignment) iJ ·asked." 

FN9. On Jun< ~ I. 2009, attorneys for the defendant mortgagors filed their appearance 
In tfie cases ti >r the ti'rst time. 

FNl 0. The l a!Race defendants aitege fhat fhe documents sribm'Jtted to fhe judge 
following the: plaintiffs' motions to vacate judgment are not properly in the record 
before us. The y also allege that several of these documents are not properly 
authenticated . Because we aflirm the judgment on other grounds, we do not address 
these concern :s, and assume that these documents are properly before us and were 
adequately aut.be.oS.i!'.att>Ll. 

FN ll. Th\s sh;'lll.<l. wtl. '1Rtar.i:~f'.il.Wf',JUnt~1Jt. 'ifat~.,;. "TjQH, \( ~.TJ.I£ '1J'J'J'J.'I'ti1, 'aft-
undersigned I ereby grants, assigns and transfers to all beneficial 
interest under that certain Mortgage dated December I, 2005 executed by Antonio 
Ibanez .... " 

FNI2. The Structured Asset Securities Corporation ·,sa whol1y owned direct 
subsidiary of Lehman Commercial Paper Inc., which is in tum a wholly owned, 
direct subsidi ary of Lehman Brothers Holdings Inc. 
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FNIJ. As im plcmented in Massachusetts. a mortgage holder is required to go to 
court to obta• n ajud,gment declarins that the mortgagor is not a beneficiary of the 
Servicemem I 1ers Act before proceeding to foreclosure. St.l943. c. 57. as amended 
through St. I' ~98. c. 142. 

FN 14. The L and Court judge questioned whether American Home Mortgage 
Servicing. In C- ":as 1n .fuct .a .'>llcri'-'L<;{U' 1n .inlerest io O,ntio.o O.ne Ctiv.e.u rutr 

atlirmance c fthe judgment on other grounds. we need not address this question. 

FN15. An alt emative to foreclosure through the right of statutory sale is foreclosure 
by entry. by • .vhich a mortgage holder who peaceably enters a property and remains 
for three yea; :' .afit>J Yt>£.nrrliqg;; s-.e.t1.i.fkE1t> nr .mt'.tunr.aDJ:lliro o.f .e.ot.ry Jnrt>r.ln.<:f's J.bt> 
nw..t1gag&'s 1g.!M of.retJempJ.'o.n'}. See G.l. c. ]1/.1/., §§ J. 2; .. WJ<w.r ·" le.«<!Y ,N,> •• , 

Bank. 322M ass. 46. 52-53 ( 1947). A 
foreclosure r ·~'f =t<'f '};\\\'f ?<'-''1;/k .. 'iK-'jl&\\'1! <&<~ (Q< .. d\\\m Q( ,..~ .. , t\•.~ \\'jl&t 
nurn 'im: 'lun: -:!Iusutt: 'uy t:xttlliiUn u'i 'lut: ·pu,.<:r u'i -,'lin:. 'i>tt, t::g., 'VrdciJ~rr. 
Michelson. 2 )7 Mass. 227,228-229 (1937). Because the plaintiffs do not claim clear 
title based Or tfu'\.."'Ct\.?.fU\ .. 1!' bJ' ~Wi•J'~ N\?@ i"Ki't <},;SCU'SS ft fu.\7t'r...'Y". 

FN 16. We ru:.<Y&•>kre t'>.?J..?. WRA'.'£,'Nf£t. ~~ Wl~'it.. ~RA oo'•'f ?R.t :,'i\ 'i.\'iir..t ~='fh\?.lli-~ 
with its po"' e r of sale but must also "act in good faith and ... use reasonable 
diligence to p•rotect the interests of the mortgagor," and this responsibility is "more 
exacting" wh ere the martgoge hoMer becomes the buyer o.t the foreclosure sole, o.s 
occurred hen !. See Williams v. Resolution GGF Oy. 417 Mass. 377, 382-383 (1994). 
qlloting .SPIV' .do.& .Aiw C.lluRI~ Ca .v .P.P.I.P.~SP.fl J7_1_Mass J.li\ _17.0 {I 977,\ 
Because the i -;sue ·wdS TAA r<ffi.t:6 'try ine m!ienlram mong'.rgurs url'ne }utJge, we 6o 
not consider ' vhether the plaintilTs breached this obligation. 

FN17. The f« 1rm offoreclosure notice provided in G.L. c. 244, § 14. calls for the 
present holdt :r of the mortgage to identify itself and sign the notice. While the statute 
permits othe1- 'lurrns 'to 'oe use6 ana a'ltows'ine Srannory ~orm to 'oe" a'nere6 as 
circumstanc<." . require." G.L. c. 244, § 14, we do not interpret this flexibility to 
suggest that tl 1e present holder of the mortgage 
lll'.ed. ont. UletuJ'tij Ii><t>;:C(n r.JI.e. onrice. 

FN 18. The p./ mmlns were mJJ JJU'I'noilzeb lo 2ured= l>y vi true ol' any of fne diner 
provisions c f G.L. c. 244. § 14: they were not the guardian or conservator. or acting 
in the name o t: a person so authorized; nor were they the attorney duly authorized by 
a wdting um.~· er seai. 

http://www.massrep<· rt s.com/SJCCasesl 



FN 19. !bane;~ challenges the validity of this assignment to 09tion One. Because of 
the failure of U.S. Bank to document any preforeclosure sale assignment or chain of 
assi~nments by which it obtained the Ibanez mort~a~e from Option One, it is 
unnecessary .to adJ:Jre.ss: t.be >'.aJ.id;,ty d t.be .ru;_"ig.nwe.W .f.r£\r.t> Rose Jl&l>:!&'bo.e .to Dpt.i;;w 
One. 

FN20. The p laintiffs have not pressed the procedural question whether the judge 
exceeded his authority in rendering judgment against them on their motions for 
&ela~'Jltjo~"r, ,·i\?i'N, w.M nl?o\.? !KAt ~ .. ess ,it .\\.."Ye. 

li~ll,. ~i.tht. 'l~mfiu.i l}.fR.. S~A>'r i,CJ3~i.lo'! tJ?tt. lle .. :U. 'L9,'UR-1Su. ~._'£Rh.,;~:'1/,:RR. fu 
Massachuset cs continues: "However. if the Assignment is not dated prior, or stated 
to be effecti\ c prior. to the commencement of a foreclosure. then a foreclosure sale 
after April!',·! "'ll4P?m.Fj'k'~Y,\7.,?M~~'l:",~?thl;-
Bankruptcy :.'ourt." citing In re Schwartz. 366 B.R. 265 (Bankr.D.Mass.2007). 

END OF DOCU~ '•'i'.W'i 

http://www.massrepo n s.com/SJCCases/ 



Rule 23 order file d 
May 21. 2008: 
Motion to publish granted 
June 16, 2008. 

NO. 5-06-0664 

IN THE 

APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS 

BAYVIEW LC•AN SERVICING. L.L.C.. 

Plai ntifl"-Appellee. 

v. 

JEFFREY EDE .N NELSON, 

Defendant-Appellant, 

and 

DENISE A. Nl oLSON. NON RECORD 
CLAIMANTS. UNKNOWN TENANTS. 
and UN KNOW 1V OWNERS, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

> 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

I 
) 
) 

Appeal from the 
Circuit Court of 
White County. 

l'lo. 04-CH-40 

Honorable 
Paul W. Lamar. 
Judge. presiding. 

PRE SID lNG JUSTICE STEWART delivered the opinion of the court: 

In this mortgage foreclosure action. the circuit court of White County entered a 

summary judgment in favor of the plaintiff, Bayview Loan Servicing, L.L.C. (Bayview), and 

against the deft :ndant, Jeffrey Eden Nelson (Nelson). On November 21, 2006, the circuit 

court denied Ne !son's motion to reconsider the summary)udgment. Nelson a,o,oeals from the 

entry of a summary judgment and from the denial of his motion to reconsider. We reverse 

aod remand. 

BACKGROUND 

On November 22, 2004, Bayview filed a complaint to foreclose a mortgage against 

Nelson and the other defendants, who are not parties to this appeal. Although all of the 

pleadings and proceedings include all of the defendants, we refer only to Nelson in this 



opinion since he is the only appellant. In the complaint, Bayview alleged that it was the 

assignee of Old National Bank, to whom Nelson had executed and delivered a mortgage and 

promissory note secured by a parcel of real estate. Bayview alleged that Nelson's payment 

promissory noll.: and mortgage executed between Nelson and Old National Bank. 
·~--~- ... .,_,. 

On December 23. 2004, Nelson filed an answer to the complaint admitting that 

Bayview was the owner of the mortgage and note but denying that it was entitled to foreclose 

the mortgage. l.)n March 16, 2005, Bayview filed a motion for a summary judgment. On 

April 22, 2005, Nelson filen a motion fl»' leave to amenn his JlllSWeT. alleging that the ._ 
documents Ba;·view had submitted to him in discovery contained new information that he 

~id not h~;h7~;h;fii~d -his original answer. The Court grantedN~i;t~i'S-mtt~~~:t;.;~r~:
~s:-1 ;;[;i~'d;-;~mended answer to the complaint. 

not attached to its complaint a copy of any assignment. In the fourth affirmative defense, 
-----~~ "<;., - - -- ::oro~-.:..--;;,..,...,...=-=-·· - ... 

Nelson alleged that the co"}olaint did ngt include egy es<jgnment from Old National Bank 
. . - ·- -BE • 

as required by the Code of Civil Procedure (735 ILCS 5/1-101 et seq. (West 2004)) . ........ ___ .. _. ..... ~ ..... ~--

=·t ~le ~ reseo~se to ihe alfippu'·xs itsls.P~· 
On June 17, 2005. Bayview filed an amended motion for a summary judgment, 

alleging that Nelson's answer contained only general denials of the allegations in its 

complaint and that, contrary to the allegations in Nelson's affirmative defenses, it had 

provided him 'vith a recorded copy of its assignment of the mortgage from Old National 

2 



Bank. BayvieH alleged that it was not required to attach ;~~~~.!',?~P!.ai~t .. a ~opy of the 

assignment. but.· .. .,itadai~d~a-tta_c_h~a i2PJ: o_£ an as~'!.~~.~-e-~.:~~_:>t_i~~-~~~~'_ll:~ 

judgment. The attached assignment is dated June 22.2004, and assigns Old National Bank's 

In the a:nended motion for a summary judgment. Bayview alleged that Nelson's 

"repeated allegations" that Bayview was unknown to him were inaccurate. In support of that 

statement, Bay.;iew attached two letters which it claimed notified Nelson "of the transfer of 

servicing from Old National Bank" to Bayview. The first letter, dated August 6, 2004, 

ii>O!catellthatB .1J•>•iew hall "acquired the sen• icing" ofNelsan's Joan from Old Nati=81 Bank 

but that the tra•nsfer did "not affect the terms or conditions" of his loan documents, "other 

than the terms directly related to the servicing" of the loan. The second letter, dated 

September 9, 2 004, indicated that the loan was in default. Bayview also alleged in the 

amended motic•n that it was entitled to a summary judgment because Nelson's answers were 

issue of fact. 

Nelson lied a res onse to the amended motion for a summary judgment, alleging that, 

.. i.,n•h•i.,s..,a .. m,.e.,n~d .. e.d,!!!.s~er: h~~L~ecifi~ .. f!~~ and that gen,,jgr i55W£~ ~fm~t~~:~~ 

existed, includit 1g issues rais!jd jp l;l.is affrrmative defenses. He also argued that Bayview had __ ,.,.,_.,m.,.~.- ~---=""'• -~- ''-----,_._...," .,._ 
admitted ~is aft irmative defense.• ~-':.:~!~~ .r.e.yymrl JJ> 1be.m 

--"<-,...,----·-- ~'-······---· 

The par; ies appeared for a hearing on the amended motion for a summary judgment, 

.\:t!! there is -~t_';';n~c~.l!?~l\;!,U~j< in the rec2rd. On March,l3, 2006, the court entered
4 

4 
a summar~~.: ~~~~: ~n~!~?-~~~t.Ba~..i!'\\' .":~s~e o.~w.;n;,;e.;r~o;,;t;.' t;.,h_;e.,..:.;m:..;o:..;r.::tg::.a;;;g::.e;...;;;a;;;;n~d..;n.;.,oo..t~e...;a.;;n;,;d_ 

entitled to fore..:losure. 
--.. F .. ,. .... ,P ..... C...-:~ ... ·J,._~ 

On Apr>! 21, 2006, Nelson filed a motion to reconsider the ep(Fy of the summa~)/ 

judgment. On . Augu~t 8,. 200~, at the hearing on the motion to reconsider, Judge ~L:~a; '1' _________ , ________ ...;;...,. __ _ ,.... _____ ,, 
3 



s. 

On September 5, 2006, Nelson filed a memorandum in support of his motion to 

reconsider, alle:ging again that there were genuine issues of material fact precluding a 

not a proper part y to the lawsuit because it had "never established by attachment or otherwise 

how it came int<) possession of the mortgage." 

On September 21, 2006, Bayview filed a response to Nelson's motion to reconsider 

and supporting 1 nemorandum, again alleging that Nelson's general denials and affirmative 

defenses did not. preclude a summary judgment. Ba>·••iew argued that Nels<m foiled t<J raise 

any substantive defense to the foreclosure action and that the court should deny the motion 

to reconsider an j enter a judgment of foreclosure and sale. 

On Sept< ·mber 22, 2006, Bayview filed a motion for the entry of a judgment of 

foreclosure and order of sale, alleging that it had previously filed an affidavit proving that 

Nelson filed an answer to the motion for the entry of the judgment and an objection to a 

hearing on that motion prior to the court's reconsideration of the summary judgment. 

On Nov.,mber 21, 2006, the parties appeared, and the court issued a docket order 

denying Nelson 's motion to reconsider and granting Bayview's motion for a judgment of - . . ---- . . __ ,_,_.......,_ - - - ~-..- - -
foreclosure and su1ler n.fsale. T.h.L,~I Jnllowed. ,.. 

ANALYSIS 

Our rev it :w from a summary judgment order is de novo. Community Bank of Greater 

~-----
summary judgment ~. 

is an appropriat.~ remedy only if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together 1T 
with any affida1.1its, show that there is no ~enuine issue of material fact and that the movant 

is entitled to ajD•dgment as a matter oflaw. Purti/1 v. Hess, Ill Ill. 2d 229,240 ( 1986); 735 

4 



later pleadings. \Ne disagree. The trial court granted Nelson leave to file an amended answer 

based upon his assertions that he had obtained new information of which he had not been 

aware when he filed his original answer. Th:!. in the amended answer and all of his ~"'" 

~bsequent plead\"%"'· N'<\'O<m ,.,,,.._,.. •,\\-. '"'"''<& """'h'<th'<v l'.a;t•<\-.'H "'"""'a 'iY'~' f>1>V\:_i \" t\v~ ~- · 

V\ roceeding:.--: thin;i::~e trial court record i;~ic:~::~t~a: Bayview hol;s~~·;:~;;;;~;: 
Z . . I 

note that is the s . .Jbject of this foreclosure action. At the time the court entered the summary 

judgmentapd denJJ'.l!,Ne.J.1o,p'~ m~!!2~~:_r .• the record indicated that the Partnership _,,__ . 

was the only leg. a! entity with the right to institute a mortgage foreclosure action against 
------·--- . ...,....,,.... ... ,..,__,-,-,.. ... ;._ .. ,~ . .,,.,,._·,-~--- •i"Y .... ___ .,_, ___ __,__-. ..... _.~,-._.,_-,""~'" • ' .... 

~~e}.U....Q ,f6\r ..t.'-'.i.f p.;...v-!.icJ.•.Ia.r pa . .rce.,l of,rea,l e5la..tc. T.'Qe.re._fC\re, t.W:.re waJ= .w Ns.\5 Jo.r !be e:oJ.r.Jv .of 
~--4VV~--, . .,.,f)l.~ r~'-""""""'' ___ _ 

a summary judgn 1ent in favor of Bayview, a stranger to the mortgage. Additionally, because 

there was no ba,.J.s for ,!.ht; entry of a summar~ ju,dJ_~.)IJ!Jr f~~ of Ba~~iew, the co,!!! 

improperl~ ent_e~~~td~'&.iv.#dame!l~~_!foreclosu~:;~~...,~d.!~~~~sed upon our holding, 

we need not add:,ress the parties' additional arguments. 

C.QN.C.Lil!ii.ON 

------- ...... - •. ......._, --=:~-.:c.-:--·-~-~~~~- . . - ........ ,., 
We reverse the summary judgment and the judgment o'f fo::_I~sure and order of sal?') 

entered in favor of Bayview and against Nelson~~;;; ;:;e of the other defe;;~-t~··· 

participated in tl1is appeal, we make no rulings with regard to them but indicate that, from 

the record prese1 •ted herein, it appears that the same principles apply to the nonappealing 

defendants as ap ,oly to Nelson. We remand for further proceedings consistent with this 

decision. 

Reversed and remanded. 

GOLDEl\iHERSH and SPOMER. JJ., concur. 



NOTICE J 
Decision filed 04106/12. The text of 

corrected prior to the filing of a 

2012 IL App (5th) 100483-U 

NO. 5-10-0483 

IN TIIE 

NOTICE 

~--·-·1 
Petition for Rehearing :Jr the 

disposition of the same. A?1'ELLA1E CO'UR1 OF fioUNOl~ 

FIFTH DISTRICT 

This order was filed under Supreme 

~.'(t.Q.l.ll9 ... 't.<l.;rru4.1llf'/•.nnt~..mw 

as precedent by any party except in 

the limited circumstances allowed 

under Rule 231~)Jn 

AMTRUST BANK, ) Appeal from the 
) Circuit Court of 

Plaintiff-Ap pellee, ) St. Clair County. 
) 

v. ) No. 09-CH-430 
) 

CHARLES E. LOVE, ) Honorable 
) Andrew J. Gleeson, 

Defendant-f '\ppel!ant. ) Judge, presiding. 

JUSTICE GrOLDENHERSH delivered the J·udgment of the court. 
Justices Welch and Spomer concurred in the judgment. 

~ 1 Held: Abse nt a special fmding under Supreme Court Rule 304(a)(eff. Jan. 1, 2006), 
a fo1\X'J.laswe }udg .. w...."\W 11s .YOt a ft'l~/111 wYtd ~o1l&n.le }u0gim.,"\W, &wl 
defendant's appeal is dismissed. 

~ 2 Defendant, CM.rl.e'l- E. L<.we, ~.,_the ci.tOJ.i.tooutt'l-Qtdet: Qf Iul;~ 29, 2QlQ, tb.at 

denied defendant's motion to vacate the judgment against him in a foreclosure action. He 

requests that this court reverse the circuit court order. For the following reasons, we dismiss 

defendant's appeal. 

~3 BACKGROUND 

~ 4 On Septemb-er 4, 2007, defendant entered into a mortgage agreement with plaintiff. 

On March 31, 2009•, plaintiff filed a foreclosure action in the circuit court against defendant 

claiming that he wats delinquent on his payments. After personal service was unsuccessful, 

service was executed by publication. 

~ 5 On June 16, 2009, plaintiff filed a motion for summary judgment and a motion for 

1 



an order of a default judgment. On June 18, 2009, the circuit court entered a judgment of 

foreclosure that gr::mted both the motion for sununary judgment and the motion for default 

judgment. On February4, 2010, the property in question was set for sale at an auction. 

~ 6 On February 10, 2010, defendant filed a motion to vacate the circuit court's judgment. 

In the motion, he a.rgued that he was unaware of the hearings on the matter and that he had 

been in forbearanc, e with the bank and making payments during that time. On February 12, 

20 I 0, plaintiff filed a motion for an order approving the report of sale and distribution. 

~ 7 Defendant's motion was continued twice. The record does not contain any transcripts 

of the hearings. On February 18, 2010, the circuit court entered an order approving the 

report of sale and dlistribution and confirming the sale and order of possession. On July 29, 

2010, the court denied defendant's motion to vacate the judgment of foreclosure. Defendant 

filed this timely appeal. 

ANALYSIS 

~ 9 On appeal, defendant argues that the circuit court erred in denying his motion to 

vacate the foreclosure judgment. He further argues that he was making payments and had 

proof of those payments that the circuit court would not consider. In response, plaintiff 

argues that this court lacks jurisdiction to consider the claim, and in the alternative, plaintiff 

argues that defend ant is not entitled to relief under section 2-1401 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (735 ILCS 5/2-1401 (West 2010)). 

~ 10 The Illinois Supreme Court has held that a foreclosure judgment of a mortgage is not 

fmal and appealabl e until the circuit court enters an order approving the sale and directing 

the distribution. Im reMarriage ofVerdung, 126 Ill. 2d 542, 555 (1989). "A judgment of 

foreclosure is not final and appealable because it does not dispose of all the issues between 

the parties and it does not terminate the litigation." JP Morgan Chase Bankv. Fankhauser, 

383 Ill. App. 3d 25-4, 260 (2008). "Unless the court makes a fmding pursuant to Supreme 

2 



Court Rule 304(a) [(eff. Jan. I, 2006)], that there is no just reason for delaying enforcement 

or appeal, thejudg ment of foreclosure is not appealable." In reMarriage ofVerdung, 126 

Ill. 2d at 555. 

~ II Here, defendant is appealing the circuit court's denial of his motion to vacate the 

judgment offorecloosure. This motion was filed on February I 0, 2010, which was eight days 

prior to the court's order approving the sale and distribution. Defendant's motion was not 

amended to include the vacatur of the orders that occurred after the filing of the motion. 

Therefore, since th•e motion to vacate only included the judgment of foreclosure, then appeal 

of the denial of sw,;;h motion would be limited to the same judgment. 

~ 12 However, a s held by our supreme court, without a special finding under Rule 304( a), 

a judgment of fore closure is not final and appealable. Here, the circuit court's order denying 

the motion does not contain a special finding under Rule 304(a) stating that there is no just 

reason for delaying appeal. Moreover, defendant limited his notice of appeal to the circuit 

court's order of July 29, 20 I 0, and does not mention anything about the other judgments of 

sale or distribution. 

~ 13 Therefore, we find that defendant's appeal was limited to the denial of his motion to 

vacate the foreclos, ure judgment. Defendant's appeal is dismissed pursuant to Rule 304(a), 

and we cannot comsider the merits of the appeal. 

~ 14 CONCLUSION 

~ 15 For the fore going reasons, defendant's appeal is dismissed pursuant to Supreme Court 

Rule 304(a). 

~ 16 Appeal dismissed. 
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Clerk oftbe Court 

(217)782-2035 
roo, (217) 524-8132 

Ms. Lauren L. Sche Efers 
1305 Morningstar C ourt 
Naperville, IL 605 64 

s~TPRB;~mcouwr B6\.¥.~T[} 

200 East Capitol Avenue 
SPRINGFI~LD,ILLINOIS 62701-!721 

December 23, 2011 Jt-
/JfJsJ/1 

t;TR,'t,T,_ ~.b-r;9...1R7. ~li'i'h.JL 
160 North LaSalle Street, 20"' Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60601-3103 
(312)793-l332 
IDD:J3l2,l793-6185 
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Bank National Trust Company, etc., respondent. 
No.l13313 
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Today the followin.g order was entered in the captioned case: 
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relief. Motion Allowed. The order of November 15, 2011, stands 
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hereto. 

Order entere ,j_ by Chief Justice Kilbride. ~ 
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Clerk of the J\:<ppellate Court, Third District 
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forma paupe ris permitting the applicant to sue or defend 
~'without payment of fees, costs or charges is hereby allowed, 
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Motionf OR EXTENSION OF TIME (1-i./~\..>UZ.- (/<.) f'-- ,'i)j(._)){:_. '---../ 

Re-Notic.,OFMOTION -:)_ r::_.:_,~c,) 

Motion F< JR EXTENSION OF TIME TO ANSWER OR OTHERWISE PLEAD 

Proof of Sef\.'ice 
'I 

~ Mandate RETURNED- DISMISSED ON MOTION OF APPELLANT (3--10-0110) _ -

Judge ha s File (Vol 3) 

~Q/'rlk.-r, c;,;;JYI'Rd. 

Judge re\u11'r. .;- liile 

AB - Dehmd;:: .mts Various Motions 

Plaintiff/COUNTER DEFENDANTS MOTION TO DISMISS AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Memoran dum IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF COUNTER DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 

Supportin g Document(s) 

Notice of ,l=;iti• -~ 

Defenda 1UCcJunter-Piaintiff Response To Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's 

~~~ i\~C-o;:l'rtif~~isl,..~~'f\M\'IUC\11.:1,'f't~"",q~i'l\t#o~~ .~ 

Exhibit(s) 

Plaintiff's res ponse to defendant Scheffer's motion to dismiss 

_t).lntice !'If .MC\.1",icl(l 

Defendar 1t/CC lUNTER-PLAINTIFF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO AMEND DEFENDANT/ 

Proof of! lervt -ce 

Supporting CJocument(s} 

See Orde r S tgned 

~ - ~rt:: 1'ftt.:~fe.. \VNrltlm. ... fttiltn~ 

Notice of Filin g 

Reply DE FH-IDANTS TO PLAINTIFFS RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT SCHEFFERS MOTION 

Reply DE FENDANTS TO PLAINTIFFS RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT SCHEFFERS MOTION 

List OF E XHiiBITS FILED BY LAUREN SCHEFFERS 

Exhibit(s,) \ 

Mot10n fo r le< we TO AMEND MOTION TO DISMISS ~ 

Supportir 19 Q( lcument(s) ··--

\ 
(.J 

i6J 2011-2012, \.'V!ll C<•untv '~l ·.:u1 1 ·~i~4 and lnnovaledge cvrporat1on. AJI R1ghts Reserved 
By using this service, the US';.t' ~ 'fl'8L.OS ,:i~-.0.!.1%\st'S..tatWs Jl;'l:at ,l;\st-51r Jll;\s>,is .%l!.l'i0.t")•,tl;\s>Slr;L,\I%'..1\!"C.9SS ,t:;oc.,m\r,t,r.s..r-$1'0S !81r,ws 



1hc Circuil 
kC 11irc 

Colli" I 

IPartiesiiChargesiiFinanciaisi!SchGduiciiEventsl 
06/10/2010 Defenc ant f vtOTION TO CORRECT THE ORDER 

06/10/2010 Support tng Document(s) 

06/10/2010 Notice c 1f M Jtions (COPY) 

'"-'d I H'>r01 01 

UO/ta/2GiU :~:~~~ -·_:~ .;,.,nu -rn ~nunc1 ncnnllf~Tin:-1 
U~lt;mUd'lll n,nu IIVI'f IV .._,VIYirL.I.. rn.vUV'-' I,....,,. 1 

06/10/2010 Suppor-ting Document(s) __. 

06/10/2010 Notice c f M 10tions (COPY) 

06/10/2010 Notice c f Fi. ling 

06/10/2010 Memor 3ndu mIN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MOTION TO RECONSIDER 

06/10/2010 Copy PROOF OF SERVICE 

06/10/2010 Support• ng Document(s) 

06/11/2010 Amended r-.'IJ'i'IC.'t'Cii'WIV'i'~ 

06/22/2010 

06/22/2010 

AB - DE fend ants Various Motions 

See Or· jer Signed 

UO/LJ1~U1U 

06/24/2010 

Cmerger IC~ Motion I U VALA\ It:: GUUH I UHUl::.H: ANU t-UK tiANL: IIUNti f-H.UM 

Emerge1 1cy Notice OF MOTION 

06/24/2010 

06/24/2010 

Ub7Z4i2\Jm 

UIIUtJU.U IU 

See On ier S igned 

Notice n .f .I=:UO ~ 

Proof o1 Sen,rice 

07/06/2010 

07106/2010 

07/06/2010 

07/06/2010 Re~oon seT<) PLAINTIFFS EMERGENCE MOTION TO VACATE:: ORDER AND FOR 

VIIVOI.o:.VIu C:.AIUUill~ I 

Notice a;: Fil ing 07/15/2010 

07f151201D 

07/15/2010 

07/15/2010 

1\11dt1on I o ·v acaJe~ T<E:.'PL:t 'rN ~~~ LTr' 'E"n7fE~~'t "r41Ul'IVI\i ""i~'_61.("'J...Tj'C 

AffidavH OF. A\MY R. JONKER 

Vi•Lv .. :.V iV 

Exhibit( >) A .. -_:· ... -.. -.· ~-: :.-.. -. 
I.V .. ...., VI I U II~ 

'7 
,' 

' 07/20/2010 Respons efl'RUSTEES COMBINED RESP0!3'E TO SCHEFFER$ MOTION TO RECONSIDER 

07120/2010 Exhibitrs I A -C 

07/2212010 Copies 3. Ce rt. Copies 

07/22/2010 See Ore er S 1gned 

t"'Qif\AI'"Jr\1(\ fl.l ....... ,,.. ........ ~ c:;o;,..,..,. 

0 2011-2012, \Nil! County C K .nt (lo::ork and lnnovaledqe Corooration . .AJI Rights Reserved 
By _usinq thiS SeiViCe, the ue~.str,~r;..'\-.:15 6'1'i0JII"0slr.£t.si0S ,fu;tt ,1;\s>&~r s;\ls>,is.%t!,p;\7,hr ,~l;\&61r;t.,\i'i\9o..i!!"C6"55 ,t5'C$t.l\'t,r61!'.sf.js !6!r.~..f 
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Court 

08/1212010 Clerk's l.rror 

09/09/2010 Notice of Uotion 

09/09/2010 Proof of ! 3e ~rv1ce 

09/09/2010 

09/0912010 

09/09/2010 

09/09/2010 

09/09/2010 

1)\j)ll\l) 2\11\1 

09/13/2010 

09/13/2010 

09/14/2010 

0911412010 

09/1412010 

09/14/2010 

09/1412010 

09/1412010 

09/3012010 

10/0612010 

10106/2010 

1011J0i21JW 

10/1812010 

10/18/2010 

1011812010 

10/18/2010 

10/18/2010 

10/18/2010 

10/18/2010 

10/18/2010 

10/18/2010 

10/20/2010 

10120/2010 

10/2512010 

1012512010 

1012512010 

11/09/2010 

11/0912010 

Motion f< 1r :: ~ummary JiJdQment 08-"l:.""""NlJANTS D 
·~ 

/1) ').; 
Memora 1d!utw .~\1 ,5;1..\~~?;r o,r: &\51:\S\\Q.4\"TS ,M{);T,IC\\I,t;Cl'? S\!.,lt.UM-.9Y ... '.!..~M5\•7 

Certifica· ion 

Proof of ! 3o3rvice 

Exhibit(s' 

~tlbn f"' 0r'f' J\:J~It11"f'""'T r'K\:JM 1( i"TU'k""KI'fT f'l't~'l:: 

Re-NotiC e OF MOTION 

Motion fr" Summary Judgment PURSUANT TO 7351LCS 5/2-1005 CORRECTED 

Notice of ~:1otion __ ] 

Defendar 1t N.C)V\Yt~ f-<Yi\ 'L~.St. ){} 'M'L£ \110"'i~ T,{} S)lf\.'1(,.£ '?IJI.t~'K"'iWfS 

Oefend.E''ti\~.~~}A:J'i'il.!i\\' TOSi'"r'\\'KE ftA,\\'i'i\'"FS l%>'~.f,'i\7,~!Vi'il.!i\\~ ~'RS&~•\'i'" TO ,..,:J-5 

Exhibit(' ) 

See Ord-er Signed 

AB - Deft !r dants Various Motions 

Clerk's E, ·r,~lr 

Notice of .~i i%' .t:;~ED BY .~IE.'?.CE .~~.-4S\..<::;C'\C 

Motion 1 0 ~';TRIKE DEFENDANrS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT FILED BY 

Supporfl ,9 fLlocument(sj 

Notice of F1 ling I 
Memoran dr 1m IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS MOTION TO STRIKE PLAINTIFFS 9-14- \ 

Certificati. .. cu'l \ --·-Notice o· Fili. ng 

Respom e T, 0 PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO STRIKE DEFENDANTS MOTION FOR SUMMARY 

Supportin g Document(s) 

Notice of Ftding 

Re~oons1 ' C OMBINED TO PLAINTIFFS MffiiON FOR ORDER OF DEFAULl MOTION 

Supportlr 19 C >ocument(s) ----~ 

Notoce of Fiho 19 FILED BY PIERCE & ASSOCIATES 

Reply IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT FILED BY PIERCE & 

Notice of Fiiiing 

Reply IN SUPPORT Of' OEFE.NDANcS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Supportir 19 c·~ocument(s) 

See Ordf 1r St gned 

Letter fror n C..."helfJUage·s Otffce 

-:>/ ,' ,r.-, 
I -

~ 2011-2012. ·.,\'IIi :,:..1~· ... _.:_ i 0._::.:-r-~ and lnnovaletjqe Coroorat1on. All Rights Reserved 

I 

B.Y _us1ng this service. the U~'d~ ~-~';9.."!5'..il'i0.".1Nl"lrs..tut'll?s JM.t' ,l;\9.$lr s;/;\.'?,is ~~M~·.~I;\S'QII'L,hl'I5'.J\':".(.6'.SS ,t5·Co5't!.olrt,r~61rOs ;r.s=t~'i'i'5 
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Aclnk o · 1hc Circuil Courl 
.Pamela ;\IcCuirc 

11/15/2010 

11/15/2010 

11/15/2010 

11/15/2010 

11116/2010 

11/16/2010 

11/17/2010 

11118/2010 

11/2212010 

11/22/2010 

11/22/2010 

1211612010 

1211612010 

12/29/2010 

12/29/2010 

12/29/2010 

01124/2011 

01/24/2011 

02103/2011 

02/03/2011 

02103.12011 

02/03/2011 

02103.12011 

02/03/2011 

02107/2011 

02107/2011 

0210712011 

02/07/2011 

)"'"P-art_,i-es...,llchargeSj)Fina:;cials)JSchedule)JEvents[ 

Defenda 11 CERTIFICATION-DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (COPY) 

Proof of! .• :ervice (COPY) 

Supportir 1~:1 Document(s) 

Exhibit(>) 

AB- Deier1dants Various Motion~. 

Judge ha >;File ---:-) '\ e 
DV-Stat us ~ / 
Judge fE 'J:U mS ·r'i.l'e r 
See Order Signed-- ~ ~ 

~'y 

Letter iss . Jed this date /: 

DV- Stctus J 
"- \ .. ._.._/J' ·u , \ G: · _ s. 1~-:_;:. \ 1 

+_ .(.__, Reassign rFlen't -cn-Qer- ~ J ~ 

~"'\1!l·,b-c.ouu'•1~i>o'61" - .2£ t_ U J A· (_,_ . c 

See Ord• ~r Signed \ <"~ ~ i· ' "-
(\ !;:'r7;':' L ·' o- / I'--'·-' . r· DV-Sta :L s 

/"t-1 ·L~G ~ .. ( I I , I l)(;:l -..J_--.-4'-... See Orde ., Signed v I '--' 
Judge ha s File r".:./C...- ;w ... ·s 0 
·'""'""'"" ,< ili'll'.s[waY.<ns'?cE&AS;%\c.l4;rss: · A· ).S I ~.,;v ;-:u0 l' ,..:_.., 
Respons e . TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SANCTIONS FILED BY PIERCE & • '

1 
_ .~ <:, / 

Ex~ibit(s 1 /~ C 
Notice of Filing 

Proof of ~ J •ervice 

Defenda> .lt S!.IP.Pl.EMEI)IJ:4.! .RI?.IEF .11)1 S!.IP.P!\1?.! !\F DEF.Eiill41)l:r .UO:I:I!W ,F!\1?. 

Defenda 1t CERTIFICATION-DEFENDANT SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 

Proof of Sa·_rvice 

Exhibtt(s) '7 , , .:{./ C · 0 r 
Notice of '=iiing \;) /iJI.. ·[)I? o, ·J f (J '-·' )//(J.. · ' . , ----

Defendar 1t REPlY lN SllPPOR1 OF DEFE~I\~"i WIO"i\tM 'H:ti\ '&1\~Tol)l~ /~ G' l'(. ( /'v) ( 
Defenda 1t ,CERTIFICATION-DEFENDANT REPLY IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MOTION 

Proof of : Se rvice 

02107/2011 Exhibit(s) 

03103/2011 DV- Hea f'ing 

0..110.312Q11 See OrdE 1r ·Signed 

0311712011 Notice o; F1 ling 

03/17/2011 Affidavit 

03/17/2011 Exhibit(s) - redacted· 

© 2011-2012. VV1II Cc•unt,i C. l_<:ult 1-::ierk and lnnovatedge CorooratJon, All R1ghts Reserved 
.5J':!.'£ir,w Jlo\is J\51~~ic&. ~ .!.'5'·0'.,. ~r6\9's ,jiW.:.OI%lslrst_t,s~0s J%:Lt ,1;\.s> 6'1'" s;I;\9)S .t\%1'10 0' ,t,l;\9.$lr;t.,\ir.\9X.C&SS L\5',CSU.\r..t,.-<51C.$l.-OS ;r.sl'l'i'i'S 



Actcrk of lhc, Circuil 
.Pamela J\lcCtlliT 

Co uri 

03121/2011 

03/21/2011 

03/21/2011 

0'3!Z'ri2U1T 

03/21/2011 

03/22/2011 

03/22/2011 

Defenda nrt Certification 

Supportir 19 Document(s) 

Notice of Filing 

Proof of S ervice 

Supporti. 'l g Document(s) 

Memorar 1dum Decision and Order 

Letter fro 11 Will County Circuit Court to Norma Quiroz. Richard Kavanag 

U'.5)ZZ1Mf r ~bt'lte ol' 1Wcnilhg 

03/22/2011 Respons ,e· to Defendant's Reques for Production 

03/28/2011 CJ - Dec i ·sion Of Under Advisement 

03131/2011 Notice of Filing 

0313112011 

04/04/2011 

04/04/2011 

04/06/2011 

04/06/2011 

0410812011 

04/06/2011 

Exhibit( s. 1 

DV - Sta tl.JS 

See Ord :!:.r Signed 

DV- Stat us 

See Ord£ lf Signed 

Nat ice of , . E:iili%" 

Supporti 1~ ,;J Document(s) 

1\IJ\1tt!' ""' -/~l'cnilitg tf~ q· A~~ & ~in~ 

Se-arch Enc! 

Q/i./ 

04/08/2011 

04/08/2011 

.Cl<l/11!117.[1! ! 

04/08/2011 

04/08/2011 

04/08/2011 

04/08/2011 

04/08/2011 

04/08/2011 

04/08/2011 

05/0312011 

05/10/2011 

05/10/2011 

05/10/2011 

05/10/2011 

Letter fro · m Judge Rossi to Michael R. Kemock and Lauren Scheffers 

Letter to. Judge Rossi from Michael R. Kemock 

D•lif>•.n' -'"'"'""''1'-~odg""'"' p jli\ S ) \J)v!\JI(:>; ;]-;-- 1l tt!YJJU/ '.,~, 
Judgmer rt Of Foreclosure and Sale ~G (- //- J)(J>) (_. 
Notice 01 r \llallmg filed by Pierce & AssOCiates I \ .......- r - ~· 
Motion fo r Summary Judgment filed by P1erce & Ass~e~ates !.),4-/?{__ 

, I 
Not1ce of Fdmg filed by P1erce & Associates ~ / i t,r: {[/ i..--

Sqqoortor 1 ~ ==""~"'' (/ArJ ;'"/?;!) {:lt) Y fY' ~ / 
NJ - Jud~ Jr nent for Foreclosure and Sale 

(!UdQ-;;-~J~S €:> 
Copies & Cert. Copies 

Motion to Vacate After 30 Days 

Notice of Motion ___., 

Motion 1 o Vacate JUDGMENT _) 

Supporti :1~] Oocument(s) 



Actcrk. () r the, Circuit Court 
• Pamela "lcCuiiT 

0611712011 

0611712011 

06122/2011 

0612212011 

IPartiesiiCharqesiiFinanciaisliScheduldiEventsl 
Motion for Temporary RESTRAINING ORDER 

Exhibit(s. ' 

AS- DefE mdants Various Motions 

See Ord e r S•Qnecf 

,\l.:n,lM-1.1' ~ Scn~r'illa598Y A\51\'.CEA.~V~.S.SOC 

Notice of Sale Pursuant to Judgment of Foreclosure Under the Illinois 0612912011 

0710112011 

0710112011 

0710112011 

07101/2011 

0710112011 

0710112011 

tiYI'UbT'Ltfl~, 

0710612011 

0710612011 

0710612011 

0710612011 

07106/2011 

07106/2011 

0710612011 

trn0b7ZU"rr 

Appeal (I Jepostt) $75.00 --1 . , \ . r; .· 1 ">'--
\ n\ 11 ( (d.::-,.'JI 

Applicati( m/Order to Sue or Defend as a Poor Person GRANTED FOR LAURE~ __ j ! 1 ..... '-' ' 

Affidavit c _,( l'(sselS ...tna' (JatJfili'IE!s 

Notice c f Filing- NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Notice o~ Appeal filed 

Exhibit(s; 

iVU'ilte tJr '?Jirng 

Letter Rf:. ~~Si'ii\I.S i'"HE RECGWOG'\\'A~ BE~ · l 
DEFEN[ li·~NT-APPELLANrs WRITIEN REQUEST TO THE 12th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT \ 

Report of Proceedings PAGES 1-7 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C j 
Report of Proceedings PAGES 1-7 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C. 

Re~ort of Proceedinqs PAGES 1-33 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C. 

Report C'1, ,q~iws P~S ~-~ ,q'?C,%1f'EDSY C.G\!..\'tl;t" .'t'.E.C\C\'?;t"E,I? D4.'111'.E.!. C. 

Report c f Proceedings PAGES 1-11 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C. 

«eporr c ( Pl"oceealhgs A-tGI:S (.S? Pl'?£A-t~OBY COO\\"l" R£A.~WT.S'? ~.'11\'a .C. 

' 0710612011 Report of Proceedings PAGES 1-16 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C 

0710612011 Report of Proceedings PAGES 1-19 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C. 

07/061201 1 Repotl of .~orr.,...diog.< PIIGES ) .li'J .P~P.III'll'D .ElY .C.DJ.UF .~P!\I?TE.'IlWIIlFl C + 
\ 0710612011 Report of Proceedings PAGES 1-19 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C. 

0710612011 Report of Proceedi111Js PAGES 1-13 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C. 

0710612011 

0710612011 

Report ol Proceedings PAGES 1-20 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER DANIEL C. 

Report 01 Proceedings AM SESSION PAGES 1-82 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER 

0710612011 R~oort oi l>roceeoongs 1>M>'t'5 ·o--:'fl 'f"f\'E'i'l<l\ffi'O'f <:.:>::Nii\"'; R~>I'.R 1>>£'<1'. 

0710612011 Report of Proceedings PAGES 1-38 PREPARED BY COURT REPORTER STEVE 

07/2812011 

0712812011 

0811512011 

0811512011 

0811512011 

0811512011 

Ul!"Jro,ZU"rr 

Recordir ·u Fee 

Sheriffs ! 'eport of Sale Packet 

Notice of Filing 

Letter TC ' JUDGE ROSSI-+ 

Exhibit(s ) 

Letter TC J JUDGE SIEGEL,:!} 

t:xr'uD1it.S,· 

.A)ZJ /IL c (I CY -J rV 
;>l--S. op 

(b) 2011-2012, VV1II 1.=:ounty C r•:L!It C'lerk and lnnovaledge Corporation, All R1ghts Reserved 
~~ ~·.sii~ ,fu~ .%1~{~6'. ,tt\9~'..."", .;1r <11J'l';%>S al~~ti\M•3tal'i0S JMtt ,M>.$1r s;~,is S\m1'i0q' ,~%'.5Jt;~.,\iru>~~o95S ,t9CSU.\'i.t ,rU.$105 r¢~r.'i'0'5 
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Clerk of lhc Circuil Coul'l 
Pamela ~IcC uirc 

IPartiesllcharqesiiF>nanc<aisllscheduleiiEventsl 
Notice a f Filing 

Copy OF LEITER TO SHERIFF PAUL KAUPUS ~ 
Notice o1 Filing 

Copy 01-- 8-13-11lETT1o" T1J JUDGE ROSSr '{l 
•'ln'lll:r jJ ~~ fiililg 

09/01/2011 

09/01/2011 

09/01/2011 

011/0HZOH 

61i)l%}:lli'U 

09/09/2011 

09/09/2011 

09/09/2011 

09/09/2011 

Certification OF SERVICE J .1\\ 
Copy OF ' LEITER FROM LAUREN SCHEFFERS TO JUDGE GERALD R KINNEY l \t' 
Copy OF LEITER TO LAUREN SCHEFFERS FROM JUDGE GERALD KINNEY ---·

Notice c 'r fiilhg 

09/09/2011 Certifie< It• on OF SERVICE 

09/09/2011 Copy 0 = LEITER OF FORMAL COMPLAINT TO JUDGE GERALD KINNEY 

09/09/2011 Exhibit(s 1 

WltM"'Ltfr't 'Nditce d1 'Fiimg 

09109/2011 Certificc'u i.J)i OF S~i!CE 

09/09/2011 Support n g Document(s) REGARDING APPELLATE COURT PETITION FOR 

10125/2011 Notice c f Filing 

10/25/2011 

1Q/25/2il11 

Certificat ion of service 

SuQQOrlit 1q,Dacumentl:;I,-COPY OF LEITER TO JUDGE O'LEARY 

.lt.l$\1~$f, .1=\iliey 

Certifica ti• .:>n of service 

Support•· r'IQ IJocument{s} 

Notice of Filing 

Certificat ion of service 

10/25/2011 

10/Z5/Z011 

10/25/2011 

10/2512011 

10125/2011 

10/25/2011 

H10512DJJ 

10/25/2011 

10/25/2011 

.-1 ~I 
Copy OF HFD!.tFS:r FDI? .U.u:tlc.IIU JiEY.tEW DF CJA .. "-S 6 FE! DillY DF '1 Dll.lll.".lli!J.lD" } ~ 
Exhibit(' ) ·REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OF CLASS 4 FELONY OF "LOAN 

N.otice D J F.lllr:lg 

Certificat ion of service 

Supporti• 19 Document(s)-COPY OF NOTICE OF FILING & PETITION FOR 

11/1012011 Notice at Filing 

11110/2011 Copy Of' OCTOBER 19, 2011 LEITER FROM JUDGE OLEARY 

Notice o f Filing 

Copy OF . EMAIL DATED NOVEMBER 7, 2011 OF THE AITORNEY GENERAL 

11/10/2011 

11110/2011 

11/10/2011 

11/1012011 

11/10/2011 

11/10/2011 

11115/2011 

-~~ ~ 
Copy OF EMERGENCY MOTION. FOR STAY OF JUDGMENTS PENDING APPEAL \ 

~ 
Notice c f Frhng ~ 

Copy 0: PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL'] /C) C, 
Notice of Fr/tng .-

1~1'1t:nn11 r,..,..,, ru: 11 1'> 11 Dt::~Ol'"\II.I~C:: Tf"\ 1n 10 11 I i=TTC:D C::DI"U" lllr"'I~C:: ("'\1 CII.DV 

G 2011-2012, V\iill Cvun~ .. · r~ rcuit Clo;.rk and lnnovaledge Comoratron. AH Rights Reserved 
~ usinq,this service ,the u<;_, ;a~~~..%'s..ll'i0.!.1~r..n.t;st~s.rtutt,l;\s>Slr s;l;\s>,is~l'i0St'•'N'Sli'L,\i'i\5>~..':&5SLt5'c0t.ll't,..-.JlCSJ0s T61'1WS 



Aclcrk 1 ,f ilu·, C_ircuil Courl 'V Pamcl<J l\lc(. lllr<' 

12/16/2011 

12/30/2011 

12/30/2011 

01/17/2012 

01/17/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

ll1r.l1121)12 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

01/3112012 

l.Nt:lrJ:ru'(L 

01/31/2012 

01/31/2012 

02/15/2012 

02/15/2012 

02/15/2012 

!PariiesJJcharq•>sJiciru; ,c;,atslls,.irN!uicJIEventsl 
Suppor t•ing Document(s) COPY OF MOTION FOR SERVICE OF ORDER SIGNED BY 

Notice c Jf Filing 

Copy 0 ' 0 E-MAIL TO CONSUMER COUNSEL, lAG 

Notice o f FtTing 

Copy (1FI5-~I't:. IOGU~!:S'61~r'?G\J\J'ttf:st=l!. t~f"~~ f-rS-.BJ(2 

Notice ::>f Filing 

Copy 0 FE MAIL TO CONSUMER COUNSEL lAG FROM 12-18-11 

Notice c lf Filing 

Copy C'•t""CtWI-ti'L JU'GU~~twt=ri?GU'l.IKI~l. tXGf"rWM r-N- fZ 

Notice :Ji Filing 

Copy C•f= EMAIL TO CONSUMER COUNSEL lAG FROM 1-20-12 

Notice c ,f Filing 

Copy o. "-- 'E: ~IL .. I'D t..~arorEr.. t.:t~Lftl("dEL '•1<t:. 'r'i'&ll"• A•-.. 11:f-.. (~ 

Notice ":"JI t,Sililg 

Copy C F EMAIL TO CONSUMER COUNSEL lAG FROM 1-13-2012 

Notice ::•f Rling 

Copy 01 =EMAIL TO CONSUMER COUNSEL lAG FROM 1-13-2012 

Notice c f Filinq 

Copy 0•, :: E .M-4.\!. TO C.CV~IS.!.IOAE=R CC\!...t~I.SiE.!. Pl?CIOfl ~...9-20~2 

Notice )f Filing 

Cbpy Cr· ~~~tt iO~:SOlWE"N'G\:mKI~I!.t:r-t\S'I~~ f-6'-1lU2 

Notice o _f Filing 

Copy 01 'EMAIL TO CONSUMER COUNSEL lAG FROM 1-2-2012 

Notice 11..r .F.ilir:w 

Certific. :~ti on OF SERVICE 

Cqo_v C F EMAIL TO THOMAS P JAMES FROM 02/13/2012 

02115/2012 Notice c F Filing 

02/15/2012 Certifica -rion OF SERVICE 

02/151201"2 Copy lJf ,-EMAIL otri'HlJflli)ISP JAMCS"F-1<tJI'I!trLrl47"4l1< 

02/15/2012 Notice (_)f Filing 

02/15/2012 

02/15/2012 

02/29/2012 

02/29/2012 

02/29/2012 

03113/2012 

<J31Ht'l\JOZ 
n•v1'l/''H'\1.., 

Certific ~ti on OF SERVICE 

Copy 01 . EMAIL TO PETER M. KELLETT FROM 02/10/2012 

Notice o --' Filing ,..... J -
Certifies: ion OF SERVICE Cc,"-' S U;1/ (;,<!- F/<>k!J (/~S<;/G ll//2~f:--Y< ':;---' 
Copy 0 F EMAIL RE: SCHEFFERS/NATIONWIDE TITLE CLEARING SUBPOENA

0 
';"{) 

Notice"' Filing ~ ,/JJ/:-;/ L; n.r r" 
GertttR:a i·:1on or'serv1Ce 

© 2011-2012. YV1II C()IJilt·J ~ i£l!JL~=rerk and fnnovaledge Corporation, All Rights Reserved 
By ~sing thts service, the u~_,. 51r ~r6\9'.s..ii'00JI~'Jit.11'i05 ,f%:1.t .M>u'1,.. .s;\w,is .%to..l'i0tj• c~M>$1o;t.,li':\9X.:'6'J'S .0c.st.w,+,r$\f.5Jr0s !.sWl'i'S 



Aclcr~. of the Cin_·uit Court V Pamc la l\IcGuirc 
Search End 

03/13/2012 

03/13/2012 

IPartiesllchargesiiFinanciaisll$cheduleiiEventSt 
Certifi ·. :at ion of service ; 

Copy< )F EMAILS TO IAG/ILSC MOTION TO VACATE VOID ORDERS ~~~ 
03/15/2012 Mand31!1! tW ACL'Ul'WAM:"IO mi'"n' i'"n\0 vl\O~~:S EXR'?tSSt=O tW i'"n\0 A ITACt't\Oa 01'? ... 

03/2612012 Nottce ofFilihg ----1) 
03/26/2012 Copy 'lf E MAlL TO lAG RE U..SC TREASONOUS OE.N.IAL MOTlON TO VACATE VOlO . 

o'!/u/&oJJ, i\JCJ /JI.U/tOt,::: >0 /f.!fJ,<_c)(.f:_~ F/1./tu~·iCJ;-v)' 
l 

\~ "9 CL S! AJ C£. J /oxJ ( JJ I I S4(£ --

© 2011-2012. Will Cou ltV Orcutt Clerk and lnnovaledge Corporation. All Rights Reserved. 
i3l> •L'iinQ,~tb•s. 'iP.rvw.P. . t_ · "' tLs.er awees and understands that he or she is bound by the on-line access to court 

/o 



PIERCE & ASSCCIATES 
ATTORNEYS AT Ll'.W 

S· u:i 'L 1:: '..!.. ~ '(/V 

l North Dearborn 
Chicago, Illinois 6J602 

(312) 346~9088 

THIS FIRM Ifl ll. DEBT COLLECTOR ATTEMPTING TO COLLECT A DEBT. 
ANY INFORMJ\TION WE OBTAIN WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE. 

(september 16, 2009) 09/J~)t:SJ 
LJWREN SC HEFFE?S A/K/A LAUREN LEE SCHEFFERS; l3 0 5 MORNING 
STA.'< COURT; NJ..PE?.VILLE, IL 60564 
LAUREN LEE SCHEFFE?S; 119 N PROSPECT AVE; CLAEENDON HILLS., 
1..L 60Sl 4 
LAUREN LEE SCHE!'FERS; 3300 LYNNFIELD CT; JI.UROR.J:;, IL 60504 

RE: 1305 MOENJNG STAR COURT, NAPERVILLE, IL 60564 
Servicer: A.M ERICJ..N HOME fiJORTGAGE SERVICING, INC .. ~.S SUCCESSOR 

IN INTERE5T TO UF"C LON Ql\1.8. 
Loan 1+: ~L' l/0 -::>~'SrblF: .. -""Fl'~'F 

Dear !~ortgagor ( s ) / BorrC'der ( s) A .. , f J ~ 
This office has been hired by AMERIC.Z\.N HOME MORTGAGE SERVICING, INC] ...... 
. >,.S SUCCESSOR IN IKTEmtSI 16 01-TION ONE , the Servicer of the above 1lr' 
referenced mortg o.~-e: '.t-c.iCtT~ '"LD -cunmter1ce iurec\osure proceeOlngs .. 

· e are required by law to advise you of certain information as well 
as your rights p i.lr:.3uant to the Fair Debt CoJJ.e.ctjnD .P..r.R.c.ti.ces .Zic.t. 

This informatior is· as follcows: ~~ ·~ '"a ' 
l.The to:::al amo1.:nt of the debt lJ&_,,~~'~:1d Note a!~l 1 

the date of this ·1 et ter. is $ 186, 795. 82. Because of interest, late 11\l 
charges, and other charges t'lb •s n-t' from day to day, the~ 
amount due on th 2 day you pay this amount may have increased. ~ 
Therefore, if yc-u: _t.::-ay .!"}~e ci't'ilVU.l7C s_~_fu---ww c:i'buv~e, a::.cr adjustment may De ,. ,-
necessary a.tter we receive your c.r~ec.R:, in which. event we will 
ir..forr.1 y·ou befoYe c ieposi~ing the check for collection. For further 
information, write or call our office at (312)346-9088 a~d ask for 
t-_bP~ ~'fr:t"tt..-tP~iD .. S. -;:W-_-e.m.e.nt_ dE..t_clat:tw.f2.DJ:.. r;,..n.y fu.Diis. t_o pa'J the. t .... at.-a.L 
debt should be s·=nt in the form of certified funds, cashiers check 
or money order t,) Pierce & Associates, P.C., attention Payoff and 
Reinstcatement Dept., l N. Dearborn, Suite 1300, Chicago, Illinois, 
60602. 

2. The name af th-~ '_.:..,.~ .. ~:L.£-':i.' .. t-._ ~:i:~-&S.+-,_-vJ: +-~_..-u '"'l:i'Rmt +-~_?te: -c..-e::D .... l- -i-s uwc:D i-s 
DEUTSCHE BANK NA' fiL'liU~~:w 'YR\)S:Z \:~IJ1£!.]!,l~':{, A.S '!R.TJS~£.£ YH :LRr0Sl r0R 'Ttl£ 
BENEFIT OF THE CJ ~R1 'IFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE 
SECURITIES TRUST 2C·04~Rl, ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES,. 



SERIES 2004-Rl. 

3.FedeYal law g_i_·v ··;:;, ·yuu. -~...TiiT'·cy Dc:fjB ai'Le-L -you receive ·L'nls l_etter 
to dispute the '."alidity of the debt or any part of it. If you 
don't dispute it .. within that period, our office will assume that 
i ~ 's Hx]iQ. If .F~' Qo .ilis~'te it ~v ~>;;JD.ti..i)'iEg £\1..2..-.- ,.r::..-F_r_,iF ... ;"" _,;_.!7\ 

writing, we wiL. , as required by the law, obtain and mai 1 to you 
proof of the debt. PL'ld if, Wlthin the same period, you request ln 
·writing the namEe and address of your original credi cor, if the 
original creditc•.r is different from the current creditor, our 
office vnll furr: ish that information too. Please direct any 
•..vritten communication to Pierce & Associates, P.C .. , Attention: Fair 

,;_,'eiJt. C}er.k, 1'. 1\,-_ ~l....""\X ... ~Y? .. ~ S.t-., ..)'""t.'...L''c-c...- J:~Jv0.:.?·, (.11-ic~o.~•:ft:r, .I-.--..L'.L'r'nu-.r's- bl.f'Ot..f£. 

4. The law does ncJt require our office to wait until the end of the 
thirty-day Qericlri before suinq you to collect the debt or 
commencing any f: Jreclosure action. If, however, you request proof 
of the debt or tr1e name and address of the original creditor within 
that thirty-day ~Jeriod ~hat begins wi~h the receipt of this let~er, 
the Iaw requireE; our office to suspend our ef:forts (through 
litlgatior: or otherwise) to collect the debt until ,_.e mail the 
requested inforn1c. 1tion t.o vou. 

S.If this debt h< tS beer. discharged in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy and 
you have not rea: firmed this debt, please be advised that you will 
not be found per! onally liable for this debt. However, we will 
still commence f·~reclosure proceedings against the real estate. 

6. Pursuant to th "> Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, the firm o1 
Pierce & Associa '.,:_.rc..n ~'2> Crcrc"".';'fC.~ t..'V ~ a d<e.~~ cc!...l.ect.c~ all.,.~ c .. SY'f 
information we rE,ceive, will be used for that purpose. ? 

Sincerely, // 

·r \/ • 

Dur File\f 924974 
(validate) 

~ \.i\;'~-) 
'.J " 

Pierce & Associates, P.C. 
Attorneys at Law 



IN 1 HE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWElJITll JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WJ.!..!. £0!!1\l:rY, JJ.J.JNQ!S 

DEUTSCHE '3ANKNA110NAI.. TRUST I 
COMPANY,.\S TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR 
11fE OENEFrt rJI'THE CERTIFICATE 
HOLDERS FC R AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE 
SECI1RITtES. lll.UST 2004-Rl, ASSET· 
BACKED P &.S-DIIWLlG8" !'E.QJ:ti".T{:4:r.f.!i 
SERIES 2004 · R I , 

Plaintiff. 

VS. 

LAUREN SCr EFFERS A'K!A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFER.S, et al., 

Deti:ndants. 

Care N<>.: 09 Cll3797 

eCL 

PLAIIII"TTFF'S RESPONSE TO DEn:NDANT'S 
FIRST REQU~'T FOR PJ!.ODUCTION 

Plainti•T Dt:Ulsche Bank National Trust Company as Tmsta: in Trust fer the Benefit of 

the Ccrtificale Holder.< for AmeriqlleS! Mortgage Securilies Truot 2004-R L As.et-llacl<ed Po.<S-

TI1tough Ccni 'ic'lltes, Series 1004-RI ("Trustee") ""'J'<l<lds to defendant'> first requc:n fOl' 

producuon"" f, >!lows. ::: 

The r >llowin'!. l!•ner0::hl.::2' IJb.o •·acncxai Obje.:tiono") are 

l. · ro elk !Jest fJ[ iC> inowieo'ge, inrormation ltlld belief. forme<J aticr reasonable 

inquiry, Trustc,.,'s Responses to Plaintiff's Document Production Requests are complete and 

correct as of tt ~e time of this Response. In the to-vent that Tru.~~Jtee Ieuros that in some mamriaJ 

respoct the mf< mnatiun disclosa:! is incomplete 01 incorrect and if Ute additional or corrective 



. ' 

infon:nntion ha:; 1mt otherwise been made known tO the otbcr parties during the discovery proc= 

or in writing, T ruotee will supplement this Response auequin:d Rule 214. 

2. rru= expressly states !hat (a) i1 is not Iaising all objections to Scheffer's 

Docwnent Prod.uction Requests lhat could be Iaised and (b) the failure to talse such objectioru~ 

the right to ra isc at any bearing or trial in this matter all objections tioo!uding relev"""" 

3. . .., r·rusn:e cbjects lO any directiofl!!., ddinitions or instructions contained in 

Sche!feer's Docwncnt Production Requests that seek to impose upon Trust<e's obligatiolls in 

excess of, or different from, those requii<:d by the lllinois Sup~ome Court Rules or under l!Jinois 

law. induding. a,ny obligation to supplement answers, or any di>COV"')' orders entered i:Jy the 

Court. 

L The original n>ortgag< with handwrittoo signatures/initials by Defendant and 
notarizod at fue bottom of each page,[sic] 

RESPOf >iSE: Trustee objects 1o Requcst for Production Nwnber I on the grounds that 

. Def~IIC<ro. n ~-~~ Sc.heffers \Scheffers") al~y has an ori!l.inal of.lhe mortlfW' ~th yj1I C£ 
·her sqpmure and· mmsls tn ber ,.,........, 1118% was provide<! to her attbe closing, that a oapy ts II:~ 

allilcll<d.t<>lhl'fs> ''"'·""""'"'"'"'"'l"W"'MEKlriJA~ .-i, Wdt.rt<lltmiglinn'nnm ntc Wt'ol ule ~Ill' 

County Recorder of Peeds. Subje<:t to and withoot waiving the f<Xegoiog objectioo. = PA~ 
SIBle• ·rrun.·it'•s ""''IChing for an original of the lll0rtgage.8Dd wiU produce it til Scheffers upon 

locating il Invengation continues. + 



2. T lle original Note wilh handwrillen signlllll!eson the book of the Note, [sic] 

RESI'OiNSE: TI\ISI.Ce objects to Req""st for Production Nwnbcr 2 on the grounds thai 

Scheffers alre&iy bas an origiDal of the note with her signa1Ute in her possessior. that w"" 
pro•ided to hor '11 the closing, tbon a copy i• otlBthed to the fureclosure complaint as Exhi\rit B, 

ar.d that ar. origi naJ is on file with the Will County Reconler of Deeds. Subject to and without ~ (L . ""'~ 
W<Jiving the foregoing objection. Trustee stares that it is searching for an original of the note and 

3. T 1< original Motion to ModifY 1he Automatic Stay Order a• submitll:d by Pi<-rcc 
& Associates liilaf 6y uie Umkcf Slates H.anl<ruptty Court on A.pni' fl. 2\M1 6y tWecrrouH: 
Notice th.rough ECF (see included Exhibits f.-1009104/!7.!-.JC aud E-2009/Q4il7.3D, as 
previous!} sub•nitted with the Defendant's An>-wes and CO\Jnrer..Complaint as recorJed on 
November 13. 2009 under Section 1 109 certificationl •. lfo:l 

RESPO~·;SE: Trustee states in response to Requeot for Production Nwnber 3 that no 

harul-wrlttet> signature. and that Scheffers already bas the Motion to Modify the Aurumatic Slay ~ 

Order in bcr pos:·;ession as it is attached as an exbibit to h<:r ReqUCSIS for Producuon aniltbat.itil! 

a publicly avaiial·~le documoot thllll Scbeffers con obtain without making a requesl to Trustee. 

4. The onginal sale or assigmnenl da<-umentation, including the sale or assignment 
date (MMJDDr 'YYYl prior to thi.• Trust's doq dzte of Februart 6, 2004. of this ~!ortg3%e 
and Not< by Tmvn & L.ounlryi.eruiing, inc. wtne'l.......,'fu!DDDa\YroHr.Cumpany ... "irOSU;tm 
Trust for the Bcnellt of the Certificate HOlcleis fot Amcdqucst Mongage Securities Tnm 2004-
RI, Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates.~ 2()()4..Rl, [sic] 

RESPONSE: Trustee objects to Request for Production Number 4 on the grounds that ~ 
S.:hcffcts already has a copy of the assiglliNJll in her passemM as it i• attached U> the Response 

to Defendant's .\lotion for Quiet Title and lite original is publicly available at the Will County ff\.Sl:.. 
Recorder of Deeds Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Trust.ee sl!rt<S that it 



'. , . 

. _j 

i 

i• =hing for an origlnai m the assignment and will produce it t<> Scl>effer.< upon locating it_ 

lnvt"Stigation c::.mtinucs. 

5. fl copy of the porticn of the Prospectus submined to the Securities Exchange 
Commission fe>r this Ameriques! Mortgage Securitie> Tnat 2004-Rl thai verifies that this 
mortgage and ru ,.., were included, and if so, {sic) · 

RESI'ONSK: Trustee stntes in response to R.oqueot for Production Number 5 that the 

document Scbe .tiers requests is a publicly availabl< document located on <he Securities Exchange 

Commission's \ vebsile at 

btrp://www.= .govlcgi-binlbrowse-..-dgar?eompan)"'amL>riquest&.matchoo&C!K =&filenum 

6. ft . copy of the portion of the Pm•lJO"WS that indicates which Gr011p of Statistical 
Mb<~g•ge .:Can" 111•1 fllO<tl!)lge anil' note -re rilct\Jat<l'(e.g., Group (or oroup tl: t'li<ea'n"e or 
Adjustahk-mt<) • reHed upon by the investors in this Trust. 

RFllPO NSE: Trustee objects to Requc:.1 fOt Production Number 6 as int:l.evan\ because 

the portion ofth :Prospectus requeste.Jiu!s no relevance to the deims in dlis lawsui! and bee= 

"'<'k.Slate=&Cow ury=&S!C=&owner=excludc&find=Find+Compani~on-getcompnny. 



r .. ···---· ----·····-······ .. 
{ ,;c·'' 

De\1\'Sclie ~ank Natianal TrustComptiny us Trustee 
<n !rust for ule ffenelft ot't!Je Certtlii:ate Holders 
for Ameriquest Mortgage Securities Trost 2004-RI, 

~:;eked Pass-Through CertifiC!lt<:s, Series _.o .._ ~ 

I 



_________ ,. .. 

CERTifiCATE W' SERVICE 

!, c,.ndace Mandel, a non-rutomey, ootify lhatl <:aUSed to be served true Hlld correct 
ropy of the a">ove Pl.UntiiDCountcr-Defeodant's Response to Defendant's First Request fur 
Prodnction oc" Documents, along with the attaehed documenl(~) referred to therein, upon the 
parties below, vis Hr.;t Class United States Mail, in a postage prepaid envelope d<.posited in the 
U.S. Mail Clu tie at lO S Wacker OriVe, Suite 2300, Chicago, Inioois.a!>d by w·omight ~ 
~.,tJ<j;;February26,2010. at' 
Ms. Lauren J_. Scl>effcr5 
1305 M<>rni" l'lru· Court 
Naperville.IL 60564 

(:IHCACGGML.~JSJ 

tOC.-\lo..C.I • f0~14L~~~ 

Mr. Ricbanl Elshger & Mr. Mike Kcmock 
Pierce&: Associute:s 
IJ-i11 Floor 
One North Dearborn 
C1Hcago; !L60602 



STATE OF ILLINOIS) 
)SS 

COUNTV OF WILL ) 

)? - I~ 
Dated: ------::=--~ 20 IV 

Entered=---~4~-;~~--

PAMELA J. MOGUIRE, CLERK OF THE 
Wllite-Court Yellow-Piahtlllf l'lak-Defeaclaat CIRCUITCOURTOFWILLCOUNTY 

17 D Revised (06106) 
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2 

STATE vr· TL"LTNDJ. S ) 

I 
COUNTY OF 1\ I L L I 

SS: 

3 IN 1HE C:RCUIT COURT OF THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

18 

19 

20 

21 

vs. 

XILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

Plaintiff, 

Defendants. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

E:.<CERPT OF PROCEEDINGS had at the hearing of the 

above- entitled cause, before the Honorable Richard J . 

Siegel, Judge of the Circuit Court of Will County, 

Illino.cs, on the 16th day of November, A.D., 2010.*-

PR!!:SENT: 

J4!'Ft. '5L"'tf'1"1· c·oJ.1'.ltJ, 
Appeared on behalf of the Plaintiff; 

Appeared pro se. 

22 DANIEL C. SUPPLE, CSR 
Offici<;\l Court Reporter 

23 Will C(Junty Court Annex 
':II )~. l~'L.'Lawa SL: . 

24 Joliet, Illinois 60432 

1 
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• 

2 NR GUIDO: The only thing I can tell this court and 

3 everyone here is that, yes, certain lenders have placed 

4 their files voluntarilv on hold. That's item number 

5 one. Item number two is, yes, the Attorney General has 

6 made requests of I believe 23 lenders to submit certain 

7 documentation. 

But then we go into number three. And that is, 

-as not: placed Cfris r..r:.Le- UH r'rulu'. 

10 servicing agent, has not placed this file on 

11 hold. And I, as an officer of this Court, I again state 

13 

14 In fact, they are 

15 probab.ly the few l 

16 the judgment o~ sale. 

l'l 

18 and ca::dor, is a loan that is two and a half years in 

19 the hole for a substantial sum of money. And everything 

20 I have heard to date says, well, maybe on an if, at some 

21 point, maybe 30 days out, I might be able to do 

22 

23 

24 

someth ing. The ''Can I afford'' rule comes in. I am not 

seeing anything that remotely says this is do-able 

anymorE,, no matter how nice the house is .S,.,f1l.r., 
iA&.e..-

2 
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• 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

; 

8 

9 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

18 

When --

And I only agree with half of what 

~e sai.d I 

be coming back for approval? 

MF:. GUIDO: Not until March of 2011 .... 

TFE COURT: -~11 right. 

MR GUIDO: As the Court. is aware 

TF.£' OJ'(fR'f': ao you und'ers tan a· cne way cne rest: or: 

this t''rocedure ~,.;orks? 

No, sir. 

the property 

or sometimes it is the seller and the buyer, the same 

person , they buy . -third party that 

the prgperty back . • 
could buy it at auction. 

it could be a 

Or it could 

be you if you went to the auction, has to come to court 

·co 'nave t.'ne sal.e approveO.. 
4 

Now, because of the load that the Court has on 

19 these t:hings, I am being advised that this matter, if it 

20 goes to sale tomorrow, won't be comins back to the Court 

• 
21 r1arch. 

22 GUIDO>udge, just one caveat. The onlv way 

23 this is going to come back before March is if a third 
a 

24 party l )Uys it. That's the only way it would come back 

3 
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• 

• 

1 before t.his Court on a sa"'ie approva~ 'nearing 'oe'itn-e 

2 March 11, 2011, which is the date right. now that, if I 

3 was t.c·ld to schedule the sale approval hearing tomorrow, 

5 

6 

7 

8 

That's where we are. 

And in the big picture, if I am 

lookircg for two weeks to get my information straight 

with the Attorney General, March is such a small change 

of dis tance away. Please 

TEE COURT: 

that can be accomplished in two weeks. If the Attorney 

1 Genera 1 doesn't have their investigation completed, they 

:? J''DJ...JJ.f3 DeeD tD .co.mpJete the investisration, put i:. in a 

3 nice, big wrapper, send it to one of the prosecuting 

4 agenci es who would then have the authority to go and 

15 stop these banks from proceeding. And you are talking 

16 several months. 

Now, your 'oest. 'oei:., i't. WO\:tl.6.. see"'T1 t.c %'e -- an-j_ 

18 then, after the March date, for the approval, you are 

19 guarar1teed at least 30 days before you would have to be 

• 
.,;<o.~'~.l.~,.-~co.,;.;;t.,.' ..;;t-~h;";;,·..;";.r;;.;;o.ilQiieiiliiroiitiovioii._So you are talking about sometime 

21 in April unless -- As you said, there is a possibility 

22 if son1e other third party were to come in and bid on iC/ 

-------------~-------------------------23 and tt1ose represent probably less than 1 percent of the 

24 cltT"'tcAl =:: sales now. 4 ,. 
.... 

---'-
4 



• MR . GUIDO: Realistically, yes. And in this 0 

partie ular case, my biddins instructions are 

3 competitive. It is not a specified bid. This would be 

5 three- 1inety-one, the lender is taking this to 

6 eight- fifty-four fifty-eight-ninety-two. So this is a 

competitive, go to full debt hjQ 7 sg I would be I 
a 

say never ip thjs ljfe eprprised -8 never 

9 if someone bids $851,000 and takes it. I may be. 

am. 

TH ": COURT: Now, are you on your first notice of 

• 13 ~!R GUIDO: Second. Well, this is the first -- The 

14 first notice was September 15th. I continued it out 

15 beyond 60 in my final attempt. So we're it. 

16 But that continuance was because 

17 didn't have notice of it. T mean, T touna no notice 

18 it. I was searching for it. I didn't know. 

19 Tli E COURT: 

a 
20 ~men. 

21 THi l COURT: Your lawyer, by the way, is still 

22 involved in this case because he hasn't withdrawn . 

• 24 him \.,h:=n I go home. My lawyer has done nothing but take 

5 
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• 

• 

l 

2 

my mor!ey ana 6ansle some ~ninqs in lront ot me which 
4 

were
0

·-- you know, I clearly could have used those funds -3 to wock with my lender instead of put it in his pocket. 

4 So it is what it is. 

5 TVE COURT: What is the Sheriff's situation over 

6 there if -- What I would like to do is get this other 

7 lawye1· in here. 

8 t1R. GUIDO: ~·!ell --

And r am not talking about a long perioQ 

10 of tinre. Bu~ is it possible, under the constraints of 

11 notice to put this out for one or two weeks? 

12 MR GUIDO: l'ih_v don't we do this? The Court enters 

13 an orc!er continuing the sale to December 15th. Status 

14 hearing or. December 9th. We will see where we are 

15 going. 

16 THE COURT: All right. And I am going to issue an 

L I orO.e r c.'na't:. ·c'ne a·c.·c.orr..ey w'no 'nas 'i: i._ ~eO t'ne appea ranee I or 

18 you be present in court, or a rule to show cause will 

19 issue to him as to why he should not be held in con~empt 

2 0 of cou rt. 

21 MR GUIDO: Judge, I am just -- Let me finish this 

22 order off . 

24 that I understand it? 

6 
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• 

• 

1 TfiE COURT: Well, he will get it on t~e order. 

2 Okay. But I mean, the goal is to 

3 get 

4 T:cll;;. CQill>.'t·. 

5 you had a lawyer, the lawyer didn't report this to you. 

6 And i: · he is still representing you, technically he 

7 shoulcl be here today. And your position here is 

8 optio~al, but you're the one that brought the motion 

9 

10 

11 

becau~·;e he didn't. well, 1f he still is the attorney of 

record on it, it is his responsibility. So I have to 

get to the bottom of what's going on here. Either he is 

12 repre..s ent.Jng YDlJ Dr .be j$ JJD.t . 

13 Okay. 

14 MR GUIDO: If I might just have the file so I can 

15 write iown the lawyer's name? 

16 

18 

19 

20 

21 

So really J'OUr question i.s, is he 

THE COURT: Nell, he is 

He is representing me. But is he~ 
acting_ on my behalf? 

TH S COURT: He has an appearance. And according to 

:22 la.,.;, he continues to represent you until either the case 

23 is finished or he receives permission of the Court to 

24 withdr, 'lW. There is no permission to withdraw in the 

7 
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• 

• 

Sc ic means he is still your lawyer. 1'\e 

2 shoulci be here representinq you. 

3 

4 

Now, the fact that he is not doesn't impact on 

the oL-.her side. But in the interest of fairness, I am 

5 going to kick this over so we have an opportunity to see 

6 

7 

8 

what l1e is up to. ~aybe he has some grand plan in mind. 

I don' t kno· .... ·. I don't know what it would be, but --

Mr. Invisible. So I don't know 

'.!' e~'t.rie::::, sir. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

!1H. GUIDO: Judge, here is the final thing I put in 

my ord.er. Sheriff's sale continued to December 15, 

2010 . Status heari:19 on sale December 9, 2010, 9:30 

a.m., No. 129. Attorney Ahmad Sulairnan, at the address 

14 indica ted on his appearance, is ordered to appear on 

15 December 9, 2010. 

17 Tuesda ·ys ·woxJI'. so nruc'n bet.'t:ex ioL TT11::!. 

18 MR GUIDO: Well, Thursday is the disputed file 

19 call. 

20 No. But I mean, you have been so 

21 kind t o hear me. And Tuesdays, I mean, of course, I 

22 will n\ake myself available on Thursday, but --

23 ME. GUIDO: Well, do it Thursday. Let's do it 

Thur.sd ay. 

8 
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• 

• 

1 Tr -~E COURT: We~~. bo you bave -- We~~. con:ested 

2 mat::e1 s are set or:. T~ursdays. The reason bei~g is :hat, 

3 as yo1 see, we have a number of people here that are 

5 

6 

7 

NF G:JIDO: Yes. 

T!{E COURT: And so we have been here now 20 some 

minutt~S. The people that are set for Thursday morning 

8 know t hat they are going to be here waiting for that 

type c>r cning. And my posture ror tne Last year nas 

10 been t o se'.: rna t ters to be argued on Thursday morning, if 

11 at all possible. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

I t.:.nderstand. 

:-1;; .. GUIDO: Judge, in the Court's presence, let me 

give you a copy of Let me give Mr. Cudmore a copy of 

the order. I will deliver a file stamped copy to Du~n. 

16 Martir, and Miller in about an hour and a half or so. 

17 THE COURT: D"kay. Ana 'now are we going 'Lo ma'Ke s-ure 

18 that this attorney finds out? 

19 ML GUIDO: Well? 

20 Can I Qersonally make sure that 

21 happen 3? 

MR GUIDO: 22 

23 THE COURT: 

Go ahead. 

I am going to ask that the clerk also 

24 send notice of this to his, the address on his notice or 

9 



• 1 his appearance. 

!'<P.. GUI!JO: Right. I will also -- As an officer of 2 

3 this Court, I will send out a copy of the order, too. 

5 Okay. Fine. Then I am going to 

6 stay out of it. I am just going to make a phone call 

7 and talk to him about it. 

8 T:JE COURT: Okay. 

10 worked on. 

11 THE COURT: Okay. 

12 

• 13 (Which were all the proceedings 

14 had in the above-entlt1ed cause.) 

15 

16 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

• 24 

10 
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l 

2 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUI\'1 'Y OF W I L L 
I 
) 

I, Daniel C. Supple, certify the foregoing to be a 

9 true and accurate excerpt of the electronic recording of 

10 the rroceedings of the above entitled cause which 

11 recording contained a certification in accordance with 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

·vt 

21 

22 

23 

24 

12-3-Zll.f.lJ 

r' .~ I' 

d 
L__. 

Official Court 

11 

Reporter 



1\T'!'EAL IOIHE AT'f'ELLATE COURI OF lLLTNOlS 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN 1 RUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICA TF. 'IRlL'i'k'A"i> Kn_ 1--.M'tWR/u'rSri 
MORTGAGE SECl RITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED P '\SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

) Circuit Court No. 
) 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 

i 
PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE ) 

) 
vs ) 

) 
LAUREN SCHEFFl RS A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNK'I'<\:7W1V ftfXRS A1VD i.£GA r££5' 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS 

) 
j 
) 
) 

To: 

) 
DEFENDANT -APPELLANT ) 

By USPS Pri· Jrity Mail 
Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Ass-,:x:iates 
Thirteenth Fl< Jor 
•' .~lmtr uhu-'awrr 
Chicago, IL h0602 

By USPS Priority Mail 
>'.. 1'\'N·. fu'-~'•1!. C'<>, D\~~~t\Yl 
Deutsche Bank National 

Trust Company, as trustee 
•' ?6,' E&.'T St. Atiu\""*· A'&c--.:
Santa Ana, CA 92705-4934 

By USPS Priority Mail 
'l?k.'&k 'bt'n'Utm., f>.r.m'j ~="-~~ 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
10 South Wacker Drive 
sm~te 2Jt){} 

Chicago, IL 60606 

Clerk of the Circuit C :ourt of Will County, Illinois, the Notice of Appeal, a copy of which is 

served upon you. 

~- / 
/.-.. -\' 

Lauren L. Scheffers , ! 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-305-3401 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS \ 

COUN.IYOF WILL 
) l '( ' 
,·-'- "L. 

TN T 'NE ClJ!Cl.N1' C.(NiR7 OF 'l'NE 'nJ'ELFTN .J~1lh.1C'ML ClRClNT 
WlLLCOUNTY,lLLL~OIS 

:·; .:."T; 
c;· r-"' ,., 

;'-» :r- -
DEUTSCHE BA.'JK NA. ONAL TRUST COMPANY, AS 
TRUSTEE INTRUST Fll\ Z Ul.E BENE:El\ 0<' WE 
CERTIFICATE HOLDER ';FOR AMF.RIQLJEST 
MORTGAGE SECURfTIF S TRUST 2004-R I, ASSET
BACKED PASS-111ROU• ~-<H CERUF.ICA.T.F.~ .'\F.Blf$ 
2004·R.l ~~~ ""' 

_.._ 
I 

Plaintiff, No. 09 CH 3797 ~:s ., 
(T) -- ""' 

\''\.. ~ £' ;'S> ,-, 
'-· ·- .:·· "J'I 

:.·· -- -, 

Defer.dams. 

SHERIFF'S REPORT OF SALE AND DISTRIDUTION 

TO 111E HONORAB _;:;JUDGE PRESIDING: 0"1 ( ~ '. t 
Pursuant to ajudgmen· entered in this cause on the 8th day of April, 2011, and in accordance with the applicable 

law and coun order(s), PA 1_ 'L J. KAUPAS, Sheriff of Will County, respectfully reports that the public sale was 
••dverlised in a newspaper·~' .~E.f.h!o.sl.~ffi~la-:_:.r.~.., Hf\1,1£'amfj; ,\1,1,\%\;.f, .\~.t,~J\..~.·.~o;-mla....,r:,Je_&ml_.ru.J'Il,iaft~.~~..are 

mad~::u~~i:p:1i::::)h: 11 ;~n·,:~ :::·~·d:yc:~:~:~~0a1d1~e:i;::~:l, :;;:c::·:::::b~i=~i;,:~~o:~·:;:~:1~o O? (~O \ l/ 
Coumy Courthouse, 14 \\,; .~c::r. 'It-J.t,..~:ro.o.S!rP.t:r.,lQ(!£.1.,10).otl~S.. ~ 

At the public sale, the f c I !owing described real estate was offered for sale to the highest and best bidder for cash in accordance with the appli~ 11>le law. Thereu_oon. DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, AS 
TRUS10:l: fA mt.iS'f' {'() R THE: BCI\'E':FfrOF THECERTlFICA.TE HOLDERS FOR A.,lfERIQL1EST 
MORTGAGE SECURfl DES TRUST 2004-Rl, ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-RI, bid th' :;um of ONE HUNDRED FIFTY·lWO TIIOUSANDAND 00/100 DOLLARS 
(S 1 52,000.00). That being r:the 'h'1ghest ·old, (he lolloWmg descr'it>eO relit estate was sokt to t'nat 'Ordder: 

LOT 26 IN BROOK CRt J SSING UNIT lA, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE SOUTIIEAST 
QUARTER OF SECTIOJ 'i 2, TOWNSHIP 37 NOIITll, RANGE 9 .. EAST OF TilE TIIffiD PRINCIPAL 

.MF.RffiM."i.U'.f'.OlUU 'I<G TD :niEJ'L<IJ' ll!F.RF.DF JlECORDED OCTOBER 11 .. 1978 .. AS DOCUMENT 
NO. R78-40466, WlLL( :c )UNTY, IT.LINOIS. 

Common!~ known a .. IJOS MORNING STAR COURT 
NAPERVIT.LE, IT.60564 

The costs of the sale are ns fallows: 

I) Pamela J. McGuire C l"'k of the Court W:CCH: 

1 of2 

El72820l1 $12.00 
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2) Sheriffs fees, comr nissions. and expenses (which includes publication costs of$ I 064.70) $1,689.70 

J) Kecordcr of Deeds ( for recording duplicate Certificate of Sale) 525.75 

The balance of the pr·.~ cecds of sale to be applied upon entry of an order approving the sale is as follows: 

DEUTSCHE BAN!. Nh~~M ... Th\l<;;-.; C<;WHh'N'i, k<;; Th\l<;;-.;n: l!l\ Th\l<;;-.; i'J\\ 
TilE BENEFIT OF. I liE CERTIFlCATE ROLDERSl'OR AMLRlQUl!.'&i / 
MORTGAGE SECt; I RIIT£S TRUST 2004-RI, ASSET-BACKED PASS-lliROUGH 
CERTIFICATES, S£. RIES 2004-RI as a judgment credit to the successful bidder 

{.\w,U\5\\'ig' .a'.\$\r;~J 1S ·~ -..,es .!."'or $.1,-F ... \D.i\CI ~r ,t.hfo ).1~ror:nt nf.furr.r..l.n.li!lr.e .arui}XL'it)udgment II. 
advancesofS6,515J:~ ~\T ~OC.~ ,-$150.272.55 

V1T.*l~ No ,.,.,, 011\/IT- 'ftS,Jt,.flMM 
Deficiency pursuant tc Plaintiffs calculations $74,973.96 

Respecrfullyscbmitted tl "21st day of July, 2011. n j' I 
. ) (-.:;3}_ I /(C4J) (I.Rios f W ~fl.:) ~-AU-LJ-1. K~AU-PA-S,---'------

SHERIFF OF WILL COUN fY, ILLINOIS 

/ 
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Gauren L. Scneffers: . whiten :S'uomisst·on to n\e Supreme Court Mortgage Forect'osure 
Committee 

l'UB"LlC ACTll'lb-1 "551, Al'll ACT Ct:1l'IICKRl'llll'iiG CRIMTl'iiA"L l.AW, eRective 
July l, 2011 

ILCS 720 5/17-8.5 S•ec.l7-8.5. Fraud on a governmental entity 
(c) Consp iracy to commit fraud on a governmental entity. If aggravated fraud on a 

goverr ' nental entity forms the basis for a charge of conspiracy under Section 8-2 
of this •Code against a person. the person or persons with whom the accused is 
alleged to have agreed to commit the 3 or more violations of this Section need not 
be the ';arne person or persons for each violation. as long as the accused was a part 
of the c ommon scheme or plan to engage in each of the 3 or more alleged 
violatit •ns. 

(d) Organ a~.r l>f .lW ~JIYJ#I~sJ J.rJWsJ AW :1 g»Y~F».WS'»W ~»JJJy l'~}'- .4 
persor., commits being an organizer of an aggravated fraud on a 
goveru mental entity conspiracy if aggravated fraud on a governmental entity 
forms t· 'nt: b~'rl. itJ"I' 1l t:'n1l-rgt: m wm.pincy untin Snfmu %-1 tJi t'n'rl. Ct>tit: 2nti 
the per· son occupies a position of organizer, supervisor, financer, or other 
positio · n of management within the conspiracy. 

ILCS 720 5/17 Sec. 1 "'-10.6. Financial institution fraud 
(c) Finan·l ial institution fraud. A person commits financial institution fraud 

when l ~" er she knewinll,\y executes er attem~!l te execute a !\Cheme er 
artifict 
(I) 
(2) 

to defraud a financial institution: or 
w. "*"',..,;~ m~< \'of \M mmit'}S.. 5'M"ii!..o, '<S't.mt.o, ?A."<e\S.. 5eCWI~<;, <YJ ~!ms 

property owned by or under the custody or control of a financial 
institution. by means of pretenses, representations, or promises he or 
-sbt: knOW!i to bt: faht:. 

(d) Loan fr aud. A person commits loan fraud when he or she knowingly. with intent 
to defu ud, makes any false statement or report, or overvalues any land, property, 
or secu r ity, with tbe intent to influence in any way tbe action of a f'manciat 
institu:t.ion to act upon any application, advance, discount, purchase, 
purch1 t:"'e agreement, repurchase agreement, commitment, or loan, or any 
change or extension of any oftlie same, by renewar, deferment of actfon, or 
otherw ise, or the acceptance, release, or substitution of security. 

Page I 



Lauren L. SchetTers: Written Submission to the Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure 
Committee 

ILCS 720 S/17 Sec. I 7-10.6. Financial institution fraud (con't.) 
(g) Consp · iracy to commit a financial crime. 

(I) A person commits conspiracy to commit a financial crime when, with 

11) 

the intent that any violation of this Section be committed, be or she 
agrees with another person to the commission of that offense. 
N.0 pP.rSD.IJ .IJJ.B}' fu> Cl\IJYj>J<'D N >llll..')tlir.llcy J!l >AmmiJ .lJ fVJ.lJ.IJ>.ial c.rjJJJ<' 

unless an overt act or acts in furtherance of the agreement is alleged and 
proved to have been committed by that person or by a co-conspirator and 
""t'rtt: at.t.:m.~ :~ 11. lf'dl\ \li a 't.'Mltn'«<i• ~t.7ceruc tn Tlatr• \"b tttg"Cgt: :IT• \'rte 

unlawful activity. 
(3) It shall not be a defense to conspiracy to commit a financial crime that the 

J?erson or J?ersons with wfiom tfie accused· is affeg,ec.f to fiave consJ?irec.f: 
(A) has not been prosecuted or convicted: 
(B) has been convicted of a different offense: 
fC) is not amenable to)ustice; 

(h) Conti• •uing financial crimes enterprise. A person commits a continuing 
financ: ial crimes enteryrise when he or she knowin_gl_v, within an 18-month 
9'!'=imi ,. <!ll.IILUllt'l. lllJ:: m.n>:<!. ~'lh!.llff.<!u.~ ~ th.i.'l. ~ llJ:, i,( 

involv i ng a financial institution, any other felony offenses under this Code. 
iJ.\, Or.o.JW. iizer o{ a cqo.tiuu.in11. fiuaudal c.rim.e~t '!.ll.tef\}rille-

1.1 ,' .4 {JICF.WR com.IW.v.t> hemg .w .w-g:mi,zer of a ctmi.VNI.'wg rNNmekN crime.t> 
enterprise when he or she: 
(Al witi'r tt"k .=.ntrrr L\1 \.."\1lmttt:t c:nTya!'Terr::,'"e ctrnkrt•'ri's Sd-"tio1T. u-r:. if 

;mvll11;nf!; 1. finllllcJal, ;mJitutiRn,, '!Ill] ~hM 'tt!Rnlj ~fftt.'IF.ft. ·mdll:i 
this Code. agrees with another person to the commission of that 

occupies a position of organizer, supervisor, or financier or 
o\'ner pos'l'i10n o'i management. 

(2) · rhe person with whom the accused agreed to commit the 3 or more 
dTo...·nscs untkr this S .... ·cti'-.lll. or. i r in\ o\Ying a linancia\ instillltion. an~ 

otllt.:'r teftH1Y Pt't~nscs unJ"er tJlls Cotft.:'. net:d. not !ie tlie :-;ame person ur 
pcr-;1111;, !'or C~h:h oiYcns ... :. as lnng a:-.th~ acl:usctl \\as u part of the common 

scheme or plan to engage in each of the 3 or more alleged offenses. 
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Lauren L. Scheffers: Written Suomfssion to tfie Supreme Court t\-fartg-~ FVl."fA-">Wu\",. 

Committee 

ILCS 720 5/17 Sec.· '7-10.6. Financial institution fraud (con't;) 
Gl Senten ee. 

{1) Except as otherwise provided in this subsection. a violation of this 
Section, the full value of which: 
(A) does not exceed $500, is a Class A misdemeanor: 
/B.1 d&s .oo.l P.¥!'t>t>.d jL'iDft .aud the pt'.T8i1.T.l.bas N<'.T.l p.r!>v.iDlLo;ly 

convicted of a financial crime or any type of theft, robbery, armed 
robbery, burglary, residential burglary, possession of burglary 
lnols. or hClmc invasion. is _guiltv Clf n Class 4 felony: 

i ( · 1 exceeds S5UO hut does not exceed $1 U.OOII. is a Class 3 telnny: 
I D) c\cccd, ~ i 0 OtJO but Jocs not exceed$\ OU.OOO. is a Clnss 2 felony: 
'f.-'1 P~V.P.PA'!. \.lJIJI,flllQ..,is. a. Class I felony. 

(2) A violation of subsection (f) is a Class I felony. 
(3) A violation of subsection (h) is a Class l felony. 
(4) A t~Mirffl.-.r~.\sw(i)i!'.IIC.las.•Xfclnny. 

(k) A "fin: mcial crime" means an offense described in this Section. 
(I) Period of limit ations. The period of limitations for prosecution of any offense defined in 

this Section b•. :g·ms a'r 'IDe time w'rre:n 'i'rte 'afl,<, 'IlL'• ~on(.,.,.,~~ Q( tne <:~ffeuse i~ 
committed. 
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Rule 63 

CANON3 
A Judge Should Perform the Duties of Judicial 

Office Impartially and Diligently 

The judicial d1 1ties of a judge take precedence over all the judge's other activities. 
The judge's judicial duties include all the duties of the judge's office prescribed by 
Jaw. In the performance of these duties, the following standards apply: 

A. Adjudicativ e Responsibilities. 

(l) A judge she uld be faithful to the Jaw and maintain professional competence in it. 
A judge should lie unswayed fly partisan ioterestil, puflli"c cramor, or rear or 
criticism. 

(2) A judge shcnM ma"ui\lwio tm\~ n6 6ewrom m pll>t:ett\ing~o 'odlm: \bt )~. 

(3) A judge sh( >old be patient, dignified, and courteous to litigants, jurors, witnesses, 
lawyers, and o~ ,.w, NIM>w tile~~ ht 1M ullidaJ~; a.NHNNNd 
require similar conduct oflawyers, and of staff, court officials, and others subject to 
the judge's direction and control. 

(4} A judge sha U accord to every person who has a legal interest in a proceeding, or 
that person's Ia wyer, the right to be beard according to law. A judge shall not 
initiate, permit. or consider ex ,parte communications,. or consider other 
communicatiolls made to the judge outside the presence oftbe parties concerning a 
pending or impending proceeding exce~ that: 

(a) Where circ1 1mstances require, ex parte communications for scheduling, 
administrative purposes or emergencies that do not deal with substantive matters or 
issues on the m erits are authorized; provided: 

(i) the judge masonably believes that no party will gain a procedural or tactical 
advantage as m result of the ex parte communication, and 

(ii} the judge m• akes provision promptly to notify all other parties of the substance of 
the ex parte cornmunication and allows an opportunity to respond. 

(b) A judge may consult with court personnel whose function is to aid the judge in 
carrying out the judge's adjudicative responsibilities or with other judges. 

(c) A judge ma:·', with the consent of the parties, confer separately with the parties 
and their lawyt. rs in an effort to mediate or settle matters pending before the judge. 

(d) A judge m:ty initiate or consider any ex parte communications when expressly 
authorized by law to do so. 

(5) A judge sha II devote full time to his or her judicial duties, and should dispose 
promptly of tb" business of the court. 

(6) A judge should abstain from public comment about a pending or impending 
proceeding in :~ny court, and should require similar abstention on the part of court 
personnel subj<ect to the judge's direction and control. This paragraph does not 



prohibit judg•I!S from making public statements in the course of their official duties 
or from expla, •iniog for public information the procedures of the court. 

(7) Proceedin;gs in court should be conducted with fitting dignity, decorum, and 
without distra ctioo. The taking of photographs in the courtroom during sessions of 
tbe court or rt~cesses between proceedings, and the broadcasting or televising of 
court proceed ings is permitted only to the extent authorized by order of the 
supreme court. 

(8) A judge slaall perform judicial duties without bias or prejudice. A judge shall 
not, in the per lormaoce of juo:llclal dunes, by words or conduct manifest bias or 
prejudice, incl' udiog but not limited to bias or prejudice based upon race, sex, 
religion, nati01nal origin, disability, age, sexual orientation or socioeconomic status, 
and shall not ptm~rit staff, ooll"IT mWcliulr and ot'll-ers sullj'ect to t'l'te j'uo'ge·'s direction 
and control to do so. 

(9) Proceedio~ \>dl}t~ 11o ~ \lo'A'M\ M -..~"M.'Io>\ wn'M>-6\ ..-.cy 1MI'Iiam~, 'oy 
words or cood net, of prejudice based upon race, sex, religion, national origin, 
disability, age, sexual orientation or socioeconomic status, by parties, jurors, 
.Witna'le'l. J!lllua.Y~ J>T .lltbJ>JJ<. T.bil' .llf'J"tit>D Ll«'s .oot ,w...-.J.wla> ~ _w,-"""':1' 
when these or similar factors are issues in the proceedings. 

B. Administra tive Res9oosibilities. 

(l) A judge should diligently discharge the judge's administrative responsibilities, 
maintain prof£$Siooal competence in judicial administration, and facilitate the 
performance wf the administrative responsibilities of other judges and court 
officials. 

(2) A judge sh• Juld require staff, court officials and others subject to the judge's 
direction and '·ontrol to observe the standards of fidelity and diligence that apply to 
the judge. 

(3) A judge ba viog knowledge of a violation of these canons on the part of a judge or 
a violation ofl {ole 8.4 of the Rules of Professional Conduct on the part of a lawyer 
shall take or"iniifiate appropr'tate <lisclplinary measures. 

(4) A judge sh( uld not make unnecessary appointments. A judge should exercise the 
power of appo"nn'meot on t'l\e llasis of merit, a•oiu'iug uepot'liim and mvoritism. A 
judge should not approve compensation of appointees beyond the fair value of 
services rendered. 

(5) A judge sbmuld refrain from casting a vote for the appointment or 
reappointment to the office of associate judge, of the judge's spouse or of any person 
known by the j.JJJJg,- JD hfo w.iilt.i.D .t.lu> .t.b.inl bgrn d no~ JD .t.lu> j»Dgl' JlT .tJu> 
judge's spouM (or the spouse of such a person). 

C. Disqualificattion. 

(1) A judge sba<ll disqualify himself or herself in a proceeding in which the judge's 
impartiality mi gbt reasonably be questioned, including but not limited to instances 
where: 



(a) the judge has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party or a party's 
lawyer, or penooal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts concerning the 
proceeding; 

(b) the judge !<erved as a lawyer in the matter in controversy, or a lawyer with 
whom the jud ge previously practiced law served during such association as a lawyer 
concerning th"e matter, or the judge bas been a material witness concerning it; 

(c) the judge 'was, within the preceding three years, associated in the private practice 
of law with amy law firm or lawyer curre otly representing any party in the 
controversy (r ·roviileil that referral of cases when no monetary interest was retained 
shall not be dt emed an association within the meaning of this subparagraph) or, for 
a period of se\ eo years following the last date on which the judge represented any 
pan)'~rtJ t'lte "' ontroversy wdt1e tile Judge was an atrorney eogageci In tile pnvate 
practice of Ia\ v; 

'(&,•hft'JtdlgtY•:JWffl'!o\'lM 'htm ~'M:. ~ m ""ll Vrocn'lllry, w'I'M:}lr6gl!'ll 
spouse, parent or child wherever residing, or any other member of the judge's 
family residinp~ In the judge's household, has an economic interest in the subject 
JDJJtteT m e®tJs.wen;r S>T m" p:»1y h> t:Jw {»"b£~ IN' N.l' JIO]' GIJN9' RWn"IINm ,<(,> 

minimis inter•est that could be substantially affected by the proceeding; or 

(e \ the ~ or the !lu!JJ~s. SljiiJL~Ill: a.~ w.i.thin. tM. thir.tl <b:!y:P.<!. qf. 

relationship to· either of them, or the spouse of such a person: 

(i) is a _pal1}' It . the _proceedin_g, or an officer, director .• or trustee of a _party; 

(ii) is acting aH a lawyer in the proceeding; 

(iii) is known I >y the judge to have a more than de minimis interest that could be 
substantially a; ffected by the proceeding; or, 

(iv) is to the jt•tdge's knowledge likely to be a material witness in the proceeding. 

(2) A judge sh all keep informed about the judge's personal and fiduciary economic 
'mterests, aoil 1 .mike a reasomitile ellort to -keep ~ioformeil about the personal 
economic inteo:ests of the judge's spouse and minor children residing in the judge's 
household. 

D. Remittal or Disqualification. 

A judge disqu.~ ~ \'M: ttr'IIB t>f Su'l'rtm !£ 1n1cy m,.nm., tm t'M: T1:HJ'rli t'M: bam. 
ofthe judge's •disqualification and may ask the parties and their lawyers to consider, 
out of the presence of the judge, whether to waive disqualificatioJL If following 

.div.IAAJ\Q'Jlf.., »}' .iw;i, Jo.r ~ ..t.lv>r IJNm ~ !Y.v.I'IN' pejm}ke 
concerning a party, the parties and lawyers, without participation by the judge, all 
agree that the judge should not be disqualified, and the judge is then willing to 
qarticiqate •. th e i,udtte may qarticil,>ate in the qroceedio~ This a!lfeemeot shall be 
incorporated io u the record of the proceeding. 

Adopted Deceml~:~er 2, 1986, effective January I, 1987; amended June 12, 1987, effective August t, 
1987; amended 1\'iovember 25, 1987, effective November 25, 1987; amended August6, 1993, effedive 
immediately; am~aded October 15. 1993, effective immediatelyi amended March Z6, 2001, effective 
immediately. 



Rule 8.4. Misconduct 

lfll. A lawyer: shall not: 

(I) violate or :.ltlemptto violate these Rules: 

(2) induce an::>ther to engage in conduct, or give assistance to another's conduct, when the 
lawyer know,. that conduct will violate these Rules: 

(3) commit a c riminal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer's honesty, trustworthiness 
or fitness as a lawyer in other respects; 

(4) engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation; 

(5) engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of justice. In relation 
thereto. a laW) er shall not engage in adverse discriminatory treatment of litigants, jurors. 
witnesses, law ;ers. and others, based on race, sex. religion, or national origin. This 
subsection doe s not preclude legitimate advocacy when these or similar factors are issues 
(n tile proceeo' mg; 

(6) state or im ply an ability to influence improperly any tribunal. legislative body, 
-gtlvertntreJIL11g~enL')I or o\11L-ia\; 

(7) assist a jud ge or judicial officer in conduct that the lawyer knows is a violation of the 
Code of Judid.2ol Co!A'NkN:!; 

(8) avoid in bad faith the repayment of an education loan guaranteed by the Illinois 
Student Assist.>1.nce Commission or otl\er governmental entity. Tne lawful discl\arge of an 
educational loam in a bankruptcy proceeding shall not constitute bad faith under this rule, 
but the dischar;ge shall not preclude a review of the attorney's conduct to determine if it 
constitutes bad faith; or 

(9)(A) violate a Federal, State or local statute or ordinances that prohibits discrimination 
based on race. sex, religion, national origin, disability, age, sexual orientation or 
socioeconomic status by conduct that reflects adversely on the lawyer's fitness as a 
lawyer. Whethc:r a discriminatory act reflects adversely on a lawyer's fitness as a lawyer 
shall be determ ined after consideration of all the circumstances, including (I) the 
seriousness of the act, (2) whether the lawyer knew that it was prohibited by statute or 
ordinance, (3) whether it was part of a pattern of prohibited conduct, and (4) whether it 
was committe< l in connection with the lawyer's professional activities. 

(B) No compla int of professional misconduct based on an unlawfully discriminatory act, 
pursuant to paragraph (9)(A) of this rule, may be brought until a court or administrative 



agency of cornpetent jurisdiction has found that the lawyer has engaged in an unlawfully 
discriminator:v act. and that the determination of the court or administrative agency has 
.hec£\rne .f\rut.l .a~ e.';l.~rca.M~ .aWt.?e ,r~ig.Jnt olJV...t.ibW.' t"et!ffi' al'l~h? ub.\.'l"ImiTc:Mbw .'r&r 
been exhausted. 

(b \A laW'!:er wbo bold.~ ?Jlblk. Qff.il'-" wa.IJ. ont:. 

(I) use that of lice to obtain, or attempt to obtain, a special advantage in a legislative 
matter for a cllient under circumstances wlJere tbe Jaw.ver .knnw-' nr .r.ea<;no.ah.iy -'Mul.d 
know that such action is not in the public interest; 

(2) use that oiffice to influence, or attemJ?t to influence. a tribunal to act in favor of a 
client; or 

(3) represent~ ny client, including a municipal corporation or other public body, in the 
promotion or defeat of legislative or other proposals pending before the public body of 
which such Ia wyer is a member or by which such lawyer is employed. 

(c) A lawyer' 1ho holds public office may accept political campaign contributions as 
permitted by J: lW. 

J\~i:.d \:-el;m:.orJ ll.. 1~. -elR.-cin't. kugcr.{, '•. 'fYYQ. <mrerdstt. ~uut ~- YYW!; -~(rvc ~nlry 't, ·~; 
amended October 15. 1993. effective immediately; amended March 26. 2001. effective immediately. 



C<= ()I)Cl-l3 797, Filed 08/26/2009 

_EXHUlJT 

LIST OF EXHIBLTS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE 

Nbr Descriptio•n 
1. Notice of 1\ 1otion - Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale ( 1 pg.) 
?_. MntiroJ.tll. 'hc.ilti!,Q.;,Y..r. fur. fw.P.rJn.'iJJT.P..Wrl.S!lk 
3. Defendant l·:ertification- Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale (I pg.) 
4. Proof of Se1 vice- Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale (1 pg.) 
5. DeneraJ St...~ ... ,c._wem l.t:': }\~ )lfa.,1ge-._l" m .:rJ ... ig.'W.f (_2 P'AT.f.} 
6. List ofExh ibits- Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale (35 pgs.) 

'L~'A\W.~ \, 9.~'<'-mt. Vlintlito \.1vn, 'lf> .. "'lMMlclll.t "llthmitt«l. 'll>"IIUfTllm'in~~; JL-.,.'rihitl'o ·wth. 
variations specific to the multiple pleadings 
Nbr Descriptior 

I. lLCS 735 5./,1 N}9, CadeafC,'t!','li."~J~-~-.::, .-.::: l'<:>~','i-cst.i:»T a,·C<:~-tNi.::&'i<Nr{•' pg.J' 
a. Any pleading, affidavit or other document certified in accordance with this 

Section may be used in the same manner and with the same force and effect 
as ti"loog'n ~o'mu i'n~d 1md ~'WtJTn ttJ undn- oot'o 

2. ILCS 735 5.1Art.ll, Pt. 10, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Summary Judgment (I pg.) 
3. !LCS 765 5 10.01, Illinois Conveyances Act (7 pgs.) 

a. "Se-r.:. IJ. Deeill> rur me conveyance of l'anu' may oe suo>-au-min\'y ITI me rUJ\'uwirrg 
fono.~' 

I) "( l) that at the time of the making and delivery of such deed he was 
\'ne \awtu\ owner o'i an im\e'ieasi'D\e estate in fee s'tmp\e, in and to \'ne 
premises therein described, and bad good right and full power to 
convey that same" (pg. 2) 

b. "Sec. Z4. No fudge or otfier officer sfia«tat<e tiie acfrnowfedgment of any 
person to any deed or instrument of writing, as aforesaid, unless the person 
offering to make such acknowledgment shall be personally known to him to 
be the real person wbo and in wbose name sucb acknowledgment is proposed 
to bu made, or shall be proved to be such by a credible witness, and the judge 
or o!fficer taking such acknowledgment shall, in his certificate thereof, stat 
that such person was personally known to him ••. " (pg. 3) 

c. "the judge or officer shall grant a certificate thereof stating the proof 
aforesaid" (pg. 4) 
NOlrE: Without such judicial certificates as part of the recorded foreclosure 
reco.rds, any court orders for Default, for Summary Judgment, and/or for 
ForE·closure and Sale are VOID ab initio 

d. "Sec. 30 All deeds, mortgages and other instruments of writing which are 
autb1orized to be recorded, shall take effect and be in force from and after the 
time· of filing the same for record, and not before (pg. 4) 
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Case 09CH3797, Fikt:U'0'8/.2u/.i.\%'9 

LIST OF EXHl.BlTS- MOTl.ON TO \' i\Ci\ TE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

.EXHJBJT J, .Jb-.lf'y.....oJ JJI.W.!Us Lo~~w, JM TC[N~ .wbm.lite/J .1M~ ExJNbJb mitk 
variations specific tto the multiple pleadings (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

1.. ILC.'i 16S )J.fJ.OI, Illinois Conveyances Act (con'!.) 
e. "Sec. 31. Deeds, mortgages and other instruments of writing relating to real 

estat(' shall be deemed, from the time of being filed for record, notice to 
.wh>e-'l_uent purchasers and creditors, thl}ugh lli>t ac\ml}w\edged cr ptl}ven 
according to law; but the same shall not be read as evidence, unless their 
execultion be proved in manner required by the rules of evidence applicable 
'<to ......... -.'r. "ft~, "l<b 16 '<to mt(1flry 'l'M: ~ m mm. 11t'«lluw're6g:unmt ur 
proof: 

4. lLCS 735 5/J\rt. XV, lllinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (6 pgs.) 
a. Sec. \5-1 W6 (aJ': "A ~"~:~"fa!' f'"d>"ty· ... any· .rr itlf dawn t:ntim:e ill> ~'l!curi-cy 

interest in a foreclosure under this Article if its security interest ... is created by 
(i) a eollateral assignment of beneficial interest in a land trust" (pg. 1) 

NOTE: Montgage-'oac'Ke6 securities trusts e·M.BS''') are not land trusts, so tbe 
secured part: ies may not elect to enforce the security interest under the IMFL. Any 
court orders for Default, for Summary Judgment, and/or for Foreclosure and Sale 
related to M'BS' trusts are f''OliJ a6 1irtiw 
b. Sec. J 5-1506. Judgment. (a) Evidence. In the trial of a foreclosure, the 

evidence to support the allegations of the complaint shall be taken in open 
court 

5. ILCS 810 5/A..rticle 3, Uniform Commercial Code, re: Negotiable Securities and Part 3. 
Enforcement ·oflnstruments (7 pgs.) 
a. Sec. 3-302 Holder in Due Course. (2) the holder took the instrument (i) for 

value, (ii) in good faith, (iii) without notice that the instrument is overdue or 
has been dishonored (pg. 3) 

6. ILCS 735 5/Art. II, Pt. 6, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Pleading (7 pgs.) 
a. Sec. 2 603. Form of pleadings. (b) Each separate cause of action upon which a 

separa te recovery might be had shall be stated in a separate count or counterclaim, 
as the case may be and each count, counterclaim, defense or reply, shall be 
separately pleaded, designated and numbered, and each shall be divided into 
parag,raphs numbered consecutively, each paragraph containing, as nearly as 
may be, a separate allegation (pg. 1) 

b. Sec. 2 605. Verification of pleadings. (a) Any pleading, although not required to 
be swo •m to, may be verified by the oath of the _party filing it ... If any _pleading is 
so verified, every subsequent pleading must also be verified (pg. 2) 

c. Sec. 2 605 (b) The allegation of the exe~:ution or assignment of any written 
instrument is admitted unless denied in a pleading_ verified by oath (p~ 2} 

d. Sec. 2 '· i06 Exhibits ... In either case the exhibit constitutes a part of the pleading 
for all]nurposes (pg. 2)\ 

e. Sec. 2 1•ilO Pleadin_gs to be s_pecific. fb) Every allegation_, except allegations of 
damages, not explicitly denied is admitted (pg. 3). 
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LIST OF EXHIBLTS- MOTION TO V M'A.TE. 
0 RDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Relevautlllinaisl.aw,».rJ>pt'.liJJ>.dl)l.mhm.iltJ'.d:n~E~ w»b 
variations specific to the multiple pleadings (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

7. Bayview Lorun.St-.r..v.ir.inJf,, !_Lf.:._.". lr.ffif'J5 F.Jit>Jl.~rJ.'lml., ~ ~- 'Vlfi,.QMA ,r,'Yb. Q.ist •. , 
June 16,2008 ), Rule 23 Order Filed May 21,2008 (6 pgs.) 
a. A sum mary judgment is an appropriate remedy only if the pleadings, depositions, 
and admissio~Jl' &l' .t\IQ, .~.1~· nl.i.t\> &.l'J' .a~ISIN1\!l; s.hm· ,\hat ,\R-'l'il' .if .ru-5\-'lnu\w ,if sal:' 
of material fa·ct and that the movant is entitled to a judgment as a matter oflaw. Purtill v. 
Hess, I I I Ill.2d 229, 240 (1986)(pg. 4). 
b. Nothi~ ;,. •1m wal,'t.'Ufd, "1'\<l.~ lndia.'ll&o •hnt, 'llll.f'i"M~- 'uth!tl. +Jm'1Utll'tg~tgt 
or note that il'i the subject of this foreclosure action. (final pg.) 
c. Addithonally, because there was no basis for the entry of a summary 
judgment in 'i~m-d/ky'frew; ~ .. 'ITIJIT~-errM'w'~juu'gnrem'crr 
foreclosure a.nd order of sale. (fmal pg.) 
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(720 JLCS 5/Art. lhH beading) \ ~ 
ARTICLE 16H. ILIUNOIS FINANCIAL CRIME LAW J 
(720 ILCS 5/16H 1) _jJ_ 
Sec. 16H I. Short ti>tlc. This Article may be cited as the Illinois Financial Crime Act. -.... 
(Source: P.A. 93 44•0, cff. 8 5 03.) 

(720 ILCS 5/16H 5) 
Sec. 16H 5. Legislat ive declaration. It is the public policy of this State that the substantial 
burden placed upon the economy of this State resulting from the rising incidence of 
financial crime is a matter of grave concern to the people of this State who have a right to 
be protected in thei r health, safety and welfare from the effects of this crime. 
(Source: I' .A. 93 440, en. TS 5 03.) 

( 720 ILCS 51! 611 I 01, 
St:<:. 1

1dit' (1\~~ lkli'"·mtil.TCIS, l'rr cm=s- ttnil"l\! arn\.~'"S" drt:-t.:1.JIR\..'-:tt t.ffi~ ,9,;~ (t"\ftdtL~'-" 

(a) "Financial crin te" means an offense described in this Article. 
(b) '"Financial ins! itution·· means any bank. savings bank. saYings and loan association. credit 

·mlwli. 1fi'tt::h 't.~mq;uuJ . 't.'Wft.YR..'J 't.-:;.'i..'lfWtb-'t.. '111 'D. -itt.rp~jlw.~~ ·~J; wt~ntt.'j ,•~r. wr..!Uwn~Q/; su~i.n'b~-wd.. 
collecti\·c investment. 
(Source: P.A. 93 440 . eff. K 5 03: 94 872. e!T. 6 16 06.) 

(720 lLCS 511611 15 1 
Sec. 1611 15. Misappropriation of financial institution property. A person commits the ollense of 
misaQQWQriation of <.l tinancial institution's QrDQCrtY whenever the Qerson knowin~ly 
misappropriates. emr •ezzk·s. abstracts. purloins or willfully misapplies any of the moneys. funds 
or credits of such fimmcial institution. or any moneys. funds. assets or securities entrusted to the 
custody or care or such tinancial institution. or to the custody or care of any agent. onicer. 
director. or employee: of such financial institution. 
(Source: P.A. 93 44(•. elf. 8 5 03.) 

(720 ILCS 5/1611 20) 
Sec. 1611 20. Comme rcial bribery involving a financial institution. 

(a) A person cornm,its the otlense of commercial bribery involving a tinancial institution when 
the person confers or otTers or agrees to confer any benefit upon any empfo)ee. agent. or 
tiduciary without the consent or the latter's employer or principal. v,ith intent to influence his or 
her conduct in rclatio n to his or her employer's or principal's atlairs. 

(b') J.\n emp'loyce. a. gent. or'itiluCiary di a1manCnit'msinlilton comnius·tne dtlense Or 
commercial brihcry o fa tinancial institution when. without the consent of his or hcr employer or 
principal. he or she sc olicits. accepts. or agrees to accept any benefit from another person upon an 
Bgr&lUcYl{ <tr um.k..'"f•it.·alru\\\~~ l\\m• ;{"UL'I\- l\\.."lll.'\f\• "\'i\\1 ,\nfuL'1\"Ct: ... ah~O\'" ,\1..'\r~'l\'il.ffi\C.t ,i'f' ,'\:1la\\>lt' ~t5,.,1.\i.f 

or her employer's or principal's alfairs. 
(Source: P.A. 93 440. etT. 8 5 03.) 

Pagt: 1 



(720 ILCS 5/1611 c5· 
Sec. 1611 25. Financi.1l institution ii·aud. A person commits the otlense of tinancial institution 
tfaud when the ,Derso 11 kno\vingly executes or attempts Eo execute a scheme or artifice: 

(I) to defraud a linancial institution: or 
(2) to obtain an;" of the moneys. funds. credits. assets. sewrities. or other property owned by 

or under the custody or control of a financial institution. by means of pretenses. representations. 
or promises he or she knows to be talse. 

For the purposes o -'this Section. ''scheme or artitice to defr:aud" includes a scheme or artifice 
to deprive a tinancia :1 institution of the intangible right to honest servi.ces. 
(Source: P.A. 93 44CI. e!T. 8 5 03.1 

(720 ILCS 5/16H 30 1 
Sec. 1611 30. Loan fraud. J\ person commits the offense of loan lrdud when the person 
knowingly. with intc nt to defraud. makes any f3.1sc statement or report. or willfully overvalues 

any J'ana~ property m · sccun·ty. I'Or n'le purpose o{Jflti\n.."11L"l1Tg ,n- IDlJ · wa:v· t·,n.~ .:t"L'\•1\'i'l·f (hi" a: l,''i'Biil!'.~1 

institution to act upo .n any application. advance. discount. purchase. purchase agreement. 
repurchase agreement. commitment. or loan. or any change or extension of any of the same. by 
rencwll1. O.Liil!Tlnt:Tfi -u·'i act)on l)T ot'rrerw\~e. 01 \'rae '21\:~ep\'ll.'il~:e, 'ieka.se. ~I -::.u\y::,\\tu\\()t\ '3f ~C\.\ti.ty. 
(Source: P.A. 93-140. ell 8 5 03.) 

{720 ILCS 5/l6H 3~ 1 
Sec. 16H 35. Concealment of collateral. A person commits the offense of concealment or 
collateral when the l'erson. with intent to defraud. knowingly conceals. removes. disposes of or 
converts to the persw,.'s "'"'"- 'J.'i!! "" t.o ~b.:u o( annther, any QroQerty mort\\a~;Ced or Qled\\ed to or 
held by a linancial in stitution. 
(Source: P.A. 93-140. etr 8 5 03.) 

(720 ILCS 5/16H 40 l 
Sec. !6H 40. Financial institution robbery. A person commits the otlcnse oftinancial institution 
robbery when the person, hy force or threat of force. or by intimidation, takes. or attempts to 
take. trom the person or presence of another. or obtains or attempts to obtain by extortion. any 
property or mone) or· any other thing of value belonging to. or in the care. custody. controL 
management. or poss ession o[ a financial institution. 
(Source: P.A. 93 -1-IC '·ell 8 5 03.) 

Page 2 



~f~ ~sse,(.(~~ 
(720 ILCS 5!16H -t~;) ~"" ~ ..W.4 
Sec. 16H -tS. Consp irac)· to'!ofn~nltt'icfal crime. 

(a) A Jlerson commits the offense of a conspirac)' to commit a financial crime when, with _._ 
the intent that a Vi< tlation of this Article be committed, the person agrees with another ~ 
person to the como •ission of that offense. 

(b) No person may be convicted of conspiracy to commit a financial crime unless an 
overt ·furtherance of the agreement is alleged and proved to have been '111-
c Joerson or by a co conspirator and the accused is a part of a common 'lllllf'" 
scheme or plan to e. ogage in the unlawful activit)·. 

(c) It shall not he a defense to the offense of a conspirac~· to commit a financial crime that 
the person or persons with whom the accused is alleged to have conspired: 

(1) has not been prosecuted or com·ictcd, 
flJ 'has "ncen co nv•cteil ol a iflllerent ofiense, 
(3) is not amen able to justice, 
(4) has been acquitted, or 
(51 iaci<.ed 1'1\e capacity ro commir nlc ol'i'ense. 

(Source: P.A. 93 44,0, eff. 8 5 03.) 

I\"'1,1,Q, '.\_K£,.Y,11tJ/Il ~fJ..] 

Sec. J6H 50. Cont~· ujpg Pppp§i!' (sjwg fpfflrpd'£· A person commits tbr offense of a 
continuing financra I crimes enterprise n the erson know in I ·,within an 18 mo tb 
~eriod, commits 3 a 'F • #N: , ..w; :.tal 
i : o er felony offenses established under this Code. 
(Source: P.A. 93 440, eff. 8 5 03.) 

(720 ILCS 5/16H 55) bB~r- ..... '.IZA.a'-S. l'• tl 
Sec. 16H 55. Organi.zcr of a continuing financial crimes enterprisc.:-1'" & ,.. -'-~ 

(a) A person com11nits the offense of being an organizer of a continurng financial crimes 
enterprise when the- person: 

(l) with the intent to commit an offense under this Article, or, if involving a financial 
institution, any other felony offense established under this Code, agrees with another 
person to the commi~ssioo of that offense on 3 or more separate occasions within an 18 
month period, and 

(2) with respect to the other persons within the conspiracy, occupies a position of 
organizer, supervisor, or financier or other position of management. 

(b) The person wiith whom the accused agreed to commit the 3 or more offenses under 
this Article, or, if in volving a financial institution, any other fs!RJtt offeqsss established 
uniler fh"is Coile, neo~il not be the same person or persons lor eac onense, as )ong as Yne 
accused was a part ( •f the common scheme or plan to engage in each of the 3 or more 
alleged offenses. 
(Stnm.Yo" P.A. 93 -1-«!1, crf. 8 .Hi3.1 
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(720 ILCS 5/16H 6 0) 
Sec. 16H 60. Sentc:nce. 

(a) A linancial cr inK the full value of which does not exceed $300. is a Class A misdemeanor. 
(b) .-\person wh< ' has been com·icted of a tinanciaJ crime. the full v·alue of which does not 

exceed $300. and\\ ho has been previously convicted of a tinancial crime or any type ofthefi. 
robbery. armed robl >cry. burglary. residential burglary. possession of burglary tools. or home 
invasion. is guilty o fa Class~ klony. When a person has such prior com·iction. the information 
or indictment chargi· ng that person shall state such prior conviction so as to give notice of the 
State's intention tot. real the charge as a felony. The fact of such prior conviction is not an 
element of the offc1:1se and may not be disclosed to thcjury during trial unless othemise 
pemtitted by issues properly raised during such triaL 

(c) A financial crime. the full value of which exceeds $300 hut does not exceed $\0.000. is a 
Class 3 felony. \Vhe·n a c·harge oJ fmanc"w] citme. fhe 'fu'J'J va'Jue ol v.·'litc'n excee6s'$YUO'olil6oes 
not exceed $10.000. is brought. the value of the financial crime involved is an element of the 
ollense to be resoln~d by the trier of fact as either exceeding or not exceeding $300. 

(d) A financial cr:rme. nie tUJ'1' vaJ'ue oJ'\vJitCfl exceeaS :f1Y/.t)\j\} Outobt:s rrut~L"LW fNM~0\5\~. 
is a Class 2 felony. When a charge of tinancial crime. the full value of which exceeds$\ 0.000 
but does not excecc $100.000. is brought. the value of the linancial crime involved is an clement 
of the oflense to be '"-"'su'"t:d 'tt5 •irrc \t\'t'i ~~~~''If> ~'t,\"-t<., ~"'"~~u\wE '" ?&A "-"'"-~~.1\Wi, '!i.~Q.fJI,l,Q. 

(e) A financial cr·ime, the full value of When 
a charge of financial crime, the full value of value 
of the financial crila'<' imwhw N a.p ~ 611 IJ>eJ~.IkbN> 1.9 .1\1• r.e.wJ><LW ~ .tbJo Jmr .l>f hrJ 
as either cxccedin!!: or not exceeding $100,000. 

(f) A financial en me v.-hich is a financial institution robbery is a Class 1 felony. 
(g) A financial cri.lne which. is a continnint, financial crimes enter{! rise is a Class 1 felony. 
(h) A financial cr··ime which is the offense of being an organizer of a continuing financial 

crimes enterprise iH a Class X felon~'. 
(i) Notwithstandimg any other provisions of this Secti•on,,.JLtJ 

with a 

(720 ILCS 5/16H 6: ';) 
Sec. 16H 65. Period of limitations. The period of limitations for prosecution of any offense 
define~ in this Artiode begins at the time whw the Ia§$ act in furtherance of the offense is 
commrtted. / I 
(Source: P.A. 93 440, efT. 8 5 03.) ()41 f 0 s- f If 

~Fit-A. 
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I 

UNANIMOUS l'iRfiTEN CONSEh'T 
Oi:; ThE EXEf1.iTI'./E f;OMMJ.rrhE 
OF THE BC.<UW OF Llll!ECTORS OF 
Cm Kf...'ill'\FJ'.,'THLl.ENllfNG $C: 

'-""HEREAS. the Cotporatioo. is lht owner of certai:~ tnortg.ages and deeds of 
.:.m.;_~-.ilru' 

WHEREAS, the (OlJlOr&.ticn now finds it desirabJe hl authorize agents :o pro~ 
en i!S bebaifH:c pr~ation. cxeculion a.;d recarding of cioc\Offi:n(£ 0f llelisfacrior! 
and llX.'1l'-"'~1$JJ.Of~ :{¥'lJ}I:jlj',i.'f.'tl.•t. 'o!ht. '"9&1~~,, 'If:, 'M.' . .'i '¥!. ·i!t.~ trilG~'Jxt.a.nr:rtt 
!tbc "Assignments"). in connection wilh ssiti mo:'lgages and deeds cf trust: iris 

! ,er~!ly 

ii!lESOLVED. tllac eacb of the ern_plGYccs of Nationwide Titje Cieanll£. ~ 
"m'C") /istf'.d beiow be, and they bcreby are, rwned and appointed as a Vice 

:!>resident and Assisnuat Secretary ot the Corporati.CJ'l solely for the purpose of 
E.JCn"ng as duly aulhorT.red signarones on its behalf. such th2l any of the li!>tOO 
~ l':t$0nne\ may. solt\y iD tbtlr ~;•city as autht~riztd signatories, ex~ult. any ~rl 
e :Jt ~r.i!bie and necess.ary documents rcq-.J.ired in connectioa with processmg 
t 1e Assigr.rncnlS and Releases; 

Susan Bankowskt 

i ,.~~tro 
Dhurua Doiro 
John Giberson 
Chris Jones 

Er •. kll. Len.ce 
Tear M ... "'Kixmoo 
Czystal Moor• .... - ..... ~ 
D<&nPearsoo ~-..,
Eisa MclGnoor: 
Sean Williams 

Fo:URTBER RESOl,l-.ED, !bar the authorily hereby g:ra.1tcd to lhe liBted 1 
en lp.ioyecs. o.fNTC shai.l include speoitica.lly, but wichout !imitation, the executinn 
ot any documQJrs !hal ob!jgate lbe Co.rporatlon to indemnify the Public Tnutee of 
tb-e Ciy ana' Coun.y o( Denver, Co!orac'o ttfle ?uf.iit Husteej pi.Uiuan.T to 
C R.S. §38-39-102(3.5)(a) rb: amy snd ali damages, COS16, liabilities and 
re2!100able Olrtorney fees inclliTC!I. by the Public Tnastee as a rest.:ll of at:tiou taken 
1.%1 ~!iii.Dce on.• Request for Rclcuc5Ubmi.ttcd by or oo benalioflbe Corponltic;n, ~ 

Fl.iRTHER RESOLVED, that the Auistant Sccrctaru::s and Vice Pruldcnts J 
llo -eby a_ppo_mted .ve nor auth0rizel1 to ~ u Office~'$_ o: employees of the 
Co rporat10n 10 any rcspecr other lhan u spCGifically a\llhori:U:d above; 



it' RTHER RESfJL V£U, ::.at ~.c ;..pp·,:.ir.L:n:::·:, ,,t l!::. i!~lc{~ e-~r;;.oiuyees uf !'.;T( 
as A.iS1stam Soae~cs and Vice .Pres:dent" c( :~1:.: Corp0~t;vn pursullf!' ~c lnes:.· 

:~hn:on~ be, a.:C u hereby is. specifir.a.E~· c-:-ndtoonerl n.r. !he re<:~1p1 by th~ t_ 
~-<:·;pol'1li!on af a :iul_'t .e::~n::.1.c.X .?)' .~-."[' ,,,. 4' ,'fum 

;whilan!laliy identica! to that ~ 

FL'RTHF.It RESOLVED, tllat in tilt: .:...,.·eru the Coryo:at:ion shou!G ~c:d w 
tmnina.tc the llpP<•tnl.me!lt ;;,ad authorizati,-,n aescribod. a!JOvc .. •l shalt. ,ifl .... ~ ~'!' 
;ming wnner. ncti·~c cf su~;;h (earJndion <cl: .'II. H .. :, al 2 !00 Atterr.at.e I <J ?-.:an h. 
P.f&lm Ha.roor, fJom!a 34683, at11J such ~emtwatiOn sba.il Oecw.:1e ::I1ca:.,·c vnl)' 
1000 tLs rc:~pt Oy N'TC. 

----------

I 



-- ---- ----- ---

-11:e WJdCI'Signcd. ~mg all !lte mcmbe!s of tne L"<ec·.r:~•e Comrrunee uf :.~"Je ~ara oi 
Directt Jf~ <Jf lhL! Corpo!'llion, hc:rWy ..:ooscnt in 'Writing to 'llt a!:xrit: a&tivns ar,d do 'nm::by approve 
lhe SJ1Jl'·1e. 
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State Bar of North Artie Form 30-cO 13 
ASSI(;l\MfNT OF MORTGAGE 

l)<'(llnJ<:nt ,'-'unllxr 

f"he undersigned 1·· -\ssignor.·· v .hcther one or moreL for a \Jiuab!e con-,idcration. assigns 
to Secret Ehes Registra ion Services (SERS) as 'ominee of Rudolph the Red 
\.ose Reindeer located at 5432 Sama Iceberg '-orth Pole I 234.:' 

the \lortgage dated ____ I c_ 25:1001 . t'\ecuted b~ Santa Clause 

ro Raindcer Loan Scn~ict ·s Inc located at ~432 Santa Jceb~rg ~~mh,_l~~e __ J_;~·t' ___ _ 
on real estat..: in \\"['[ :\( 1SC_ Count';.. \.orth .-\rtic ("Prorerty"J. to_gether \\ith tho.: note 

nr other obligation it :.ecurc-,, \\ hich tl.tortg~c was recorded in the Offil·e of the R.:_gister of 
Deeds of said County. in (Reel · {Vol.) 2 l 1 -234.2 of Records. at limag:cs l (Page~ 1 

a.;, f)octllll\ nt '\o 

fhe Prorerl} n hich i) subject ~ . ., ',r.i:. .i,:,<:,·\'6~'<'1\'~l',t, \<::, 4;:S\:~i.l;vd '<\'S·. 

Vcr: Cold and k~- Sha\ wd like-an IceBerg_ Plot "22 

CHOOSE [!TilER OR BOT II OF THE FOLLOW I'C OPTIO!\S, AS APPLICABLE; 
O'L\ THOSE OPT tO'' CllOSE'\ SHALL ,\PPL\: 

X ,\, 

0 R, 
r hi~ As~ig.nmen'_ i~ made\\ ithout ft'COUrse. 
As~ignor \\arran, s tl1<1t th~;.;re i~ mm uwin~ an unpaid babnce on the note or 
other ohligatiun ~ L'CUreU h~ the n1011gage. a~ principaL a -;um of not less than 

1~\:u rnflnt'. ~n..~.r 

J'rdL'lh.h:J J <CIH.kcr 

12-' ( <1ld \.\~t Road 
\,•nil f\•k. )',.,ulh .-\n1~ 1 ~-'-15 

I XO(I I X l 2 

1-'ar~d ldcntiflt<l1Hlll \umhcr rPJ'\,1 

S .0 I . .J.IJ.L.lllho iJJJ.t'lt'~'-J of aU nt!J.atcral in his Sled 
. ami that A-,-,igJtor ;.., tit.: O\\mcr oftlte note secured b) the Mortgage and ha'i good right to a.<.~ign it 

Dated 

ASS!C;'iOR: 
()()() 000 000 000 
() 0 0 0 --------- ________ (SEALI ___________________ iSEAL) 

Dasher (Jraindeer • Pran>:er Ravmkcr 

--------- ________ ,(Se.ALI __________________ ,(SEALI 

ALTHENT !CATION 

S it!fldl U I CS(:::,) -~-'("I("C)()'--'()':()';'0 ~---~----~______ _:()~-""() --------
authenticated on ~-~1~2~ .. 200' c7e>0!..1eo3c__ _______ _ 

II I LF: ,viEMRLR STA rl :BAR Of NOR Til ARTIC 

(lfllliL ----- ---------

authorized by A!\ Y. S at. ~ 6.66) 

rf!IS 1"\STRUME" r DRAl TED 13Y 

LA\\ Or!IC lS of RAJ NDHR ASS"-'"-J''-'A-~. 

., 
ACK,';OWU:DGMENT 

S lA fEUF 1-<0RTH ARTlC 
)ss. 

__.::~'.o'E'-'1-'N-'-l"-)S"'T"-: _____ COL'I\TY I 

P\.:rsonall~ came before me on 
th,; abovc·narm .. 'd Prancer or Dancl'r of Secrd E:lves 
Re!.!istration Servi 'CS SERS) as Nomi 1ec of Rudo th Red 

instrument and acknm\ I edged the same. 
000 000 
() 0 

' 
Notar~ Public, State of NORTH 

M~ Commission (is permanent) (expires: -~-'2:,:(:.!:..11'-~--

,(~_\if.natur.t"-" ma.:\· h.e authenticated or acknowler{ged, Both are not nece~sa~y.) 
'\OlT: HilS IS \ S 1".-\\ll.-\RI) FOlOI. \'\ \" \f()l)ffl( -\TIO'\S TO TillS FOR \I SilO I Ll) BE CI.L\RU IUL:\ I HIt IJ. 

\SSIG'\\Jt:'\ I OF \IORik\(;t: c :!1113 STHt: BAR OF'I,ORTII \ll.TIC t-OR.\1 :'\0. 30-2013 
* '1 ~ rc: n<mlC hdm1 ~q;natur(., 
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Lauren L Sd1e&r s: J'uakial Complaint re: Will (bumy .JUdge Rict\ara' J. Siegel 

Date: 

To: 

Street Address: 
City, State, Zip: 

From: 
Street Address: 
City. State. Zip: 

Home Phone: 
Cell Phone: 
E-Mail.: 

Signature 
OwJ:i.r:matjno. # ·. 

April 12.2012 

State of Illinois 
Judicial inquiry Board 
100 West Randolph Street, Suite 14-500 
Chicago. IL 60601 

Lauren L. SchetTers 
t 305 Momi.uJ6'!la.r Ct.. 
Naperville, IL 60564 

{j]{}-](}5-J.Wl (tra tiTC':::J'S'Bg"'C'S/ 

630-212-5651 (no messages) 
lJll!TenScbeffer.s[@,v.abon.cnm 

llOl. Ol?.OQQQt 1.?04. Sl.SQ 

REQUE ST FOR AN IMMEDIATE INVESTIGATION OF 
JVDGE RJCHARDJ. SJEGEL 

FOR COMMISSION OF A CLASS I FELONY 
, \.ND FOR MULTIPLE VIOLATIONS OF THE 

~\I,W.C\,...._ <:.mw.. ~ <:.~'Ml<:.-.; 

I am reque ;tin g an immediate investigation of Judge Richard J. Siegel ("Judge 
Si~•'''J as requincd by o're U.S. Code. rio~ •'8, Crirrres arrd Crirrrimr.' f'rti._-.:.ion: 
(Federal Rules of•:iv il Procedure, Ill. Pleadings and Motions. Rule 11. Section 4: 
Misprision of felon y: 

Whoever. hc~.vJ 'v;:.kru>wfRJ/gR JJfJhP J.li'JJ.IJlf n>mmiss.itw tJfn./i-JoiJy f'£1,1{WJ1hJR .hy 
a court of"t he •'Jnited States, conceals and does not as soon as possible make 
mown the ;an 1e to some fuage or other person fn czilll' or mziiiary authoniy 
under the L'ni·!ed Shl!e>, 3huH be .fined llndeY !his H!le or impristmed no! more 
than three .l ·ec rrs. or both. 

On Februa1 y Z '1. ZO f Z. when f appeared oefore tne oencn to maKe known to 
J udgc Siegel of fra ud. Judge Siegel immediately had me arrested and I was put in 
handcuffs (see the em ire Report ofProceedlngs In Group Exhibit Z.o oefow). 

In this inst: 1n ce, it was Judge Siegel, as presiding ju<tge, who had just 
committed a Class. I Felony, so I was required to make that known to "some judge 
or other person in ch•il or military authority". 
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Lauren L. Scile(fe rs: luakia1' Compi'ain( re: *'II'!' County .fua'ge Ricilara' l. Sr'egd 

ConsequcJ Illy, I made known to Thomas P. James. Consumer CounseL 
Consumer Fraud J3ur.cau. Illinois Attorney General that Judge Siegel had committed a 
Class I Felony. ru. an accessory to an ongoing criminal enterprise with Codilis & 
Associates/Williai n '\1cAlister as the organizers. 

NOTE 1: GJQOITP .K~HJBJTS J -6J.NCJ..llSJVE.4RE THE.E-MMlS 
WITH SUPPORTir'I/G DOCUMENTS REGARDGING WILL COUNTY JUDGE 
SIEGEL'S COlVIMJ;SSION OF A CLASS I FELONY AS SUBMITTED ON 
APRIL 3, 2012. 

NOTE 2:. Per the~ Jn:'Jice of Filing (see Key Exhibit 3 inclusive below) Judge Siegel was 
serve<f a fetter ct'ah !d. 1\prif 4, ZO f l f>y USPS Priority Maif witfi Signature-Required 
Confirmation of [ leli·.·ery of2307 1770 0000 1052 that included the 6 e-mails with 
print-outs of the Stlp{Wrt\ng documents as dectronicaUy submitted to Thomas P. James 
(see Group Exhibits 1-6 inclusive) on April3. 2012. 

Therefore. the ·~=~\en\ I!'<~WO:.I! ~f J~ Sie%er 5 -;:=m.\5\W;m of a Gru;s \ 
Felony is now part of the public record with Judge Siegel's Criminal Contempt of Court 
Order. 20 12CCOOOOO 4. that Judge Siegel stated would be purged in the Report of 
PnJI.."'XXl.'f!bo> (s= v~·¢;; 14-l'i'·3t'G..:w.u;r Edti&<t 2h '"-~= ~· 

NOTE 2: The Criminal Contempt of Court Order (see Key Exhibit l 
'oe'mw'J was not pvrgced' as ui de. ed by Jm:lgeo Siegel'. Instead, it was 1 eco1 ded at 
4:23p.m. on Februa ry 29, 2012. That Criminal Contempt of Court Order does not 
even have "Peop e oJfthe State of Illinois" vs. Lauren Scheffers as entered in the 
Onfine Oocket (Sf •e Jl(ey Exhibit Z f>e£ow). 

QUESTIO•N 1: Was that Criminal Contempt of Court Order actually 
signed by Judge·~ ,-;eg~el, or forged by William McAlister, per tbe 'September 7, wn 
Report of Procce•din:~s with Judge O'Leary presiding (see Key Exhibit 4 below)? 

JUDGE Sl EGEL SHOULD NOT AID AND ABET NOR ACTIVELY 
P, \RTICIPA TE IN A CRIMINAL ACTIVITY 

The Judicial lnqui ry E loard should make careful note of the commentary in the 6 e-mails 
submitted to the 1 hon ms P. James (see Group Exhibits I.a. 2.a. 3.a. 4.a. 5.a. and 6.a). 
since the commentary directly pertains to this Judicial Complaint. 

Per the Report of I 'ro•ceedings (see Group Exhibit 2.b.I) below), Judge Siegel 
committed a Class J Felony with his February 29,2012 Order (see Key Exhibit J J 
below). 
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(.auren L Scnefre rs: Judicial Complaint re: Will County Judge Richard J. Siegel 

QUESTJ( )l'i 2: Was that February 29, 2012 Order that included the Order 
for Personal Def ici•~ncy of $231,200 (see Ke_v Exhibit 11) actuall_v signed by Judge 
Siegel, or forged bl · William McAlister, per the September 7, 2011 Report of 
Proceedings with J'udge O'Leary presiding (see Key Exhibit 4 below)? 

From the~ ~D Vf'mwr Jf\. ]{IJ 0 Rt>pnr.t Df Pmu.f'.diugs w.itb Jm:lg<> .S.i<>gt>J ,nr<>siding 
(see Group Exhit it I 2 below), Judge Siegel clearly explained his personal knowledge 
that virtually alii-are dn.<JJ.rt> salt'S art> lw.tg.b.t by lhf' ·~PJ.ll.i.W.iff.,•·. 

The discus si on in that November 16, 20 I 0 Report of Proceedings acknowledged 
that many Plaintiffs .lwd ?'J.\ t~~t fm~~;;ute w-...ti<m<> ''<m \\Ql,d". >ptemmm\~ dOJ£ t~ t~ 
"robo-siJ.,'lling" sc; Ill< tal that surfaced in 2010. 

P•""<hW the I J.?~1~ ,;,l'e' lJ\5\..~e..t t'C'tl"'t'6:17t LVI cose. 2f)f}9Cli[)f)4 J U}, suY:J.wiNcd os Exhibit 
1. i.T.J. t.br.. Oef.PJ.lruw. t' .,_ ~e..~.'>!! ('if'.r.. G.r.Q.IJT,l. Ex.bihi1.1 h.l bPJnw.\. t.b.i." i.T.J.'itJJDJ.llJ'J.inT.J. 
appears to have bt •er 1 on hold for all of 20 I 0, thereby increasing the amount of any 
?-er~urrd. 'iJeftdrer1~ ...:y . 

On April' I. 2 012. the (see Key Exhibit 13 below). the proposals of the !llinois 
Supreme Court M orr gage rorect'osure Commln:ee were released (see Key Exnloir 13 
below). Proposal 3 t·ecommends that "a copy of each assignment of the mortgage being 
foreclosed be atta< ;h,~d to the foreclosure complaint and that a copy of the note. as it 
currently ex'tsts. 'tr tc'lluamg an endorsements and aflonges, 'ts attached to fhe forec'losure 
cru:n,n.l.ainl'' 

This Com plaiint could never have been tiled. because there is no assignment 
'iw.m. 'maa:gw.:q, '•• !m-t!:glt~ 'n• •ha. 'II'U, C-uurttJ p~•'tlf ~-~y,ttl.. w. ~~un~ 'vy 'htt 
lllinois Conveyan• ~e,; Act. 

Judge SiecSef afso viofatea'tne ffflnols Mortgage Forecfosure (aw by fiu'flng to 
require the produ.;tio n of the original Note and the original Mortgage in open court. 

In addition . J udge Siegel violated the Illinois Uniform Commercial Code 
relative to Holder in Due Courts/Purchaser in Good Faith. since the fraudulent 
Assignment by W illi::.1m McAlister was after the Note was in default. 

RELEVANT LAW 

The Judicia! !Inquiry Board should make careful note of the Relevant Law cited 
on QafM!s 1-6 ofth e I >efendant's Qleadin~ in Qa~es I -6 (see GrouQ Exhibit 3.b.l \ 
below) as to the m 'an.:y violations Judge Siegel has made in direct opposition to his Oath 
of Office. Rule 6:;, a~.d the fundamental Supreme Court Rules. Illinois Civil Statutes. 
and the Code of J·roft.·s..«iOJJ.lJJ BebJlvior. 
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l'.aurerr !'.. s~~l\:rK"n;;: Judicial Complaint re: Will County Judge Richard J. Siegel 

. JlJ DGE SIEGEL VIOLATIONS/JUDICIAL BIAS 

Per the pu bhc record. Judge Siegel is blatantly biased/acts as counsel tor 
foreclosure Plaint if{s. Compare the Report of Proceedings relative to a foreclosure 
defendant prose. where Judge Siegel refers to Rule 137 (see Group Exhibit 6.2.b.2) 
below). 

Yet, pert 1e JReport of Proceedings for these two cases. 2009CH004310 and 
1 021 CC000004 ( ~>ee Gl'V"Uf' £x'rdt))\ l.b. \) 'o'C\\)"ov). ~OOg¢ \',)'Cb"C\ tocli.. m> "lll:t'•t~n agaimt 
William McAlister .as required by Rule 63 for violating that same Rule 137 requesting a 
~ossly fraudulenl Ji•ersonal deficiency amount of$156.704.26 (see Key Exhibit 10 
below) after a fm ecfosure safe of$"f CZ,OOO. a totaf of$"Z6T, 7U4.Zo. 

T.bt>JJ.ulgmeut for Foreclosure and Sale was for $216.145.73 (see Key Exhibit 7) 
and there was no, \1 'fidavit submitted in support of that amount, only a Certificate of 
Prove-Up (see Key Exhibit 8) tor costs unrelated to the mortgage balance due. 

In particul ar, per the supporting Exhibits submitted by the Defendant under 
Section I 109 Cet1ifi cation (page 3). Judge Siegel had no jurisdiction to allegedly sign 
the Order Approv inc~ the Forccklsure and Sale. the Order for Possessi<m. Jet alone an 
Order for a Persm tal Deficiency of $231,200, when there was no such Motion before the 
Court (see Key E: ;h ibit 9 below). 

In addition. J udge Siegel had no jurisdiction to grant any orders relative to the 
Defendant's Ioredo~ ure. because the Lender was Bancgroup Mortgage (see Key 
Exllibir ot. nor an.Y o•fthe alleged Plaintiffs. 

When Jud: ~e Siegel had me arrested and put in handcuffs for appearing before 
tbe 'benc'h, 'becaus•-') l>(..'\5 .f.IDJ E party !o iiJi" .ac!:l£\Q. JJ.obge S~ege) .'lJJ3!Je :•1 .i!:>J.lOOaWJy c:~e.ar 
that he had totall: · fa.iled to read either the Defendant Response or William McAlister's 
Reply, since I was mentioned by name in both. 

In fact the p rimary reason I was in court that day was as a potential witness on 
behalf of the Defe ndlant. William McAlister's Reply specifically discussed the fact that 
I was not an attorr te) ·. which is not required by the Misprision of Felony statute. 

William Mc,O,lister' s Reply failed to address the fact that thee-mails cited in 
Exhibit I of the D,.Ji :mianf'>- R~'>J111J3~ w.<'.r.e. rJ>.J1flT.Iim):, William. MrJ.\Ji.'llt';:' v.xtro:tioo. 
threat and Willian 1 h1cAlister's having fabricated and recorded a fraudulent Assignment 
in the Will Count) ·property records (see Group Exhibit J.b. I Exhibits A, B. and C) to 
Thomas l'. James .. C. ill':ffilll'd"Cuun~d. C..wr.;mll'd-li.·d\\u' B.-.t-e-d\\; ,'.\\ilm's rUAA.mry· 
General. 

Page4 



l'.aurerr 1'.. 5tmnf "Ts: Judicial Complaint re: Will County Judge Richard J. Siegel 

When I was escc rt( :d back before Judge Siegel in handcuffs. I reminded Judge Siegel 
that he had recused himself from my case. 2009CH3797 (see Key Exhibit 5. including 
the footnote). Judee Siegel's statements in the Report of Proceedings (sec Group 
Exhibit 2.b.l) bel o w). indicated that he was well aware of me and that I have filed an 
appeal in my cas<· 'to the 3'd Appellate Court and to the Supreme Court of Illinois. as 
well as having fjl.,..£ I Judicial Cnrop.la.irus .ag.ai.n.<a two bankruptcy )udgt•s. fur g:r.aoJiog 
Stay Motion Order~> to parties that were not even listed as Creditors. let alone as 
Secured Creditot s. in my Chapter 7 Bankruptcy that was discharged on May 5. 2009. 

CONCLUSION 

Not only t lit j Judge Siegel commit a Class I Felony with Judge Siegel's personal 
calculation of a~ ro: >sly overstated Personal Deficiency, he committed Treason Against 
the Constitution . or .a mtal vjnJ.atinn of J.he Defend.aoL< .r.ig.bJ Jn dill' prnc.es.~ 

The Judicial Inquiry Board should remove Judge Siegel from the bench 
immediately, sut •j=t t~ tM ~~wltf> ~('A\\ m.v~'Afum h~ tM J\\d~\'4\ \'M\\\\ry 
Board and the Illinois Attorney General regarding the ongoing criminal financial 
enterprise in the fo•reclosure courtroom of the 121

b Judicial Circuit Court of Will 
CiNml]' IINoOrCIMI•-iz"-vJ bJ'C6'diNs& A~ak:~/Wimam ,lkAmter w«k.hNJc<!~ 
u an. aJ:c:•~'''mO:~h a .Cla'l.'i t l!clno.~, 

'iw 'hRo h '/i,,...Ja/, 'mqtitTj 'i'ftrdlt.'l"U 'l-d/,'<U'cJ;.-c -s~'r, 're-gll• "WcM,·wuJtit ncJ1..-c 'ft 
blatantly apparen\ 0.1 ·rat tke ~T?..u'Jlc a-._+ l.s«· ub\..~ ttaf e:.,;ist 1;n .'n.~w~;s c.;rcu·d a:MYts. 

NOTE: All foreclosure neanngs tn Wilt' County are di.gir.alt'y recorded. so rlie exrensive. 
competent, public record ev"tdence exists rdative to the hearings. as wen as the 
pleadings filed by ( :odilis & Associates and orders allegedly signed by Judge SiegeL if 
not forged by Wil li<tm McAYtsler. 

I believe the Judicial Inquiry Board should find that all of Judge Siegel's 
torecfosure rufin~ !S nre VUfD. based on hfs flfatant .ludiciaf bias in viofation ofRufe 63. 

Respectfully submitted. 

' ,~.._ ' ' if ' 
, 1 U-4.?'<.'--' . • ~J..c'(:;~(:_/4"2 / 

Lauren L. Scheffers 

LIST OF ENCLt ~SURES 
I. Judicial C. ~lin plaint Form ( 4 pgs.) 
' List ofExl1ibits (3 pgs.) 
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State of Illinois 
Judicial Inquiry Board 

19(} We.rt Rtmdi'J.'(fk Stroet 
Suite 14-500 

Chicago, D 6060 I 
"1\1.~ ¥.\4.--~~~ 
(800) 227-9429 

TDD (312) 814-1881 
F.4.¥ fJ.J:J,\314..5':119 

COMPLAINT AGAINST A JUDGE 

I Instructions: Ph :;; ~e type or print all information. If you wish to provide documents to 
support your aile g;at•i:ms. pfease attacfi copies oftfiose a"ocuments. We cannot return 
documents. Y m . 1 nust designate specifically the particular words, diagrams or pictures 
contained in any d•ocumentation submitted which substantiates your allegations. 

I 
'DocumenlaiJOn . wn"f'nolit tne reqtitreil ilesJgnailon will nol'oe consrilereil. "i"ne )}oaro'·s 
!llrisdklilln. exisPlllds. fllll-:; m liJ'Ji1(e Ulinnis. ~ Cron:t ~A '}r,tcllate CroJrt 

I Justices, and Ci n ·uit Court Judges. Return Complaint to the above address. 

Daytimetelephonc=:( ) C fL,j'[)-- ,J/J · '){{;."-/ 

Evening telepho ne: ( ) /--1 CO'') U - St'"<'L" - 3 't 0 J 

I have informati 011 of possible misconduct or disability on the part of the following 

Illinois iud~e: 

l'irst and Last 1' an 1e of Judge: .,Q Cgdc£._,) r. ) if(:£: L 

City and Count;~: 
::::; ) 

Court Level: _Supreme Court _Appellate Court 



STATEMENT OF FACT 

I. When and wl te• ·e did this happen'' 

Q;ltllf,,,';. (}J ?Js :L(_,_( :L""v-'-' ____ _ 

Location: /)liJ~ /.:J/1 i<)/L i.._ ('{_\(}\,'i:Y Cit{ I.. If L ((,(K,j'-;(J.tV//..fid( 
/ 

2. If your inton n.ation arises out of a court case. please answer these questions: 

(al What is the. n ar;.ne andDllmher of the case? ;J 

Case Name: JM::.. f.k,m[;. < (.)Cw$ %t,I...IJC/i\/f, 15 )2Lrtlfj J-.1.. F!lt£;2_ 

Case Number:__ 09 C'H- DYjJO 
~/. ;?f/~il J'fL CO:IJ"i'r.:fli,(./ (Y::: CCX)(')'- !J CC.. Qa:, Y 

(b) What kind o c;ise ts tt~ (Please check one low) T::J);t}_ /I\J:.~';l~C:,'-

Crimin~l Probate 

Domes _ic Relations Law 

Juvenik _Municipal 

Small Claims 

@specify): {"eX£ C::..LC£(}-'£ 16/.l.Jhl / A}4C CCnJfflr· )/' / ..... 

[c) What is your relationship to the case? 
ct:. COc..X-t""'--

Plaintifl 1P etitioner 

Defend' 10 1t/Respondent 

_Attome yfor: ---------------------

fAfL:C 

_Other(s pccify): i'v $ce..r f~/-UY.)'r U:Vt)fL 

/VliS"/';:&aJ or:.- F[CW7_~ !;}/i'r-Ui""t-:_ 



(d) If you were n' presented by an attorney in this matter at the time of the conduct of 

Name: ---
Address: __________________________ _ 

Telephone Numl : oer:( 

(e) Identify any • Jl her attomey(s) who represented you or any person involved in the case: 

Address of Allor 11ey: _______________________ _ 

Telephone Numl ,,.,r:( 

Attorney Repre>.e nted: ------------------------

3. List *docurremts that help suppon your information that the Judge has engaged in 

•NOTE: DocuLn<'.nt'i willonthe returned.. Please send cnl}ies only. Ynu DIJL'ilde~ 
specifically the 1 p:articular words, diagrams or pictures contained in any 
documentation s ubmittw' ffirit:n ~"lll'll;mni'Jares ymrt"a,Y.,gal'fum<. /Jlxmrro.rt6ti<m 
w.illuwt .tJuo .J'J'.QUicirnl rlfsW.nalirul will .wit hi> l'JU~Sidl>rnl 

'"" 
Address: __ nLtL£L. (\)QJUS" ~AS.S'OC; ·hLf\ ~/JZ)/rt .. £ z.:.:::, 
feleo;>hone Num bcr:l. 



5. Specify belo· ''the details of what the Judge did that you think constitutes misconduct 

([vilhft),,diL /iUt)f~ 77~f!mJ o-r: 

,IZ,i>GI-" ,.} l'd~/) ;r J/f.Jl C _;C(yr:;,_ 

Clliul-it S:S; cYu {)0 ~J Ct 4'\S" 1 u<r&-.Y,AJ..Jt\ 

fL'L m (..J(./zrc..£ l-1 1 oU{,';-z O'L"Q CF- £-1{,/ 

JUJJ/C it*-. [Il,,Jl:.. OL ((YP.i:)l-C/ 

Complamt Aga1 ns,t a Judge- Juific"!al1nquiry BoardTWeb 



Lrurerr L. Sdre& Ts: Judicial Complaint re: Will County Judge Richard J. Siegel 

LIST OF EXHIBITS 

KEY EXHIBJn, 
I. 2012/02/2• ;>Contempt of Court Order with \\Tong parties (see Group Exhibit 

I. b.!) belo •w) (I pg.) 
2. 20 12/04/0: 5 Con tempt of Court Online Docket (I pg.) 

2012/04/05 Notice of Filing. Copies ofE-mails with print-outs ofanached PDFS 
to Consun te r Counsel. lAG, Re: WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 
COMMIT'TF.ll CLASS t FELONY ON Q212'lft2 
a. Not icc of Filing (l pg.) 
b. Cc1 ~tification of Service (1 1?1& 1 
c.. 20 1

1 ~""!/{)4/04 Le..Ye~- to Ju\:lge' Ri ..... -·i'trn-d i. SiegY:J1 ~~~ti'r St~Tatit•--e-Requ:itai 

Co n!~irmation of Delivery of2307 1770 0000 I 052 1604 (I pg.) 
d. 20 I ::c/04/04 List of Enclosures {2 ,qgs.) 
e. US l 'S !rack & Conftnm print-out (1 pg.) 

4. 2011/09/0~' Report of Proceedings, presiding Judge O'Leary's signature forged 
b~ WiJJ.ian: >. M.c.Ali<;ter. QJJ. ntder l,sr.e Gtni~ ExbihiJ. 5 h..)\ helJ1w \ (1 r,t'b'i..\, 

5. 20 I Oil I /2 2 Recusal Order by Judge Siegel under Rule 63 (see Group Exhibit 
l.b.2) belo\\ ·) (3 pgs.) 

b. 2{)!)7.1,1 J.IJ JJ Le.wkr {X'r £'~\w liW fu.'Xgrm.op .~U\rtg&ge .• wt t.Ju> P.l&.\w,;ff 
(see Group Exhibit 3.b.2) below) (I pg.) 

7. 2010/01/0t> Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale for $216.145.73 (I pg.) 
'b. 1.Q.V~J,Q.l.tQI;~. 0-R!·j' t:_~r.t!.t'!a:t;w, 2~t. .~ffi4!«.,..:it. 2£' !?r.~-"-~--'..!f· ~se~. QQ-c~~- £~2.i~i.t 

3.b.3) bekw) (I pg.) 
9. 2012/02/2 I l\lotice of Motion, for "Order Substituting Party Plaintiff. order 

IXJITfianril'rg· ;,he judicial sale and for entry of an order of possession" (see Group 
Exhibit 4.b. 2) below) (4 of7 pgs.) 
NOTE: N < > MOTION FOR A PERSONAL DEFICIENCY JUDGMENT 
W 1\.'5 Fit:£,~, '5£'i\'V'i!:'i), '()'i\ D'i!.'il'()'i\'11: 'Y'i\'11: C'O'U'i\'Y 

10. 2011/12/2' 7 ~·>heriffs Report of Sale and Distribution filed by Dunn. Martin with 
"robo-sign e{ r· ink stamp "signature,. of Sheriff Kaupus that includes 
una'ocume•ntea' -post judgment advances ot":Ht, "133A•r·ln -oet'iclency 
pursuant to· Plaintiffs calculations" of$156,704.26 

II. Judge Sie.u<!l Order granting Personal Deficiency Jud_gment of$231,200, not 
the $156,7ll•l.26 stated by McAlister per 'Dunn, Martin, but still Includes tbe 
Ounn, Ma .rt in $12,933.40 "post judgment advances" (see Group Exhibit 
1 .. 1. h\ l:!PJn"' ~ 1,1. ~'b"·~ 
NOTE: T F US ORDER fS THE EXPLfCIT COMMISSfON OF A CLASS 
1 FELON' 'r' BY JUDGE SIEGEL 

t
12. 2<Jt'8J'lt1t 1I1 {-y~ R~rtaffh:n..~irrgs-, ~-nting io.Ugt: S~' (I',, pg'S./ 
13. 2012/04/0·l, II. Illinois Supreme Court Mortgage Foreclosure Committee 

Proposals <2 pgs.) 
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Lauren L. Schetfe rs: Judicial Complaint re: Will County Judge Ricl1ard J. Siegel 

LIST OF EXHIBITS (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIB:IT 1 
I. 2012/04/0 :_:;:E-mail I of6 to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Illinois 

Consumer Fraud Bureau. Illinois Attorney General 
a. 20 I 2/04/03. Subject: SCHEFFERS I of6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE 

Sl E GEL COMMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY ON 02/29/12 (4 pgs.) 
h .P.r in.J:oJJ1 of .~canned document attachments ( 13 p_gs.) 

t \ Sc.b?.f(p..J:VJlt21l2290mi.C<l•.u:t.Ookr.A.'il • .r,vlf 1_1. w,.\ 
2) Solar20111012SiegeiRecusalOrderAst.pdf(3 pgs.) 
1\ 'Sr.hrJJ'r..r.f'..RmJJmtp...mzy.J'.nJ.u:t.Case?Jlt21l229 

G\:tHtrel/.:A,'*et2{)120JO?.pdl'(2 _pg:5.J' 
4) ScheffersCrimContemptCourt201202290rderLtr0307.pdf 

(Jpgs) 
)) "SchefiersCnmContemptCourt2l.f12tr£L'J 

OnlineDocket20 120318Ast.pdf (3 pgs.) 
6) ra'oe:J2\}\21}11'KAtie-I1')1m.'>\'M'iYpA~\.-pdf \\ f>%.) 

GROUP EXHU:I' I' 2 
2. 2012/04/03 £-mail' 2 ofo ru Thomas P . .hmn:s, C.msun=C..:~umd. l/li,wis 

Consumer Fraud Bureau, Illinois Attorney General 
a. 20.2104103, Subject: SCHEFFERS 2 of6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE 

SI!K GEL COMMIT"TED CLASS 1 FELONY ()N \UWI\2 (2 pgll.) 
b. Pri.o,1.o.ill .of .llcan.o.ed d.ocument .at1ac.hrof'JJ1B (24 pg.&) 

1) ScheffersCrimContemptCourt20 120229TranscriptAst.pdf 
(24 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIB I T 3 
3. 201210410.3 E-mail 3 of 6 to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsel, Tffmots 

Consumer Fraud Bureau, Illinois Attorney General 
a. 2C 1:2/04/03, Subject: SCHEFFERS 3 of6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE 

Sl E GEL COMMITTED CLASS I FELONY ON 02/29/12 (I pg.) 
b. Pr.in.tout of scanned document attachments (46 pgs.) 

I) 325hillside020212noticeoffilingmotion.pdf (44 pgs.) 
2) Faber20071118MortgageBancGroupAst.pdf(l pg.) 
3) Farnx20J1 {)()J1 f.J6CCJ.-talPro~~-0fr.pdl' ( 11 pg.) 
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Lauren L. Schef-ers: fua'icial' Compl'ainr re: Wit'!' Coun!'y iua'ge Ricnara' I S'ieget' 

LIST OF EXHIBITS (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHU liT 4 
4. 2012/04/1 >3 E-mail4 of6 to Thomas P. James. Consumer Counsel. Illinois 

Consume 1 ·,Fraud Bureau. Illinois Attorney General 
a. 20 12/04/03. Su~ject: SCHEFFERS 4 of6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE 

S1 EGEL COMMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY ON 02/29/12 (4 pgs.) 
b. p,. in tout of scanned document attachment' [J I pgs.,\ 

I, Fabe<IOt202lSCodilt'iR.et;>lyA<it.¢f(t& t;>g,q 
2) Faber20120221 NOMMotionforApprovingSale.pdf (7 pgs.) 
3) Faber20 l202290rdetA.!;l?coveSale-PossessionA<iL';!df (3 91!1'-\ 
4) F800 .. 2{N 1

1 11 2JOC'V'IiiA~Am'wnTflel7tofC ertSa:i'e.pdf (2 f1b75. f 
5) Faber20 120 I 06Motion2SubstitutePartyPlaintiffAst.pdf (I pg.) 

GROUP EXHIB 1T 5 
5. 2012/04/C 3 E-mail 5 of6 to Thomas P. James. Consumer Counsel. Illinois 

Consume' f,-alli'. Bu,ew. 1\\iroi> A'ii'YIT&i'f Gene-ra\ 
3. 20 12/04/03, Subject: SCHEFFERS 5 of6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE 

Sl IEGEL COMMITTED CLASS l FELONY ON 02/29112 (4 pgs.) 
b. Pr ; nmar of >1.:amreu' u'ocumt!IIt aa\r<.:l'mrt!IIt's ( ,. l pgs. I 

I) Faber20100106JudgmentFCSale216145.73.pdf(l pg.) 
2) Faber2011 l227SheriffsPkgAst.pdf(2 pgs.) 
3) .F.a.he.r2.0J2WDJJ.4GE.r.ua.iJReMr.4.l.l.<;te.rE.vJtvtinr.>Htre.at.4..'\l.pd.f 

(2 pgs.) 
4) Faber20 1202290rderApproveSale-PossessionAst.pdf (3 pgs.) 
5) Stku1\}\ \ \~U\%.:eary'iYWTilar~&t:ri-p\A>t.pdi' \3 pg>.) 

GROUP EXHIB IT 6 
6. :ZO f:Z/04/1:>3 E-mat'f 6 ofo to Thomas P. James, Consumer Counsef. ffft'nois 

Consume!· Fraud Bureau. Illinois Attorney General 
a. 20 I 2/04/03, Subject: SCHEFFERS 6 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE 

Sll EGEL COMMITTED CLASS l FELONY ON 02/29/12 (I pg.) 
b. Pri ntout of scanned document attachments (22 pgs.) 

I) Arambula20120227Motion2Dismiss3Count.pdf(l5 pgs.) 
2) Arambula20120229TranscriptAst.pdf(6 pgs.) 
3) Arambula201202290rder.pdf(l pg.) 
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Date: 04/13/2012 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS·. 

The following is in response to your 04/12/2012 reQuest for delivery information on your 
Signature Confirmation(TM) item number 2301 0370 0001 1704 5150. The delivery record 
shows that this item was delivered on 04/13/2012 at 03:38PM in CHICAGO, IL 60601 toW 
CROSSON. The scanlfled image of the recipient information is provided below. 

Signature of Recipient:: 

Address of Recipient: 

Thank you for selectinEJ the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require additional 
assistance, please con.tact your local Post Office or postal representative. 

Sincerely, 

United States Postal S•ervice 

I 



1:\ fill . CIRCI Tl Ull RllOR 1lll: l~·,•,•, JUJI.Cli.L ClRCI. I.T 

II Ill COl STY· JOI.IIT II l.l'iOIS 

., 
flank of ,\merica. '- .. \, .. succcssur by merger w BAC flume 
\ .L'ran-;; S~r\-iLlng. \ _p 11 '\'Zl '1...\'t((f(lTy<.;:d,e 11~'C1H1t 'uram. 
Sen·icing. l.P 

1'1..\1!'\TIIT 
Case. 2110'1CII0004 \I 0 
Judge Richard J. Siegel 

VS 

James A. hiher: ., 1!\<l, 'JOWN OW!'\ERS 
. ·\ND NO!\ RI:CORL · CL.\\M;\K\·s. 

,I 

I 

I 

' 

' 

DEIT.ND!\NTS . <~-~;;: ___ 
LAliRE:N SCIIEFFI ·: RS 

DEFENDANT 

) ; _,-' ·~ ... 
) Case: 211 12C HIIOUOU4 
) .luilgc Rocnaril .). ·socgc) 

:\OTICE OF FILl"(; 

To: B~· hand dclh .cry 
Jud~c Richart . I. Sici!_L'I 
'\\.·in County : \ 1 mex. 'Room ~r.; 
57:\. Ot.ta\\a. 
JnJ.i.cJ. Jl hO.J,_-:. __ : 

B~· e-mail 
··codilis & Associates. P.c.·· 
<coC:Iif1 s-·1·1 a'il.cs'lega'l.com> 
·· \\ · iJJ.i;mJ. \ tc c\Jistf~.t: ·· 
-· .hi.IJ..•.l.\CJ.l.l,i.<;,t.c.r .1.1 .i.l.J.:...'.lL~-~-•.1 .• t/W,l > 

PLEA SF Tr\l\. L 0.{Y' r
1CL disr• aa: \j1l-d 5. :YO~~- the· UWt.}cY::.ig"fi'r~:J liA.tll:ff ~"]t-)':·wtff ~~ idf drt~ c~b~k 

•;:-,l,' 1hK r.:_ ;,•;·o..·~l.1• t,..._··~~~r.\ •,'- , · '~;;,1,1, (\~1mh:•. 111Nw\•ir.:,. r::_w~itt'.' ~~~; 1o E-waih3> 'h;d~~ Jli;l?h .J\w.lt:. \'_,1; ·:.Uat\.1i'~r~ 

PDh lo Consurncr C · ·· CJns<.'J. ·rAt;. Re: WlLL CD"f'l"Tl' .n·•DGF. '&l'E\~'El" \."1)'1\'JWilT"i"il,,) 
CLASS 1 FEl,O!'i)' i Jl'i '(f2/2WU. cop.Jes of \\·I,·Je·h \\Cre serwCI upon )u<igc l{Jc'haril :t. 'S'Jeg<.'l on 
· \prf/ 5. ~0 1 ~ b.\ sign~ II "(lfl~-n:tp:n:rt'\..f. U,s..;,~~4) J'·)-fnn:(\ 1\--faftl. { 'uortt:S:r L"Upf~- /ra~ !::"" ;,dSU l'n.."'\.iT 

pr<H"!(I~tf t(lr tile ffont l]"l"a61'L' Clhcf".fudge Gerard«. ~J·nney. trie J't'onoraOJ'c luoge ~~usan r: 
O'Leary. and the lion . , rable Judge Raymond E. Rossi. 

~ 1 O(~dufiecQ-. . JJ 
L;,1urcn L S.:hdfcrs 
1
1 ~~~l.• ~\fi(Wlfmg::;t".:O '('t. 

~arenillc. ll 6056~ 
II 630-305-.\40 I 

, ...... 



Case 20 12CHI )00004. filed 02/29/12 

The undersign<:< l, a non-attorney, certifies that she caused a true copy of the foregoing 
instrument~ AL 1 tice·u.fFitYrrg(bpl~ a{6 E-.w6ils H'!;~h fi'li'aY\.~'t.s ..?l"attac.l;le..Q PD..~s ~W 
Consumer Cm msel, lAG. Re: WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL COMMITTED 
CLASS I FEI -ONY ON 02/29/12 to be served upon: 

Judge H.ichard J. Siegel 
Will C uunty Annex, Room 213 
57 N. c Jttawa. 
Joliet. LL 60432 

by hand dclive ry to a Clerk ol fhe 'W'ifl County C!rclin L-oun·m 'Koom l.YC> m 'l'm: 'U'N, 
County Arme:' at 57 N. Ottawa, Joliet, lL 60432 prior to 4:30p.m. this 5'" day of ApriL 
2012. and to 

Codili~ . & Associates, P.C. 

by e-mail to"( :odilis@ Associates, P.C." <Codilis-il@il-cslegal.com>prior to niidriight 
this slh day of April, 2012, and to 

WiJJ.ia.t u. McAJ.ist.er 

by e-mail to . ., William McAlister'' <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com> prior to midnight this 
5th d8J' a{ Afll. .. :l 11, 2{)l2. 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
JV&p\:YV't;t1,~ ll bf}.;~ 
H 630-305-3401 



Cm;e LXJ1'2Ci'{(](Ju'YJIJ4. Fifea· (JZJ'J.'l!'fl 

Date: 

To: 

City, State, Zip: 
Signature Required 
Confirmation # 
Re: 

Dear Judge Siegel: 

April 4. 20 I 2 

Judge Richard J. Siegel 
clo Chief Judge Gerald R. Kinne_y 
Will County Courthouse 
14 West Jefferson Street, Room 439 
Joliet. IL 60432 

:2307 I 770 0000 I 052 I 604 
WliL COUNTY JllDDE S.TEDEL COMMJITED CLASS l FELOl>iY 
ON 02/29/12 
Case 20 l2CH000004, Criminal Contempt of Court 
C~ 1W<K\-WYI-3.V0 Def~\=y ~udgrrrent 

Please conside1 ·this service upon you of the 6 e-mails (re: WILL COUNTY JUDGE 
SIEGEL COMMITTED ClASS J FElONY ON 02.1291.12) w.i.t.b ,ntiw-DJ.~t5 oft.IJt,sc.auoe.d PDF 
documents that were att acheo. 

Please note that t'nwe u e-mail> have a\1eady beef, sent to T'nornas P. lame&, COTJ>mr•et 
Counsei, Consumer Fr ''tud Bureau ofthe Illinois Attorney General, regarding your Honor's three 
Orders on February 29. 2012: 

·1. Case 2012CI- 000004, Criminal Contempt of Court, 
2. Case 2009CI· 004310, Deficiency Judgment, and 
3. Case 201 !Cf 004487. Denial of Motion to Dismiss. 

Per the public record, your Honor has made it quite clear that it is your Honor who is in 
Contempt of Court as t <'enforcing the Rule of Law in the foreclosure courtmnm.nf the 1.2'h 
Judicial Circuit Court' J1fWill County. 

These docume1 lb will he .filed .as part of 1& ,ru.ili.l.ic .recl>.riJ .fc. • .r C= 2{)} 2CH!){)(}()()4 that 
~'.IS. ?Jili'.i.'llJF.Ji '<'>-. 'j!JJ.l:'e'P.cd r,>f'J. 'jQJJT. Qtdi'..r. 

These documer ''-" ,..m atm ~ ~\t<&~ t'<> t\>& !...&W.\-z.\ \'!'ii:j-.:.\ry ~u in aoo\t'ttm to y1101 
Honor's violations ann n:t."Ulilfl irr my <J«rr fi:tra,-.U,~ c&;-.:, 2{1()ilC/;J.YXi3 ?9?. 

As I have con~ iste.w.'J' ~'Yl. 1 ++I'•'•' ~ lx: tm-M,-.,..'n\-rg crr-.my a{ clre p1'e-.ru'irrgs anu' 
transcripts on the lnten net, as well. 

Sincere'ry, 

~ctr a Ot. ~~f 
Lauren L. Scneffers ru.. 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
R 630-305-3401 
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Case 20 I 2CH000004. FITecf 02!21JIT2 

LIST OF ENCLOSURES 

I. 2012/04/03 E-mail I of6 to Thomas P. James. Consumer Counsel. Illinois Consumer 
Fraud Bureau. Illinoi; Attorney General 

a. 2012/t. 4/03. Subject: SCHEFFERS I of6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL 
COM'\ 11TTED CLASS I FELONY ON 02/29/12 (4 pgs.) 

b. Printo t •t of scanned document attachments ( 13 pgs.) 
J ) .Si".betJer.<>:WJ2fi229ContC oJ..U10.rd.exAsJ.pdf ( J pg.) 
2) Solar20 1110 I 2Siege!Recusal0rder A st. pdf (3 pgs.) 
3) SchefferCrimContem,otCourtCase20 1202290nlineDocket20 120307 .pdf 
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7a: ··~\5\'i"i'eS, 7~was ·~?_.,., <7Ja.'i"i"eS@ti\"l:1.Si:at.~.;~'.as> 

From: Lauren ScheffE•rs ·<LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFER: 3 1 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL COIIIMITIED CLASS 1 FELONY 
·Got~ ·3'i!f£a'~ L 
Cc: 'William McAlister" <=bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, "Codilis and Associates, P.C." <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com>, PE Jte'f M Kellett <pkellett@dykema.com>, Richard E. Gottlieb 
<'i~;~~~o.-v-vm~'!'», "Rex E. Sctmlybaugh, Jr." <a;chla)~tke:na . .oo.rn>, 
pstanton@dykema.com, ajonker@dykema.com, jdougherty@dykema.com,"Dunn, Martin, Miler 
& Heathcock" <marm il4<@sbcglobal.net>, "Morrie MJch" <mmuch@muchshelist.com>, "Robert 
.1. EroallliE!I" .:;re.roar:u..<e.l@,;)mucns~\i.stc=>, ''lew; l. £1\gi!.~' <el\gi!.l,@d'.ec.c~:m~> ,''Paul. M 
Levy" <levy@dlec.con 1>. "Joel A Stein" <stein@dlec.com>, Freedman Anselmo Lindberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illir toiB.com>, FAI-IIIinois <fal-illinois.com@domainsbyproxy.com>, 'Will 
County Sheriff' <ijf1 Q7 .5\~~e.%\?.com>, 'W,i\1 C.%1';\~' State's AtU\~'1..-"i' 
<kcrone@willcountyill inoi s.com> 

Attached: C:\Docume.~ i!.M 
Settings\LAUREN\Des •ktop\Scheffers20120229ContCourtOrderAst.pdf; C:\Documents and 
Settings\LAUREN\Des ;ktop\Solar20111 012SiegeiRecusaiOrderAst.pdf;C:\Documents and 
Settingsl.!.ALiq.EM!:Ie.•;,~.l;le.~..C,~i'liC~D!.IrtCas,•'QD~2D229C\o;~li~."-"'12D12[)3[)7. 
pdf; C:\Documents ar 1d 
Settings\LAUREN\Del>kto·p\ScheffersCrimContemptCourt201202290rderltr0307.pdf; 
c· )l::lr.!r-J.!m~Wts. <wti 
Settings\LAUREN\Des;ktopiSCI'!elfurb-GniTTCarn\mrplCootl'.<'"\7120Zt."'G&nl'rleu~'Y..~'"\7~203~8Astp 
df;C:\Documents and Settings\LAUREN\Desktop\Faber201202290rderTimestampAst.pdf; 

M'. James, 

I am writing you today as .TEI;I!.Iirro by !1:\e US COOf\ T.itle 1B, Crimes .and Criminal Procedure 
(Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 111. Pleadings and Motions, Rule 11, Section 4: Msprision of 
felony: 

Whoever, havinJ kn•oiMedge oft'fle actuarcommtsstbn of a terony cogm'zabre by a court of 
the United States, c' onceals and does not as soon as possible make kno'M1 the same to 
some judge or c ther ·person in civil or military authority under the United States, shall be 
fined under this t iOe or impnsoned not more than three years, or both. 

As required by that federal statute, I notified Judge Siegel at the bench of fraud relative to Case 
09Ctf 4310 on Februa ry 7:9, 2012 (see pg.19 ·,n 
ScheffersCrimConterr lp!Court20120229TranscriptAst.pdf attached to the following e-mail2 of 6). 

'li :Juoge '51ege1 'nao act:ua.l'y reaa 'i"ICi!rliltts Rep·yro 'DerentJarits Response (see 
Faber20120215Codilis ReplyAst.pdf attached to the following e-mail4 of 6) submitted by Codilis 
Attorney William McAii• 5ter ("M::Aiister"), Judge Siegel would have known why I was in court that 
day. McAlister's Rep~.,. spP.rffi~ r.eweor..ed me CIJ name as to my not l>e1hg a tawyer.. t'l'iereoy 
"opening the door'' for my participation in the hearing. 

McAlister also made gooc'1 on 'ri1s e-ma'~ed eX!ornon Ynrea'!to ra'Der as preVIously submitted ~o 
you (see Faber201202 Q3.1AGEmaiiReM::AiisterExtortionThreatAst.pdf attached to the following e-



James, Thomas P., 03:1 1 PM 4/3/2012, SCHEFFERS 1 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL COMMI" 

mall 5 ot6). 

However, per the p~blic record, McAlister never submitted a verified Motion for a 
6lnft."1inn;y·o~I>U\Jtl'llllrl. 

Yet, per the transcript (see ScheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf attached to 
the following -e-mail 2 uf 6) and the public record, Judge Siegel's response was to have me 
arrested for Direct Cri minal Contempt of Court (see attached 
Scheffers201202290 Jn!iCourtOrderAst.pdf) 

Pg. 19 
LAUREN SCHE H=ERS: Your Honor, you may remember me. This is fraud. This is-
THE COURT llda.''am., youara--
LAUREN SCHE 'FFERS: I don't care. This is -
THE COURT: <-:JaM the sheriff, please. 
LAUREN SCHE 'FFERS: Thf!.V already know me. 
THE COURT: rhat's good. Then they can know you as they bring you doiMl to jail for 
contempt of court. 
LAUREN SCHE FFERS: Well, you are <sic> contempt because you have not read 
the pfeadfngs. An•dfhis is fumed in to the Illinois Attorney General... I am leaving. 
THE COURT: fl to, you are not, ma'am. 
LAUREN SCHEFF ERS: This is fraudulent. 
THE COURT: l '1/it:l you please escort her to the sheriff's office. She is found in contempt 
of court. 
Pg. 20 
THE SHERIFF: Pom:ion'? 
THE COURT: ·This' lady is in contempt of court. 
THE SHERIFF You v.ant her arrested? 
TITE G:U'&??T· F~::>: 

(Ms. Scheffers ~ 1as escorted out of the courtroom by the Sheriff.) 
MR. McAL/STE. ~: Your Honor, do you need a draft order as to that or no? 
W£ (J.Jl,JR-r. •{'~l~i~;· tf.!Rr.rc W~oi3· ~ w,', ~'8cr. ~i'1N~liJ ~w,tfli?nli;a~ tlft~e s~ic, w;a~; tf,l~

MR. McALISTER: 'The contempt of court? 
THE COURT: 'r 'eah, there should be. 
MR. llllcJl.lJster: CJ'ki3)1.. Wmili1 lbB Coutt.likB.mB 1D draft !Nit? 
THE COURT: Please. 
Mr. McAL/STEF 1: I v.il/ note that Ms. Scheffers is a non party to the case 

NOTE: MCALISTER: LIED TO JUDGE SIEGEL- MCALISTER'S REFERENCES TO ME IN 
HIS PLAINITIFF'S RI::PLY MADE ME PARTY TO THE CASE (see 
Faber20120215CodilicsRe·plyAst.pdf attached to the following e-mai14 of 6). 

Outside of the foreclo! ;ur.e hearing court room, Room 129, I was placed in handcuffs. 

Per page 20 ofthe transcript (see ScheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf in 
the following e-mail 2 of 6 ), I was escorted by the Sheriff back into the courtroom to appear 
before Judge Siegel a gain, this time in handcuffs. 

Per page 21 of the transcript (see ScheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf in 
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111e rdllowing e-m<i112 .:;,•. -~~ ;•6tx'aii'MI~ :m• ;1';15' ~ :~-et ~r;; !Mat Jc;dge- Siegel· Mad· fai/e€1 to 
read the pleadings an d neminded Judge Siegel that he had recused himself from my case, 
09CH3797: 

LAUREN SCHE 'F·FERS: I apologize for W!at I said. I didn't think you read the pleadings 
at all. You are w ~II a!Mlre of me. You recused yourseff in my case. 

See Judge Siegel's Order recusing himself from my Case (see attached 
Solar20111012Siege Re cusaiOrderAst.pdf) after almost a full year of hearings. 

Per pages 22-23 of th at same transcript (see 
ScheffersCrimConten1p•tCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf in the following e-mail2 of 6), Judge 
Siegel made REPEAl'E D STATEMENTS that the Criminal Contempt Order would be PURGED: 

Pg.22 
THE COURT: I atrl v.i/ling to purge the contempt and let you go. 
og. ZJ 
THE COURT: I aw v.illing to purge the contempt. 
THE COURT: Show the contempt is purged. 

Yet, instead of the Cr' mi'rlar Contempt of Court Order, 12CH00004, against me beihg purged: it 
appears that someone from Codilis & Associates, likely McAlister, actually recorded the Criminal 
C&t<:o..~ co,f CCII.\~ 0 :tie . .r .ir;~ !l:le public. .re.c.Cir.d .at 423 p.m. on .February 29 .. 2012 {see attached 
Scheffers20120229C< >n tCourtOrderAst.pdf). 

The Order for the Jarr 1e'~ A Faber ('Faber'') Case, 09CH4310, was recorded with the exact 
same time, 4:23p.m .. on February 29, 2012 (see attached 
Faber201202290rder Tin1estampAst.pdf). 

Tne clerKs ol'tne 12th JudiC1i31 Circuit Court appearecl'"conlused", Since 'the Oriltne DOCket 
originally not only inco m3Ctly stated that the February 29, 2012 Order was for INDIRECT 
CONTEMPT OF COL IR T (see attached 
SchetfersCni'nConter nptGourtCase201202290nlineOocket20120'.30T.pdl}, It stated tnat a \et'!er 
had been mailed tome on February 29, 2012, when the letter was actually not mailed to me until 
March 7, 2012 (see at:tac:hed ScheffersCrimContemptCourt201202290rderLtr0307.pdf). 

Pd some point, the On lirHe Docket was "corrected" (vs. PURGED) so that the Order specified 
CRIMINAL CONTEMPT OF COURT (see attached 
'Ot.'rltffi<ri~'i'll'i'l\::u.·tccw. ~t;:::~Jo!fo'J2<,1.Q.1.1.'?h'A'Iir;>~~.eUQ•.'LQ;~•.%ilv •. ~.\. 

Per page 22 of the tra ns• :ript (see ScheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf 
attached to the followi ng. e-:r:oai/2 nf 6,\ .ludge Sie.9el cited an entire list of formal com_plaints I 
have filed, all filed as required by the federal Misprision of Felony statute: 

THE COURT: f vow. I understand you have some differences in opinion v.ith us, v.ith the 
Sheriff, v.ith the: '>tate's Attorney, v.ith the Judges of the Federal and the State Courts, the 
Appellate Court, th e Supreme Court. That may be. Maybe you have a good basis for it. 
Maybe not. 
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Mr. James, what did J1udge Siegel expect me to do, when the Criminal Contempt of Court 
order was made a p. artt of my permanent, public record, instead of being purged per 
JmJgeSJeg.W'som? REPEATEDSTATEMENTSON THERECDRD? 

Lauren Scheffers 
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To: "James, Thomas,>_"' <\James@atg.sta\e.i\.us> 
From: Lauren Scheffi'3rs <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFERS 2 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL COWMITTED CLASS 1 FELONY 
Ol'ti' al1 '1:'§1 ·r z 
Cc: 'William McAlister·" <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, "Codilis and Associates, P.C ... <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com>, Pelter M Kellett <pkellett@dykema.com>, Richard E. Gottlieb 
"<.'i-gt}tli~f«~RiY2l.~~;;o->, ~~~~ex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr." <rsc,~la)~*'e.wa.caw>, 
pstanton@dykema.cnm, ajonker@dykema.com, jdougherty@dykema.com,"Dunn, Martin, Miler 
& Heathcock" <marrr il4@sbcglobal.net>, "M:lrrie M.lch" <mmuch@muchshelist.com>, "Robert 
ur . .E.r.%\r;ll.\9.1" <;re.omlr;ll.'e~!i.stcoo>.'>, ''li!JI'j l. E~' ~\@dl,ec.coo>.> ,"li'~ M. 
Levy" <levy@dlec.con 1>·, "Joel A Stein" <stein@dlec.com'>, Freedman Anselmo Undberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illir roiis.com>, FAI-IIIinois <fal-illinois.com@domainsbyproxy.com>, 'Will 
Count1t Sheriff' <ijf1 07 ~~@t~>~%19. c.G~w>, ·~'lt.i\1 C.%1';\.'l' S&2\.\5''s A~r.r.\9}'' 
<cherijohnson@willcoun.tysao.com> 
B t. Is 221131£ .a 
Attached: C:\DocumE..'*t, wR. 
Settings\LAUREN\DeE >ktop\ScheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf, 

Mr. James, 

When I received the 2 4 page transcript for February 29, 2012 (see attached 
Scr'leti'ersCninCom\mrptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf), it was even more mind-boggling than 
what I had heard from th:e back of the court room. 

Clearly' Judge Siegel hac'. '?R1~ ~ver.-. ~RIO'~ w. ~lt'Rr. rr ?bRr.s li'-RJ<J>RRF.R.i,'<RR. 
325hillside020212noti• :eoffilingmotion.pdf attached to the following e-mail3 of 6) or McAlister's 
Reply (see pages 4-5 of Faber20120215CodilisReplyAst.pdf attached to the following e-mail4 of 
B,\ s.ioce bofb ,D}ead'trlf};S spscllisd me by .name. 

Therefore, Judge Siegel blatantly violated Faber's Rights to Due Process under the Constitution, 
itlf&~ llinJatiJ:lQ, .JJ.JrlQ,P. SieQf.):s. natb. of afflr.a, Rule 63 .. and cammittinQ. treason aQ.ainst the 
Constitution. 

Mr. James. _given the" national mort_ga_ge settlemenf', no mention has been made of the fact that 
in the 23 judicial stateE ;, esuch as Illinois, every wrongful foreclosure was based on a judicial 
order. 

As the public record c lea rly demonstrates, Judge Siegel knowingly violated his oath of office by 
routinely acting as cm ms el for the Plaintiffs. 

When Judge Siegel pell's>onally calculatecftfle $1'31,2\JIJ.OO aelfcrency wrii'l no personar' 
knowledge of any amc •Unt and signed the Order including that $131,200.00 Deficiency Amount, 
Judge Siegel explicitly committed a Class 1 Felony pursuantto Public J\ct 096-1551, effective 
."!Llty ., ' mr·r . 

McAlister had already cornmitted a Class X Felony for being an organizer of an aggravated fraud 
t%\~"'\r~f ptJ\r"SO'm'ft L\'~·j' P-"t!r~lb kl D$6-,55~, 6\k-.!~(9..,\!.lo/ ,, 2[), '· 
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The US. Supre. me Court has stated that "No state legislator or executive or judicial officer 
-can 1\ar -against th<o Coos!itutioo 'IMiloill vio!aiing rus undertaking to support it.". Cooper "· 
Aaron, 358 US. 1, 78 S.Ct. 1401 (1958). 
Any judge IMlo c tons not comply !Mth his oath to the Constitution of the United States oors 
.agair.Js.t .t!:Jat .Cor,:s.!. itutio.T.! .'i!r.Jd .!i!fl9'iJ9'3£ .ir.! .oct£ .ir.! ll.iol'il!ior.! .of.t!:Je. Supr.13we .!..illt'.of Jl.w L.>ll\1. 
The judge is enr Jag,ed in acts of treason. Having taken at least 1\.\o, if not three. oaths of 
office to suppon · thr> Constitution of the United States, and the Constitution of the State of 
11/ior.Y.'S-, :W.'J ipt:lt;}P..., /:1{,), ~,w..,_ terJRt:!. io, •liRJ/illiM. IJf. t/;IR, CIY.\'0/itufir:w. i'>-~ io, oo terJ. w. terJ.'>
of treason (see 1 'Jelow). If a judge does not fully comply with the Constitution, then 
his orders are 11oid, In re Sawyer, 124 U.S. 200 (1888}, he/she is without jurisdiction, 
and he/she has a~ in NJ .8&1 Dr .NJs d UNSI»:l 

Therefore, the Illinois Attorney General has jurisdiction to file a Criminal Injunction against Judge 
Siegel. 

In addition, I have pre\ 1otusly documented in the public record of my Case 09CH3797 that my 
Rjghts to Due Proces.;. rJave been yjoJated at aU levels in the .Illinois Judic.ial Systarn, 12th/18th 
)uau:::"llll C'lf{;Lil! Courn;, "Zna/'3nl Appe"ate Courts, ana bo\h of appeals to !he Supreme Court of 
Illinois. 

AI' ~,ji:.s~i= oi"i' <••I' ~Jf those Courts have demonstrated blatant contempt for the Rule of Law 
in Illinois and have bla tantly committed treason against the Constitution. If the Rule of Law is no 
longer supported in th e courts of Illinois, it should come as no surprise that the State of Illinois is 
;r.>, ~RmR. fir.>:wr:i~.'l; ~.!l.v~e. 

""'· James, as I have stalted previously, all foreclosure hearings in the 12th Judicial Circuit Court 
of Will Counl}l are digi .:ally recorde!:( so there .is extensive competent evidence as to Ju®e 
Siegel's blatant bias a ~a;inst foreclosure defendants, whether or not they are represented by 
counsel. 

There are security vic Ieos of the foreclosure courts, as well. However, I don't know how long 
they are maintained. 

Based on the transc :ripts and the orders signed by Judge Siegel in Faber's case, 
09CH4310, Thomas IHatmning's case, 09CH5661, Gladys Arambula's case,11CH4487, and 
in my case, 09CH37~ 17, Judge Siegel is an accessory to the criminal enterprises 
organized by the fo:rec losure mill law firms of Codilis & Associates; Freedman & 
Anselmo et al; and Pier··ce & Associates on a daily basis. 

Therefore, the lllino is Attorney General should also file Criminal Indictments against 
those foreclosure m1ill law firms, as other Attorneys General from Nevada and Missouri 
have filed against L•~n-der Processing Services (LPS) and/or DocX. 

Lauren Scheffers 
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7a: ··~\:?.'ireS, ?;'i\a\was ·\j. ··· <7~wes@litg.s~c.We.;~·.us--...> 

From: Lauren Scheffe rs <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFER~; ~>of 6NVILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL COMv'ITTED CLASS 1 FELONY 
GH'3111.'24',1. 
Cc: 'William McAlister" <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, "Codilis and Associates, P.C." <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com>. Pe•ter M. Kellett <pkellett@dykema.com>. Richard E. Gottlieb 
<rgottlieb@dyrema.cr -"""~-,., ·~~.eY. -E .. S.o;.!:l~io199., . .!~." <.~~!'l~~l@';\~we~wa.c~w> .. 
pstanton@dykema.wm, ajonker@dykema.com, jdougherty@dykema.com."Dunn. Martin. Miler 
& Heathcock" <marmil4i@sbcglobal.net>, "Morrie MJch" <mmuch@muchshelistcom>, "Robert 
.l E.mar:uJel" <remaru.e.\l~.~e~~'iF.!...~:o-;w.o.> .. ''\<e~l;l L tl'@'e~' ~~~:o.~:.-;w.o.> ,"Pa>.ll M. 
Levy" <levy@dlec.corr1~,. "Joel A Stein" <stein@dlec.com>, Freedman Anselmo Lindberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illin o is.com>, FAI-IIIinois <fal-illinois.com@domainsbyproxy.com>, 'Will 
County Sheriff' <ilf1 07 S@i~.eeJw>, '~llli\' C~1r...f)' S..\2\\s>s A~7.15'}'' 
<kcrone@willcountyillinc>is.com> 
II . II I • 
Attached: C:\Documert..~~ aM. 
Settings\LAUREN\Des ktop\325hillside020212noticeoffilihgmotion.pdf, C:IOocumenrs ana· 
Settings\LAUREN\Des ktop\Faber20071118MortgageBancGroupAstpdf; C:\Documents and 
Se..t\i?@YMAU!?E.f\lill..~.~;~~r2D~.OO~~a%\~•Ole-!-~.pdl; 

Please see Defendant Faber's Response to the Motion to Approve the Sale that was previously 
e,~ile\0 to J'Ol.' [se.e a:J.tl1&.1:1e0 32.t.li\l5.iOe£\?ll2~2.~~eCJf.lilir.~w.>clit;v?. pdf,\ Jn partjcJJJaJ; m:>te 
YMAVm.li'&~ 'l.<a~~.q submitted under Section 1109 Certification. 

w;}"i'i::. 'i"'M 'i:.'lo.'rilritr. P.'I::A \\'R,t;:.~.W., \\'R: ~~ 'R!M'R!I·tm.~ 'B?oiM.'O'I~ 
(see attached Fab9r.l0071118MortgageBancGroupAst.pdf), which is not the Plaintiff in 
Faber's Case 09Ch4:110. There is no assignment in the Will County property records 
wilere Mortgage Bar1c: Group was Assignor to any otr'ler party. 

Therefore, all rulings in Case 09CH4310 are void, because neither the original Plaintiff nor the 
substituted Plaintiff'had ·legal standmg to foreClose. 

Also note the Exhibit :s>, particularly the Assignment that was fabricated by McAlister 
himself as "Authorized Slgnator" for Mortgage Bectronlc Registration Systems wrlh 
~ EladJ:«WiJ:; HaQ,iAtrationS~tStems as Assiqnor (not the lender, Mortgage Bane 
Group) to his client as Assignee and recorded in the Will County property records. 

The Certificate of Prov e-l.lo {see attached Faber20100106CertofProve-Up._pdf) that was 
submitted in support of 'the Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale di(j not include any support for 
the judgment amount c >f $216,145.73, presumably because there was no intent to request a 
verified deficiency jud£ 1ment. 

Lauren Scheffers 
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Ta: ·~. T.~wss .~ , __ , <Tu'rx.'WeSo@t;htg.s~.,,~us> 
From: Lauren Scheffer ·s <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFERS, 4 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL CO WITTED CLASS 1 FELONY 
OHQ.2J2QI1,2 
Cc: 'William M:Aiister" <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, "Codilis and Associates, P.C." <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com>, Pel :etr M. Kellett <pkellett@dykema.com>, Richard E. Gottlieb 
<rgot!lieb@dykema.com-.,, ':!?a¥. E. &:,i;\~OO!.l~~ . ..1•" <,•s~~i;\~w.so;r.>u:aw>., 
pstanton@dykema.co 11, ajonker@dykema.com, jdougherty@dykema.com,"Dunn, Martin, Miler 
& Heathcock" <marmil4(@sbcglobal.net>, "Morrie MJch" <mmuch@muchshelist.com>, "Robert 
J. Emanuel" <remanue1.@)1w.~e~-..re\i~.-.:.oov>_. ''\'i!I~Il. E.I'&W-~' <~~'&W-\@!;!JR.-.:..-.:.Ilm> ,''Paul, M. 
Levy" <levy@dlec.com >, "Joel A Stein" <stein@dlec.com>, Freedman Anselmo Lindberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illim Jin.com>, FAI-IIIinois <fal-illinois.com@domainsbyproxy.com>, 'Will 
C.%1':\~' S.f:le.>i.f!'' <ji\fW.<'~~~t;~~C,!;~W>, '~IIW Cet.~r.~.~· S&i\tes ,4/kv;r.~.,..,l' 
<kcrone@willcountyillirlois.com> 

ii~.R~. C.'r.:lr.!r-l.mRr.l'l<. w~ 
Settings\LAUREN\Desl<top\Faber20120215CodilisReplyAstpdf;C:\Documents and 
Settings \LAUR EN\Desl <tcJp\F aber20120221 NO!vN:JtionforApprovingSale.pdf, C :\Documents and 
Settings \LAUREN\Des '•<'k¥>lFat\5\r.?.012D229C\•ds\~~·OI~l5>-P.c~SSess.iclr.~JW: pO.~
C~IDocumer1!s ana 
Settings\LAUREN\Des kto-p\Faber20111230CodilisAssignmentofCertSale.pdf; C:\Documents 
and Settings\LAUREN.O-E~\fal;)te(2.Q'\'2.Q'\~oo'2.&ID..,~art-JPI.aimi«lls.tlrlt. 

Please take a close loc Jk at M:Aiister's Reply (see attached Faber20120215CodilisReplyAstpdf}. 

On ,D<19es 4 and 5 of th e Plaintiffs RE~Qiy/ see attached F aber20120215Codilis RE~Dl,vAst,odf,l,. 
M:Aiister specifically re ,fe>renced my name as a non-attorney. 

Also note that M:Aiiste r d·oes not deny the allegation that he committed a Class X Felony. 

Per my prior e-mail to 'IOU, M:Aiister sent an extortion e-mail to Faber on February 3, 2012 (see 
Faber201202031AGEm aiiiReM:AiisterExtortionThreatAstpdf attached to the following e-mail 5 of 
6), because Faber darod to challenge the Motion for Approval of the Sale. 

M:Aiister made good c •n t 1is e-m ailed extortion threat to Faber by documenting that extortion 
threat ·rn the plililrc rec< Jrd ·rn sectron 
IV. DEFICIENCY JUD Glll'lENT of the Plaintiffs Reply (see attached 
Faber20120215Codilisl~e-plyAstpdf). 

However, per the put >li·c record, McAlister never submitted a verified Motion for a 
Deficiency Judgmeni (see attached Faber20120221NOMMotionforApprovingSale.pdf as 
l>dtnritl'ttlt. C~& a ~~Y t:tiJI.t\t> .nt6gt: -&~· vro 'nltn"t:r.llf.t"ll., Wol.WI \'NI': 'rt:'rn"t:r.llf.tn, 
2012 hearing). 

Orr Febl-cJaoy 29, 2CH2, o' s ~\1\:aol'r ~aow riT Room ~2B ,f:Jr ~"te ~:30 (l.m. caol' ~'i'ao.'oi'il:ll:.~ 
Faber's Case 09CH43'10 Faber's Case was not called unti\3:30 p.m. or so. 
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I expected to go up to :the bench when the pleadings for Case 09Ch4310 were discussed, 
relative to M:Aiister's l'~eply that did not deny the Class X felony. Instead, M:Aiister's Reply 
specificaNy discussed my not being an attorney, which is not required under federa) misprision of 
felony statutes. 

\hrougt\out the first 14 11ages of the Februal'j 29, 2012 transcri!Jt (see 
ScheffersCrimConterr iptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf attached to the previous e-mail 2 of 6), 
Judge Siegel acted as co·unsel for the Plaintiff, including a multituqe of interruptions of/derogatory 
statements about Fab• ~r as Defendant. a blatant violation of the judicial impartiality and litigant 
treatment required by Hule 63. 

More importantly, sinct! ~\/\'::Alister mostly observed Judge Siegel's litigation as counsel for the 
Plaintiff, my name wa~; nnver brought up, which would. have allowed me to approach the bench. 

Starting around page 14 of the transcript (see 
ScheffersCrimContem pt Court20120229TranscrlptAst.pdf attached to the previous e-ma1T Z of6j, 
instead of Judge Siege I r·outinely signing an Order requiring M:Aiister to submit a verified Motion 
for Deficiency Judgme11t Judge Siegel started to "cross-examine" M:Aiister relative to the 
'$ioo,7DZI.'LO amoum cnn·,e aliegeal'iemciency. 

Mr. James, please pay particular attention to the truly mind-boggling pages 16-19 of the 
o ~pt (see Sdrerte i'SCrimC.mtempteatlit20120229Tr<NtS~i(NAst(N}f ~ked to the 
previous e-mail 2 of li) 

MR. McALISTER. w.e/1, the deficiency 111e are seeking from the Court is $156,704.26. If the 
C&YKI ~h>Am¥ k KAN Mlw-" 

Apparently, M:Aiister b ~li·~ves that any amount may be picked "out of the air" for a Deficiency 
JudQ,menL 

I have retyped the tran scr ipt lines from pages 16-19 that not only demonstrate the total violation 
of Faber's rights to due •.P recess, but that Judge Siegel committed a Class 1 felony when he 
granted the Personal C le1ficiency that Judge Siegel personally calculated (see the attached 
F aber201202290rder P .PI JroveSale-PossessionAst.pdf.) 

THE COURT· A II right. And the amount that actually ~~~ent to sale 'from Vtllich one 112 is 
subtracted to get tho deficiency is how much? 
THE COURT V1t 'ell, that is Vtllat I am looking at here because if then it ~~~ent to sale at a 
v a11Je o( rougl'lly ~ (:J. '11' or 2b"8 ratner --
Mr. McALISTER. · AI value of 268? 
THE COURT Well', if you are seeking 156,000 deficiency, there was 112 bid. 
MR llr.:-II.'.JST,£H·. f%. 

THE COURT Tl1en the bid plus the deficiency should equal the amount that it ~~~ent to sale 
at . 
. MR. .M.t::41.1.STER .Ill!) .it .c;bauldn~ .IJ!ll.far 15150/l absnlu.tfl!Y not. absolutetv not. 
THE COURT Well', wait a minute. You are seeking $156,000 deficiency. 
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MR. McALISTEH Ye-s. 
THE COURT: 0 kay Besides that, there IIEIS $112 paid 
MR. MeAL/STEt''{: Yes. 
l:I-IE COUR ;r: So· t,he- amouRt tl:lat tl:le- sheriff tcok tt:e- tl:liRfJ· !Q· sale- at ,I:>,W. tc. !:::;w.~ ~. 
$248,000 <sic>. 
MR. McALISTEF?: No. Well, your Honor, I thinnk you are not reading the statute. 151508 
basically sflltes t ,_f,t-~ at~' 6tr6f5tr c~~fj_mj~a Sa\!9., tf'l\9 C6\wt .s~lli\l1 61'1\t5lr ..,%l'3'61~1 ds\fbrts.~t' 

against any part./ if" I wll authorize the extent request in complaint and proven upon-- of the 
report of sale. It hGiS nothing to so, and it's really a shell part of the statute. It is not- no 
discretion. 
THE COURT Tt le•re is some number from Wlich you subtracted 112,000to get a 
dficiency judgme mt. IIIE!nt to knowWiat number you subtracted 112,000 to come up Wth 
,ff.\9&fs\f~C5t%'j-: ,(t 6'f~?~t1{!.1Si C6\W 6\!.\t csf,ff.\9ati~ 

MR. McALISTEI '?: True. Well, the total amount due IIEIS --

THE COURT Tl1e total amount due, Wlich may have included interest, taxes, etcetera, et 
ootRF.a. Tf.JRr.~ 11ft..l£. £f.W;JR. Wu;r.t,W; fl;lRJ.. •tR»I~ ID t/.JR. Wtcr;if.f.. J.-IR.. svl~l;~fRd 'JW.!r. f.Y/j 7,-r.w;t,, !fWd 
men tr came up~ .!I'll a aerfctimcy. 
MR. McALISTEF ?: And that wll be on the report of sale, your Honor. 
JAMES FABER: l:f.\961'.1~' 61r.l9.trulN sail'116\f 215, ,14.1 T.%\t 116\f .t%>61'.1~' 61'.19.1%\f,lsaJI! 
!lltR Mc.t.\..'tS"'i'E't"t. Wf!/1, ~le repurl rfi ~cite ·Wfh 'Tiavt: il. •, ctm rrcl! ~-em: \ T!Civt: ~.a!. l<.ri!'J ~n;, 
report of sale wll st. ate how much. 
THE COURT: S1'wr:irt:-.. ~~ Q/. WR. . 
...,~,t~S ,~as'?.· ,qr ~,,;,say~ 
THE COURT: W 'edt, it says deficiency, pursuant to plaintiffs calculations, is 156. So Wlat 
J~e.re .ll.lru;9 c.;:~b• ,ll\ ~~~?,I ,r.r.>eJ:lQ, J\5' ,I see ,i( ,it ,ru.d ,(I) ,%>1'9 b@e,>;~ 2~ sawe.tt:li'.\9-
MR.. Mr.ALJS.T.8. '?:. YP-f.lb., .~,7.Q4.2/i 'fOJJr. HIJDIY., !Ul.'>. lbear.omJIJi. 
THE COURT 0 kay. Now, do you know, of that 268, how much is attributable toiiE!rds 
tav.~-.. tt.w. /:lmt~ 1 ,>Q/.. IJP..PJ:l, 9Ji!iti? 
MR. McALISTEF ?: That v.ould be ,Dart of the advancements that is listed. 
THE COURT: Ri gl'1t. And that is Wlat brought it from 216 up to 268 . 
. 4tf.f?. Mc.4J..IST.El?.· Yeaf.! .T.I¥>it.lC!!;!we.r.tf.i5 Dl'e.r.flw year.s: Did .4.walw, .iiJ.fe.resl at 9 
oercent. I can't tell exactly. 
THE COURT A II right. I am going to show a deficiency of $131,200. 
MR. Mr.Jl/J-S.T.EI. '?.. (!.II. >:ifJ/:11.. 1..11. ,200. T./:w.IJI. 'fOIJ., 'ffJIJJ: HmtY.. 
THE COURT 01\'a·y. 

Mr. James, it should Ibn quite obvjous wby J li,I\Droacbed the bench re.lative to fraud 
based on the discussion above. How could I sit by and do nothing? 

LAUREN SCHEF·F ERS: Yoo.r: HOOIJ(, 'fOJJ malj fP..member me. This is fraJ.Jf.f.. This is--

Judge Siegel went far t Jet~~~~.~· .iw,%1'il~ll'}~ lt\%\'.'u\!.~S.~' a.l~9· s.~~ a.r.> C\rrer 
with a Deficiency Jud9111·ent of $231,200 based on personal calculations with .no ,oersanal 
knowledge or verificaticJn of any amount from the Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale or Dunn, 
Martin's addition of $1~'.9.33.49 of "l;lOSti)JdQillent advances". 

See my commentary in J udge Siegel's February 29, 2012 Order (see attached 
Faber201202290rder.C pproveSale-PossessionAstpdf), as supported by the transcript (see 
ScheffersCrimContem pt,Court20120229TranscriptAst.pdf attached to the previous e-mail 2 of 6) 
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Judge Siegel's FebnuBRry29, 2021 Order (see attached Faber201202290rderApproveSale
PossessionAstpdf) GO nstituted an explicit commission of a Class 1 Felony by Judge 
Siegel. 

NOTE: The 3-page, ty1 ·~•written Order was not signed by any attorney, as required by Rule 137. 

Mr. James, which pa1 t)J, IF No!Y, has legal standing to foreclose and to take possession: 

~- On ~~'?i\!i\Sl' · 3,D, 2D~ ~. C~\\~ &-As'sx,~ ,rec.a.r.d6d an Ass.~'¥.'?6\W o.f ~~ Ca~W:a...te 
of Sale (see atta ctled Faber20111230CodilisAssignmentofCertSale. pdf) to the Federal 
Home Loan Mort gage Corporation, two months before the February 29, 2012 Order (see 
attached F. aheJ:2l.ll202290r.derAI;ll;lr.nlleSale-PO!is.ess.ianAat.Qdfl, that aQ9r.alled the 
December 14, 2C J1; 1 sale. 
2. Yet, on January 6, 2012, Codilis & Associates filed/served a Motion to Substitute Party 
Plaintiff (see atta c~1ed Faber20120106Motion2SubstitutePartvPiaintiffAst..odfl. 

'-t. James, is the Fed1 ~ral Home Loan Mortgage Corporation the party entitled to take possession 
ol the Faber's home 60 days lrom theFebruary29, 2012 Order? 

Or is that Assignmen t of the Certificate of Sale to the Federal Home Loan Mortgage 
Corporation (see att ac hed Faber20fff230CodilfsAssfgnmentofCertsare.pdf) yet another 
fraudulent property tre·cord in the Will County property records that was 
fabricated/recorded b~f Codilis & Associates? 

QUESTION: WILL TliE ILLINOIS ATTORNEY GENERAL ST NolO BY NolO DO NOTHING 
TO STOP THE FRAU D>ULENT EVICTION OF JAMES FABER? OR WILL CRIMINAL 
INVESTIGATIONS 81~ !INITIATED FOR THE ILLINOIS FORECLOSURE MILL LAW FIRMS 
fJS ORGNoiiZERS OF FINNoiCIAL CRIMINAL ENTERPRISES? 

Lauren Scheffers 
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To: "James, Thomas P. · <<; ~~~.'1.\Q\e.~.u;;> 
From: Lauren Scheffers <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFERS 5 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL COM\11TTED CLASS 1 FELONY 
.CWtl2L?Jll~.? 

Cc: 'William rvtAiister'' <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, "Codilis and Associates, P.C." <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com>, Pet1~ r M. Kellett <pkellett@dykema.com>, Richard E. Gottlieb 
qQPWiP..b@ri~kf'.mar.nr.J,·>, "RP.¥. E. Sr.hla!/lfflJI]}:>., Jr" <rscblaJfOOIJI]/:>@Ii~kemacnro;> , 
pstanton@dykema.con. ajonker@dykema.com, jdougherty@dykema.com,"Dunn, Martin, Miler 
& Heathcock" <marmi~t~,Ysbcglobal.net>, "fvlorrie M.Jch" <mmuch@muchshelist.com>, "Robert 
J. Emanuel" <remanuel~~~~!vJm>, ''l<i!.~l \....E.~~· <te~~~oom> ,"l'atJ. ~ 
Levy" <levy@dlec.como • , "Joel A Stein" <stein@dlec.com>, Freedman Anselmo Lindberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illino Ls.com>, FAI-111inois <fal-illinois.com@domainsbyproxy.com>, 'Will 
C.(;l!.l'o\fJ' S{;os.r,W" ~~1.0?S..[r~e.?oo.c.t;~w>, '~llli\1 C.%1'.\fJ' ~'s ~r,'let'' 
<kcrone@willcountyillin oi·s.com> 
2 I :Is I X 1 j 
¢.tt.wJ;>R/t. t;:;.\r.!Rr-l.!mR!;>I,o; and 
Settings ll.AUR EN\Oesk topiFal'ler2!J1'00nlo.fuagmentR.-->:sa:eZ1'61 45. TJ. pal'; C: (JJocuments ana· 
Settings\LAUREN\Desk top\Faber20111227SheriffsPkgAst.pdf;C:IDocuments and 
Settings\LAUREN\Desl<.top\Faber20120203JAGEmaiiReM;AJisterExtortionThreatAst.pdf; 
c·.\Documents arn:l Set.tirlgSI~..Tr\'C'lll~l'!ltJPfr'"'.MII'X?Nlu~tre!~tJ~clre:
PossessionAst.pdf; C:I:D•ocuments and 
Settings\LIIJJREN\Oebl.. i.op\Sclar20' ''0120Lea!'j0007T ranscrip\AI;t.pdf; 

Per the January 6, 201( J ,Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale for Case 09Ch4310 (see attached 
'2.Q.1.00.1J3.JJJI:!Iym~r.•tli'C.S.Al<~2'6'45.73.p<H}, the iudgment amount was fOI' $216, '45.73. 

Regarding any deficiency' judgment calculation, it doesn't take my former CPA background to 
pe.rfclr.oo J;l;l6' ilas.ic e.le.r.r.>•3ntary school arithmetic below: 

JUDGMENT 
SALE. 
NET 

$216 '1 45.73 
- 1.1.<..' ,!)lOO.OO 
1~1;145.73 Possible deficiency plus costs of the foreclosure sale 

Yet, per the Sheriff's Pe.c.kage filed by Dunn, Mlrtin with a "robosigned" ink stamp "signature" of 
Will County Sheriff Kau pus (see attached Faber20111227SheriffsPkgAst.pdf) that specifies a 
~·,.,-u, 'Oo';).Yo "'JUOymem c re01t agcirns't'lne successnlt 'titOOe:'', 'tne "'Peittitent:y lJllTli'ffill'h. 'to 
P\aifl\iffs calculations" i."> '5,1,~,\QA.'l'O-. 

Yet, not only is there no beginning amount far the judgment amount far $218, 145. 73, Dunn, 
,,~\r.' .i%'k.O..~ ·~ 1\!.l'.,.tf.~W ad~~s s-.f $~2, 5t.'149" .\? dw9'ii~~\?g !he$~ ~D,Bv'\J.2S 'j~r.r.\5\W 
credit". 

QF..F.OBICV. '5,1,~ ,7. QA.'l'O- 'i'~ r.:l>.!T.'r.'., ~IWir.>~kJI~IitRr., t,t;>;a, ir.or-Jt~ '5,1,'2., Q;~.0-.<1.~ '"'· "'jYWo 
judgment advances" 

- 104.145.73 
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Martin 

'Cl<JE:'&l'IIYI~ 'r: 'r\ow old Dt.rn;, •\li5111i'T ,'r~ d\.."'1.--=s 113 "Pta.~s ca.\A.tafu\'5" at' 113 "~t 
judgment advances of S i12,933.49"? 

QUESTKJN 2: 00 uun.n., /lkr.VJ;1. ~ R'Jile. ~S? lfrt>~ it.~ ttve ~ ~~ 
Package part of the pul >liic record on December 27, 2011 with that alleged $157,704.26 
'deficiency" with only a11 robo-signed, ink stamp "signature" of Sheriff Kaupus? 

QUESTION 3: When 'A as Faber served a copy of that Sheriffs Package? 

QUESTION 4: When, and how, did the Court get notified by Cod iUs/McAlister of that 
$156,704.26 deficiency amount, when no Motion for a Deficiei'ICY Judgment is part of the 
public record/wasser ved upon Faber/was included in the courtesy copy to Judge 
Siegel? 

Per the transcript on Fe bruary 29, 2011 (see 
ScheffersCrimContem,[ ltCourt20120229TranscriotAst,odf attached to the.orevious e-mail2 of 6.l. 
Judge Siegel personal~ 1 calculated a deficiency of/signed an order for $131,200.00, in total 
lliolation of Rule 63. 

DEFICIENCY $131 ,200.00 
- 104 145.73 

\ ~1 ,tm4:.n 'f:.~'C~~ "i)'f;'i''I'C'IE:~'f "i"t"K ~'f:. ~Y&.a:~ 
CALCULATION/ORDI:IR 

th personatl'y cai\:utlnlh£ 15tgnthg a Oel'fctimcy J\Jagmentoroerror $Zr.t1'54.Zrmore O'ianO'ie 
judgment, including the :$12,933.49 "post judgment advances" per Dunn. Martin, Judge Siegel 
committed a Class 1 Fe·lony pursuant to Public Act 096-1551, effective July 1, 2011. 

Per page 17, lines 23-24 of the transcript (see 
ScheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf attached to the previous e-mail2 of6) 
~l!.~ S-iS'ge.ls ·:e~~Q!'.o,ti;<C~r;." .as: .t.o a.!))• Mlic.ie.'.1C"J' ,i!.~r.r.~t>f.\l~tW as .fc\llcws. · 

THE COURT: Tt.1 e total amount due, which may have included interest, taxes, et 
cetera, et cetera. 

McAlister had already c o mmitted a Class X Felony for being an organizer of an aggravated fraud 
conspiracy pursuant to Public Act 096-1551, effective July 1, 2011. 

McAlister's extortion thr• ~at of February 3, 2012 (see attached 
Faber201202031AGEm< tiiReMcAiisterExtortionThreatAst.pdf) was documented in McAlister's 
Reply, with no Motion millnirttea to Judge 1:l'rege\ tor any such order. 

McAlister stated in lines '17-18 of page 13 of the transcript (see 
ScheffersCrimContem1 >tCourf2\112\J'Z2~TranscnptAst.paYattacnea'to O'ie preVIous e-mati' Zof6l: 
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MR McAlister: y, uu see, an affidavit is not required. I am not sure if the gentleman gets 
that. 

That may be true, UNLl:SS A DEFICIENCY JUDGMENT IS REQUESTED, particularly when 
there was NO VERIFIE J MOTION FOR A DEFICIENCY JUDGMENT ever submitted to the 
Court. 

Therefore, Judge Siege ·I 's Order for a Deficiency Judgment of $131,200 the Judge Siegel 
personally calculated w as signed when no such Motion was before the Court. tt was not 
included in the Complai, •nt and not any dollar amount was proven as required by Section 15-1508 
as cited by M:Aiister. 

Per lines 20-21 on pagE· 16 of the transcript (see 
ScheffersCrimContem1 JtCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf attached to the previous e-mail2 of 6), 
it appears that JudgeS iegel may have never been asked to sign an order for a deficiency. Judge 
Siegel apparently thoug •!ht that Dunn, Martin lists foreclosed property sales at the judgment 
amount of the court ord er, which in this case was $216,145.73, when the property was listed 
with an original bid of or 1ly $112,000 and sold for that amount: 

THE COURT T1i en the bi<ipliJs the deffctency shoufcf equafthe amountthatJt 'Mint to sate 
at. 

tiiJE.STIDN: 'Has :JuOg• 3 Steger ever s·rgneO an orOer lor a Debcrency :JuOgmerit ·,n any dmer 
foreclosure case? If no t, why didn't Judge Siegel question why M:Aiister was asking for a 
deficiency, with zero do curo.entation to verify the amount in Faber's case., particularly for a 
Oefenolmt wrlli an rhalg ent oraer rh tl'le pubrli:: recora'? 

Again, Judge Siegel do<:; umented in the _public record that he had failed to read the pleadin9s 
'oelore nJirng, 'oecause '( VK;)lirs~ets 'Kepry ·rnc'rUOeO 'E:Xrilr:ifls 'ina~ ~ne propel'ly was wor'tn l'r~,'OOCI-
140,000, but that the sp ecified opening bid at the foreclosure sale was only $112,000 and there 
were no third party bidd ers, so the alleged sale price was $112,000. 

QUESTION: If the spe< :i-fied opening bid had been only $2,000, would Judge Siegel have granted 
a deficiency order for$ 1'00,000 more? 

Per the transcript (see: 3cheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229Tr<~nscriptAst.pdf attached to the 
previous e-mail2 of 6), :given the fact that the property sold for $112,000 (well below its $130,000 
- $140,000 market valuE l'J, :Juoge S1eger que5fione0 ·me'oasrc ari!nme'ilc or'now 'tnere cotM a'1so 
be a $156,000 deficien< :v. including $13,000 in "post-judgment fees" as submitted to the Court 
by both M:Aiister and [Junn, Martin: $112,000 + $156,000 = $268,000, when the judgment 
amount was $216,479.53. 

Per the transcript (see: 5cheffersCrimContemptCourt20120229TranscriptAst.pdf attached to the 
previous e-mail 2 of 6), )~~~a-.. =.w w t.re Pl.aimiff aM. o;~~&sanally 031c• dated 
a "corrected" deficienc~ 'amount of $131,200, when, obviously, Judge Siegel had no personal 
knowledge, WHATSOE :\IER, of any mortgage balance, ongoing interest, late tees, or real estate 
tax advances. 
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Y~. aga/1'1; basic ar.Y.w. -eitt- u, ~·,·,'}.~.,. ~·,;,•, ~~ ~1.4,;,~·~. 'lrte;ifl:li 'Jdi~sgrutr.'karrrocrrt, u, 
$216,479.53. 

!P.· ad~iti()P.-, it W01,!l~. afll>·" ilaf tl=lat J~,J~ge- Siege!· r-G!o!tiP.e!y ali()W&- Ce~iU& &. .~Giates. alter.~e>;s. !e. 
forge his signature on c •rders, as Judge O'Leary documented on the record on September 7, 
2011 (see attached Sol ar201110120Leary0907TranscriptAst.pdf) as M:;Aiister had done. 

In that September 7, 20 11 transcript, the Defendanfs attorney acknowledged that the forged 
signature copy was me. ant for her. 

tt is my understanding t hat Judge Rossi also noted that forgery issue on the record . but I do not 
have enough informatio n to identify which transcript to buy. 

I couldn't understand hr )W there could be two copies of orders. one for recording and a different 
one for the Defendant. 

Based on the Order for Approval and Possession (but not for Deficiency Judgment) of February 
29, 2012 (see attached Faber201202290rderApproveSale-PossessionAst.pdf), it is now clear 
that Judge Siegel allow• ; Codilis & Associates attorneys to routinely violate the basic Court 
procedure by failing to ' J~e 'l.he ~part Or~ furrr11>. ·tfri.c'r, ·-rer~ \'rr.t. 'l.he ~ f?:Ce't~ a 
carbon copy of the Ord er. 

J'ls.\5\zd, .\lt'Aili~ S~<i.%' · ••\'ted a s.i~ls> c~~ 3 ~ •'J\%'1tl~i.tt.sl'l ~1.17.151~ ,\>:at s.~ltd .~e bslel'l 
filed with the Court as a 1111otion. 

fhe Order recorded in the Qublic record has numerous handwritten chanQ.es. 

QUESTION 1: Did Jud g~e Siegel actually sign the single copy, 3 page typewritten order, or was 
Jud9e Sie9el's name fo ''"iled by M:;Aiister. yet a9ain? 

QUESTION 2: If Judge Siegel did sign the single copy, 3 page typewritten order, was it before or 
after the numerous handwritten changes? 

QUESTION 3: Why would Judge Siegel ever sign a single copy, typewritten order vs. the 
requisite 3-part Order f< :>rm? 

Based on the transcri pts and the orders signed by Judge Siegel in Faber's case, 
09CH4310, and Thorr as Hamnfng's case, 09CH5661, and fn my case, 09CH3797, Judge 
Siegel is an accessory· to Yne criminal enterprises oTganizeo 'uy'L'ne torec'losure ni«t 'law 
firms of Codilis & Assr~ciates; Freedman & Anselmo et al; ancl Pierce & Associates on a 
daily basis. 

Lauren Scheffers 
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ra: ·:.,~wes. T.?atwas P." <Tu'atwes@lntg.sta...te.,\1.us> 
From: Lauren Scheffe lfS <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFER 3 6 of 6/WILL COUNTY JUDGE SIEGEL CO~ED CLASS 1 FELONY 
ON02/29/12 
Cc: 'William McAiiste , ... <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, ""Codilis and Associates, P.C."" <codilis
il@il.cslegal.com>, p,, ~terM Kellett <pkellett@dykema.com>, Richard E. Gottlieb 
q~~Wis!;l@~<l'~ .. ~ '·2:.-9?-, ':!i'.e¥.:-E. -S-::b~~,,~~. -.1~ ... <.!:£(')'1~~..1~!:\@~a~.~~:.?r.,., 
pstanton@dykema.cc lm, ajonker@dykema.com, jdougherty@dykema.com,""Dunn, Martin, Miler 
& Heathcock"" <marm il4@sbcglobal.net>, ""lllbrrie MJch"" <mmuch@muchshelist.com>, ""Robert 
.!.. E7i\Wi'r~:· <..t;te.Wru.'lu ·~@r.?I~~F.:RR!iF.:k'\..~."> .. ''T,~~' "-. .. E~:· ~~~~!',.~,"> .:'1?01..!1, U .. 
Levy"" <levy@dlec.cor· n>, ""Joel A Stein"" <stein@dlec.com>, Freedman Anselmo Lindberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illi~r 1ois.com>, F Al-lllinois <tal-illinois .com @domainsbyproxy.com>, 'Will 
C~,?..~' S.~r;\ff' <ji\f,D~i '~w.~&&!w>, '~4{ill C~t';\!J'S..*ate's ,4..t~v;r;t.OJ'' 
<kcrone@willcountyill inois.com> 

!ltt;u-.J.>Rtt. c-.'~.mR. ~>tlb w.-r.!. 
Settings\LAUREN\De~ >ktop1Arambula20120227111btion2Dismiss3Count.pdf; C:\Documents and 
Settings\LAUREN\De: >ktopiArambula20120229TranscriptAst.pdf; C:\Documents and 
Settings \lAUR EN\De ~14•a.'11ti!.I~O l2!X2290.•de.~ {JO.f; 

Ilk. James, 

This was yet another" :ase I heard in Judge Siegers 1:30 p.m. call on February 29, 2012, while I 
IWS ~tU~iti~ 2 .1:1!:1!.1rs ,{r .1r ,l=ai\5\r's case tore calteO. As .>~~)<S .io:> jt)e lS-20 .1:\a;\r.i"@S- ,I ,1:\;11'.!? 

~eor.lad in. Will. C:JJJJD: !~, I. <y.IW?. QJ.Jt.IJ:l~ r.JJDtarJ. iDfJJr.IJ:l!atiJJD. In lltbP.r. fJJr.erJn.'>JJr.a dP.tP..nrlaDts :mdlnr 
their attorneys and took notes as to case numbers where judicial error/bias was ram pant. 

ft9ain, please see the Defendanfs lllbtion to Dismiss ,I see attached 
Arambula20120227M >tion2Dismiss3Count.pdf). 

Then, skim yet anothe ~r Siegel/McAlister transcript that is only 6 pages in length (see attached 
Arambula20120229Tr nnscriptAst.pdf). 

I specifically purchase ·d the transcript for Judge Siegel's statement in lines 11-12 of page 1: 

THE COURT: < Jkay. Well, vo.hat does standing have to do Wth anything here? 

THE COURT: 'Okay. Well, what does standing have to do with anything here? 

Then, Judge Siegel p< traphrased Rule 137 to a ProSe litigant 

THE COURT: ; \II right. Well, you see, one of the things that, vo.hen you file a document, 
you are telling tfl·e Court that you s~ar that there is a good faith bas1s fbr fling this, and this 
is just not madE up mumbo jumbo that somebody told you about. 

Mr .• t.11nes, CAN tth' J iMAGINE MI"AT Jt.1DGE SIEGEL wotlt.O HAVE SAIOlOONE ~A 
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PRO SE liTIGANT 1-IAD FILED A PLEADING VKE MCALJSTER'S REPLY {see 
Faber20120215Cod lisReplyAst.pdf as attached to the previous e-mai14 of 6), lET 
ALONE HAD SUBM :TTED A TOTAllY FRAUDULENT DEFICIENCY AMOUNT??? 

In fact, Judge Siegel I blatantly violated Rule 63 for *not* reporting McAlister to the IARDC 
for that fraudulent t1 eficiency amount submission, particularly when no request for a 
6efJcJency)uilgmen"r :'nall ever'oeenfilell W«nYne t.omp'lcilll'l or as pal"': o'iYne 'lfnmonWI" 
Approval of the SalE 1 and Motion for Possession. 

Juage S1egei"s Order (see atfacliea· AramoulaltJf2trZ200raer.patJ oraer reqUJrea·tne Oefenaant 
to borrow money to h i re an attorney, because Judge Siegel refused to consider the pleadings. 

~«•. til'• V~ 4 tfo 'In <:'mirfl>t.1'1Pi '(!.~ c/trclt.'rre/6 karrltldrci2!Q•,~l~"i1arf~;t:r~'l.lifi'l t!rerc~i'ry 
documents that both Judge Siegel and McAlister were very condescending to a ProSe litigant: 

THE CDJJR T. · J Ym( l.bis .is tbesa.we Aid .siJ.iff tiJN .is nU$£>Jj 

THE COURT: I don't find a good faith basis, from 1111at I see here, to bring this. 
MR. McAL/STF R: Should ~-~e enter an order denying it? 
THE COURT: vi ust an order denying the motion. 

In fact, it appears th at Judge Siegel totally ignored the Defendant's pleading (see 
attached Arambula2 0120227Motion2Dismiss3Count.pdf), in direct contrast to Judge 
Siegel's having "co rrected" McAlister's deficiency calculations and signing an Order 
with a Personal Defii ciency WHEN NO REQUEST FOR A DEFICIENCY JUDGMENT HAD 
EVER BEEN REQUESTED AT All AND NO PROOF HAD EVER BEEN SUBMITTED. 

NOTE: Yet again, IV,c Alister totally violates court protocol by failing to use the 3-part Court Order 
forms, so the defendants do not receive identical copies of Orders allegedly signed by Judge 
Siegel, not forged by \1c:Aiister: 

MR. McALISTER,~ I think that is my only copy, your Honor 

Lauren Scheffers 



1 STATE. OF ILLINOIS 
SS: 

2 COUNT'Y OF W I L L 

3 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
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11 

WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

FIRST· NATIONAL MORTGAGE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

JUSTIN VILLANUEVA, et al., 

) 
) 

) 

) 

) No. 10 CH 5443 
) ..... 
) 

) 

REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS had at the hearing of the 

J2 ;3..Dov.e. -.e.Dtj:tJ.ed c..a.u.s.e,. _be_fo_re the Honorable Susan T. 

13 O'LecLry, Judge of the Circuit Court of Will County, ----14 Illinois, on the 7th day of September, A.D., 2011. 

15 
PRESENT: 

16 
MR. WILLIAM MCALISTER, 

17 on behalr or the Plaintiff; 

18 MS. ELIZABETH KELEHER, 
on behalf of Defendant Justin Villanueva. 

19 

20 

21 

2 2 DANIE:L C. SUPPLE. CSR 
Offic·ial Court Reporter 

23 Will County Court Annex I ~: 1 ~~ Ottawa St. 
24 L t, Illinois 60432 

l 



1 M.S. KELEHER: 10 CH 5443. 

2 MH. McALISTER: Counsel is here. We are going to 

4 October 12th will be our next date, your Honor, on 

5 10 54,13. 

6 THE COURT: What was the number again? 

f:AI'r1~(_ 
TilE COURT: You are even signing my name ·how. 

7 T:HE CLERK: 5443. 

8 

--~· ------~----------~~~~==----.,...,,.! MH. McALISTER: That's suppose~_.;.o 

Was the original here? 

Oh, I'm sorry. 

be th·e copy. Yeah. 
+--~~- - ~~~-;'!~c::-=--~--- ~ 

Re. b.;Ls. a_l_l_ th_e oriq,inals. Sorry. He 

12 wrote that for me. ~~t? __ .i veli/';,$}~. 
13 T:HE COURT: These lawyers on this call think that 

14 they run everything. Sometimes as Judges we have to 

15 tell l~hem that, in fact, we actually are not potted 

-6- piant.s. And we acL:uaily, we A.-rro>~v- >h'lTac ii'r retn· is a1?a w•e -7 actually sign our own orders. f!.ot-S (f~CJ!,L. ,"11, 
:.... . -- ----· ·----~-.9 .:-? "~--- ·-=·· .Q 

MH. McALISTER: I have an excuse, your Honor. 

19 Couns{~l's father .. we used to do real estate closings 

20 together. So I am feeling very old today. 

21 THE COURT: Don't sign my name. 

22 

23 

MH.. McALISTER: Her father is a fine realtor. 

ev~ 
No. 

THE COURT: I could lock you up for that. 
- Q±c_, -¥if ,--:-:~---== Lt.£b....-::W:: --==·--'"'"* 

24 Net. 'JGll._ 

w~ ..... a 
•ll!!!"'z5._!!!aff • 
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Thl Tt'JE CUU:::Un COUR1: F. OR THE 1.1.TH LUotClA.L ClRCUtT 
WILL COUNTY -JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

D.FVTSCHE 13.4NX l.-,l.4TJDN.4! TJWST CD.M.PANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TR UST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR A MER! QUEST 
I)H..)R\:G;\G£ '>EOJPJ..\:1,£'>, WJJ'>.I: 1.QJMrll,I,, 

ASSET-BACKED PP,SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES. 
SERIES 2004-RI 

) Ca.«e: .09CHJJ9;7 
) 

VS 

) Judge Raymond A. Bolden 

) 
) 

J' 
) 
) 
) 

LAUREN SCHEFFEHS AIKJA LAUREN LEE ) 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES ) 
OF LAURE.,\' SCh'E.fFE.RS. lF A,\'Y: Ut\'KNOH\V l 
OWNERS AND Nat< RECORD CLAIMANTS; ) 

To: By USPS Priodty Mail 
Patrick Stanton, hmy ~on'Ker 
Dykema Gosst.'tt PLLC 
I 0 South W acher Drive. 

Suite Z3(f(J 
Chicago, I L 6 0606 

) 
'ift-.'f't:!"'U 1-M'i~ ) 

By USPS Priority Mail 
~enis ?ierce 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floor 
f N'ortn Oearoom 
Chicago. IL 60602 

By USPS Priority Mail 
h T'iN: 'Uavi.o Co, Director 
Deutsche Bank National 

Trust Company, as trustee 
f i'6 f £asr Sr. Ana'rew t"l'ace 
Santa Ana, CA 92705-4934 

PLEASE TAKF. NOTICE that on November 18,2010 at 9:30a.m. in Room 129 of the Joliet 
Court House Annex. 57 N. Ottawa, Joliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned will present before the 
Honorailie Judge «oid en, me Defonuan( Motfon forSancllim, a copy of wrnclr ,;, SeTVt!u' rrpon yon·. 

'. / 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

// 
. I . 



• ( ·asc 09CHJ797, F ilcd ll8/26/200'1 

• 

• 

lleutwhe B:mk :\a tiona! Tru.<l Cum pan~·. as Trustee.'"· LlUrcn Scheffers; eta!. 

PKOOF OF SERVICE 

Patrick Stan :lm. \m: .l\111kLT 

I. l':-~J~I;l}il. tjn_...:..,:~.:t.t. 1,, I, J.J ..... · 
I U Suuth \\ <. d. .. LT I )ri\~..:. Suik ~3LJII 
t 'hiL·ag\ 1. II bl lh0(1 

hv plat:ing a cnp: ll> ·same in a l lSPS Priorit) Mail mailer \\ith D.:li\·cry Conlirmation Rl't:t:ipl 

Denis Pi('fl.:L' 

Pi.:-n.:e & .-\:-.~ ,1(,:iat...·-.., 
l"hir!l.:cnth f-l .hlr 

! '\lorth D{:ar burn 
Chiea~o. I i tii'Hlll_" 

lw placing a cup: ~~t iamt: in a l'SPS Priority \1ai! mailer with Lklin:r: Confirmation RL'Ccipt 

~arcr\ilk. IL (>0.'-l' I pri<•r h> 7:0U p.m. this 12th Ja' nf\memher. 20111 and to 
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\II .'-: I JJ 'id Co. Director 
!kuhcllL· B .mk "\.aliuna! l r·u:-t c~,mp~m:. a" tru:-.tt?t: 
I 7(J] Fa~t ~ L .-\ndn .. ' '' J>iac<...'. 

S,mta .·\ru. C \ tJ.27U:'--flJ_:;-t 

[!,·placing a ..::op) ~ 1!' -.,um~.: in a USPS Priorit: ~-1ail mail~r \\ ith De-li\ er: Conlirmation Rcct::ipt 

Jt:positing said l'!l\ einp .... · ~ll th~..· !_:nit~d Stat\.!'s PtlStal Sl"n·ic~.,.· !ot:alitHl at 1750 \\·.Ogden .-\n~ .. 

'af1LT' ilk. IL (,05 ~o prl1lr hi 7:(10 p.lll. thi~ 12th day u!'!\o\-~mhc-r. ~()]I)_ 

/ 

/(1' '11.;/ '-~-··J ::......\...- U-.i, __ ....._ ______._.~ -- f:i........--~~-,.___.-

LtUI\ . .'11 L. Schci]L-r~ . 
1 _\05 \ lorningstar ( 't. 
\iapc:nillc. II. (l(l)t,.j 

( ())\!-~ 1 2-5()51 
i ( 

1-. L -'--- . ·. .J.. (_ I ~-
I hn~.· 

da: nf :\tn L·mbcr. 20 I 0 . 



Case 09CHJ797. ·'ilcd OS'26:2009 

• 
I>F.FE!'IDA~' r CERTIFICATION- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SA:'IiCTIO!'IS 

J>roccJurc 1 73.:' J )( ·s .:i I 11!9! fmm Ch. 110. par. I liN). the undersigned ceru ties that the 

statements ::\et furth in. and the t..'\hihits suhmittcd \\it h. tllis instrument arc lruc and l'll!T\..'l't. 

c\.cc>n,t as to matter:-; thcrt.!in stmt::d t{) lx 011 inJ(mn;uJ.nn.and hd.ir.f and. ;J.s.. tn ~w.:J;~. rnaJk .. r.'>, ThR-

undL>rsig.ned certitic s as ;..d(x~saiJ that Dercndant \·crily bdie\"t:S the saml.' tn he tnte. 

\..._ / 

-~~/{; <c · · . . ·/j/L_ .£L .. ... . 
Lauren L Sche!Ters f, 1. ~ 
I :;o5 Morningstar CL 
:\apen ille. IL 61!564 
c 6.30~~ 1 ~-5651 

• I!' ' 
_/ _lJ_. (,.__ / ._ ,_) I ~~ _1:: 

'(Jare 

<iu: o(:\'on~·mOer. 20!'1'f . 

• 
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C.s:;x:09CR3?9?, Filt:d 08/26/2{)()9 

IN TJHE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE t2TH !UOlCIALCUlDJT,l: 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATJONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS TRUSTEE IN TIRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICA Tl: HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURlllES TRUST 200A,-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED P, \SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFE RS A/K/A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKl' lOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHB'FE.'?S, lFA2>iY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) C.a.'<t': 09CJ-D797 
) 
) Judge Raymond A. Bolden 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
/ 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 

Defendant Pre• Se, Lauren Schefiers, ("Defendant") moves the court to enter sanctions 

against the Plaintiff, [)eutsche Bank National Trust Company ("DBNT") and its two law firms, 

("Dykema") and Am)' Jonker ("Jonker") of Dykema Gossett and in support states as follows. 

1. This is a foreclosure action in which DBNT seeks to foreclose upon Defendant 

arfu· = ar',~ ub''.ru h tan a Naie ti'Jat was maa'e wiien tile Oefena'ant rennancea' tt'u·s property, an 

Aurora property, and a Glen Ellyn property with Town & Country Credit in Decem her of 2003. 

2. On 011:23/05, 49 State Attorney Generals settle their cases against Ameriques! and 

its related entities for prea'atory mortgage practices witt\ suopn·me mortgages (see attacfied· 

Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit D.1 ). The Defendant accepted the settlement checks for the 

three properties (see at tached Group Exhibit 1, Group Exhibits D.3), which required the waiver 
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Case 09CH3797. Filed 08f26f2009 

of all rights to sue. UlJii!"-"- tbe. 'jlJ:Q?P.r.t;\) "''!1.11. imaiW:P.rJft'iJJJ:<! i.Q. tbi! iJJJJJJ:P. l,'if'.i! 'lttar..b?.d. Q~QJ~ 

Exhibit I. Group Exh ibit 0.2). 

3. The Defendant filed for Chapter 7 Bankruptcy on 01/30/09 that was discharged on 

05/05/09 (see attach~-1 G~mf' £~1'.\hl•, \, G~'Uwp\'.~1'.\hl\ B.<>). 1:?.\s fm~~'&lsou~~ ?£\\%was =t 

filed until 08/26/09 (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.l 0). Therefore. the 

Ameriques! waiver"" as still in effect as of the 05/05/09 Discharge Date of the Chapter 7 

'i'>mli.TcrflLt:). 

4. NOTE : Most of the attached Exhibits, submitted under Section I I 09 

certification, have be<en previously submitted in support of the previously tiled and served 

'Ue'ien6anl M.otwn 'ior ·~ummary ~u6gmem 7-ursuam 10 IC>S YLc~ S)'L-Wiif:l - correc'te6. l'ney 

are hereby served a se ·cond time. because the Plaintiff, DBNT. is the primary party in this 

Defendant Motion fmr Sanctions based on legal representation it did not hire . 

). l'cr fhe unsl.ibstanf~ateit HJI2YW 'l1ffi\l1 'Jetter, as pu'ofisheil orifme ana reporteit 

by the media (see ana ched Exhibit 3 ), it would appear that this foreclosure action is in total 

violation of the Pooli:11g and Servicing Agreement the servicer for this property, American Home 

Mortgage Servicing l11c. (''AHMSI"), ·has with DHNT. ABMSI.has ignored ihe Cease and 

Desist order from DB NT. 

6. On 04 '17/09, P&A filed a Stay Order Motion in the Defendant's Chapter 7 

Bankruptcy (see attac:hed Group Exhibit I. Group Exhibit B.3) with AHMSI as Creditor as 

specified in the DBNT' letter, but the same P&A totally violated the DBNT letter by tiling this 

Complaint with DB!\ T as PlaintitT. NOTE: This Stay Order Motion was the first mention to the 

Defendant that Citi Residential Lending was not the owner of the Note and the Mortgage, that 
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the Note and the Mc'rt~'ll! had alle'lf!di':! been. 'illi.d tn a tJn<;J. 'P'i.m: tn iJ.'l. c:.h'lin.'l, Qn. QT. WR>u • 

February 6, 2004 (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit C.l.b). 

7. Per the 10/23/07 RESPA notice (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit 

subsequent to the Arneriquest Settlement, the Creditor was listed as Ameriques! Mortgage 

Securities, Inc. Therefore, this Note and Mortgage could not have been sold to a DBNT trust in 

2004. 

8. Per it>; 09/14/09 collection letter (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit 

A.9), which was sent after this Complaint had been served (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group 

Exhibit A. I 0), P&A 'Wlii> l-ti1w 'cry hHM~\. not 'cry DBNI. lherefore. P&A has comminea a 

Fraud upon the Court and violated its Officer of the Court status by filing a Complaint for a party 

it does not represent. 

<>,. l'ne 'Nuim"il'rr 'nas a:tso 'oeen represernea 'oy )oriker. an attorney lor Dykema. lor 

many hearings per th•.~ Court docket (see attached Exhibit 2). DBNT is liable for sanctions based 

on Jonker's pleading", a~ well as statements and actions during tbe many hearings per the many 

Reports o!l'roceeam:·~s fhe Defendant ·has purehased in preparation for an Appeal. If Dykema 

was hired by AHMSI . not by DBNT, Dykema has committed a Fraud upon the Court and 

violated its Officer of the Court status by filing related pleadings and for participating in many 

hearings for a party it does not represent. 

I 0. NOTE : Through its alleged legal counsel, Jonker, DBNT has admitted that it not 

only does not hold tbt~ original Note or the original Mortgage, "investigation continues" as to 

who does ho1d "an" original Note or ''an" original Mortgage (see attached Group Exhibit I, 

Group Exhibit 8.5). i therefore, not only is DBNT liable for filing a frivolous lawsuit, DBNT is 
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C~"e09CH3?9?. fHed 08/2612009 

liable for filin~ a fraudulent Coml}lainJ:., a'i well a'i man.~ ljJi<glfillR bp.,m:i,Q.'b'!. 'lflp..r. wkr..r.lJat! 

already admitted that DBNT has no legally enforceable evidence to foreclose on this property, as 

specifically addressed in the DBNT 10/25/10 letter. 

Note or the original l'V!ortgage, Jonker began filing subsequent pleadings on behalf of a totally 

different trust name, R2004-R3, not R2004-Rl (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit 

that the Defendant's Note and Mortgage were never in the R2004-Rl Trust, particularly since the 

very first mention of· DBNT trustee involvement was the Stay Order Motion filed by P&A in the 

'Mttlteaat~ 'L'mqflt:t 1 'OarluUf1tL'Y. 

12. Perth e alleged DBNT Trust Prospectus filed with the Securities Exchange 

Commission (see Group Exhibit 1, Group Exhibit C inclusive): 

a. Tnelrus't'Cut-o1I'Date was fne c'Iose of'busmess'h!bruary '!. 2UU4 

b. The Trust Closing Date was on or about February 6, 2004 

c. The Trust Seller was Ameriques! Mortgage Company, not the owner of 

ihe no te ani! fhe mortgage, Town & Country Credit Corp. 

d. The Certificates were sold by the Depositor to the Underwriters on the 

Closir rg Date 

e. The Offered Certificates were initially represented by one or more global 

ccrtifi<:ates registered in the name of a nominee of the Depository Trust Company. 

[ The Certificates are the only obligation of the Trust and do not represent 

an owrrership interest in or obligation of the Depositor, the Master Servicer, the 

Seller. the Originators. or the Trust. 
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g. 

In re< 'ordable form endorsed in blank without recourse, reflecting the transfer of 

the 1\ 1ortgage Loand". 

b.. l'bt!. ()Fo~'ii~t~M \Hi)). w~~ r:,.,wb.~ tR. ~ 'i.'t"'-~itti mi'j ~c:r.iqgmfeltL ~~irffl}rl ,~at~ 

to a 1\ 1ortgage Loan in any jurisdiction ... unless such failure to record would 

resul1t in a withdrawal or a downgrading by any Rating Agency. 

l :>. \( et, i•, 'Uplf<.W<o •,?at, wo "'"""' "w.'>itgrmrert. -ert&m.tr. \u 'tlrarliC' W'dS sdomi'o:ea to tne 

Trustee. The assigm nent to the Trust as *owner* of the Note and the Mortgage (see attached 

Group Exhibit I, Gr. oup Exhibit A.6) was fabricated by Citi Residential Lending as servicer with 

I 4. That 1 \ssignment (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.6) was prepared 

by Nationwide Title Clearing Inc., signed by Crystal Moore, and notarized by Bryan Bly . 

l 5. An A,-,,~gnrnem 'iorine Lle'ienaant' s Aurora property (see attached Group ExhfDit 

I. Group Exhibit A. 7 ) was also prepared by Nationwide Title Clearing Inc., signed by Crystal 

Moore, and notarized by Bryan Bly. Crystal Moore's title was indicated as Vice President of 

Citi Residential Lena··mg 1nc. 

16. A rece nt deposition by Erika Lance, an employee of Nationwide Title Clearing 

Inc. (see attached Exlb.ibit 4) clearly documents the "robo-signing" of fabricated Assignments 

with no verification that fhe client was the legal owner of the Note and the Mortgage or even the 

owner of record with the Will County Recorder as required by the Illinois Conveyances Act for 

all property related Ji, !ns. 

17. A ilepc >siiion on 04/24/08 by a Citi Residential Lending employee, Tamara Price, 

(see attached Exhibit'S) indicates the "robo-signing" offabricated Assignments with no 
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verification that the client was the le'91l owner o(tbi! Note allJi tbi! Mm:t.Jb>JJY! Q>: P..W!ll. t.l}r., Q'W:'J>.J: 

of record with the \\ 'ill County Recorder as required by the Illinois Conveyances Act for all 

property related liens. 

18. A Sccb.ematt~ Qf"DQ DVi'' ~~ l\I.Wr..'i. M<;.Qu\1:~ {\;/'.r., ~ EY.ffi\y.t 3.)"-ku~~ 

documents how the · 'securitization" of mortgages violates the integrity of the Illinois property 

laws, where the prot )erty records no longer reliably indicate who the current owner of the 

19. In ad< lition. prior to that Assignment, Citi Residential Lending had already sent a 

RESPA statement tc' the Defendant (see attached Group Exhibit 1, Group Exhibit A.8) that 

•yc·;:•'r..'mg 'iw 'ah; }l!"c'~.Y 'rat6 ~.-;t.lrl. m uwf!li=w .. tJ gf'MlS', ·wn'n «<• -e'Oet.'im: trdle u'i 

02/11/09, after theN ote and Mortgage were in default since November of 2008 and included in a 

Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filed on 01/30/09 . 

20. That >>ervicing transfer to AHM'5.) appears to 'oe re\atea to t'ne shutting aown of 

Citi Residential Lenr ling per the unsubstantiated internal memo that was published online (see 

attached Group Exhi bit 1, Group Exhibit A.3) 

21. Yet, c·1iiMortgage sent fhe Uefenaant a correciion "letter re"latea to ni1staken 

documents sent to the! Defendant indicating that CitiMortgage Inc acquired the servicing of all 

mortgage loans from Citi Residential Lending, Inc. in February 2009 and that "subsequently, 

your "loan was trans!( 'rred to another Servicer" (see attached Group Exhibit 1, Group Exhibit 

A.4). Yet, no RES Pi\ notification was sent to that effect. 

22. The Assignment was from Town & Country Credit Corp to the Trust. Yet, the 

Trust spedfied that Ameriques! was the Seller. Per the Illinois Conveyances Act, Ameriques! 

was not the owner of record, so it could not sell this subject Note and Mortgage to anyone . 
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23 . 

enforce a security. Clearly, DBNT is not the Holder in Due Course as verified by the Will 

County Recorder p roperty records. An Assignment is not enforceable until it is recorded, so the 

Company is a non-correctable break in the Chain of Title for this property. 

24. The Assignment was also notarized after Citi Residential Lending had sent a 

not recorded until after the Note was included in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy. Therefore, there was 

no Good Faith Pure hase under the Illinois Uniform Commercial Code. 

"lS. 'nm,·e=, -5rm:e 'otlin 'C'trt 'i\e~16ertrlllt 'u:nlimg ana A't\1-Ji'~'t were 'titreo as agents 

by DBNT, DBNT if·: liable for the foreclosure fraud of its servicers, just as it stated in its 

I 0/25/10 letter (see attached Exhibit 3) . 

26. DBNI ana ·rts '1aw 'ftrms are 'ita't:ile lor vw'Jaimg ledera'J 'bankruptcy ·laws re'Jated to 

ongoing attempts to collect a discharged debt. The Court is libel for allowing those attempts to 

continue. 

27. As stated in numerous p1eadings, supported by Exhibits submitted under Section I 

I 09 certification, an• j in numerous hearing, per the many Reports of Proceedings. the Defendant 

has repeatedly infor,med the Court that the Note for this property was discharged for this property 

as an Unsecured Debt in the Defendant's Chapter 7 Bankruptcy (see attached Group Exhibit I, 

Group Exhibit B.6), because P&A failed to file the required Complaint to correct the Secured 

Creditor status to DBNT prior to the specified May 5. 2009 Date of Discharge (see attached 

Group Exhibit I, Gn Jup Exhibit B.2) to correct the Secured Creditor Schedule D (see attached 

Group Exhibit I, Gr< mp Exhibit B.!) 
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28. 

Jonker's admission. P&A could not have filed the requisite support for a Complaint to be listed 

as the Secured Credlitor. 

Exhibit B.3) that was granted on 04/24/09 (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit B.4). 

Therefore, P&A als'O committed a Fraud upon the Court in the United States Bankruptcy Court. 

30. Sinct'"lu~ 'tlrcA-e: ·w-& tir>t.'rrdrgw 'rr,·lrre 'CkdJirer 1 'DarlKrapn:y, tne TI'img oT tri1s 

Complaint was in vi olation of federal bankruptcy laws related to any attempts to collect a 

discharged debt. Therefore, in addition to violating federal bankruptcy laws, DBNT, P&A, 

'i'Ty'tu:rrr<~, anu ~urlKe1·· 'nave a!'! vw'taleo numerous 'ieoerat ana TJ'Imo1s 'Jaws, such as ihe r atr Debt 

Collection Practices Act, the Illinois Collection Agency Act, the lllinois Consumer Fraud and 

Deceptive Practices Act. as well as the Illinois Financial Crimes Law . 

)'t. 'Not o·rity ii!Q P&A file a irJvolous Complaint, P&A fi1ed this Complaint based on 

false and misleading statements and documents. 

32. Although P&A filed a Stay Order Motion in the Defendant's Chapter 7 

Bankruptcy (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit B.3.b) with the correct date of the 

Note indebtedness b' 1sed on the Settlement Date of 12/30/03 (see attached Group Exhibit 1, 

Group Exhibit A. I), the same P&A filed this Complaint with an alleged date of the Note 

'indebtedness or 12/1 8/03. 

33. Perth at same Stay Order Motion (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit 

8.3), "AHMSI hold;; the first mortgage lien". Yet, per this Complaint, DBNT is the Trustee for 

the holder of the Morigage and the Note (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A. I 0) . 
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However, Jonker hwi alrl'.JJd'i 'ilat?.d tn the Cnurt that OBNT ilm!'l. oot ev.eo. knnw wbn the bnl.df".r. 

of the Mortgage and·. the Note is (see attached Group Exhibit 1. Group Exhibit B.5). 

34. Per Jonker's statements to the Court, the Note is "bearer of paper" (see attached 

knows that OBNT d oes not even know who holds the original Mortgage or the original Note, 

Jonker has knowin~.ly violated attorney ethics and committed a Fraud upon the Court. 

35. DBN~ 'all~~·'<'l~Cj)wdlirug;, 'rJu,';, 1tt-w~ w& ·.:antt-w~. w& 'aie 1w.a'mg; if. 

its two law firms. PtiA and Dykema, has violated numerous Illinois Civil Statutes (see attached 

Exhibit 1 list that references the Relevant Laws as recorded/served with the Defendant Motion 

for Summary Judgm.erti), mro \'rtt 'W'NI 'Cuartry 'LUL'lil 'i\:clre~. 

36. P&A filed the first DBNT Motion for Summary Judgment on 11117/09 (see 

attached Group Exhibit 3. Group Exhibit C. Exhibit 2 inclusive). Yet, the Section 1 109 

certification was a~, ~nec'K'oox" witn no nolaitza"iton ana no a'iftoav'tls were 'ft'!e6 witn tne Coutt. 

37. P&A served a second DBNT Motion for Summary Judgment upon the Defendant 

on or'around 09/14/10 (see attached Group Exhibit 3, Group Exhibit C, Exhibit 1 inclusive). 

'NOTE: P&A never recorded the UBNTMoiiOn for Summary Judgment. The two affidav·tts 

referenced within the~ Motion for Summary Judgment were not served or recorded, and, again, 

the Section 1 109 ce rtification was a "checkbox" with no notarization. P&A has totally violated 

the 12"' Circuit Cout t local rules relative to the requisite documentation the Court requires in 

relation to Summary Judgments. 

38. P&A 's UNRECORDED Motion for Summary Judgment (see attached Group 

Exhibit 3, Group Ex hi bit C, Exhibit 1) states that there are no material facts in dispute. Yet. the 

Defendant has filed a Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment based on the failure ofDBNT's 
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legal counseL. P&Ac Dykema., and .looker to den_y asiJllYe ExhiliiHnbmiJto:db.'j tbr.. 0Pf.f'.1.!mw1 • 

under Section 1 I 09 certification. Per the Illinois Civil Statutes, pleadings not denied are 

admitted. Therefor.~. there are no material facts in dispute related to the Defendant's Motion for 

'>nmmllL'j L•ulign?.m • . 

39. Dyke rna Gossett through its attorney, Amy Jonker. with its many pleadings and 

its participation in many litigation hearings over many months, has violated numerous lllinois 

Civil Statutes ana th-e 'II'N, r.:.vmf•J 1Lm'll, Rei<~. 

40. As an Officer of the Court, Amy Jonker, attorney for Dykema Gossett, ha~ filed 

many pleadings and participated in many litigation hearings with false statements to the Court 

(see extensive comn·•ertrs·Wn'rim arracnea 'Group Exriionz, 'Group Exriion ·r·mc'mstve ana 'Group 

Exhibit 2, Group Ex hibit 2 inclusive. and Group Exhibit 3.2, as previously recorded/served under 

Section 1 I 09 certification) . 

41. DBNI ·ts 'itatile ror ine aciwns or ·rts 'legal counsel. As an Officer oi fne Court, 

Amy Jonker, attorne y for Dykema Gossett, with the Emergency Motion for Sanctions and the 

Reply in Support, h~ ts defamed tbe character of the Defendant witb accusations of committing 

two Class:; fe'loriies .. Jorik.er filed two libelous pleadings (see attached Group Exhibit 2, Group 

Exhibits 1.1 and 1.5). and made slanderous statements in hearings per the Reports of Proceedings 

on 06/24/10 (see attached Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit 1.3) and 07/22/10 (see attached Group 

Exhibit 2, Group Ex; hi bit 1.7). The Defendant Response to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to 

Vacate Order and for· Sanctions (see attached Group Exhibit 2. Group Exhibit 1.4 and supporting 

Exhibits submitted hy Defendant under Section I I 09 certification in attached Group Exhibit2, 

Group Exhibit 2) cle arly documents the many sanctionable actions of Amy Jonker that are also 

violations of attorne).l ethics . 
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4 2. As a n Officer of the Cow:t, .looker ha'i al'iO miw..bav<'.d. with. bm:'lfs. of lmJJbb1£r., :a.'i. 

many as 10 times per the Report of Proceedings of the 8/12/10 hearing (see selected pages in the 

attached Group Exhibit 3, Group Exhibit D.2). In addition, Jonker "apologized" to tbe Court for 

Group Exhibit D.2, pg. 18,lns 18-24 and pg. 19, Ins 1-3). 

43. Given these many supporting exhibits which have been submitted under Section I 

behalf ofDBNT to foreclose on tbis property will be perjury, a Class 3 felony, and will be 

reported to the proper authorities as such. 

44. Simx 'IYD'~"~ '.:; TM \'rtt 'r'n/dret 'rn 'iJm: ~uarse, at't ffiUTig'dge paymems ma6e 'from 

January 2004 throug h October of 2008 were fraudulently collected by the servicers. Those 

monies should be re turned to the Defendant. 

45. A.s re qlitrea 'oy ·tne 'W't'l't Lounty Ctrctitl LOUrt 'toea! rtites, the Detenitant 'has 

included copies of additional pleadings, orders, and Reports of Proceedings that have occurred 

since tbe Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment Pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-1005- Corrected 

was recoriteit anit sevveit uniter 'Sectton 1 1 U1J cerflficaiwn (see attached Group Exhibit 3, Group 

Exhibits A-D. inclu; ;ive). 

46. On 05/06/09, In Re: Jacalyn S. Nosek, Debtor Memorandum and Order (see 

attached Exhibit 6 ), :.>tibstantive sanctions were ordered that should be considered as appropriate 

in this instant case, given the financial resources of Deutsche Bank, Deutsche Bank National 

Trust, Pierce & Ass( >ciates, and Dykema Gosset . 
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4 7. If th(! Court wishes to maintam the cred.i.hiJjJ-" nCtbe I. ih Cixc:JJiJ. Crow. w.;t.b. t,l)r., 

citizens of Will Cou nty. the Court needs to send a very clear message that foreclosure fraud in an 

attempt to steal citi,~n homes will not be tolerated. 

records in the Will ( :ounty Recorder records, the Court needs to send a very clear message that 

recording fraudulent Assignments will not be tolerated. 

WHEREFOR£_, W1l '<'<tt wrmlJ "<~mt> ?tat<d. ~.-c. lj)clj-erdairlt1"l>~t'i:dk_y 1tlf~<"l> 'air> 

Court enter an Orde. ·granting the sanction of dismissal with prejudice against DBNT in this case 

and ordering DBN1 ·• Pierce & Associates and its unidentified attorneys, Dykema Gossett and its 

'llt«mrej. ?,.n,'j 1-mlt.c:t, 'ttJ VaJ -;ma:i.urffi sa'i'ilc'retil tu ueu:r sm!n 'frauo upon tne 'Colll'l ·m tne many 

other foreclosure act .ions in this Court. Sanctions should be awarded for the following actions 

that have made am< )Cker of the 12th Judicial Circuit Court, as well as being a primary example of 

'l'rre 'itm.'t!JD"Stm: 'ir&ot't 'oe'mg repone6 'oy tne me6.ta an6 a6niitte6 to 'oy D'i's1\11 ·m ·ns own 'J'0725!'J'O 

letter: 

1) A fri volous, legally false Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage, 

2) A ira; ucn:iJent Comp'tamt tor orec'tose Mortgage, smce DBNl iloes not even ·know 

who holds th e original Mortgage and the original Note, 

3) Plea(iings with many false statements, 

4) A res pons·ive pleading as an Emergency Motion. 

5) An Et nergency Motion that was a litany of false accusations of the Defendant's 

having committed two Class 3 felonies, defamation of character, libel in recorded 

documents. a nd slander against the Defendant in two hearings per the Reports of 

Proceedings . 
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61 

record were filed with the Will County Recorder since January of 2004, and 

7) For m1y other relief which it deems proper, including all fees, costs, t 

The Detendar 11 also requests that this Court will refer this foreclosure action to the Illinois 

Attorney General fo1· a criminal investigation, as well as to the lARDC for severe attorney ethics 

violations. 

R<!>lJ•='I.:tnn'l'y- suomin:eo', 

Lauren L. Scheffers :. ! .' 

f 3!15 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, lL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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LIST OF E. XHIBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 

NOTE: All attached ex hi bits of Defendant have been previously submitted under Section I I 09 
certification to the Circui. t Court of Will County and served upon Denis Pierce, Pierce & 
Associates, and Patrick Stanton/ Amy Jonker, Dykema Gossett. 

EXHIBIT 
Nbr Description 
I. Defendant Cenifi cation- Defendant Motion for Sanctions (I pg.) 
2. Proof of Service (l pg.) 
3 Schematic of'·D· >Did'" by James McGuire (I pg.) 
4. List of Exhibits ( 13 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 1, RELEV MH LAW (AS SUBMITTED WITH DEFENDANT MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMEl~T) 
Nbr Description 
I. ILCS 735 5/Art. XV. Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (6 pgs.) 
2. ILCS 810 5/Artic Ie 3. Uniform Commercial Code, re: Negotiable Securities (7 pgs.) 
3. ILCS 765 5/0.01. W.\%Y.£.C<m''~~?.w....e£. P.s.t(7 ?'6£>.\ 
4. ILCS 735 5/Art. I I, Pt. 6. Code of Civil Procedure. re: Pleading (7 pgs.) 
5. ILCS 735 511 109. Code of Civil Procedure. re: Verification by Certification (I pg.) 
6. Power of Attorney ex&m(hl<:{5 fJfSS.) 

a. No such Power of Attorney recorded with the Will County Recorder 
7. Bayview Loan S(·rvicing, L.L.C. v. Jeffrey Eden Nelson. Case No: 5-06-0664. (5th Dist.. 

June 16. 2008), R,·c.\-e 13 0.\kr Hk\1 Ma"J 1 I .1%9,. ~iS pg:<>.) 
a. A summar y judgment is an appropriate remedy only if the pleadings. depositions, 
and admissions on file, together with any affidavits, show that there is no genuine issue 
<:T{ m-dl.mirl f.n:t ar.ti o'r.r( (Ire m<T<mr( is mtn.~W 111 a jou'grrrart as a rrra((er<:Tf'!'aw: Portii'l <: 
Hess, I I I Ill.2d 229, 240 (1986)(pg. 4). 
b. Nothing im the trial court record indicates that Bayview holds the mortgage 
ur nlfte tnai ·,s to.., su'ojeci o1 1'n'1s torec\osure ac'i10n. \fma\ pg.) 
c. Additiona lly, because there was no basis for the entry of a summary 
judgment in favor of Bayview, the court improperly entered the judgment of 
foreciosurc and 1 1rder ofsal'e. (final' pg.J 

EXHIBIT 2, 10/20/10 \\'ill County Circuit Clerk Court Docket (10 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 3, 10/25/10 D<.·utsche Bank Letter from Deutsche Bank Trust National Trust 
Company re: Certain Alllegations Regarding Loan Servicer Foreclosure Practices (10 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 4, 06/10/10 Nationwide Title Clearing, Erika Lance Deposition (55 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 5, 04/21/08 D·eutscbe Bank National irust/C.ti Residential Lending, i a mara 
Price Deposition (15 pgs .. ) 

• EXHIBIT 6, 05/06/09 In Re: .facafyn s: Nosek, Oel'ltor Memorandum ami Order (Ztf pgs.j 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS fCON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1, S UBSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN 
SUPPORT OF DE FEN DANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NOTE: All exhibits belc•w have been submitted under Section I I 09 certification to the Circuit 
Court of Will County._ a.<: well a.~ havin~been Qreviously served UQOn Denis Pierce. Pierce & 
Associates, and Patrick ~ aanton/ Amy Jonker. Dykema Gossett. 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, U4CKGROUN.D 
Nbr Description 
I. 12/31/03 Settlerr, ent Statement dated 12/31/03 vs. mortgage/note dates of 12118/03 

(2 pgs.) 
2. I 0/23/07 Citi Res idential Letter with correction that the creditor is Ameriques! Mortgage 

Securities. Inc. (I pg.) 
a. No mentL.M of De.v.tJ;cke »-k .N:#il.wJIJ Tnm 

3. 05/06/08 Unsub; tantiated internal memo posted online related to the shutting down of 
Citi Residential Lending with mortgages being transferred to CitiMortgage and other 
financial instituti<m">, )'.!.">\ u, ~f~\\1!.'1&'1.'\\ tw~ wm;t.%,1l~'i. ·~~~~~ ?.W.%,..-&d t~ i\me~ 
Home Mortgage Hervicing Inc. ("AHMSI") and JPMorgan Chase Bank (I pg.) 

4. Undated notice received by Defendant that verifies that CitiMortgage, Inc. (CMI) 
acquired the serv\ci~~ of a,.llt i?NNt@26'e' .~?s t:r.tJtw Cit.; Re.s..iJe.:WlaJ Le.W.\~, Aw:. (CRL ,',in 
February 2009 . 

5. 

6. 

a. No RESt• A notification to that effect 
b. Subsequ.,.m'iy, )'tinT 'roan wn 'inm.iHm 'it> ,.nmtiH ~ttn. 
c. Verifies uusubstantiated internal memo above 
12/02/08 Citi Re,:idential Lending Notice of Intention to Foreclose (1 pg.) 
a. Not a req ·tre« fur- iidl jlltynreutl\n.-.:n._,,,.o11n 
01/15/09 Assignment of Mortgage/Deed AFTER DEFAUL TIEFFECTIVE AFTER 
INCLUDED IN CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY FILING (1 pg.) 
a. Citi Resido ~ntia\ Lending \nc. as Attorney-\n-~a~'\ for !own and Cuontry Credit 

Corp WIT'H NO POWER OF ATTORNEY RECORDED WITH WILL 
COUNT\. RECORDER 

b. To Deutsche 6arul: !Va(iona!' crust Company. as crustee tOr, A.meriquest 
Mortgagt~ Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-lbrough Certificates, 
Series 2004-R I 

c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g. 
h. 

l. 

j. 

Under the· Pooling and Servicing Agreement dated February 1, 2004 
Signed by Crystal Moore, as Vice President of Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
Notarized by Bryan J. Bly 
t'lotary da1te January f5, !IMT 
Effective. 2/11/09 
Prepared hy Jessica Fretwell/NTC. 2100 Alt. 19 North, Palm Harbor. Fl 34683 
t"WU)Cl4b- '9Y:'iL 
Return to AHMSI, C/0 NTC 2100 Alt. 19 North, Palm Harbor, FL 
Recorded in Will County on 03/18/2009 
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LIST OF EXHhBITS DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS fCON'T.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1, S UBSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFEN DANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, BACKGROUND (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
7. 01/15/09 Assignmnent of Mortgageffieed AFTER DEF AUL TIEFFECTIVE AFTER 

INCLUDED IN •CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY FILING (con't.) 
k. CRL L#: U065794000 
I. Assignee L#: 4000536807 
m. Investor 1.#: 0065794000 
n. Custodian·.ll5 

8. 12/12/08 Assignn 1ent of Mortgageffieed (1 pg.) AFTER DEFAULT/EFFECTIVE 
AFTER INCLU)')ED IN CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY FILING for Defendant's 
D»Pa,a.e C.wmzy (»'Dperl]' [J pe.) 

9. 02/JJ/09 RESPA Notice of Assignment, Sale or Transfer of Servicing 
Rights from Citi !Residential Lending Inc. to American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. , 
~ffttR..('N't.li -tJ.mlaliJ~ l.l l.l. lQm), \ l.l ';J6.\ 
a. Per Number 4 above. CitiMortgage indicated it "acquired the servicing of all 

mortgage loans from Citi Residential Lending, Inc. (CRL) in February 2009. 
b. &b~c nt/j; J'<WN" MIM ff'IIM tr11tuf«rvxl M lliMtker Sen·icer. 
c. RESP A ftrom Citi Residential Lending, Inc. to CitiMortgage, Inc. does not 

exist 
-6. 1''Ml. M.'i'. 'l t. 'llb\m 'l>'rmrM m,tr'Mrl <:.~, \-M. u. t.'l'h't'Y'.t.'ll'rl v.

Mortgage Servicing, Inc. 
I 0. 09/16/09 Pierce&: Associates Collection Letter (2 pgs.) 

a. In violatiua af Cmrprer 7 Bllaknxptcy· o.l'Jin:mr~ dared (J5t'(J5/(J9 
b. Hired by AHMSI to commence foredosure proceedings, not by Plaintiff as 

stated in the Foreclosure Complaint 
c. As of 9/1 <J iW, $\ ~6.1o/.J.?i2 amuurtt due wn'n no ;uppurfmg de'llii\ 
d. Pursuant t< >the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, the firm of Pierce & 

Associates is deemed to be a debt collector 
e. Pierce & Associates rile numl'>er 924974 

I I. 08/26/09/served (19/10/09 Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage (4 pgs.) AFTER 
CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY DISCHARGE DATED 05/05/09 
a. No one o" ·ned note on 12111\ltO 
b. Refinance was not final until the Settlement Date of 12/31103 
c. Plaintiff i!; the Trustee for the holder of the Mortgage and the Note 
a·. Amount o'•ue is :bf 713,"16Z.Z3 witft no o'etaif tor costs, fees, or advances 
e. After the ( ~hapter 7 Bankruptcy discharge on 05105109 
f. Pierce & /'~ssociates, P.C. Attorney. Richard Elsliger, ARDC#6206020 
g. t;Ierce & A .ssoc'!ates 'F1'1e number 1' AtRI24'Y/4 

12. 09/05110 Screen prints from the SEC site indicating that the Plaintiff per the Complaint is 
Ameriques! Secur 1ties Trust R2004-R1, while litigation pleadings have a totally different 
Plaintiff as Ameri quest Secuniies rrust R2004-JU (3 pgs.) 
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Case 09CH3797. Filed ('.8/26/2{)()9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT I, SUBSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN 
SUPPORT OF DE FEN DANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T,) 

GROUP EXHIBIT B, Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case: 09-02917 (Filed - 01/30/09/Closed -
05/05/09) 
Nbr Description 
l. 01130/09 ScheduleD- Creditors Holding Secured Claims. stating Citi Residential 

l.e.lldi.og .as J.b.e .Sc-c.urro C.redi:tnr for !be property in this case { 1 pg.) 
2. 03/05/09 Meetin g of the Creditors on March 5, 2009 (3 pgs.) 

a. Deadline to file a complaint was May 4, 2009 
~. '{lv!. Wm.I.•~'J o:ktli!~ ~ DIJL'It ~w:ive ~ cnoq~laint and an~ required 

filing fee by that Deadline (May 4, 2009) 
c. Certificatte of Notice- neither AHMSI nor Deutsche Bank National Bank 

rece;>'ed wolke 
3. 04117/09 AHMS 1/DBNT Motion to Modify the Automatic Stay 

4 . 

a. 04/17/09 AHMSl/DBNT Notice of Motion Certification (2 pgs.) 
I,) ¢.,,nr.;!. ?.4.. 1.QJ)fhl. q ·.I.'S. ~m .. 
2) It 1is document is an attempt to collect a debt and any infonnation obtained 

wi II be used for that purpose 
3 ) P' "'= & Ass""'.'&\..<>s, P. C. A,\'O."neJ', C.la...jstophe,r .~!. Bm>ll'?, 

ARDC#6271138 
4) Pierce & Associates File number PA09-2304 

b. 04/17/09 AHMS\IDI'.Nl: Mm>m. \'<> MOO>f.i \\'&. i'.'U'&mlll.'&. 'i>\?.'j ~> "n'>·l 
1) Al-IMSI holds the first mortgage lien 
2) Tt te debt is based on December 31, 2003 Mortgage and Note 
3) r-.~ l'irrnis CM."I!>>,<rry· ro f!'aJ' alf AHM.'il o;~e~·e 8(1fl>:'o:JXim&.\.."l1J' $ •' 79,921).55, 

plus reasonable attorneys fees and costs, through April 2009. 
4) T 1e account is currently due and owing to AHMSI for the November 2008 

cu:rrent mortgage payment ana t'no;;e t'nereafter. pin~ 1ea;OTl'21b\e att=y~ 
fet 's and costs 

5) Th e Debtor has scheduled an intention to surrender the property (***per 
Sdteduie D a6ove to CYti Residential Leoo'JiJg u Secunu' Crediror) 

04/24/09 Eugene R. Wedoff- Order Modifying Stay (I pg.) 
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Case 09CH3 797. Filed 1J8/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHI BITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1, 1'>UBSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T,) 

GROUP EXHIBIT B, Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case: 09-02917 (Filed- 01/30/09/Ciosed-
05/05/09) (con 't.) 

5. 02/26/10 Plainti frs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production (6 pgs.) 
a. After Sta y Order Motion had been granted to Plaintiff, when not listed as the 

.&.cJ.ll'jJy •C.r .. di1.ru- M Sc.bf>.dul., D 
b. Many totally false Trustee statements 

I) B .orrowers never receive original mortgage/notes 
2\ L t>Jlrlr.J:<>. al.w.a~"- maintain. nr.i_,ynal. mru:t~Jonte<;. as. PJ:i_tjr.aJ. lrP,;U. 

d< JCuments to support foreclosure complaints 
c. Trustees tales that it is searching for an original of the mortgage and will 

produce i! .tc> Sche.ffc.rs upo.? .locJi!~'¥! .it. 1»">'emgamw cb»>ilwes.. 
d. Trustee , .. tates that it is searching for an original of the note and will produce it to 

SchetTer< upon locating it. Investigation continues. 
e. Trustee s.•.?.W.<;, th?.t \t i,<;, """?.'"-h\~15 f"-<- -M"\<,!.i.l!.ll.l cl't~ 11.~\\~l!.t w.d •N\\\ 

produce i t to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation continues. 
f. Trustee I< 1tally failed to produce the Defendant's request for the original sale or 

assignme .w .:hca\we..W&io.7 (li'Mr to t/N6 Trwl'$' ckmng diNe uf Fehn/IN']' b, 
2004 to ~--upport the filing with the Securities Exchange Commission . 

g. Trustee failed to produce the Defendant's request for a copy of the portion of 
the Prospn'\m 'l>u'Mn\tttt\ '" \bt: ~Tnm ~:.u:bangt: Ct>mmmolt>n ft>T \bh 
Ameriqu est Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl that verifies that this 
mortgagt., and note were included 

6. 05/05/09 United St&'"<:s B.mktTJptcy· CU'Ul7 Di5l-··h.s.-ge af DrXJ..w 
a. 05/05/09 Discharge of Debtor (I pg.) 
b. 05/05/09 Discharge of Debtor (l pg.) 

I ) C u\\et .. iiOD Ol aisc'nargea aems pro'ni'oitea 
2) "!- lowever, a creditor may have the right to enforce a valid lien, 

su ch as a mortgage or security interest. against the debtor's property after 
dr e lmnttrupn:y; if til a( irea Wll1f aut avuiu'ed ur ea'iuninrted iu tile 
bankruptcy case." 

c. Certifies te of Notice- neither Deutsche Bank National Trust nor AHMSI 
rece'tvea 1notlce as a party to tb.e Chapter/ banKruptcy\) pg;) 

NOTE: NO COMPLAINT FILED BY DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST NOR 
A.HMSt Bt' THE ~tl141tll'1 OEA.Ol.,lNE roBE i.,tsrEO A.S THE SECU«.€0 C«.EOtro«. 
FOR THIS PROPERTY. THEREFORE, NOTE WAS DISCHARGED AS AN 
UNSECURED DEBT. 

THIS FORECLOSURI •: ACTION VIOLATES FEDERAL LAWS IN AN ATTEMPT TO 
COLLECT A DEBT D:tSCHARGED IN A CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY . 
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Case 09CHJ797. Filed •,[)3,'26'21)(}9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS fCON'T.I 

GROUP EXHIBIT I, :SUBSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFEt'iDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT C, DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
Nhr Des.criQ.tinn. 

I. Deutsche Bank J''-Jational Trust Prospectus: Ameriquest Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-
Rl, Asset-Backt'd Pass-Through Certificates. Series 2004-R I (AMQABS2004R I) 
a. Trust Cuut-llff .fiatt>: T.M r.UW. Df .bu.~ Frhrna.ry J,.20fl4 
b. Trust Cl.osing Date: On or about February 6. 2004, DBTOI.S (I pg.) 
c. Trust Seller and Master Servicer: Ameriquest Mortgage Company (not 

Town & c-.. t.-, C~..d\t <M\'·~ OKflltJi (t \''l.·~ 
d. Trustee: Deutsche Bank National Trust Company. DBT01.6 (I pg.) 

1) VVill act as custodian, initial paying agent and certificate registrar 
a The C.e.r tmc:N.es, »BT9:J (J M) 

I) l'be Offered Certificates will be sold by the Depositor to the 
l J nderwriters on the Closing Date 

1.~ '\ . ...._ ~.....-~. <:_.,,.\W«.'LW.., ... w. \rNRnJkj ...... ~"-'i>"''''"''•·\·•.-! ~ ~ ............... 
gi lobal certificates registered in the name of a nominee of the 
Diepository Trust Company 

f. Tlre-Coerttfk.r,'lcst<t'!eOb.'igati"<M<ffl&e TtwffOtrlj; INJTIJ5.1 (1 ~) 
I) l'he certificates will not represent an ownership interest in or 

o bligation of the Depositor, the Master Servicer, the Seller the 
-u~j\1. ·.gma\un, \'In:: "'1-r-m~ til" lOJY m '\'nm ~-pn'\nt aW.'inft~. 

2) P roceeds of the assets included in the trust will be the sole source of 
d istributions on the Class A Certificates and the Mezzanine 
<" .en'iiil:at'es 

g. Assignment of the Mortgage Loans, DBT07.1 (I pg.) 
I ) 1 'be Depositor will deliver to the Trustee (or to a custodian on the 

1 · rusree' s 'oena'li) wll'n respe~"' 'u t:'d~'n ~vwngage 'Ltmn \1) ''ne mUI'tg-d£t: 
n••Jte endorsed without recourse in blank to reflect the transfer of the 
1\ lortgage Loan, (ii) the original mortgage with evidence of recording 
ir1a'icatea' thereon ana· (iiiJ an assignmenr of rile mortgage tit recordaa'n'e 
f• lrm endorsed in blank without recourse, reflecting the transfer of the 
l\ ,1ortgage Loan. 

2) Toe Depositor w·m not cause to be recorileil any .l\ss'tgnment w"Jitc'n 
rdates to a Mortgage Loan in any jurisdiction ... unless such failure to 
record would result in a withdrawal or a downgrading by any Rating 
Agency 

h. The Selkr and Master Servicer. DBT07.2 (I pg.) 
I) A.,meriquest Mortgage Company (sometimes referred to herein as 

"'Amei:rquesf. toe '~'Seller~· ortne '''Master '5erv'Jcei') 
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Case 09CH3 797, File<:'j ()8/26/2()(}9 

LIST OF EXH!IBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1., SUBSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFE:NDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT {CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT (:,DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
Nfu: Oe~ 

I. Deutsche Bank National Trust Prospectus: Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-
Rl, Asset-Bad 'ed Pass-Through Certificates, Series 2004-RI (AMQABS2004RI) 
[.c.o.:o '1.) 
i. SEC F·orm 15-15D (3 pgs.) 

1) Certification and Notice of Termination of Registration under Section 
1,11._~~ 

2) As ofOl/26/05, there are l2 certificate holders, AS NOMINEE FOR 
DEPOSITORY TRUST COMPANY, NOT INVESTORS 

J. Legal P. .. ct.\?t?S~ H.-eF .. i.ew ol' At"m\~.st &#k"welN &'} /),l,Q),IJD/)6- {2 pgs.} 

GROUP EXHIBIT U, AMERIQUEST SETTLEMENT WAIVED UPON FILING OF 
FORECLOSURE AC1'\0NS IN i\11'\lRf.. 
Nbr Description 

1. 01/23/06 Ame1 iquest Settlement Agreement, pgs. 1, 39-41 (4 pgs.) 
a. "N otwinhntmiiag nh\r ~. ff"C imr!' afficmtrtio~· .n-o:kfmffl~· ~ liitJ' 

claim ur defense that we have with respect to my loan with an Ameriquest 
Party in response to a judicial or threatened non-udicial foreclosure, 
includimg \bm.e nbrtm to \be \tmding pnrticn futm m tb~ .,..,.._,..,, ~pg. 4\ ). 

b. Waiver was in effect until the Lis Pendens was filed for this property on 
08/26/0' 9 which was after the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy was discharged on 
cYSt~tij' 9 

c. THERJEFORE, DEFENDANT COULD NOT HAVE RAISED THESE 
ISSUE:·S IN THE CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY 

2. \)n6ate6 '1eners rcce'Jve6 'irom Wimo'ts Attorney Generat: i-:.oitce o'i 'i our 'K1gm to a 
Restitution Pay ment ( 3 pgs.) 
a. $340.70, Duplex (Aurora) 
b. $517.6CJ So far (!Vaperviffej 
c. $849.54 Dawn (Glen Ellyn) 

3. 12114/07 Ame1 iquest Settlement Restitution Settlement Check for $2590.03 per above (2 
pgs.) 
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Case 09CH3 797, Filec:.1 6\l',lli261W 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2,. PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS, SU BSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT 

------ --------- -7 - -----·--- -----e----.r ··------ --
Nbr Description 

I. 06/23/10 Plaint.itTEmergency Motion to Vacate Order and for Sanctions with extensive 
comments by f )c.~.r.via.f.\1 [£. pgs. ,\ 
a. Plaintiff is a totally different trust, 2004-RJ, not the trust 2004-Rl as 

specifi<!d in the Complaint 
b. Defam.-J.iwl. ~ \klit.w!WII.''!.~~w 
c. Libelous filing for the third time as a false allegation that Defendant 

commi1rted a Class 3 Felony regarding Defendant's Section 1 109 
C.ertilk.:Rti.M of Pk.wJm~, inckNNRg Proof of Servke w#b Demery 
Confir··mation numbers 

2. 06/24/10 Orde·r (I pg.) 
"la. ~Jt'WYt1-geM.w.t JvrRl}llf5 "'£irtt:~llR. fu J?1aiotl;l"t. '£WR..'i'f5tW~-'j ~Jt~L;M~ 

3. 06/24/10 Repm t of Proceedings with extensive comments by Defendant (7 pgs.) 

..)i:lltc..;uu 11!) \ 1 u pg:s. 1 

c. Defend ant Certification- Defendant Response to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to 
Vacate Order and for Sanctions (I pg.) 

o. '..;,-,, u'i J''::x'ri/o'ns - 'i)e'i enolfifl 'i\espur~;-.: 'tu 'l'nirrtiO'i Erm.1geTll:"J H"ttliturt tu ·~ «L'ltte 
Order and for Sanctions ( 4 pgs.) 

NOTE: SEE 1\LL PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED EXHIBITS IN GROUP EXHIBIT 
Zt'GROfil' £KHfBfT Z B£LOW (pgs. W-ll J 

5. 07/14/10 (Deu,tsche Bank National Trust Company) Reply in Support of Emergency 
Motion to Vac.ate Court Order and for Sanctions (8 pgs.) 
a. Yla'm(Ifl"•s a totally «•Berent trust, 1004-in, not fue trust1004-"K".J as 

specifie·d in the Complaint 
b. Defam11tion of Defendant's character 
c. Libelous tffing for tlie second time as a fafse alfegatfon tftat Oefendant 

committed a Class 3 Felony regarding Defendant's Section l 109 
Certifi•cation of Pleadings, including Proof of Service with Delivery 
Con fin nation numbers 

6. 07/22/10 Order (I pg.) 
a. Plaintif:+'s Motion to Vacate Court Order and for Sanctions is denied without 

prejudice 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/2612009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS fCON'T.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2., PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS, Sl BSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT 
OF DEFENDANT !\-"lOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT I, Plaintiff Emer~ncy Motion to Vacate Order and for Sanctions 
(con't.) 
Nbr Description 

7. 07/22/10 Repll•rJ nf Proceeding.• w.ith ~nm.olive .comment< .by DefJ>.nd.aDJ (19 pgs.) 
a. Numet·ous slanderous statements by Plaintiff's litigation counsel 

I) "This is the second time we have not received Notice of Motion'", 
(w,.1_1JJ.'i 1.-1\ 

2) ·'But in this case. we believe there was a specific purpose for it. .. 
(pg. 12. Ins. 6-8. 

3) "T.be {X\~W .\so J.MJ !.bc,re .\so £1,) IN>£\rmt».15 o.\5c.rep.aw:y .bcm~e.Q w.MJ t.bc US. 
Postal Service tells us and what Ms. Scheffers tells us:' (pg. 14. Ins. 5-9) 

b. The Court found, "According to what is of record, notice was in accord with 
'>iWtt.\'·~ ...... ~~ M-t.~~." 1,n.t.1.,a.w.. \S.I..i~ 

c. The Co•urt stated, "Legally I can't imply from what I see in front of me that 
there " ·as any intent to confuse or to take advantage of legal process here in 
the RrN'o?ii« ffl H'kk/r iflffl.re H'NK ~" (pg. J.J, liN. 2-5) 

d. The Cl 1urt failed to read the Defendant pleadings, even with a courtesy copy 
in advance (pgs. 9, 16, 17) 
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Case 09CHJ797, F.;b"l 08/26/2009 

LIST OF EXH IBJTS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS fCON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS, SU BSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT 
OF DEFENDANT M OTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBLT lv Defendant Reo,w:si fm: Saru:.tions. nf Pierce & A.<i.<l.flciates., D'!l'lwna. 
Gossett, Amy Jonker as submitted under Section 1 109 certification within Defendant 
Response to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to Vacate Order and for Sanctions on 07/06/10 
above 
Nbr 

I. 
2. 

4. 
5. 

Description 
Summons dated Aug 26.2009 (1 pg.) 
Service upon D~f~t daWi ~.=b<:>: tQ. 2JJQ<l ( t ?'6-1 
Pierce & Associates letter dated September 16.2009 (2 pgs.) 
a. Hired b:f American Home Mortgage Servicing. Inc. as Successor in Interest to 

l_)p\t.~r.' 1f.A9e' as se.rgice.r J.o ClAw.wem:e ... furec.l..?.5;,w·e p1r.ocee-.i~-r;ogs. ,WJtt b]' P.la.\W.i.ff as 
stated i11 the Foreclosure Complaint 

b. As of September 16, 2009, $186, 795.82 is amount due with no supporting detail 
~. l?'Vi thtt. .'Ymy ~~Rtl;M, Qn&~ 'm• ?,.-rpii,J. 1.~. 1..@, th~ ~w~ ;aS ~;li''5 ~~h':r....~.w·l§.-~ :n. tb~t, 

Chapter 7 Bankruptcy that closed on May 5. 2009 
d Pursuan t to the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, the firm of Pierce & 

Associat\?.5 ls .:k'elwed ta be a debt <Xh.1A."-.'L\:7r 

Report ofProc;!edings for January 28,2010, pgs. 1-2.24,26-29 (7 pgs.) 
UPS package r"!ceived with cover letter dated February 23. 2010 
a. Cover lc'l\e~ 'irom Ca:noace A. Ma:nt're\, A>>~\an\ \o Am-yR. ~onil.e~. D)'il.eJT13 

Gossett PLLC (I pg.) 
I ) I onclosed document: Defendant <sic> Deutsche Bank. s <sic> Notice and 

~vfociurr fur E:\U:rrsiun ufrirrre l\J Am;werurortrerwr.,-e f'tl:au 
2) Enclosed document: Additional Appearance 

b. Motion for Extension of Time to Answer or Otherwise Plead (2 pgs.) 
c. Additi01 ui1 1\ppearance 1I'Iea l·eoruary S, 1'0Yi'1 t 'I pg.) 

6. Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production with numerous 
false/wrong stat.ements indicated by Defendant sent February 26. 2010 (6 pgs.) 

7. Defendant Not' ce of Motion, Oe;ena'anr!Counrer-J"l'a(nujfMori"on ro {J(sm(ss Compt'arnr 
to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack o_f Legal Standing (I pg.) 

8. PlaintiffNotict of Motion. Defendant<sic> Deutsche Bank's<sic> Molionfor Extension 
of Time to Ans11 ·er or Otherwise Plead l1 pg.) 

9. Plaintiff Re-No1;.ice of Motion, Defendant<sic> Deutsche Bank ~~<sic> Motion for 
Extension ofTit ne to Answer or Otherwise Plead (I pg.) 

HJ. Oefima·ant J\loti ce ofMollon - Amended Date. Oe.fimaimt!Counter-P!atnt(lrMotron to 
Dismiss Compluint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing (I pg.) 

II. E-mail exchange between Defendant and Amy Jonker (6 pgs.) 
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LIST OF EXHIIBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS fCON'T.I 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2., PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS .• Sl 'BSET OF EXHIBITS PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT 
OF DEFENDANT MIOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT l., Defendant Reope.'lt fur Sandions. of Pierce & Associate~, D¥ke:ma 
Gossett, Amy Jonker as submitted under Section I 109 certification within Defendant 
Response to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to Vacate Order and for Sanctions on 07/06/10 
.Pb.!WJ' 

Nbr 
12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 
/8. 
19. 

20. 
:n. 

Description 
Defendant Not ice of Motion, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Motion for Leave to Amend 
GPJ ..... muwtlf.J>J_, . .,tr..r.-l?laint.i.lf. MmJJw. •a Di • ..mi.<;.o;.Cm:mpaint. •a fQJJ' .. dA~ Mm:t.'b"'~ \i~ 
Lack of Legal :Standing recorded on April 20, 2010 
a. With h< md-printed date of "April27 at I :30 p.m." (1 pg.) 
b. With bla.'l.l' ~e.~r.l;w.'ld,w;\'i\\t'd.da\t'f,l pg.} 
c. With handwritten date of"May 13, 9:30" as submitted by Amy Jonker (I pg.) 
P1aintiff/Councer-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and Counter
Complaint Pur.••;u'M'Ii \~!- J:,S ~LC~ Se~\\= 2-(;\9.\ ~"~-;y;:;ki Mz.~~\>. \{'., 2(1'.<) \2 pg"O.} 
Plaintiff Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss 
Affirmative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS § 2-619.1 (14 pgs.) 
Plaintiffs Rep1• J' ,\7 Sa~ <Jf .".ts Mv-ti<m ,Vf D.'s.mss A.flltmat.'w: De.t'\?51.-"'S a.wl Cauw.\.'\"
Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS § 2-619.1 mailed May 7, 2010 (10 pgs.) 
Plaintiffs Res:JOnse to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> Motion to Dismiss Complaint to 
Foreclose Mortgage fm 'Lacll. of 'Legal '2>tanmng W.\r, mxm1::1tfl15 'MOTrgl'mattuH•\e 
statements indic~ated by Defendant (I 0 pgs.) 
Court Order dated May 13,2010 (l pg.) 
ReportofProo:xdiags forlHay 13,20/0, pgs. /, 13-/6, 32(5 pgs.) 
Court Order dated June 22.2010 with briefing schedule (I pg.) 
a. Plaintif fto tile reply to defendant Lauren Scheffers motion to correct the order, 

mo1wn to compe'1 proauctwn ana moiwn to recons·Jaer'oyi-Li'J-Yv 
b. 
c. 

Lauren Scheffers to file any reply to plaintiffs responses by 8-3-1 0 
Hearing. on the motion to correct the order, motion to compel production, and 
motion ro reconsider is set (or nearing on Thursday, t>- !'Z-1'(/ ar 9:3(1 a.m. 

d. The hearing date of7-15-IO is cancelled. 
Report ofProcc~edings for June 22,2010. pgs. 1-2 (2 pgs.) 
E-mail to DelerHiant lrom Amy )oriker, Dykema Dossett, itateit DbT£.l(I"{J at/:"2b p.m. 
with attached P OF of Emergency Motion to Vacate Court Order and for Sanctions to be 
heard 10 hours later. June 24,2010 at 9:30a.m. (2 pgs.) 
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• 
CoseD9CHJ797. Fikd. 0812612009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT :3, PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF PROCEEDINGS 
SUBSEQUENT TO FILING OF DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, Defendant Motion for Leave to File Motion to Strike Plaintifrs 09-
14-10 Motions Pursuant to 735 ILCS 512-6l5(b\,Instanter 
Nbr Description 

I . 09/14/10 Deft ,ndant Motion for Leave to File Motion to Strike Plaintiffs 09- I 4-10 
Motions Pursuant to 735 Jl.C$ 511-6J5{b). Jns111n1er 
a. Notic·~ of Motion (I pg.) 
b. Defe"'dant Motion for Leave to File Motion to Strike Plaintiff's 09-14-10 

Motio.n.'i PUI>JJ.atl.t tn 71 S lLCS Sl2-6l S(b ~ ln.~lanter (21jl\1'i-) 
c. List of Exhibits ( 4 pgs.) 

2. 10/18/10 Men 10randum in Support of Defendant Motion to Strike Plaintiffs 09-14-10 
Motions Pursl.w.W .to 735 .Tl.CS 511-bL'V):o) 
a. Notic,~ of Filing (1 pg.) 

c. Defenc !ant Certification - Memorandum in Support of Defendant Motion to Strike 
Plainti tTs09-14-IO Motions Pursuant to 7351LCS S/2-615(b) (I pg.) 

d. Proof <v.f 5\.-n·,'ce 0 p-g.) 

• GROUP EXHIBIT B, Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment 
Nbr Description 

• 

I. I 0/05/10 Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment 
a. Notice of Filing (2 pgs.) 

NOTf.: SH<Jl./l.{) BE ,,'<JTlCl: <Jl' M<JTI<Ji'l' H1TH Hl:ARI•W; Ott Tl: 
b. Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment (2 pgs.) 

2. 10118/10 Def<:ndant Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike Defendant Motion for 
Summary Jud~c:rr,en't 
a. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
b. Defend ant Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike Defendant Motion for Summary 

Judgment ('I' pgs.j 
c. Defen< lant Certification - Defendant Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike 

Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment (I pg.) 
d. Proof o f ';',erv'Jce () pg.) 
e. List of Exhibits (2 pgs.) 
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Case 09CH3 797. Fik.<UIY.'26'2l\99 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT. J, PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF PROCEEDINGS 
SUBSEQUENT TO FILING OF DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
(CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT C, Defendant Combined Res9onse to Plaintiff Motion for Order of 
Default, Motion for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale, and Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
Nbr 

!. 
Description 
I 0/18/ I 0 Dekndant Combined Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order of Default, Motion 
for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale. and Motion for Summary Judgment (3 pgs.) 
a. Notice• ufFilit1.1.;(l ljlg.\ 
b. Notice of Filing Proof of Service (I pg.) 
c. Defendant Combined Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order of Default. Motion 

fw JJ.v )g.roe.W .JAr F £\re.c.\mJ.~re .ar.0 &le . .ar.0 .1\dN.it.\o .w S.U.mro.ary JJ.u:lg.roe.W 
(3 pgs .) 

d. De fen. jant Certification • Combined Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order of 
IJP..('l!~.''·· MmiRn. W. L·~Wtt'>t. W. Jiw.ey-JR-~Ju.<:. 'im! ~tt. wd. MmiRn. W. ':>!.!mmJl0 
Judgment (I pg.) 

e. Proof,JfService(lpg.) 
l List oFExk..;bits (l pg.) 
g. Exhibit I (5 pgs.) 
h. Exhib ,t 2 (4 pgs.) 
·.. L"A7ikiJ;\ ~ '\1. w.,.~ 
J. Exhibit 4 (8 pgs.) 
k. Exhibit 5 (I pg.) 
I. Exhibit 6 (2 pgs./ 

GROUP EXHIBIT D, Hearing on August 12, 2010 
Nbr Description 

I. 08/12/10 Court Order (I pg.l 
2. 08/12/10 Rep<: >rt of Proceeding with extensive comments by Defendant (pgs. I. 18-19, 

3t'-35j(8pgs. i 

NOTE AT NO TIM tE DOES THE COURT ADMONISH THE OFFICER OF THE 
O:iU'Ki 1't:m '&YJC)i' ID..J\"1 A.Wl'i.:i 'i'l'IA.'i'1"R\'fl>'ro.A"l'i1. 1l'i1.'ilAV'iWi< ffi1 'i..A\l~'ill'l'l~ 
THROUGHOUT Tl IE HEARING OR FOR THE USE OF "CRAP" in the "true sense of 
the meaning." (pg. 1 8, Ins 18-24, pg. 19, Ins l-3) 
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November ~::_., 2Dl0 

RICH ... ARD L. ::LS!...IGER 

PT2RCE & ;:>.SSD~I.'\T"SS 

l N DEARE ORN 

CHIC.;>,.GO 

;. .. !'•i2RI QUE~· T :-:ORTG.:;GE s;:;: .. :DR.:T .::-·:-:-s- rr:c-~-:- ,--:.13 .. ; F I, .. ~s5e:J.-- :s;..c;,·::;::; 2 

... -.,-s .. 

F.:w::losed is a cop:r- o:: the !/:inut:e Entry ~~:>Lered on 

ll/2"2/201:.~ C)' ::he Hcr,c1.-a.l-:.~c RICHJ'>..R.D J. SISGEL.. 

Sincere 1::-

.?a.me-Jd' ""'-'· ':'!t:"".GJJ...:'.:£> 

-.": . .".lcd· .. of :..r.c Ci:Lcui~- 2:;-u.::t. 

Encl. 
cc Cot.rt File 

LAUREN SCKEFFERS ,?roSe 
1305 HORNING ST!o....'Z CT 

NA?ERVILL E r:.. 60564 



STATE OF ILl .!NOIS J 

_) SS. 
COCNTY OF WILL ) 

fN TH E CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE B Al"K ]\;A TIONAL TRUST ) 
CO'v!P.'u'IY, AS TRUSTEE TN TRUST FOR THE ) 
BENEfiT OF THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS ) 
FOR AMERIQ JEST MORTGAGE SECUR!TlES ) 
TRLST 2VV-l-R l, ASSET-BACKED PASS- ) 
THROUGH Cl 'RTlF!CATES. SERIES 2004-Rl ) 

) 
Plaintiff, ) 

\'5. 

') 

) 
) 

(.Al/R£JV SC{-i' £FF£RS A.'R.'/A LAC/i~ELV Lt.C l 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS A.'ID 
LEGATEES OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: 
TL'l'5lt'-.)~0h1~ '\.'; 'H1~L~S ~~:J..lL'..r ~V\Y!~ f?...'((;_f~ .... "T0 ~ 

CLAIMANTS; 

,t 

ORDER 

Case No: 09 CH 3797 

This ma1 :tcr comes before this court for hearing on various motions including 

.r.rns .. o;;;.mntinn.o;;;J(.lr SllTllDlaT_,Y)ud,g.men~. motions to strike and a motion for sanctions. This 

court has been r ·equircd to conduct thorough review of the voluminous pleadings filed by 

the part1es in thi smatter because of an extended sick leave by the court, during which 

time this case w as temporarily transferred to another Circuit Court Judge. Upon return to 

the bench and n 'turn of the file to this court, and in preparation for hearing and ruling on 

the aforementi011ed motions, the court became aware of certam aJlegairons contamea·m 

·;. 
, 

~ .... t\ 

r:: 
\{"\ 
,-] 

" 



;.~ T'"AA~~ ~ tl 
recent pieadin gs filed by the Defendant which qucstJO:J the ti1imess oi the court] wluch ·· 

along with sin1iiar earlier allegations2 make the continued appearance of impaniality ~f ~ 
this COUI1 pro}.~ 

BascJ 'Jn thl! Jbovc. and ·m conSiacra(wn of fhc ongo.mg demcan('f and til.: 

content ofccrt ain of the pleadings filed by the defendant in this matter. this coun 

pursuant to Su prcmc Court ruk 63 hereby· recuses himself from ~my rurth~r invoh·ement 

1::-<TER: 

1 ·'Defendant [sic} Response to Plainriff[sic] Motion to Srrike Dcfendant"s Motion for Summary 
Judgment'' filed 0 ctobcr 18,2010 ami ··Defendant [sicJ Motion For Sanctions'' filed November 15. 2010. 
raragraph 2fl. • ,.. 
~ ··Ansv.·er And 0· umer-ComQiaint'' filed November 13.2009. r;. 16 .. and "Defendant f,sicl.Motion ro 
Reconsider·· filed June 10,2010, Group exhibit 01. p.3 (A complain! to the U.S. Sevemh Circuit Cour1 of 
Appeals compJainj. ng of2 Bankruplcy judges, a 1.)_ S. Tru$1ee, rhree Illinois 2nd District Appeals Justice~ 
and four Illinois Ci rcuir Court Judges among others.) ~ ~(.. .._...... 
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IN THE CIRCillT COURT FOR THE l21
H JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK l'\AT!ONAL TRUST 
COMPANY, AS TR LISTF.E_ 

Plaintill~ 

Y. 

LA lJREN SCHEFF! cRS_ et aL 

Defendant. 

NOTICE OF FILING 

No. 09 CH 3797 

TO: Lauren Schel Ters: l 305 Morning Star Court. Naperville, IL 60564 
Amy Jonker D: kcma. Gos:;:ctt, PLLC. I 0 S. \Vacker Dr., Ste 2100. Chicago. lL 60606 

You arc hcrc·bs notiliedihat on January 2L 2011 Plaintilfhas sent for tiling its Response 
to Defendanl·s Motit m for Sanctions. which is attac-he(i"herew·Jfh and S~'ed upon you. 

-~ -- ; 

I 

1~ ~', fhorce & '):(:S!;oc,·ares 

' Proof of Service 
? 

L Jasmin Ko ieczd. an attomc_ cettil~· that 1 served this Notice of Filing and Response, 
· ur of 5:00 P.f\.1. on Januar) 21. 201 1. by causing the same 

to be deposited in 'i!\'1:.' ,1 ·.s. 1'1\'i~·r, ... <•'l'~Ke A~i'.~- .:n' .C\'M' ,1\W.rJh .!.).e.s\r.h.0.r.o .S.1.rrrt Chic;:~~1n_ JUi..unis 
60602. enclosed in ~~~n l?llYt:-lnpc properly addressed. as stated at;o,:e:··wi~ postage fully prep3id. 

Pierce & 1\ssociates r c. 
Anomeys for Plaint ff 
One North Dearbono. Suite 1300 
Chicago, l!Jinois 606o:' 
Telephone 312 346 S 08R 
09-24974 

7 

\ 
/ 

Pierce & Assm:i:.~tes 



• 

l.t~ at FA-<-Sr: 
stArJ~7's, 

IN THJS CIRCUIT COlJlH FOR THE 12m JUDJCIAL CIRCUIT 

WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

l,lliJTl:<;CHE 8.-\J\~. '\ ,\Tl.O':' !IJ. I.RUS.T 

COMPANY, /IS TR l'STFE. 

Plaintiff 

\, 

l.)v).JlEN. ~CHic J:Jc'!. 'BS. "'- '11 .. 

Defendant. 

'\u. (JlJ Cll -~ 797 

RESIIPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION F 

NOW COM! .S Inc Plaintiff DEll I SCIJE H!\Nh NA TJ0;\1\L 

lRl__:STI~E. b~ and through its. attomc~s. Pierce & :\!':-1xiatL·:-.. P.l ~md in respon~c to 

lkfendnnt"s moti{)n fl"""lr ~anctions states as follows: 

legal counsel based on various actions that they have taken in this matter. She essentially claims 

that PlaintitT and its counsel filed false pkadings and attcm ted tn perpetrate a fraud upon the / -'l'!f'l 

to lack of standing I· 1ave rreviouslv heen adjudicated in Plaintiffs favor. On April 13. 2010 the 

< nurt entered an On Jer ~ranting PklintitTs \lotion to dismi. Dt'fcndant's :\ftlnnatin: Defenses 

and Counterclaims ; __ md I knyi~ DefcnJanl· ~ :"v1ution lll Di 

• -



• 

Dekn:-:~s. ( 'numer ·]aims. and ;-dntinn to Dismiss arc m:arly idt:tHical tP thr:: arJ;umt:nb th:-tt :-;he 

·-" ~ has rai~ed J her u HL'nt motion. llnwcvcr. not only did the Coun dismiss the~l· arguments. but it ~J 1 

specilicJI!y Jinmd thM ?'ta'mfdJ 'll.:L" 'ten:(! sww'fmo ·w t'n·,., mnttc1 
0 

'Furt't1ernwre. on .\u_~;'US! ·1:0. 
.. 
~ ::!010 th\? Cour1 ent .:n:d an Ordt:r d~.·nying a subsequent motion to Reconsider lih::d b~ lktendant. -

(A ct~r: l)f th~- Or, .kr is atta..:hed h~o.·t~:H, as Exhibit B.) ·1 he nrJcr specilicall: pro\ Hk" that all 

are n:quirl'J to he submitted to thl' Court for writk'n apprn\'al n.:·garJing \\hL'thn Plaintiff nwst 

resp(ltld lkfcnd:-: nt failed to t)b!;tin a (·,,urt <lrdcr alltl\\ing her 10 1\:-rai:-:.~.· thest.: ar).!umcnts. 

Atcl'rJin~h .. I Jefe, 1Jan1 · s mnl inn i' im'im'7'"- as it s.c.e.b 11lc. tlJJJ(<>~ition nt S1JKiinns h:~ llJ(<l . 

an i.._stH.: that has a in.:3J) bc~.:n full: litigated. llcr ilhltion mu~t consequent!: be J\..'lllcJ \\Jlh 

AS I l<l Sl I I . pr; '" thai 

PIERCE & .-\~~OC IATI:S. i'.C 

t\ttorne:'~ fot Plaint iff 
I~- lkarhnrn. Suit_. l_;oo 
Chica~''· I L WnO~ 
312--'.J6-<>08X 

• 

~ 

,., 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 121
H JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NA 1 IONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-RI. 
ASSET -BACKED PASS -THROUGH CERTIFICATES. 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS, VK!A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; !JNKNO\\ N HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFEUS. JFANY: llNXNDWN 
OWNERS AND NON RlECORD CLAIMANTS: 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

) 
\, 
) 
) 

,\ 

I 
-' 

-o 
~-

To: By USPS Priority Mail 
Patrick Stanton, Am~ Innkr..J: 

By USPS Priority Mail 
l}pJ.ti.'l. l?ir.r.r.l! 

By USPS Priority Mail 
A.1TN. ·. lli"i.d Cn, Oi.r.t!I'Jro: 

Dykema Gossett i 'LLC 
10 South Wacker Drive. 

Suite 2300 
Chicago. IL 60606 

Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floor 
~1 .1\~~\' Dt-.w·AAw 
Chicago. lL 60602 

Deutsche Bank National 
Trust Company. as trustee 
~1 /.§,1 Eas..t !N .. 4.\\!.\re~w P.\.?ce 
Santa Ana. CA 92705-4934 

Circuit Court of Will Count:y. Illinois. the D~fimdant Rep~v in Support of Defendant Motion for Sanctions, 

a copy of which is served u1 Jon you . 
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Case 09CH3797, F1iled OH/21•/2009 
l)eutschc Bank Na11ional Trust Compan~·, as Trustee,'· Lauren Schcffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERYICE 

The undt;;orsig.ncd c~rti· !fes that true Ctlpics of the li1regoing instruments. /)t~!i•mlalll Reph· i11 S"t'f>tJrt (~! 

Patrick Stanwn ... \my Jonkt?r 
Dykema (ichseu i'I.LC 
I 0 South Wacker Dri,·e. Suite c300 
Chicago. IL 606116 

hY placing a cor: o -same in a l :sps Pritlrit: Mail mailer with DcliYcry ('onlinnation Receipt 

()}I 0 26-10 000 I 761 •2 OXSO. properly addressed '' ith postage prepaid by l'riority \1ail. and 

depositing said cnYcl ope at the l 'nitcd States Postal Sef\ke location at 1750 \\·.Ogden Aw .. 

'3p~;.''f\ nTe. IT 6054 0 prfor h) 7:00p.m. this 7'11'<.fily nfTi:hn1ary. 20r rand· to 

Denis Piercc 
'fiCfCt,; t\,: .~\SS' ,,C·I~HC::' 

Thitkenth Flo- >ur 
I Nt>rth Dear horn 
Chicago. IL '~\'n'i~ 

b,. placing a cop' nl same in a l'SPS PrioritY Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation R~ceipt 

03102640 llOOI 766.~ 0873. propL"rl: atldrcssL'J ''ith po~t<.tgl.' prL"paid h: Priorit: ~-1ail. and 

:-.iapen ilk. ll 6115-ll I prior to 7:00p.m. this 7'" day of february. 2011 anJ to 
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.\TT'-:: ll;l\ id Cn. Dircdor 
Deutsche lla nk 1\ational lrust C<>mpany. as trustee 
1761 l·ast St .. -\nJrow Place. 
Santa Ana.< '.\ 92705--193-l 

hy placing. a ~;upy n( same in a liSPS Priority Mail mailer with Odi\\!fY l 'ontirmation Rect.!ipt 

11310 26-10 00111 76(· ·2 0866. properly addressed "ith postage prepard by Priority Mail. and 

d"cpos1hng said" enn. ·fopc at tlie C i1ltctf States p·ostaf SCrn-ce focahon at f T:-ilJ V\ ·. lJgdl=n A' c .. 

\Ia pen ille. II. 605~ 0 prior to 7:00 p.m. this 7'" day of h:bruaf\. 20 II. 

Lauren l . Schd'J'ers 
1305 :Vtorningstar Ct. 
1\aperdlk. ll 60'6-1 
c (>30-212-5651 

-· ./" j 

Date 

'I 

S\\orn to and subs~.: I ibc:J bd(xc me this the __ , ___ day t1f h:hruary. ~0 II. -

// ---·--------

I 
------------ ----· .--~-:-, 
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Cw;e 1!9Cil3 7'17. Filed 1!8 1261c009 

DEFt:.'ll>. -...H' (.ER1UK~4 1'«11'' YI:TE.'WM.,w· RH'L l' /,, .W Pf'ORT 
OF DEFENDANT MOTIO'I FOR SANCTIONS 

ProccJure 17.15 ILCS 5. I I ()9. from Ch. II 0. par. I I 09). the unJersi~ncJ certifies 

that the state! lh.'nts set li.Jrth in. and the exhibits suhmith:d \-Vith. this instrument 

are trul..' anJ 1.. ·orred. cxceQt us to matlcrs lhcrdn stated w h~: on infornmtion and 

hclicf and as ·-:tl such matters the undersigned certifies as afon:said that D~.-·lemlant 

\·crily heliL'\\ ·~the sam..: to he true. 

! ' 
~ -"---·-·-' ·~L .. ~ 

Lauren 1.. Schd'fcrs 
1305 \-1orningswr ( ·1. 

.\iapcn ilk. IL 60564 
c 6:W-cl2-5651 

__ . _______ . -~____,___ 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 121
H JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

WILL COUNTY- JOLIET.ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NK rtONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRus· r FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURIT IES TRUST 2004-RI, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS -THROUGH CERTIFICATES. 
SERIES 2004-RI 

PLAINTIFF 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS, A./KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS: UNKNOV VN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
QF. I._A,J..!JIF.J>l. 'lf.:_foiFJilili:.>Q.'>-, f,li ~.1:-W ·. IJ>,.l,l(,t:-1/J'l(l).i 
OWNERS AND NON RE CORD CLAIMANTS: 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Jud_!!e Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 

I 
) 
) 
,, 

DEFENDANT REPLY IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MOTLON FOR SAN.CTLONS 

NOW COMES I .auren L. Scheffers. Defendant Pro Se (""Defendant"). and as its Reply 

in support of the Defendant Motion for Sanctions states as follows. 

RELEVANT LAW 

1. As discu:csed in the 12/29/10 hearing, the Defendant recorded the Defendant 

Supplemental Brief in s.;upport of Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment on 02/03/11. 

recent rulings in favor o fthe property-owners. 

2. With thi~ pleading. Defendant has included additional recent rulings regarding 

attached Group Exhibit :2 inclusive). Note that key legal points are included with each ruling 

in the List of Exhibits, a s well as Defendant emphases added on the Exhibits themselves. 

Page I 
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Case 09CH3 797. Filed \W,\'2<&\'l(W}} 

3. Specifically, federal and state courts have found that Deutsche Bank/Deutsche 

Bank National Trust fa iled to meet the threshold of legal standing and denied or overturned 

Motions for Summary Judgment (see attached Group Exhibits 2.l.b. 2.5. 2.9, 2.11, and 2.12) 

4.. ln.a.Ch .. 1pter 13 bankruptcy case (see attached Group Exhibit 2.7). the U.S. 

Trustee has submitted <, Motion for Rule 2004 Examination of Representatives of Deutsche 

Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee for Soundview Home Loan Trust 2005-0PTL 

Asset Backed Certific..•.~"'- ~~~"' 2005,-().~1;~. \w:.l'.'Ji\>:~.'6 ~y.~~Q.'iA'<~ m~ ~~g.., ~?'6"'· &. 

9). of Deutsche Bank 1\lational Trust due to the submission of suspect documents. 

5. Deutsche Bank National Trust Company also was ruled against by the 

2.16). 

6 . Additio :nally. Citi Residential Lending, the former servicer for this property 

'rms 'mxn -serveo an '0rd er 'lu ?lnuw '\:.-a use 'tu "1m:1re~'l irn: ·rrnegitry u'i 't'm: juan:'ra• 'iurec'msan: 

process in New Jersey •.md to assure the public that the process going forward will be reliable" 

(see attached Group E>.. :hi bit 2.14). 

i. 'It appear·s t'nat Clhto 'nas 'oeen more proactive t'nan 1ninois a'oout t'ne system·tc 

foreclosure fraud (see attached Group Exhibit 2.10). Former Ohio Attorney General Cordray 

even filed an amicus brief in a foreclosure action (see attached Group Exhibit 2.15). as well as 

fnea·Jawstitts agamst St l'Vtcers. such as ARMS'!, the serv'tcer ·m flits ·mstant actton (see 

attached Group Exhibit 2.17). 

8. There have been two recent Appellate Court rulings in Ohio that clarify the 

reqtitrements for legal s tanding ·in a foreClosure proceeilmg (see attached Group l:.xtiititts 2.) 

and 2.13). The very re' ent 02/03111 Appellate Court ruling (see attached Group Exhibit 2.5) 

Page 2 
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so.ecifically addresses lack ofleg.al standing. by Deutsche Bank National Trust, .. Thus. if 

Deutsche Bank had ofl:·ered no evidence that it owned the note and mortgage when the 

complaint was filed. it would not be entitled to judgment as a matter of law." 

ARGUMENT 

9. As prev iously submitted as Exhibit 3 with the Defendant Motion for Sanctions. 

Deutsche Bank sent a letter to its servicers from Deutsche Bank National Trust regarding 

··c.,.r.t.<Un. M!r..JI;,'ltiRm;, W.egard\ng Loan Serv\cer Foreclosure Practices ... including Cease and 

Desist orders that should have been applied to this instant action. 

10. A simp le comparison of the Plaintiff in this instant action to the alleged 

c,wt<m 'rr.'lt~t. <:Jm; '0-rdet Motion (see Group Exhibit l. Group Exhibit B.:> as previously 

submitted with the Del endant Motion for Sanctions) filed in the Defendant" s Chapter 7 

Bankruptcy clearly im licates that this Complaint violates the trust's pooling and servicing 

-agreenrertnvtln hTrreti'can Home Mortgage Se-rvicing lnc. ('" AHMS\''). the servicet. 

11. The collection letter Pierce & Associates sent to the Defendant on 09/16/09 

(see Group Exhibit 1, Group Exhibit A.9 as previously submitted with the Defendant Motion 

for Sanctions) states that '!"terce & hssocrates was 'ritrea 'oy J\Yt1.J~''· not'oy tne "Cirent. 

Therefore, Pierce & A: ;sociates has violated attorney ethics by filing a lawsuit for an out-of~ 

state Plaintiff it does not represent. Dykema Gossett has also violated attorney ethics by 

litigating for an out-oF -state l'larnftff ihat Dykema Gossett does not represent. 

12. Additionally. since the Complaint was not filed by AHMSI on behalf of the 

trust, Deutsche Bank 1'-lational Trust appears to not be registered to do business in Illinois. 

while AliMSI.is (see CJroup Exhitiits 1.10-1.12 as previously stibrrittted wrfu Defendant 

Supplemental Brief in Support of Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment) . 

Page 3 
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Case 09CH3797. Filed 0&12(}12009 

13. In this instant case. Deutsche Bank National Trust through its alleged filing 

and litigation counsel has perpetrated a Fraud upon the Court by its many false pleadings and 

statements in liti~tedl hearin~ (;;ee attached Grom;> Exhibit I inclusive\. 

14. The Pbintiffs original motions of 11/10/09 in this instant action were 

submitted ''Under penalties as provided by law. pursuant to 735ILCS 5/1-109.1 certify that 

the statements 9ut for lb. ber.e.in.'IT.e. tme :md ~.ru:c<>..rJ:' . 

Therefore. all :subsequent pleadings must also be verified (see attached Exhibit 1.3.b). 

The Plaintitf through its alleged filing and litigation counsel failed to do so for any pleadings 

15. Conversely. the Defendant has submitted all pleadings with supporting 

Exhibits under Sectim ·1 I I 09 certification. Therefore. all pleadings and other documents 

"wa."j tt \'6~ ;.,., \'r~ '>'a\Tf~ Yfll<fm't'! 1ii'1d w'tt'n \~ -,~ 'mt.t a:r.U tft"tt\ '16 \'nttag'n '>'(/m.uiW. 

and sworn to under oath" (see attached Exhibit 1.4). 

16. Per the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law ("!MFL") (see attached Exhibit 

'1 .'1 '). ine 'Pniul'ifii may not e'1ect to en'iorce ·ns secuifly 'mteres'l unoer tne 'JiVI'i'-'L, 'oecause tne 

trust is a mortgage-backed security trust (""MBS"). not a land trust. 

17. Per the Code of Civil Procedure regarding Summary Judgment (see attached 

"Exn'iti1t -, S). "any o'fle nding part or attorney may be adjudged guilty of contempt" for 

affidavits made in bad faith. 

NOTE: Plain tiff through its alleged legal counsel has submitted no affidavits of 

any Kind In support o•J tbe Complaint or Its Motion lor Summary Judgment . 

Page4 
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Case 09CH3 797. EkJ. Ol'll~'l~ 

18 . Per the 08/03/09 Local Court Rules, 12th Judicial Circuit Court, Will County. 

IL Section 4.04 regat ding Requirements for Summary Motions (see attached Exhibit \.6): 

a. "The statement of material facts shall consist of short numbered 

Qanu~pu;lh.'l., .incl~ witlt.in each. QarawaQh !U}ecific reference.~ to the affidavits., 

parts of the r.ecord, and other supporting materials the moving party relies upon 

to support the facts set forth in that paragraph" 

b. "i~ W.mbmit. mJ:II. ¥.'1J~<:Jm.~~'<'Wmi'!. t;w: \!>& 

denial of the •motion." 

The Plaintiff t hrough its alleged filing and litigation counsel failed to meet those basic 

19. In Febnmry and March of2010. the Defendant sent three e-mails to both Denis 

Pierce. President of P iercc & Associates (see attached Group Exhibit 1.1 ). and to Rex E . 

Schlaybaugh. Jr .. Cha'rrrrr-an D1 'i)y'..ema (}m.~\ \">~ 'lil\ac'neO Vtt>UJ> E"A'm1m\ \ .2). w\rrying 

counsel that their alleged client was perpetrating a Fraud upon the Court (see Group Exhibits 

1.4- \.6 inclusive). I >atrick T. Stanton, Chicago Office Managing Member of Dykema 

'Gossen \see anacneil •Group 'txriioil't.C,). was at so copte6 on 1'ne e-mat'ts. "'Keao 'Kecerrns' 

were received as note< l. 

20. The se-cond e-mail included the 02/26/10 Plaintiff Response to Defendant 

Request 'tor 'f'roauciw n \see attac'neil Droup 'Ex'Iiion't.S.'b.'l ·mc'tus'tve-, wnere DyKema Dossett 

admitted not only that the Plaintiff did not hold the original mortgage or the original note. but 

that "investigation continues" to determine who does hold them. 

ln aaotilon. fh<~ 1211210'8 aflegeil asstgnment to ine l'lamiil'f (see Droup Ex'liion ., , 

Group Exhibit A.7 as previously submitted with the Defendant Motion for Sanctions) was 
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fabricated after not o nly the Note was in default. but after the Note had been included in a 

Chapter 7 Bankruptc; ·(see Group Exhibit I. Group Exhibit B inclusive as previously 

submitted with the Defendant Motion for Sanctions). 

Therefore. thL~ Plaintiff is not the Holder In Due Course (see attached Exhibit 1.2). 

21. Yet. n' ~ither Pierce & Associates nor Dykema Gossett withdrew from the case 

due to the Fraud upor 1 the Court for filing a foreclosure complaint, litigating for more than a 

~<'.ar •. aod filioP
0

li.T.I'JJLy in support of a Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment that was never 

even filed with the c, rurt that requires submission of the original note and the original 

mortgage in open em 1rt. 

1.2. \:IJP.I.'vP.rF.r..-!'<.. :..~JaJa.<;, T1a.'i1p>I}RP- ·~ rJ>,., QpJf'.nrumt. Maim>. w. w.Jim>£<'1ir.> 

(see attached Group Lxhibit 1.8) failed to deny a single allegation. appeared to have no 

knowledge that Dykt·ma Gossett had been litigation counsel for more than a year. and 

included many additional sanctionable false statements submitted to the Court as noted 

directly on Group Exhibit 1.8. 

Since no allegations were denied, they are admitted (see attached Exhibit 1.3.e). 

zC>. Tne 'i"kerce & A.ssoc·unes al Response lo 'lne 'De'ienoam Moiwn 'ior~ac'iwns 

<sic> (see attached G roup Exhibit 1.8) cites prior rulings in this instant case. However. as the 

record clearly shows ·for an appeal, if necessary, those rulings were based on false filings and 

'hilse testimony auim~~ tbe manyheaimgs. 

24. Additi< mally, Judge Siegel recused himself for lacking the appearance of 

impartiality. The rec< Jrd clearly shows judicial bias due to the Court's failure to review the 

requesteil courtesy cor)ies prior to ihe ·hearings ana·m one case nileil w1ihout 'hav'mg access to 

the Defendant's respo nsive pleading at aiL per the Report of Proceedings . 
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25 . It would aJ?J?ear that Jasmin Koleczek. Associate Attorney of Pierce & 

Associates (see attached Group Exhibit 1.8.c) had no supervision as to the severity of the 

Defendanfs allegations with supporting Exhibits submitted under Section I 109 certification. 

26. GivecJ the fact that the majority of sanctionable actions were by Amy Jonker of 

Dykema Gossett as litigation counsel (see Group Exhibit 2. Group Exhibit 2 inclusive as 

previously submitted with the Defendant Motion for Sanctions). there was no response from 

Since no allej~ations were denied, they are admitted (see attached Exhibit 1.3.e). 

27. The C ourt should note that Amy Jonker appeared confused as to which trust 

t-hir~ ).l.RJa 'Hlf.:t ;n •. l?~\j)~J? .... 1, ?f3 f}ht:b w 9-J.~J? .... ~ ;n, \'itt "fla:t:tliru~. 'vdt. ~c.iAt~ •.:o -sUf!I}tj 7illj 

documentation that t~ e Note is in either trust. 

28 . Perth e court docket. the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment as served 

·upurdrre 'Ue'ientmrn u'n '?&m>/i WrwdS never recuroea Wtin tne 'L oun. 

29. There ferenced affidavits in that Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment were 

not served upon the l )efendant. nor were they recorded with the Court. 

C.'U. 'Yet. ir ,e "kepty·m ~upport o1 ine 'M.oiwn 1or~ummary )uagment 1atsety states 

that anidavits were st >bmitted (see attached Group Exhibit 1.7). Again. the Reply failed to 

deny a single allegati on. appeared to have no knowledge that Dykema Gossett had been 

Tiiigailon counse"llor more tban a year, and "included many additional sanctionable false 

statements submitted to the Court as noted directly on Group Exhibit 1. 7. 

Since no allegations were denied, they are admitted (see attached Exhibit 1.3.e). 

3 I. Again. it would appear that the unidentified attorney had no supervision as to 

the severity of the De endant's allegations with supporting Exhibits submitted under Section I 
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CltSC 09CHJ797, Fil.:d 08/26/2()()9 

I 09 certification. particularly that the Defendant had served a Defendant Motion for Summary 

Judgment, as well as a Motion to Strike the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment with no 

Plaintiff response. 

SUMMARY 

32. This it 1stant action has clearly been a travesty and an abuse of the 12th Circuit 

Court legal system fc 1r more than a year. 

1:l,. l.f t.ili.s 'l1lf' • .-if. :unatt'Jtr.lf'Jb'l!.'}lt>.rulifllb~'Uld.litiPJI!ion.that. v.inJate. the. 

foundational Rules o1 :·Civil Procedure and the Illinois Civil Statutes from attorneys 

representing two sep.arate major foreclosure law firms are what Deutsche Bank National Trust 

instant action pro se. 

34 . The P laintiff and its two law firms, Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett. 

and their several attomrey;'lmvt~tl'Jtclt 11 'i·rauL·UJlUI•'h!t~-uut, ·wth.•hi"' 'nr.lrdlh 'C'.f":<\c 

against a pro se litiga nt. 

35. In fact. the two law fim1s have knowingly litigated the case: I) for a Plaintiff 

inat·ts not ine'tr cit em (see attacneil uroup 'Ex'tiiott 't."J 1or a re'tateil"tssue) ana 'L) wnen tne 

Plaintiff does not hoi d the original note or the original mortgage and "investigation continues" 

(see attached Group Exhibit I.S.b) as to who does hold the original note and the original 

mortgage. 

36. The D•efendant has served pleadings upon the senior/managing partners of two 

separate law firms. Denis Pierce, Pierce & Associates. and Patrick T. Stanton. Dykema 

Gossett. inCluding ihi s De!"endant ·Moiion lor "Sancitons and the De1enilant 'Motwn lor 

Summary Judgment. The Defendant has served recent pleadings. including this Defendant 
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Case 09CH3797. Fi! x fXJ/26.'2fX)9 

Motion for Sanctions directly upon Deutsche Bank National Trust. since it did not hire Pierce 

& Associates or Dyk ema Gossett. 

37. Therefore. Denis Pierce and Patrick Stanton have been kept fully apprised of 

this Fraud UQon the !Court by the lawyers reqresentin~their two seQarate firms in this instant 

action. 

CONCLUSION 

WHF.:J?.J:F.Ql3E.. fm: th~ r.P,.,.mm;, 'ilaJt>..rl. l:wJ.Pjn .• thr..oPJr-»mmt. o/-'l.'J'>- thaJ. thi.'>- Bm:>m:'ib.lr.. 

Court address the ha rm that has been done to the integrity of the Court: 

I. Sign an Order to Show Cause for Denis Pierce of Pierce & Associates and 

law firms and the im lividual attorneys who have filed false pleadings and/or litigated in this 

instant action in con·tempt of court and grant substantial sanctions for filing and litigating a 

<;,',·maw;,. ·wrurqfirl• fmtt!«JSmt "L'UJ1q./rd"t' ·wthtutt, 'tadmg w1y -ev'dtel'll-t m w1y 'irt~ •«J -;;~, 

the legal standing of their alleged client. 

2. Sign : m Order granting punitive damages to the Defendant for the emotional 

tir:::trcs> \>1::t:'Vruup'r: ·.xbi'oi\ 2.1'0 w'nic'n rel'erenc~ Ex'ni'oi\ 6 as previous'ry ~m'orn1\teo w=.t'n t'ne 

Defendant Motion for Sanctions) related to this wrongful foreclosure attempt relative to the 

Defendant's home that the Defendant personally designed and had built in 1984-1985. 

3. Such I >iner or'furiner re'ite1 as fne'Court ueems proper unuerfne c"trcumsmnces. 

including Defendant tees. filing/recording/transportation/parking/Staples copy costs/home 

printing costs, and a11 hourly rate for Defendant's hundreds of hours spent over the past year 

researc'timg ana creat'mg the many ··1erm paper" pleaihngs ani! preparmg lor/paritctpaimg ·m 

the many hearings or 11/24/09. 01/28/10. 03/16/10. 04/27110, 05113110. 06/22110. 06/24/10 . 
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Co.re f}<)CHJ ?9?, h led 0812612009 

07103110,07122110. 08/12/10,09/14/10, 11/16/10, 11/18/10, and 12/29/10 when the Plaintiff 

never had possessio n of the original mortgage or the original note at alL a gross waste of 

judicial resources. as welL 

The Defend,1n1 further request~ that the Court rer;>Ort the Plaintift its law two finns .. 

Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett, and their several attorneys to: 

L The tlllinois Attorney General under ILCS 720 5/Art. 16H, Illinois Financial 

IJ.imt>. '..m" r,.,.._,vltla.":.Md E.v.f.>.,mt. l ,<) ""' ?te"ir.m<d~ whm<twi w<fu the Oetewianl Motion for 

Summary Judgment). 

2. The !iARDC for investigation related to attorney ethics violations, false 

the 09114/10 Motion.s with references to affidavits under Section 1 109 that were not served 

upon the Defendant nor were they filed with the Court and 

attempt to collect a debt that was discharged as unsecured in a Chapter 7 bankruptcy. as well 

as for knowingly vio:>lating the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act. 

This Court sf tolita 'oe very concerned mat l'ne major ~oredosure \aw 1inns 'nave made a 

mockery of the 12th. Judicial Circuit Court. This entire case has been a Fraud upon the Court. 

as perpetrated by the Plaintiffs alleged law finns, Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett. 

on 'hehalf of a 1'tamt1·,u fhey i1o not represent as a c'ftent . 
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As a recentl:y elected judge. this Court now needs to make a judicial statement with its 

ruling on this Defendant Motion tor Sanctions: 

Will this Court condone the actions of Pierce & Associates and Dykema 

Gossett and their several attorneys or 

2. Will this Court enforce the Illinois Constitution and Illinois and federal laws 

by ordering substantial sanctions to send a clear message as to what is unacceptable to 

Respectfully Submitted . 

\../ 
):(;,, 'i(i, . / J lrrcfJ;' i. , ~ 

,•· .. 
Lauren L. Scheffers. Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
N-a~'N\\~. \L ~SM 
c 630-212-5651 
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Case 09CH3797, Fife d 08/26/2009 

U.~l;' <.JF EXHIBITS -DEFENDANT REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 

EXHlBlT 
Nbr Description 
I. Notice of Fi li11g (I pg.) 
1. 'W.re?~mt, 9...~-!ty 'n, '2iupf1Ul'• if, 'at!it:r~t< > VIttiAA1 'im '.'1-df.t:iAAf!. 
3. Defendant Certification- Defendant Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion for 

Sanctions (I p g.) 
4. Proof of Serv' <-'1:- lk&rnf.mt Rept'y in SU]JJ1ortof0enma'ant's Motion (or Sanctions 

(2 pgs.) 
5. List ofExhibi~s- Defendant Reply in Support of Defendant's Motion for Sanctions 

(!Opgs.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Illinois •Civil Statutes and Local Court Rules 
Nbr Description 
I. ILCS 735 5/Art. XV. Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (6 pgs.) 

a. Sec. 15-1106 (b): "A secured party ... may at its election enforce its security 
interest ·m a forec'losure under Oits Ariide iflts security interest ... is created by 
(i) a co.llateral assignment of beneficial interest in a land trust" (pg. I) 

NOTE: MOI<UGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES TRUSTS ("MBS") ARE NOT 
LAND TRUSTS, so the secured parties may not elect to enforce the security interest 
under the IM FL. Any court orders for Default, for Summary Judgment, and/or for 
Foreclosure and Sale related toMBS trusts are VOID ah initio 

2. TLCS 810 5/ ArtiCle 3, Uniform Commercia] Code. re: Part 3. Enforcement of Instruments 
(2 pgs.) 
a. Sec. 3-:302 Holder in Due Course. (2) the bolder took the instrument (i) for 

value, ·(ii) in good faith, (iii) without notice that the instrument is overdue or 
bas be•en dishonored (pg. I) 

3. ILCS 735 5/At1. II, Pt. 6, Code of Civil Procedure. re: Pleading (4 pgs.) 
a. Sec. 2 ( i03. Form of pleadings. (b) Each separate cause of action upon which a 

separat•.! recovery might be had shall be stated in a separate count or counterclaim, 
as the c ase may be and each count, counterclaim, defense or reply, shall be 
separa tely pleaded, designated and numbered, and each shall be divided into 
paragr·aphs numbered consecutively, each paragraph containing, as nearly as 
may be , a separate allegation (pg. l) 

b. Sec. 2 t 05. Verification of pleadings. (a) Any pleading, although not required to 
be swot n to. may be verified by the oath of the party filing it ... If any pleading is 
so verillied, every subsequent pleading must also be verified (pg. 2) 

c. Sec. 2 1505 (b) The allegation of the execution or assignment of any written 
instrument is admitted unless denied in a pleading verified by oath (pg. 2) 

d. Sec. 2 606 Exhibits ... In either case the exhibit constitutes a part of the pleading 
for all purposes (pg. 2 )\ 

e. Sec. 2 tllO Pleadings to be specific. (b) Every allegation, except allegations of 
damag•es, not explicitly denied is admitted (p_g. 3) 
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Case (NCH3797, FifL!d 08/26/2009 

U~l.: (\li ~¥.ll!IY.."J;~-MR~~l.: IJ.Ill!U' ~~ <m!f'!.QR..T;, Q8 M!i'L¥.Q.M!.T;, 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 1, lllinoi."' CMI Stlltiite.f 8ild L<f<C81 Cmut R«ks (<Mil 't./ 
Nbr Description 
4. ILCS 735 5/1 109. Code of Civil Procedure. re: Verification by Certification (1 pg.) 

a. Any p '"'*'~' -afi"uirfn w tli'nn llitmlmnrt ttrtnn:lli 'm at:I:DTI\mn:e wit'o \'o'rs 
Sectio. n may be used in the same manner and with the same force and effect 
as tho1ugh subscribed and sworn to under oath 

5. I'l~CS 735 5ff.t,rt. 1'!', Pr. W, Code o{Civit' f\ucea'ure, re: Summary .J\Io'gmenr (t' pg.J 
a. "(f) Affidavits made in bad faith ... any offending party or attorney may be 

adjudged guilty of contempt" 
'!ID"'i'i'.: ?'uiu 'iffl tnrougn ·ns a't1egell"tega'• counsc!l 'nas sdoniinell no a1iJllavlts o'i any 
kind in supp( rt of the Complaint or its Motion for Summary Judgment. 

6. 2009/08/03 L< •cal Court Rules, l21
h Judicial Circuit Court. Will County, IL. Section 4.04 

re: Requirements for Summary Motions pg. f, pgs. f f. fl (as previousl'y suf>mitted) 
a. "With each motion tor summary judgment filed pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-1005, 

the moving party shall serve and file: a. The pleadings, depositions, admissions. 
aTitila' 'Its, ana fhe'Ir supplemental materials wliu:'h support/oppose ihe moiion -· 

b. "The !'tatement of material facts shall consist of short numbered paragraphs, 
includ ing within each paragraph specific references to the affidavits, parts of 
the re-cord, and other supporting materials the moving party relies upon to 
suppod the facts set forth in that paragraph" 

c. "Failuire to submit such a statement constitutes grounds for the denial of the 
motiol;_t" 

GROUP EXHIBIT II, Additional sanctionable actions by Pierce & Associates and Dykema 
Gossett (ascending chronological order) 
Nbr Description 

l. Pierce & AsS< 1ciates/Denis Pierce. President web page screen print per Linkedln. judicial 
notice request<~d (2 pgs.) 

2 Dykema Chairman/Rex E. Schlaybaugh. Jr. web page screen print, judicial notice 
requested (3 p:gs.) 

3. Dykema Chicago Office/Patrick T. Stanton, Office Managing Member. web page screen 
print, judicial notice requested (2 pgs.) 

4. E-mail dated 1)2/24/2010, 12:19 p.m., Subject: #I NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT 
FRAUD UPON. THE COURT, IL/Will County/09CH3797 
a. To Dyl~ema Chairman, Rex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office 

Manag ing Member, Patrick Stanton; Dykema attorneys. Amy Jonker and James 
Dougt erty ( 4 pgs.) 

b. Read Receipt for E-mail dated 02/24/20 l 0, 12:59 p.m., from Rex E. Schlaybaugh 
(1 pg.) 

c. Read R eceipt for E-mail dated 02/24/2010.02:05 p.m .. from Patrick Stanton 
( l pg.) 

d. Forwarded e-mail dated 02/25/2010.08:07 a.m .. to Pierce & Associates 
Senior, 'Founding Partner, Denis Pierce (I pg.) 
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Case 09CH3797, Fika'l18'tl6tZ\l\N 

LIST Of !LXRlRl.TS-DEF!LNDA.NT R!L!.>LY lN SU!.>!.>ORT OV 
DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

&RDVP KYH11J1T }, , .4-d.d.V..VNI.v.'.MRCtkmahJe act~ b]• Pier.t.'.e.& AN.AAC~ mwJ l>j•Ju;.ma 
Gossett (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

'S.. 'i--'llai·'· Wtt~ '.J'lJfiJU1.fi,'f&. 'IJ!i.~·. f>:11• •• ~thifL'I!i. '1.-1. 'l~T,'ll'~~ T,TRJ)I, 0i r.:._•,J£')1,"; 
FRAUD UPO! < THE COURT. IL!Will County/09CH3797 
a. To Dy~ ema Chairman, Rex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office 

M6tltlg.utg· Mcrrrr'll:r; P..ntid.: St.rm\m; Dytl:amr ~s-, Arrry-J\Jmlcrami J'arrrt!s
Dougherty (3 pgs.) 

b. A TT A CHMENTS: 

c. 

d. 

e . 

't) ~re:m 1>'\.'llnS u'i Yry'rreDill'lil'il'Ot'r'l! 't\espunse w '?n!ieniDntt 't\equm'iur 
Production of attached copy as previously submitted copy with 
Defendant commentary (6 pgs.) 
af Afu Stdp1ra't:r Muoim nad oeen granreu' ro fl'aintiff, wnen nor 

listed as the Secured Creditor on Schedule D 
b) Many totally false Trustee statements 

YJ Borrowers never recetve ongmat mortgage/notes 
2) Lenders always maintain original mortgage/notes as critical 

legal documents to support foreclosure complaints 
c) rrustee states tfiat it is searcfiing for an originaf oftfie mortgage 

and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation 
continues. 

d) Trustee states that ·it 'is searching tor an original of the note and 
will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation 
continues. 

e) Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the assignment 
and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation 
continues. 

f) Trustee totally failed to produce the Defendant's request for the 
original sale or assignment documentation prior to this Trust's 
closing date of February 6, 2004 to support the filing with the 
Securities Exchange Commission. 

g) Trustee failed to produce the Defendant's request for a copy of 
the portion of the Prospectus submitted to the Securities 
Exchange Commission for this Ameriques! Mortgage 
Securities Trust 2004-Rl that verifies that this mortgage and 
note were included 

2) Scheffers.txt: Report of Proceedings for 01/28/09 (not attached) 
Read R~eceipt for E-mail dated 03/09/2010,08:31 a.m .. from Rex E. Schlaybaugh 
(I pg.) 
Read Receipt for E-mail dated 0310812010, 04:56p.m .. from Patrick Stanton 
(I pg.) 
Forwarded e-mail dated 03/09/2010.03:01 p.m .. to Pierce & Associates 
Senior.'Founding Partner, Denis Pierce (I pg.) 

Page 3 



• 

• 

• 

Ca:,<! <YJCH379?. Filca'@20!2\m 

LL'iT Clf £.1Qlt!.U1:~-UE.H:.NU~~1: lil.£.\'t..X t~ W\'\'<W.'I,' Q.f 
DII':FENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROV.P .Kl"JUB.JT ¥, .40JJJJN.w.W s.:mc~ acti.M.§ h]• Pierce£ AH6'1Ci8tel' .wM 1>j•kem11 
Gossett (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

..;. . Jt. "'ll.w. -i.'lttt.-1. t,) Y flPJ.1.'i'll,. 1/6.1£ 'h:n,., 'tnh.i fl'.!'. 'I,:., '11/0"';'}1 1f.:_ h "';' Rh 1, 01· ~-".!liM'; 
FRAUD UPU '-l THE COURT, IL/Will County/09CH3797 
a. To Dykema Chairman, Rex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office 

Manag;,>-rg M.:,-rroo~ f'tt(,-io._"k Srum\m; Dyt<!ITt.r lfl'lUllley>, Amy Jbml\.-rarru' lames 
Dougherty (I pg.) 

b. ATTACHMENT: 03/03/10 Motion to Dismiss (not attached) 
c. Read !-' ec.'tiqn ~ur 'C-nc.i/, tnttt:U '?i':JRJ>IfY(No, 'I'u:S'II a.m., 'from 'Kex 't. 'i>cn'~ayoaugn 

(I pg.) 
d. Read F eceipt for E-mail dated 03/09/2010.07:11 p.m., from Patrick Stanton 

(l pg.J 
e. Forwa•rded e-mail dated 03/09/2010,03:04 p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

Senior 'Founding Partner. Denis Pierce (I pg.) 
'!Wi'i'il.: WillT'J'i'iL'i\ 'P"J'il,"l«:'il, ~ l\~~OC"ll\'l'il,~ Wffi< llt'KtWll\ t'.V&~11TI 'WlliDff<E'W 
FROM TIDS CASE AS REQUIRED BY THE ATTORNEY CODE OF ETHICS 

7. 2010110119 [P aintift] Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment 
a. Notic~- ofTifing (l pgs.) 
b. [Plainc.iff] Reply in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment (4 pgs.) 

I) No denial of a single allegation 
2) No mention of Dykema Gossett as ruigation counsel 
3) Additional sanctionable false statements submitted to the Court by 

unidentified attorney 
8. 2011/0 I /21 R~sponse to Defendant's Motion for Sactions <sic> 

a. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
b. Respo 1se to Defendant's Motion for Sactions <sic> (2 pgs.) 

I) No denial of a single allegation 
2) No mention of Dykema Gossett as litigation counsel 
3) Additional sanctionable false statements submitted to the Court 

c. Jasmin Koleczek- Associate Attorney at Pierce & Associates per Linkedln. 
judicia I notice requested (I pg.) 

9. 2011/01/05 Cook County Sheriff': Convicted Felon Took Cash to Act as Attorney, Enter 
Pleas (I pg.) 

QUESTION: WHA1f ARE THE ATTORNEY ETHICS VIOLATIONS, IF PIERCE & 
ASSOCIATES AND DYKEMA GOSSETT HAVE FILED/LITIGATED THIS ENTIRE 
INSTANT ACTION FOR MORE THAN A YEAR, IF THE PLAINTIFF IS NOT THE 
CLIENT OF EITHE R LAW FIRM? 
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Case 09CH3797. Fi' ed ()SiZ6iZ(j(j<J 

LIST OF EXHlR!.TS-OEn:.NOA.NT RE\'l..Y lN SUVVORT 0¥ 
D·EFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROVP EXHIIJJT :J, Reknmt f<i'r~lffe frluNJ iRf'e.t'lo'f:IM.'Vms lti1d, 'iJJ.W'irf:S ,-,,'tttcd 1<1 
Sanctions against P lain tiffs and their law firms (descending chronological order) 
NOTE: Extensive atdditional rulings have been submitted as Group Exhibit 4 with 
JM.~whw. ~11.-m'tYftlA 'Mm w. ~ v; JM.~. 'llrtiMn. w. ~ ~ct&gumt. 
NOTE: No such orders found in Illinois related to wrongful foreclosures/Fraud on the 
Courts 

2. 

Ci. 

4. 

5. 

~ 
Mortgage As signrnents. Mortgage Servicers and Securitized Trusts in Bankruptcy Cases. 
by Lynn E. S .. zymoniak. Esq. Editor, Fraud Digest, and Ray Brown. J.D .. University of 
'hrmsy'wd!ira 'Law ':>cnmfl, 1'0'•'1'1 '\'>, pgs.) 
a. NOTE REFERENCES REGARDING SANCTIONS (pgs. 2, 4, 6, 7, 9) 
b. NOTE REFERENCES REGARDING DEUTSCHE BANK (pgs. 2, 6-7) 
C'. !Wl'fk: «EI'EREi";'Ct; REGA«Dfi'fG Atlft;RlQ(J'EST (pgs. 5-6J 
Fraud Digest: One Question Pop Quiz (I pg.) 
a. "Debttors are entitled to due process and protection from criminal acts" 
'LV'!'! m2YUb ·~' a5rimgton Y-ost: Tne r'1se ana tall o'l a lorec'Josure 'img \'2 pgs.) 
a. "Tod~ty the banking industry's eviction juggernaut is under intense scrutiny 

as alit ·gations of systemic foreclosure fraud mount" (pg. I) 
6. ~rne 5\J state attorneys generaf are conducting a forecfosure Industry pro6e. 

So arce state and federal regulators" (pg. l) 
c. ..Clas; ;-action lawsuits are gathering force, and. with increasing frequency, state 

Judge;, are tossing out foreclosure suits in favor of borrowers" (pg. 1) 
2011/02/06 Highlands Today: Court's stance on foreclosure case could have big impact 
( 1 pg.) 
a. "An appeals court last week requested that the high court consider the case 

of Greenacres homeowner Roman Pino as a matter of 'great public 
importance.' The decision by the 4'" District Court of Appeal in West Palm 
Beach was unusual as neither the bank nor the homeowner requested such a 
revie""" 

b. '"We ":onclude that this is a question of great public importance, as many, 
many mortgage foreclosures appear tainted with suspect documents,' the 
appea Is court wrote in certification to the Supreme Court" 

20 II /02/03 C ·Ourt of Appeals of Ohio, Eighth Appellate District, County of Cuyahoga, 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Co, Plaintiff-Appellee, vs. Chane! Triplett, eta!, 
Defendants-Appellants. Judges Blackmon, Sweeney. and Gallagher (9 pgs.) 
a. "The •real-party-in-interest requirement, 'enables the defendant to avail 

himse. If of evidence and defenses that the defendant has against the real party 
in intt ·rest, and to assure him finality of the judgment, and that he will be 
prote<· :ted against another suit brought by the real party at interest on the 
same I Batter" (pg. 8) 

b. "The current holder of the note and mortgage is the real party in interest in a 
forech ·sure action" (pg. 8) 
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Case \NLI'ffl'I'T: fll1ed Olit26t2009 

U.~1' <W ~XHU\.I,.~-•M:n:Jloi.Q-~~1' \l..U'I..X I.~ W~~Q.¥..1' <W 
U>EFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT :J, R.ekt•INfl ~ ""-d iifl~Mt« amJ r«•'•~ •ICl'tt.W l<i' 
Sanctions against J•Jaintiffs and their law firms (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
5. 2011/02/03 C\)'U'I\ \)l AprK<~'r> \)H}'fi,\), £'.grt..'r. Appcl'ane Th">tri-ct, CWTiry \)f C·u~. 

Deutsche Ba nk National Trust Co, Plaintiff-Appellee, vs. Chane! Triplett, et al. 
Defendants-tl~ppellants, Judges Blackmon, Sweeney, and Gallagher (con'!.) 
c. "Den l'Scde BanA:'s ati'idavic of ownersilip, sworn ouc more Cit an a year al'ter 

the f•Jreclosure complaint was filed, is insufficient to vest the bank with 
standing to file and maintain the action" (pg. 9) 

d. "Thu,"i, it Deu'lscbe Bank 'nad offered no evidence t'nat it owned t'ne note and 
mortgage when the complaint was filed, it would not be entitled to judgment 
as a m~atter of law" (pg. 9) 

e. "Acc•Groingfy, we reverse tfte triafcourt's decision 6ecause Oeutscfte Bank 
lacks standing" (pg. 9) 

6. 2011/01/26 Daily Finance: Foreclosure Document Fraud Drives Notaries to Take the 
t'dfh (2 pgs:) 
a. "Amo•ng the many legal problems now being discovered with the foreclosure 

docurnents that banks have been using are false notarizations" 
b. "While such tafse notarizing is crlmfnaf, rve not yet hear of any notari.es being 

charged. However, in Maryland, Steve Lash of The Daily Record reports that 18 
curre·nt and former notaries have invoked their Fifth Amendment right 
again,'>t self-incrimination in a foreclosure case. 

7. 2011/01/26 U nited States Bankruptcy Court, District of Connecticut, Bridgeport 
Division. inn~ Tiffany M. Kritharakis, Debtor, Chapter 13. Case No. 10-51328 (AHWS). 
U.S. Trustee Tracy Hope Davis ( 10 pgs.) 
a. "To begin with, the POC [Proof of Claim] asserted that Deutsche was a creditor 

of the Debtor, yet the Note and Mortgage annexed to the POC appear to 
docun,1ent a note and mortgage as between the Debtor and MAC, not 
Dents che" (pg. 6) 

b. ''24. T he United States Trustee seeks to examine a duly authorized 
representative(s) of Deutsche who possesses knowledge and is most familiar with 
respect to the foregoing issues and regarding documents to be produced by 
Deutsche pursuant to a subpoena ... that will include the following (extensive 
list]" ( pgs. 8-9) 

c. "25. T he United States Trustee seeks an order compelling a duly authorized 
represc~ntative(s) of Deutsche to attend and give sworn testimony" (pg. 1 0) 

8. 20!1101125 Las Vegas Review Journal: BofA unit ordered to halt foreclosures (2 pgs.) 
a. "A Nye County district judge has ordered ReconTrust Co .. a unit of Bank of 

America Corp. to stop most of its foreclosures in Nevada, based on allegations 
made hy a Pahrump woman'' (pg. l) 

b. "The order signed by Nye County District Judge Robert Lane on Jan. 20 
restrains ReconTrust from foreclosing on 'an_y real or personal property 
situat;ion in the State of Nevada"' (pg. 1) 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 0812612009 

LISl' Of l:XRl\UT%-DUl:ND.t.NT Rl:l'LY IN SUl'l'ORT Of 
DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT :J, Rek»IMI ftN.ec~ fr:mO mn-.Niga~JoaJ' .'NINJ ~ n-J:Nell w 
4l;:ont-tinn~;~ Qn<J~inc:t IJ)<.~intitf'" Gnd th.P.il" hn., fit"nU!. t ... nn't \ 

I 0. 

[f. 

12. 

Gloria Yau v ;. Deutsche Bank National Trust Company Americas, and Aurora Loan 
Services, LL C, Judge James V. Selna 
a. Temv11nrcy· ResO.lliniogOnkr.rmJ OnkrttT SIJ.m·C«a«(? pg-K.f 

1) Should not issue a preliminary injunction enjoining .•• from engaging 
in or performing the following acts (pg. 4) 

2) ~'nmM not be 'ne\c} in currtempt o'i court \pg. 6) 
2011/01/241-luffington Post: Financial Crisis Commission Finds Cause For Prosecution 
of Wall Stree·t (3 pgs.) 
a. "The oiparn·san panel' appoint 6y Congress rn invt!»trgure dre rrmmo.:nn' <:n\;-P.; h-a;s 

concluded that several financial industry figures appear to have broken the law 
and htas referred multiple cases to state or federal authorities for potential 
prose<. :lliwri' (pg. YJ 

b. "The commission's decision to refer conduct for prosecution underscores the 
sever ty of the activities it has uncovered" (pg. 2) 

201 I!UI/19 Superior Court of New Jersey. Appeffate Division. Oeutscfie Bani( Nafionaf 
Trust Comp•any, as Trustee for WaMu Series 2007-HEI Trust vs. Tracy T. Wilson and 
Willis J. Wilson. Judges Carchman and Messano (6 pgs.) 
a. "ReSJilOndent bas not ffied a brief" (pg. l) 
b. "Mos-t important, no discovery was permitted to defendants. In such instance, 

plaint iff should not be allowed to "cut comers" to avoid meeting its burden" 
(pg. 5) 

c. "We are satisfied that plaintiff failed to meet its burden to establish the bona 
fides of the alleged assignment to permit plaintiff to proceed on its 
forecl osure complaint" (pg. 5) 

d. "We , :onclude that the appropriate course of action is a remand to the 
Chan eery Division to resolve the issue of the bona fides of the assignment" 
(pg. 6) 

2011/01/10. Supreme Court, Queens County, New York. Deutsche Bank Natl. Trust 
Co. v. Rameotar, Judge Markey (4 pgs.) 
a. "Ran ,otar's fact-filled opposing affidavit, therefore, compels the denial of the 

plain :iff bank's present motion for summary judgment without prejudice to 
subm ission at a later stage of the litigation, upon proper papers (pg. 3) 

b. "this Court rejects the effort by Deutsche Bank and its counsel to move this Court 
into granting summary judgment precipitously" (pg. 3) 
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Case a9CH3797. Fi'Jea'(JK/lOi:?XJI:N 

U.SX <W ~X.foi.~W.1;'~-MK'lNQkN1: IJ£1n..'\' ~N Wl!l!Q.IJ..'{' <W 
[ IEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

CROVP EXHJIJIT 2, Relenmt fureckmu.e fr=il iR•'.t'fflgoti.<NH =i1 r~ rdated to 
Sanctions against Plaintiffs and their Jaw firms (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
1,:,. 'l~VM 1,1.r~.a c'--. 'VUi\ v;_ ~~lb V.. 0JitO, liJlf:,htht ~lnttt. ~f'.{fi;l~L, ~ 'VUlllj % 0uyiliRJgh. 

U.S. Bank N. 1tional Assn .. Plaintiff-Appellant vs. Antoine Duvall, et al. Defendants
Appellees. Jt dges Sweeney, Gallagher, and DeGenaro (7 pgs.) 
a. "A fu..ra.-llmrre ~vmpo'lliat arast ~ ~ i{(lre ~atiff~'6amA' fJiVf<e drttt 

it ow·ned the note and the mortgage on the date the complaint was filed" 
(pg. 4) 

b. "Thu, s, i'i p\ainill'i 'nas offered DO evidence \'nat it owned 't'ne Do\e aDd 
mortpgage when the complaint was filed, it would not be entitled to judgment 
as a r natter of law" (pg. 9) 

c. .. Ace uru'I'rrgJ'y, we t-'UITCJ'uu'e o'nrqnlrim'iff irdu' rru ,-rarrufug ru {if\: a tUn:c1'u,ure 
action against defendants on October 15. 2007. because, at that time Wells Fargo 
owned the mortgage. Plaintiff failed in its burden of demonstrating that it was 
the ro a) party 'm 'mterest at t'ne l'1me \'he comp)a'mt was Tile. 'Puim'ii'rr s so'Je 
assigr ment of error is overruled. Judgment affirmed" (pg. 9) 

14. 2010/12/20 l1 1 the Matter of Residential Mortgage Foreclosure Pleading and Document 
frregufaritie~;. Superior Court ofNew Jersey Criancery Oiv1sion- General' Eqmty !"art. 
Mercer Com1t, Docket No. F-059553-10 (8 pgs.) 
a. Citib ank, NA/Citi Residential Lending 

NOTE: Citi Residential Lending bired Nationwide '11tle Oearing to 
fabri•eate the assignment in this instant action 

b. "Thh• court, in consultation with the staff of the Office of Foreclosure, has 
become increasingly concerned about the accuracy and reliability of 
documents submitted to the Office of Foreclosure" (pg. 2) 

c. "Tho' court has therefore determined that immediate action in the form of an 
Orde r to Show Cause is necessary to protect the integrity of the judicial 
forecilosure process in New Jersey and to assure the public that the process 
going', forward will be reliable" (pg. 2) 

d. " .•. "·by the court should not suspend the processing of all foreclosure 
matters involving the six Foreclosure Plaintiff and appoint a Special Master 
to review their past and profosed foreclosure practices~ (pg. 2) 

e. "the >;ix Foreclosure Plaintiffs affected by this Order were selected based on a 
publi·c record of questionable practices that this court must address now in 
its SUI pervisory capacity over the processing offoreclosure matters" (pg. 2) 

f. "it appearing that the execution of affidavits, certifications, assignments, and 
othet· documents in numerous residential mortgage foreclosure actions in 
New .Jersey and elsewhere may not have been based on personal knowledge 
in vio lation of the Rules of Court and may thus be unreliable" (pg. 3) 
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Case 09CH3797. fit'eo'O'Ct?Ot2W'7 

LISr OF ~KRl!Ul:S.-l\ll.FE!.'.l\A.Nl: IU:RLX lN W!.'!.>QIJ.l: Q'i 
DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

GROVP E)OlJBJl ::1, JUJe,,mt f.wecJowr.e IT.NNJ i.PJ'.e~ :mO rNNng.l' r~ te 
Sanctions against 1Piaintiffs and their law firms (con't.) 
Nbr DescriptioDI 
1_..:1.. lQ,1.fV,1~111.Q, ,t'1 .. -tb& ~~R1tlt1i W.. fl'"tt.~dft.-?t~lll .. ~~~q;ugt Ji'?ll'tA.IR!Ylli't 91tt'ldi.?q:, m~ ~m?R,?/l 

IrregularitieH. Superior Court of New Jersey Chancery Division- General Equity Part. 
Mercer Com1t, Docket No. f-059553-1 0 (con'!.) 
g: "ITIJdt\TjJ>"nmt'.rmt'tlr.-..~ .ray·~ fnrou' 0Jil1ff l'ae ~-uurt"(pg. <IJ 
b. "inciluding the role and responsibility of various persons referred to as robo

sing.ers, who are or were executing affidavits, certifications, assignments or 
-.A'M:tr: ~ 1rl'lmu'mtt. "t11 "t'M: t.-uurt" \pg. '5) 

i. "v. ~ro report to the court whether sanctions should be imposed on the 
Fore closure Plaintiffs and their subsidiaries, servicers, ... attorneys or law 
firms lR"l'irrg un Meir 6eilaif" (pg. 6J 

15. 2010/11/08 US Bank, National Association, as Trustee vs. James W. Renfro, Amicus 
Brief of Ohio Attorney General Richard Cordray 
a. GM/· .C Ylas »een '&anc'i10net'l '1 w'1ce lor FWmg False Alfu'tavits, '8ecf10n 'B 

inclu ;ive (pgs. 4-5) 
b. Frau ~ On the Court, Section C inclusive (pgs. 5-7) 
c. lnht·rent Autliority oftlie Court to Sanction or l'"revent Comfuct Tliat fs 

Fra11dulent or Dishonest, Section D inclusive (pgs. 8-9) 
d. Conclusion, Section E inclusive (pgs. 9-10) 

16. 2010/0l/25 ~-.;upreme Court, A11egany County, Buffalo, New 'York, Deutscbe Bank 
National Tr· ust Company. As Trustee for FFMLT 2006-FFI3 vs. Terry A. McRae. 
Judge Walker (3 pgs.) 
a. "Plai nti'trt!u'fea to cure tfie aetfc!ency as to tfie assignment oftfie Mortgage ana 

the Note'' (pg. I) 
b. ·'It is well-settled that, in order to establish a primafacie case in an action to 

foreclose a mortgage, the plaintiff must establish the existence of the mortgage 
and tl,e mortgage noe, ownership of the mortgage. and the defudant's default in 
paym ~nt" (pg. 2) 

c. "Plai ntiff relies further upon a written instrument of assignment - not physical 
delh ery of the Note and the Mortgage" (pg. 2) 

d. "A plaintiff seeking judicial redress must have standing before this court. 'If 
stand;.ing is denied, the pathway to the courthouse is blocked'" (pg. 3) 
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Case 09CH3797. Fiie£f0il'rl6rl0\N 

usr r;w rt.Y..JJ»M-.:~-QJi:JiW.Q,MI."t; '1Jmu-: w. mi!I!QR."t; r;w 
[ IEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS (CON'T.) 

G ROVP EXHJBl T 2, R.!\wawt .W."a'liJllll\"1!' k.ruu' ,\Nw.\i;'.v.~lnllf' .mu' .~.n\\"&f' '""'lr.W 1.? 
Sanctions against I 'laintiffs and their law firms (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
\i. 1MAI,\\WF..'I.'YriltJ t.."t\m-rrey ~~'ll\ 'i\'a.'raa-t.<:mtnY.t, fum 'i\~,<:m-&nt.t ~We.. 

Second Suit Against Mortgage Servicers (l pg.) 
a. Ame,rican Home Mortgage Servicing Inc. (AHMSI) 
NOTE: AUJlfSllS THE: SE:RHCER It'•<' THIS li"o'STA1''T ACTI01'' 
b. Unfair and deceptive loan modification terms 
c. Law,mit seeks a permanent injunction from the continuation of unfair and 

decer "i1ve 'wan moaW1ca"iwn praci1ces. consumer resirru"i10n, c·Jvl'l pena'li1es llfiO 
dama ~es 
http:/ 'www.scribd.com/doc/22206444/0hio-Attorney-General-vs-AHMSl
Ame rican-Home- Mortgage-Servicing-t'ncliopen _ a'o'.l!nt'oaa· 

18. 2009/05/26 !United States District Court, District of Massachusetts, In Re: Jacalyn S. 
Nosek, Debttor, as previously submitted as Exhibit 6 of Defendant Motion for 
Sanctions 
a. "The Bankruptcy Court. however. was not ordered to nor did it vacate its April 

25. 21 >08 Order for sanctions. In that comprehensive and thorough 17 page order, 
the Bankruptcy Court sanctioned: (I) Ameriquest Mortgage Company 
("Ameriquest"), the servicer of the loan in question, $250,000; (2) Ablitt & 
Charlton, P.C. ("Ablitt"), Ameriquest's counsel in the bankruptcy 
proc.,~edings, $25,000; (3) Bulchalter Nemer. P.C. ("Buchalter"), Ameriquesfs 
natioLlal counsel, $100,000; and (4) Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. ("Wells Fargo." 
p/k/a "Norwest Bank Minnesota. N.A."), the trustee of the securitization entity 
which holds the loan. $250.000. All four parties have appealed." (pgs. 2-3) 

b. "The Bankruptcy Court was apprised of Ameriquest"s actual role only after it 
awat·ded $750,000 in emotional distress and punitive damages to Nosek. and 
she b,,·ought an action for trustee process to collect the funds on July 27, 2007."" 
(pgs. 4-5) 
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IN THI :CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE J2 Tfl JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRU ST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE H[OLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE. SECJJIU U.E'>. WJJ'>.'J; 1.QRAJN,, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-RI 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 
) 

Pl.AlNTlFF J 
) 

VS ) 
) 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS: A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAl.N?El\1 SCHEFFJCRS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON HECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDANTS ) 

NOTfCE OF MOTION 

To: By USPS Priorit) · Mail 
'i'letir.; '1-'Itm.:e, 'i\.ulnert De1smger, "Shaun C<ifllihan, Ricbard Elsliger, Scott Guido 
Pierce & Associa tes 
Thirteenth Floor 
,, '"bntr Dearoorn 
Chicago, IL 606(-12 

'1'!.5:.1\'!;f:. I 1\""'-'E 'N~''JTit-1:. that on June 22, 20ll at 9:00a.m. in Room 401 of the Will County 
Court House, 14. W. Jeffen on Street, Joliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned will present before the 
Honorable Judge Raymor d E. Rossi, the Defendant Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & 
A.t:IW'.i<Wo.r P.....-111 HtrN' b'i", If ~-upy o(wr\lcl\ Is servea' upon you. 

~ (_ ~ . '--I '-/ / ., / //: 
;Xau iu k \:/ . .-LJU-u ({' V 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Momieystar ('.J:. 

Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-305-3401 



Case 09CH3797, Fi.led 08/26/2009 
Deutsche Bank Natiional Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies that true copies of the foregoing instruments. Defendant Motion for Sanctions. 

to be served upon 

Denis Pierce .. Robert Dei singer, Shaun Callahan, Richard Elsliger, Scott Guido 
Pierce & Ass-ociates 
Thirteenth Fh >or 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL •60602 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

0310 3490 0000 251: ; 2849, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail. and 

depositing said envel Jpe at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. O_gden Ave .. 

Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 4:00p.m. this g'h day of May, 2011. 

L~~re.:l L Scheffers 11 1 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-~ 12-5651;.. 

,:,(~"-'! fr·C/ 
Date 

c-Hv 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this the --'-0 __ day of May, 2011. 

My Commission Expires:__:_l.~,-~::..7'_0_-'J,~-'-~-'· -=0'-'\ /.'-'D"'. __ 
OFFICIAL SEAL" 

KATHY L WASHINGTON 
't<Oiary Pubic. s-ot lllnolo 

l.tyConrnlalon Eltplreo 0112G'15 



Case 09CH3797, Fiu'eu'O'&L'OtLW'I 

DEFENDAN1f CERTIFICATION- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (735 ILC S 5/1 1 09/from Ch. II 0, par. 1 I 09), the undersigned certifies that the 

statements set forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument are true and correct, 

except as to matters therein stated to be on information and beltef and as tQ ~.!rl\ ~~''"' t\v.:. 

undersigned certifie~; as aforesaid that Defendant verily believes the same to be true. 

L~~~~·L's~h~ffer~ ·" · ""t (:" , 
1305 Morningstar Ct. ' 

}'1[1.\re.rv.We, J.L 6!)564 

C 630-305-340 I 

"I 1/, r~--, 
Date l 

,\ Jr..{ I 
7 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the W day of May, 2011 

My Commission Expires: 

Ji?u/!Jo;§-, 

z~&J~ 
·om SEAL" 

KAlliY L WASHINGTON 
~ 'i"ddo.,-<lt'UIInOis 

My Comu-.., Expires 01r.!G'15 



CtN:09CHJ797, Fikxl ruS/2612009 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK N!\ TIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITJE'i TRJ1ST '2llll4.-RL, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-R I 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFFER& NK/A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
~" JrMlt'L'1~1~\L'i'i"l;~S. 1F ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON HECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 

\ 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST PIERCE & ASSOCIATES 
PURSUANT TO RULE 137 

Defendant Pro S e, Lauren Scheffers, ("Defendant") moves the court to enter sanctions 

against the Plaintiff, Deutsche Bank National Trust Company ("DBNT") and its alleged law 

!Trm. Pierce & Associates and its filing attorney (Richard Elsliger ), its several litigation attorneys 

(Robert Dei singer, Shat m Callahan, and Scott Guide), and its several unidentified attorneys, and 

in support states as folio· ws. 

I. RELEVANT LAW 

I. Pierce & Asso•ciates and its several attorneys have willfully violated Illinois Supreme 

Court Rule 137 (see atta•ched Exhibit 1.1 ). 

2. The Plaintiff, Pierce & Associates, and Dykema Gossett have clearly violated the 

Illinois Financial Crime Law (see attached Exhibit 1.2) and have committed a Class 4 felony. 

3. As Defendant has submitted many times throughout these many proceedings, the 

Plaintiff, Pierce & Asso·~iates, and Dykema Gossett have violated many foundational Illinois 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 0812612009 

Cvil Stallltesand the Ce>de ofGvil Procedure (see Exhibit I inclusive) with legal gamesmanship 

against a pro se litigant. 

II. ARGUMENT 

1, _QpJr.nmwt. ~as. 7-"-";mJ.'il.':i 'illhmittrJi P..¥t?.nsiv.e Exhihits. under. Section 1 I 09 

certification regarding sa;nctionable actions with its prior Motion for Sanctions (see attached 

Group Exhibit 1 inclusive) that the Court erred in denying, even after Judge Siegel recused 

himself based on that suhmission. 

2. Defendant has previously submitted extensive Exhibits under Section I I 09 

certification documentin g the many discrepancies submitted to the Court in this instant action in 

·ns ~ uppiemem<II 'Din!i re: \-'"rdfL'n:,, Yl'..'t '• 'r'tt-<limg ?lld. '0!~ \'>"tt 'lttaa}m:~ Qr.'<Jup 'LW1ik#, 1. 

inclusive): 

a. Section III, Statement of Facts- Major Discrepancies (see attached Group 

Ex'liitilt"L.LJ "Iilenllf!T!es the many, Cfll!Clil, mmenru &screpancies. 

b. The supporting Exhibits submitted under Section 1 I 09 certification are in 

Group Exhibit las previously submitted (see attached Group Exhibit 2.5 inclusive). 

3. Defendant has just served the Mofion to Vacate )uilgment lorrorec"losure ana ~rue on 

May 7, 2011 (see attached Group Exhibit 3 inclusive). 

4. Yet again, Delfendant has submitted extensive Exhibits under Section I I09 of the 

ongoing litany of false sltatements and false representations made to the Court for the entire 1.5 

years of litigation, as clearly supported by the many Reports of Proceedings, including the March 

3, 2011 and the April4, 2011 reports (see referenced Group Exhibits 4.1 and 4.2 as previously 

submitted). 
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CtJSe 09CHJ 797, Filed fJS/26/2009 

UI. CONCLUSION 

I. If the 12'h Judicial Circuit Court wishes to maintain its credibility with the citizens of 

Will County, the Court :meeds to send a very clear message that foreclosure fraud in an attempt to 

steal citizen hnmes. will Mt be tnl?.r.ated. 

2. If the 121
h Judi cia! Circuit Court wishes to begin the restoration of the currently 

corrupted property reco1 cds in the Will County Recorder records, the Court needs to send a very 

.,}r.;u: V>"-'WI.ll!'- that. r.~.m; nJn'b f;.,.w!Jur.»t. i'..wq;>mr.»tli. '";)), .,J>I,Ioi<. 'Rir..r..wmi. 

3. Sanctions shm1ld be awarded for the following actions that have made a mockery of 

the 12th Judicial Circuit Court, as well as being a primary example of the foreclosure fraud being 

1~«eb 'vy 'hit n«Xito. 'l<l 'd admitted to by the P\aintiff in its own communications with its 

serv1cers: 

a. Per its own Collection Letter. Pierce & Associates was hired by the servicer, 

mn 'oy"ine ~uinni:'i'i. 1'nere'iore, 'i''1erce & hssoc'urn:s 'nas Yldnne6 anurney <times 'iur 

alleging to represent a Plaintiff that is not a client. 

b. Pierce & Associates filed a frivolous, legally false Complaint to Foreclose 

Mortgage. 

c. Pierce .& Associates failed to perform any due diligence by filing a wrongful 

Complaint to Foueclose Mortgage, when the Plaintiff did not even know who held the 

original Mortgag e and the original Note at the time the Complaint was filed, as submitted 

by Amy Jonker o fDykema Gossett. 

d. Pierce & Associate never served its Motion for Summary Judgment upon 

Defendant until ad'ter the April 4, 20 II hearing where the Court erred in suddenly 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 1._,!8,12&/2[}()9 

granting. when · ... he Court had previously denied both Cross-Motions for Summary 

Judgment in its ~Aarch 22, 1011 Memorandum and Order. 

e. Although Robert Elsliger of Pierce & Associates filed the wrongful Lis 

Penden.« ill-thi« in.«tant action on Au!YL'<t 28.2009. Robert Deisin~r of Pierce & 

Associates was tootally unprepared for the March 3, 2011 hearing related to the Cross

Motions for Sun 1mary Judgment (see referenced Group Exhibit 4.1 as previously 

'!lJhmjJtr.i!\ '!ftr.r. ha.'<inJb ly>.f'J1. f.iJJJ.') Qr.irJF"J!wd tbe. Ciwl}Jmn1. ta Fw.wa..e Mm:t.'b'l.'lf..IJad 

been filed on Au gust 28. 2009. 

f Pierce & Associates was in contempt of court for violating the March 3, 2011 

statements, as do cumented in the March 3, 2011 Report of Proceedings (see referenced 

Group Exhibit 4 .1) and to the April4, 2011 Report of Proceedings (see referenced Group 

Exhibit 4.2). 

g. In the court-ordered status hearing of April 4. 2011 Shaun Callahan of Pierce & 

Associates litiga ted on behalf of the Plaintiff and also made many false statements in the 

April 4, "Ztln Report ol1'roceeiimgs (see relerencea Droup 'Ex'riioh 4."2). 

h. After nnore than 1.5 years in litigation. Pierce & Associates remains unable to 

produce the orig ina! Mortgage or the original Assignment in open court, as required by 

the Illinois Mortgage Foreelosure Law (see attacbed Exhibit 1.61nc1u$ive). 

i. Pierce~~ Associates failed to file Lost Affidavits relative to the original 

Mortgage and th e original Assignment. 
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Case 09CHJ797, Filed 'VWi26/2W9 

j. Fraudulent collection of mort~a~e l}ayments by servicers when no such owners 

of record were fi led with the Will County Recorder since January of 2004 as documented 

in the Motion to' Vacate Foreclosure and Sale, and 

Exhibits 1-4 inclusive), Defendant respectfully requests this Court enter an Order granting the 

sanction of dismissal w:ith prejudice against the Plaintiff and ordering the Plaintiff, Pierce & 

such Fraud upon the Co urt in the many other foreclosure actions in this Court. 

Defendant also requests any other relief which it deems proper, including all fees, costs, 

documented in Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale. 

The Defendant also requests that this Court will refer this foreclosure action to the Illinois 

Attorney General for a crimina\ investigation, as we\\ as to t'ne \AROC for severe attorney et'nics 

violations pursuant to S11preme Court Rule 137. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
C 630-305-340 I 
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LIST OF EXHIIBITS- MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST PIERCE & 
ASSOCIATES PURSUANT TO RULE 137 

NOTE: All attached exll:libits of Defendant have been previously submitted under Section I 109 
certification to the Circuit Court of Will County and served upon Denis Pierce, Pierce & 
Associates, and Patrick Stanton/ Amy Jonker, Dykema Gossett. Recent pleadings have also been 
served upon David Co., Oirectm> Deutsche Bank National Trust., as trustee. 

EXHIBIT 
Nbr Description 
I. Notice of Motion (I pg.) 
2. Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & Associates Pursuant to Rule 137 
3. Defendant Certifv~:u..w.i_\ '!"'%·'> 
4. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
5. List of Exhibits (4 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT I, Relevant Illinois Civil Statutes and Code of Civil Procedure 
Nbr Description 

I. Illinois SupremcCmm. J\rt.\\, R-.:.~ B1, £,\gm'i'f5\)\'i'kzdh'fi%<;, ~\l.m'!."l>%!.1Jt.!;>.e, P~ 
-Sanctions (2 Pl4S.) 

2. ILCS 720 5/16H,1Uinois Financial Crime Law, Public Act 093-0440, effective 
6flllf51'Z<M3 (<I ptgs. J 
a. Plaintiff· and Pierce & Associates as "Organizer of a continuing financial crimes 

enterpri> ;e" (pg. 3) 
"o. 1'uim'i!'i'i, 'fterce & Assoctlttes, ana 'i)y'Kema '\:russet! ·arlfret "Cum;pn«<:y \t> r..wrmitt 

a financi al crime (pg. 3) 
c. " ... a fin ancial crime which is loan fraud in connection with a loan secured by 

resid"enttiaireaiestate is a Ciass <I ieiony"(pg. <IJ 

EXHIBIT 1, Relevant Illinois Law, as submitted with the Motion to Vacate Judgment for 
Foreclosure ancl Sale as servecl on May I, '2tlll 
Nbr Description 

3. ILCS 735 5/1 )( l9, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Verification by Certification 
a Any pie ading, affidavit or otfier document certilied" in accordance w1\'it dus 

Section may be used in the same manner and with the same force and effect 
as though subscribed and sworn to under oath 

4. ILCS 735 51 Art. II. Pt. I 0, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Summary )uiigment 
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LIST OF EXII-IIBITS- MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST PIERCE & 
ASSOCIATES PURSUANT TO RULE 137 (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT l, Relevan1tJllinoisLaw, as submitted with the Motion to Vacate Judgment for 
Foreclosure and Salt as served on May 7, 2011 (con't) 
Nbr Description 

5. ILCS 765 5/0.0t, uti.Mi.-.Cquve~~-. A.ct 
a. "Sec. 9. Deeds for the conveyance ofland may be substantially in the following 

form·· 

b. 

c. 

I) '·'I)) IJMI at tl>.e J..i&w of tl>.e .IW)k.i»g JM>d hJJvi'.ry of JUU".b Mi'JI hi' WJlll 

the lawful owner of an indefeasible estate in fee simple, in and to the 
premises therein described, and had good right and full power to 
r.wm~"..\'ml. .. ~· \M,-1.~ 

"Sec. 2~:. No judge or other officer shall take tbe acknowledgment of any 
person :o any deed or instrument of writing, as aforesaid, unless the person 
offerin~ trt midi:<:~~-~ MNJl b<e~RH!' Naowilll t.?.W.W kl 
be the real person who and in whose name such acknowledgment is proposed 
to be made, or shall be proved to be such by a credible witness, and the judge 
or offico<!l ~'S'tlt.'ri~W~T>•,"IkoJA, W. 'rffl.~~~'JM.Y'tM,'llat. 
that su( · h person was personally known to him ••• " (pg. 3) 
"the jUl lge or officer shall grant a certificate thereof stating the proof 
aforesattd''' (pg. 4f 
NOTE: Without such judicial certificates as part of the recorded foreclosure 
record.-., any court orders for Default, for Summary Judgment, and/or for 
Foreclo sure and 'i>a\e are VQ\l) ab inilio 

d. "Sec. 31. I All deeds, mortgages and other instruments of writing which are 
authorized to be recorded, shall take effect and be in force from and after the 
time of fiJing tfte same for reconf, and not 6efore (pg. tiJ 

e. "Sec. 31. Deeds, mortgages and other instruments of writing relating to real 
estate 5 hall be deemed. from the time of being filed for record, notice to 
subsequ--ent purchasers and creditors, though not acknow)edged or proven 
according to law; but the same shall not be read as evidence, unless their 
executil m be proved in manner required by the rules of evidence applicable 
to such writings, so as to supply the defects of sucli acl"mowredgment or 
proof. 

6. ILCS 735 5/An. XV, Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law 
a. Sec. 15- 1106 (b): "A secured party ... may at its election enforce its security 

interest 1in a foreclosure under this Article if its security interest ... is created by 
(i) a colllateral assignment of beneficial interest in a land trust" (pg. I) 

NOTE: Mortg:age-backed securities trusts ("MBS") are not land trusts, so the 
secured partie" may not elect to enforce the security interest under the IMFL. Any 
court orders fmr Default, for Summary Judgment, and/or for Foreclosure and Sale 
related toMB~· trusts are VOID ab initio 
b. Sec. 15· 1506. Judgment. (a) Evidence. In the trial of a foreclosure, the 

evidenc• ! to support the allegations of the complaint shall be taken in open 
court 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST PIERCE & 
ASSOCIATES PURSUANT TO RULE 137 (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Releva01t Illinois Law, as submitted with the Motion to Vacate Judgment for 
Foreclosure and Sale as served on May 7, 2011 (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
7, ILCS 810 5/Ar tide 3, Uniform Commercial Code.,re: Ne~tiable Securities and Part 3. 

Enforcement or· Instruments 
a. Sec. 3-3102 Holder in Due Course. (2) the bolder took the instrument (i) for 

v....Jw>, ( jj) .iJ> {IAJoi>IJ h.it.b,. (m) >l".it.lwvJ ~S' tb»J IM i.Wlt.rJI.DU'M .is DVPJ"Jbu> Dr 

bas been dishonored (pg. 3) 
8. · ILCS 735 5/ Art. II, Pt. 6, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Pleading 

<!.. 'W..r-.. 1. 6/tl.li=n.-if. .Pt>.rulini!;S. f~), P.ru-.h. 'U'.!p!L.'!ltt.r.au.~.if. 'U'.Ji.rm. •zq.rm. >Wlir.h.<!. 
separat~ recovery might be had shall be stated in a separate count or counterclaim, 
as the c: .tse may be and each count, counterclaim, defense or rep)y, shall be 
sepllrllt.~-1]· (Jie~Nl«J, dalgBRI«} aiNJ ~{.'(}, aiNJ ~ sJtaN 1M iJhWkvJ iBM 
paragr apbs numbered consecutive)y, each paragraph containing, as nearly as 
may be , a separate allegation (pg. I) 

't.. ~-'l'<Ci'I/S. 'h:rfiJL11itu~. V. 'J)~nqr.,.'(h) Ml} 'J)tt:lilinl!;. 'lltllwlJ!P. '1R1· ·tt..~um:l. •a. 
be swor ~ to, may be verified by the oath of the party filing it ... If any pleading is 
so verif ied, every subsequent pleading must also be verified (pg. 2) 

c. Sec. 2 6{J5 (IT/ Tire aNegvtliJa uf tire es:e\.'U"tliJa ar lllSlll'gmlrem• «f .my· ffrittom 
instruonent is admitted unless denied in a pleading verified by oath (pg. 2) 

d. Sec. 2 606 Exhibits ... In either case the exhibit constitutes a part of the pleading 
fur ail p•urposes \pg. ~~I 

e. Sec. 2 6.10 Pleadings to be specific. (b) Every allegation, except allegations of 
damages, not explicitly denied is admitted (pg. 3). 

9. Bayview Loan Servicing, LLC. v. J'el'iTey £a'en J.'o'eison, Case No: 5-6\S"-6\1"64, (50'1 fu't., 

June 16, 2008), Rule 23 Order Filed May 21,2008 
a. A summary judgment is an appropriate remedy only if the pleadings, depositions, 
and admissions on me, together with any aff1davits, snow that there is no genuine issue 
of material tact and that the movant is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. Purtill v. 
Hess, I I I III.::d 229,240 (1986) (pg. 4). 
b. Nothing in the trial court record indicates that Bayview holds the mortgage 
or note that is the subject oftbis foreclosure action. (final pg.) 
c. Additionally, because there was no basis for the entry of a summary 
judgment in fa.vor of Bayview, the court improperly entered tbe judgment of 
foreclosure and order of sale. (final pg.) 
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U~'t: 01! EXHIIU't:S MOTLON FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST PIERCE & 
ASSOCIATES PURSUANT TO RULE 137 (CON'T.) 

(;Rf>I)P E.YHJBJ'T J, Dele~ Mruitw IJ>r .8anr1inn.• .a.• previoJL~tv submitted and denied 
by the Court 
Nbr Description 

11 • "'}V8lR-~ ~ ~IRJkvVJJ. 1\ TJ. 'j'JE,.~ 

2. Motion for Sanctions ( 13 pgs.) 
3. Defendant Certi fication ( 1 pg.) 
4. Proof of Servic'-·{2 pgs) 
5. List of Exhibits (13 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, Sopp'.~mm'n>\ B~ re. Mllnh ~. 1.'.\l\ R.<ta~W..,. a'l\d Q~<k..- .,_, 
resubmitted with Defendant Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale 
Nbr Description 

t'. •"ut:n:o< of•'-AJffi.-m ( •' pg.) 
2. Supplemental Plriefre: March 3, 2011 Hearing and Order (22 pgs.) 
3. Defendant Certification (I pg.) 
4. 1'roo1 o1~enhcc '(£ pgs.) 
5. List of Exhibits (11 pgs.) 

GROUY E"Xfff8fr J, Motion to ~·acate Judgment iilr Fon:cWsure ami Silk,.,.. .-.enocd..,.. 
May 7, 2011 
Nbr Description 

1. "Notice olMoiJCon (1 pg.) 
2. Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale (32 pgs.) 
3. Defendant Certidication (I pg.) 
4. ProofofServic·e (I pg.) 
5. List of Exhibits (35 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 4, Reports of Proceedings on Marcb 3, 2011 anil April 4, WD litigate~ 
by Pierce & Associate s attorneys, Robert Deisinger and Sbaun Callahan 
NOTE: Richard Elsli ger filed the wrongful foreclosure complaint and Scott Guido 
represented Pierce & Associates for many bearings until be aiJegedly disquamied liimsell 
on two occasions to Judge Siegel 
Nbr Description 

I. 20 ll/03/03 Rer ort of Proceedings as previously submitted ·in hifl wlfh Supplemental 
Brief re: March 3, 2011 Hearing and Order 

2. 2011/04/04 Rer ort of Proceedings as previously submitted in full with Motion to Vacate 
Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale as served on May 7, 2011 
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G~ROUP EXHIBIT 2 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY,ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION 

THE PEOPLE OF 'THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

NATIONWIDE TITLE CLEARING, INC., a 
Florida corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 

COIMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE AND OTHER RELIEF 

Now c:omes tbe l'la1nfift; The l'eop1e ol fhe ~tate ollffmo1s, "by Usa Maii1gan, J\nomey 

General ofthe State of Illinois, and brings this ac:tion for injunctive and other relief against 

Defendant, Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc., for violations of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive 

Business Practices .A~ct ("Consumer l'raud Acn, l!1:S 1LCS :SlJ:SI1 et seq. 

,,>tTllRE OF THE CASE 

I. Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc., ("NTC") is a document production factory. NTC has 

created, signed, and recorded hundreds of thousands of documents for financial institutions 

and affidavits, along with other documents affecting interests in land. These documents have 

been recorded in c:ounty recording offices throughout Illinois and across the nation. 

procedures. NTC "signers" occupy an essential position on the assembly line. 

-
3. NTC sig~ners sign their name on thousands of documents per day without reading the 
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dncnments thatclain:1 to be made under oath and based UQOn the sii?,IIlltory's QCrsonal knowledge. 

And, in some instances, NTC signers don't sign documents that, nonetheless, bear their 

signature. In these instances NTC has affixed the putative signature of the NTC signers outside 

the ptesence, knowle-~ m control of the QUIQorted si~atories. 

4. These kit'lds of acts and practices became commonplace in the mortgage servicing 

industry in the rush to trade mortgage-backed securities during the buildup of the housing bubble 

and in the push to pr~'l. tarec~'Wre'l.llS op.icld~ l1S \)llSSible in the aftermath of the ho~ 

market collapse. 

S. NTC's use of these acts and practices in Illinois constitute violations of the Consumer 

FtaUd A<:~. and the Ul':'ifmm. l:W~h":. 1:~ 1?~ .. N:L 

PUBLIC INTEREST 

6. The Illinois Attorney General believes this action to be in the public interest of the 

citizens of the State nf Illinois and brings this lawsuit pursuant to the Illinois Consumer Fraud 

and Deceptive Busincess Practices Act, 815 ILCS SOSn(a). 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

7. This action is brought for and on behalf of the People of the State of Illinois, by Lisa 

Madigan, Attorney Gemmn' of~ S~af lllim3is, ~ GJ ~ p:m\~of Ore C.:;mmne.· 

Fraud Act, 815 ILCS 505/1 et seq., and her common law authority as Attorney General to 

represent the People of the State of Illinois. 

8. Venue fuordn's-111-'lfurr prup<m'y-,'re-sirrC~Ctrom'J; .wm.:m, ~GJ S<:>.,-t,'a.T 2-.'01 

of the Illinois Code oOfCivil Procedure, 735 ILCS 5/2-101, in that Defendant, Nationwide Title 

Clearing, Inc., recorded documents in the land records system throughout Illinois, including in 

Cook County, IIJino 1's-. 
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PARTIES 

9. Plaintiff, 1:he People of the State of Illinois, by Lisa Madigan, the Attorney General of 

the State of Illinois, iis authorized to enforce the Consumer Fraud Act, 815 ILCS 505/7(a). 

I 0. Defendant, Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc., (''NTC"), is a Florida corporation with its 

principal place of business located at 2100 Alternate US 19 North, Palm Harbor, Florida. 

11. NTC is n10t a registered corporation in the State of Illinois. 

12. For purposes of this ColllP.laint for Iniunctive and Other Relief, any references to the 

acts and practices of NTC shall mean that such acts and practices are attributable to, by and 

through the acts ofNTC's officers, members, owners, directors, employees, salespersons, 

reQresentatives and/or other ag_ents. 

TRADE AND COMMERCE 

13. Subsection l(f) of the Consumer Fraud Act, 815 ILCS 505/1(f), defines "trade" and 

"commerce" as follo·ws: 

The 1 erms 'trade' and ··commerce' mean tfle advertising, otlenng for sa!e, sale, or 

distribution of any services and any property, tangible or intangible, real, 
personal, or mixed, and any other article, commodity, or thing of value wherever 
situat ed, and shall include any trade or commerce directly or indiiectly affecting 

the pceople of this State. 

14. NTC w~es at all relevant times engaged in trade and commerce in the State of Illinois 

. of mortgage, and other documents in the Illinois land records system. 
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DEFEJNDANT'S UNFAIR AND DECEPTIVE ACTS AND PRACTICES 

15. NTC has engaged in acts or practices that violate Illinois law while in the course of 

trade or commerce lrn the State of Illinois. NTC's conduct is ongoing and has the potential to 

impact any Illinois c onsumers who hold an interest in land where documents created and signed 

by NTC have been recorded in the Illinois land records system. 

16. NTC offers document preparation and recording services to financial institutions in 

the mortgage industry and secondary mortgage market. 

17. In fact, N TC touts on its website that NTC is a "leading service provider in its field 

beeause the company is competent, dependable and experienced." 

18. NTC creates, signs and records documents in the Illinois public land records system, 

including but not liJnited to mortgage assignments, affidavits, and releases. 

19. NTC offers these services nationally, and NTC regularly creates, signs and records 

documents in the lll inois land records system. 

20. These documents impact the integrity of the chain of title pertaining to land in 

Illinois, and may clcmd title to that land. 

21. As described in further detail below, NTC misleadingly describes itself on its website 

as "leading industry change to achieve the highest standard in document accuracy for the 

betterment of the mortgage industry, homeowners and land records." 

A. NTC signers routinely sign documents as ''vice president" of various 
Ji nancial institutions when, in fact, the signers are actlllllly employees of 
NTC. 

22. When a financial institution hires NTC, the financial institution executes a "corporate 

resolution" that designates certain employees ofNTC as corporate officers of the financial 

institution, typically under the title "vice president" or "assistant vice president." 
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1.1.. 'Thr.=l>tl:C~>.n;•\'lo'!fee& are granted a limited authority to sig)l certain documents on 

behalf of the financial institution. 

24. These employe:es have no other authority or responsibility to the financial 

'nf!JitutiRn,-->h!.Vr. -ml:; '11lt~1!m:ihj k tn. Wy!. r.n:tain.dncnments. 

25. These employe:es are typically called "sig)lers" . 

26. Exhibit I exemplifies a typical mortgage assignment created, signed, and recorded by 

'tli'i~. 

27. This mortgage assignment was recorded with the Sangamon County Recorder's 

Office in Springfield, Illinois. 

'1'1.. 't;',,.. ...,.,;tglmtt.,"/, 'WU1.<oi~ 1vJ Cr.-.i"'.alll4nw:.e,llS.a?J~ "Vice. President" of Citi 

Residential Lending Inc.; Citi Residential Lending Inc., itself, was acting as "attorney-in-fact" 

for Arneriquest Mortgage: Company. 

'}9.. ~Ty:!aL \#.Mrn: .. ;ll> w., 'mlwt><P.r., .. ,,y.~ op-r..£iAr.nt. Q.( 01i lre.'ii~jal in. lUI.~ traditional 

sense of the term; instead , she is actually an employee ofNTC and a "vice president" of that 

financial institution in name only, as the extent of her responsibility and authority is to affix her 

"lirgranmt•ru "t-'t:l'ain. UuctN"ltt.'lte. 'Ui'tiU«<l.lvJ 1).1.'-.;C,. 

30. Cyrstal Moore and other NTC signers receive no compensation from the financial 

institution for which they sign, don't report to or communicate with anyone at the financial 

ins\ita\ion, and have n1> antlrrorkj 'wymd. '1i1g1inq, -wtain. -ll>r.>unr.nt&.. 

31. Instead, theN TC signers work at and for NTC; they receive their compensation, 

oversight, and instruction from NTC. 
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32. In other words , despite the title appearing under their name on documents recorded 

throughout Illinois, the NlrC signers are not "corporate officers," as that term is commonly 

understood, of the various: financial institutions for which they sign. 

33. Instead, the sig~ers are actually employees ofNTC. 

34. Despite the very limited breadth of authority provided by the corporate resolution, the 

NTC created documents t<out the signers as "vice presidents," and "assistant vice presidents," and 

other corporate titles with•out limitation at large financial institutions. 

35. These designations neither disclose that the signer is a "vice president" for signing 

purposes only nor that the signer's authority to act for the financial institution is limited only to 

signing documents. 

36. And, as described more fully below, these designations never disclose that the ''vice 

president" signing the doc:ument has not, in fact, read the document that he or she is signing. --

B. NTC si'gners typically have no role in the creation of the documents they 
sign. T'heir only role is to sign documents, and NTC signers do not read or 
verifY t.lre documents they sign. 

37. NTC creates documents through an assembly-line process, in which different 

employees have different responsibilities in the proeess of signing and recording the document. 

38. Throughout their work day, the signers receive stacks of documents for the sole task, 

of affixing their signatures to the documents. 

39. NTC signers t}tpically have little to no role in the actual creation of the documents 

that they sign. 

40. They do not retrieve or input the information that pOpulates the assignment, release, . 

or affidavit. 

41. The signers do not verify this information. 
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42. In fact, the sig;~W.Nl:CdiH\Ille.'lente:!d.tbedocuments the¥ are~~ 

43. The signers at NTC simply sign their name, over and over again. 

44. The signers es:timate that they may sign a few thousand documents per day, 

times they sign as a notar:y public or witness while purporting to acknowledge the signature of 

another NTC signer. 

they sign, do not have peFsonal knowledge of the facts contained in the documents, and do not 

verify the facts contained in the documents. 

C. The tk><!umems t.rfllk4 Ul4 s\gMd ~ NTC <ljKK t.<mt«iit flllu 11M d.«.epti.ve. 
statements, such as claims that the signatory has personal knowledge of the 
facts c. ontained in the document. 

46. In many instances, the documents created, signed and recorded by NTC contain false 

statements. 

47. For example, JNTC has recorded "affidavits of lost assignment" in the Illinois land 

records system. 

49. This affidavit was recorded with the Kane County Recorder's Office in Geneva, 

Illinois. 

50. This affidavit ......, .,~ 'rlj Bt'a.Y. W.'j, '!> ~d """'"-"I"~ <>II fi.~ 

Freedom Senior Funding Corporation. 

51. In actuality, Brian Bly is a signer at NTC. 
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52. In deposition testimony, Brian Bly has admitted that he does not read the documents 

he signs and that he does not take any steps to verify the information contained in the documents 

he signs. 

53. Nonetheless, i1n Paragraph 2 of the attached Affidavit of Lost Assignment, Brian Bly 

asserts, after being "duly sworn," that he has personal knowledge of all the facts contained in the 

affidavit. 

54. Bly did not have personal knowledge of the facts contained in any of the affidavits he 

signed. 

55. In the affidaviit attached as Exhibit 2, Bly appears to set forth facts relating to a 

transaction between Financial Freedom Senior Funding Corporation and the original mortgagee, 

GSF Mortgage Corporati<on. 

56. In the affidaviit Bly claims that the files of Financial Freedom Senior Funding 

Corporation do not conta.in any record of this transaction. Bly, however, did not have any 

knowledge of this fact since he does not verify, or even read, the information contained in the 

documents he signs. 

57. The affidavit then states that "the Affiant has concluded that the assignment was lost, 

misplaced or destroyed"·- again, any such conclusion would be impossible considering Bly does 

not read or verify the inf•ormation contained in the documents he signs. 

58. The Affidavit: of Missing/Lost Assignment attached as Exhibit 3 was recorded with 

the Champaign County R:ecorder of Deeds in Urbana, Illinois. 

59. This Affidavit of Missing/Lost Assignment similarly attests to a transfer where the 

assignment has gone IIlis;sing or has been lost. 

Page 8 of23 

-----------------------~------



60. This Affidavit of Missing/Lost Assignment actually contains the following line: "I 

declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing infonnation is true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge." 

61. Again, this affirmation is misleading since Brian Bly admittedly does not read or 

verify the documents tha1t he signs. 

62. Further, the ll'ffirmations and the affidavits as a whole imply that a high-ranking 

corporate officer of one of the parties to a transaction actually has made a review of the records 

pertaining to that transac1:ion and has drawn conclusions based upon that review. 

63. Nothing could be further from the truth as Bly does not read or verify the documents 

he signs. Nonetheless, B;Jy has signed these affidavits as "Vice President" ofCiti Residential 

Lending, Inc., and "Assis;tant Vice President" of the Bank ofNew York, without limitation or 

qualification, and has att<ested to conducting reviews and drawing conclusions purportedly made 

in those capacities when,. in fact, he did not. 

64. The falsehoodls are not limited to affidavits. 

65. As with affidavits, assignments created by NTC are signed by NTC signers under the 

title of vice president of the financial institution, without qualification or limitation, again 

suggesting that a high-ranking corporate officer is asserting that such a transaction has occurred. 

66. In addition to signing under a misleading corporate title without qualification, NTC's 

assignments often includ·e the financial institution's add!"eSS in proximity to the signer's 

signature, which further creates the false impression that the signer is employed by the financial 

institution and actually siigned the document at the financial institution's place of business. 

67. For example, in Exhibit I Crystal Moore signs the assignment as Vice President of 

Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
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61'.. 1'be OOd'j ~f the assignment identifies the address of Citi Residential Lending Inc. as 

I 080 I E. 6111 Street, Rancho Cucamonga, CA, 9I730, thus creating the false impression that 

Crystal Moore works in California for Citi Residential Lending Inc. 

69. In deposiliot~ Ot>.olimonr, m. ..... ..,.., Cry'SIM Moore IMs .m.Hne<J that she h.:.. neVBr 

been to the corporate offices of Citi Residential Lending Inc. or to Rancho Cucamonga, 

California, and that all oilf the documents that she has signed as an NTC signer were actually 

IDgm:o m"im: r'ruirua u'ffi·l:e tlim'i:. 

70. NTC assignm ents typically contain the phrase "for good and valuable consideration, 

the sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged" when asserting that one financial institution 

has transferred the mortg.age \tJ 1llltiUm. 

7I. NTC signers JMoore and Bly, however, have admitted in deposition testimony that 

they do not understand tlhe meaning of this phrase, despite the fact that it appears in nearly every 

assignment created by N1'i: ant. >1gmil 'uy ~JJtiUI"t <alb 'D'ry. 

72. Furthermore, when NTC creates assignments for entities that have chosen to 

designate the Mortgage !Electronic Registration Systems, Inc., ("MERS") as the nominee, the 

ass1gnmems o'tren nin.-n:prel>"l:rll 'lrn: trut: Trd!CITh tfi. 'htt 'it<a~S~tt:c«nl!>. 

73. Exhibit I is an example of such an assignment to MERS, and it asserts that Citi 

Residential Lending Inc . "does convey, grant, sell, assign, transfer and set over the described 

mmtgage)lleea o'i triJSt 'loJ¢inl:n~m. 'lrn: t:a'airrmctre\>) -IR=-fltRi. •arenin,•«q¢hre! ·wth. ?JJ, 

interests secured thereby', all liens, and any rights dues or to become due thereon to 

MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC. ('MERS')" as nominee for 

JPMorgan Chase Bank, .N.h. 
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itt. in other wmds, the assignment created by NTC asserts that the mortgage and the note 

were assigned to MERS. 

75. This assertion is simply not true. 

1'15. MettS acct:p>t:s the """ignmcnt of mortgAgee for im members. MERS never accept• 

the assignment of notes on behalf of its members. 

77. Substantiall); similar or identical language regularly appears in the assignments that 

NTC creates l'or transl'e1rs o1 mortgages lm.o ME'i\.'2>. 

78. These assignccments falsely assert a transfer of the note to MERS when no such 

transfer actually occurmd. 

D. 7fl'{:' regtluzny engageJi m 1M pmt.'tit.~ r4 :\1m ~M~ ~t7~ '.1~. 

79. In some sitwations NTC has created and recorded documents that appear to bear 

signatures of their signers when, in fact, the signers did not sign the documents. 

"lru. "For example,, many county recorders offices, including a number of Illinois recorders 

offices, accept and record electronically-submitted documents. 

81. NTC routinely creates and recordS documents in counties that accept electronically

submitted documents. 

82. Although th'ese documents contain the signatures ofNTC signers, in deposition 

testimony the NTC signers admit that they do not actually affix their signatures to electronically

submitted documents. 

83. In depositiom testimony, employees ofNTC have admitted that NTC signers play no 

role in the creation of the electronic documents and that their signatures are affixed by other 

employees at NTC. 

Pag_e II of 23 



• 

84. This process -where one person affixes the signature of another- is called "surrogate 

electronic signing." 

85. In deposition testimony NTC signers have admitted that NTC, as a matter of its 

regular business practic:e .. routinely en~~d in the Qractice of surro~?.ate electronic signinll, on 

electronically recorded , documents. 

86. These electr-onic documents also purport to be notarized and appear to bear the 

87. · In electronic;ally recorded documents, NTC affixes the signature of the notary in the 

same fashion that it affiixes the signature of the purported corporate officer. 

&Jl. In.ntll& w.mrds.,the •i'U'ah!re of the notary Qublic is affixed to the electronic document 

outside of the notary's presence or knowledge. 

89. Taken together, NTC's unfair and deceptive business practices are offensive to the 

9'~ ~'J of UJjnn.is. awl, under the~ of the circumstances herein described .. are 

immoral, unethical, andi unscrupulous. 

APPLICABLE STATUES 

90. Section 2 of" the Consumer Fraud Act provides: 

Unfair rnethods of competition and unfair or deceptive acts or practices, 
includimg but not limited to the use or employment of any deception, 
fraud, false pretense, false promise, misrepresentation or the concealment, 
"'QQres•sion or omission of any material fact.. with intent that others rely 
upon th1e concealment, suppression or omission of such material fact, or 
the use or employment of any practice described in section 2 of the 
"Uniform Oecepn·ve rraae l'ractices Acr'; approvea' August 5, l%5, th 
the conduct of any trade or commerce are hereby declared unlawful 
whether any person has in fact been misled, deceived or damaged thereby. 

815 ILCS 505/2. 
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91. Section 2 o' the Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act provides in relevant part as 

follows: 

(a) A person engages in a deceptive trade practice when, in the course of 
his or her business, vocation, or occupation, the person: 

( I) passes off goods or services as those of another; 

( 2) causes likelihood of confusion or of misunderstanding as to 
the source, sponsorship, approval, or certification of goods or 
services; 

( 3) causes likelihood of confusion or of misunderstanding as to 
affiliation, connection, or association with or certification by 
.another; 

(4) uses deceptive representations or designations of geographic 
~in. CllOlledino. ..Wh. 'Ylflll.<tlll: '='!i='i:, 

( 5) represents that goods or services have sponsorship, approval, 
r.bli.tar.te.r.i!llirs, .iJ:w;rr.d.ie.tW:, lll\f"J\ .he.oe.fils; co.r .qJ.~ao.t.it.irs .thw 

they do not have or that a person has a sponsorship, approval, 
status, affiliation, connection that he or she does not have; ... 

( 12) engages in conduct which similarly creates a likelihood of 
confusion or misunderstanding. 

(b) In O>rder to prevail in an action under this Act, a plaintiff need not 
pro~ 'e competition between the parties or actual confusion or 
misumderstanding. 

(c) This Section does not affect unfair trade practices otherwise actionable 
at common law or under other statutes of this State. 

815 ILCS 510/2. 

STATUTORY REMEDIES 

(a) Who::never the Attorney General or a State's Attorney has reason to 
'ut!ir,..n; •/rat, "lll!J -ptm.-ur• 't!> ·a!irr.g, 'rl11li ·w.,,, ur 'l1i 1iou11t w use any 
methlod, act or practice declared by this Act to be unlawful, and that 
proc•eedings would be in the public interest, he or she may bring an 
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actio\\ W. tb& - <>t tb& {'~ <>t the Slate atyrin<rt. such l}"tson to 
restr.ain by preliminary or permanent injunction the use of such 

metlaod, act or practice. The Court, in its discretion, may exercise all 
pow·ers necessary, including but not lilniled to: Injunction; revocatJi>n, 
forfeiture or suspension of any license, charter, franchise, certificate or 
othe r evidence of authority of any l]erson to do business in this State; 
appo•intment of a receiver; dissolution of domestic corporations or 

asso•ciation suspension or termination of the right of foreign 
corp KJranons or associanons w a'o busine,, in (iris; St:ltl'e-; ormJ 
resti tution. 

{ti) 1n au:!aJflOn to tne remeii1es prov'JoelJ 'nerem, tne .1\.nomey "1Jenerd1 m 
State's Attorney may request and the Court may impose a civil penalty 
in a sum not to exceed $50,000 against any person found by the Court 
to htave engaged in any method, act or practice declared unlawful 
und•er this Act. In the event the court fmds the method, act or practice 

.,., """¥t. 'rlt.-t••· -t.'li~Ul'tR. ;nt,., •wth. •Jm. ;nt~ml.. '"' <U-.mu...t, •hP-~. 9as. •hP
authority to impose a civil penalty in a sum not to exceed $50,000 per 

violation. 

815 ILCS 505/7. 

Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Pra~:ti~:es Ad 

93. The Peoole re-allege and incorporate by reference the allegations rontained in 

Paragraphs I to 90. 

94. While enga•ged in trade or rommerce, the Defendant committed unfair and/or 

decevtive acts or Qract ices declared unlawful under Section 2 of the Consumer Fraud Act, 815 

ILCS 505/2, by: 

a. Creati111g, signing, and rerording, in the offices of Illinois county recorders, 

affidavits where the si~Y~atory of the document claimed, under oath, to have 

persona,.J knowledge of the information, assertions, or averments rontained in the 

affidav:it when, in truth and in fact, the signatory had no such knowledge; 
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b. Creating, signing, and recording in the offices of IJlinois county recorders, 

affidavi ts that contained false, deceptive, or misleading information, assertions, or 

averments, such as: 

i. Claiming, under oath, that the signatory had conducted a review of the 

facts surrounding the purported transfer of a mortgage when, in truth and 

in fact, the signatory had not conducted any such review; and 

ii. Claiming, under oath, that the signatory had made a conclusion or 

•determination based on the signatory's review of the purported transfer 

when, in truth and in fact, the signatory made no such conclusion or 

determination. 

c. Misrep resenting that the signatory of a document is a vice president, assistant 

vice president, or other corporate officer of a financial institution, without 

limitation, when, in truth and in fact, the individual signing the document is an 

employ•ee ofNTC who, at best, has only limited, nominal authority from the 

financial institution; 

d. Misrepresenting that the signatory of a document understands the meaning of 

particul ar words or phrases in a document, when in truth and in fact the signatory 

does nc>t. 

e. MisreJ?lresentingthat notes (~ecured by mortgages on Illinois J?fOJ?Crties) had been 

transfened to MERS when the notes were not transferred to MERS; 

f. Creating and recording documents electronically with Illinois county recorders, 

where lthe QUtative signature aQJ?Caring on the documents has neither been inserted 

by the purported signatory nor witnessed by a notary, but is instead inserted by 
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anotherr person without the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported 

si gnato ry or notary. 

g. Creatimg and recording documents efectronfcaiTy with ffii'nofs county recorders, 

where 1the putative signature of the notary appearing on the documents has not 

been in serted by the purported notary, but is instead inserted by another person 

without the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported notary. 

Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act 

95. Defendant has engaged in a course of trade or commerce which constitutes unfair or 

deceptive acts or practices, or unfair methods of competition declared unlawful under Section 

2(a)(1) of the Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act, 815 ILCS 51012(a)(1), by passing off the 

services ofNTC as the~ services of a financial institution by: 

a. Creatimg, signing and recording, with Illinois county recorders, documents where 

the sigmatory claims to be a vice president (or other corporate officer) of a 

financi;al institution without limitation when, in truth and in fact, the signatory 

only has limited signing authority and is an employee ofNTC; and 

b. Creatirng and recording documents electronically with illinois county recorders, 

where t:he signature appearing on the documents has neither been inserted by the 

purpoT1ted signatory nor witnessed by the notary, but is instead inserted by another 

withou1t the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported signatory or 
~-. 

notary. 

96. Defendant has engaged in a course of trade or commerce which constitutes unfair or 

deceptive acts or prac tices, or unfair methods of competition declared unlawful under Section· 

2(a)(2) of the Unifom1 Deceptive Trade Practices Act, 815 ILCS 51012(aX2}, thus causing a 
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likelihood Q{ coo,fus\o1). QT. wi'IJJDlll:r.<lt~ 'IS. tn the. .'llliJIC.e, awn val rn: certification of the 

documents that NTC created and then recorded in Illinois by: 

a. Creatimg, signing and recording in the offices of Illinois county recorders, 

.w-..,um-mt&. <Mr.m. •h.:. 'liJwa11V:'J rJ!Iims. tQ. hi:. a vi= tp:.e'iidl:m. fpt ntheJ: <:lll:l}rn:Jl1e 

officer ) of a financial institution without limitation when, in truth and in fact, the 

signatory only has limited signing authority and is an employee ofNTC; 

b. Creatirq, ~ wR. ~=-i\'1'.% \..,. \M. ~£. ~{ ln\m\£. 00\11\t'j t=to:k>:'l., ~ve 

affida-.··its wherein the signatory claims to be under oath, claims to have personal 

knowl·edge of the information, assertions, or averments contained in the affidavits, 

.Vaim& •a, 'zlllvt. -=dlwt>.s! '!. 7'-><~H .if. •h.:. >p~l!l! tmnsar.tjnn.'l. :illr..'il.r.d tn, swsl. tn. 

have d rawn conclusions based upon those reviews as a vice president (or other 

corporate officer) of one of the parties to the purported transaction when, in fact, 

none a4i ~~ ~\?i..= ~~ WM.·, wR. 

c. Creating and electronically recording in the offices of lllinois county recorders, 

documents wherein the signatures appearing thereon have neither been inserted by 

the pm~ '>~ ?Ril ~~'.1 ';\>&~, \W. 'Here '-""*.Rd.;_..,.~ 1;>,'.1 

anothe r without the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported signatory 

or nouary. 

deceptive acts or practices, or unfair methods of competition declared unlawful under Section 

2(a)(3) of the Uniforr:n Deceptive Trade Practices Act, 815 ILCS 510/2(a)(3), thus causing a 

'i/t..-.Jih~ 'tfi. "l:tJtUuS•'CR• 'til nifsm~Oildinl[; W. 'a, '/M. 'lfR}illRRR,, ~'mllRr.tiRlh, ~ ~;aJiRR. •wth, 

or certification by another, by: 

Page 17 of23 



' 

'!<. 0-.vHih'f!;, ~tgJinl!; wd. ~»% ;n. tbP..WlJr,.p.s.Qf. TJJjnws.~.rowt~.~ r.P..r..ro:dtt'i., 

docum ents where the signatory thereof claims to be a vice president (or other 

corporate officer) of a financial institution without limitation when, in fact, the 

signatcli'; wu; ?ae. 'imiliL-1. ~inl!; wubn»t~ wd. ;,'i. 'l1MmJ1}ar.r..Qf.ll.J.'"C0, 

b. Creating and electronically recording documents in the offices of Illinois county 

recordlers, wherein the signatures appearing thereon have neither been inserted by 

the p~ s'tgraAwj Mil~-!. b'j ~. ~ v;e-re \~ \\\~ ~:1 

another without the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported signatory 

or not<ary. 

%. 'i>tfu:tdaarr. 'rae. 'l:r~ 'a. 1o ~ V. 'mdit. -m -=m= •!Wir.-'?. «Rnl!JinltM om.lhlr. w. 

deceptive acts or practices, or unfair methods of competition declared unlawful under Section 

2(a)(4) of the Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act, 815 ILCS 51012(a)(4), by using deceptive 

representations or des~grm'!i£Jm m ~ ~m. b'j "-l~'lot~. 'ii~l,Yfi, 'le.d "re'Wi~ 

documents where the signatory claims to be signing as vice president of a financial institution 

from the corporate address of that financial institution when, in truth and in fact, the document 

was actually created il'IIJ6 "!.~ cl'!.mthtu•. 

99. Defendanlt has engaged in a course of trade or commerce which constitutes unfair or 

deceptive acts or pra«:tices, or unfair methods of competition declared unlawful under Section 

2(a)(S) of the Uniform 'Ut:t."t:Jiirt~e 1ndrt 'hat:iiL'els h'L'•, '!,•,-:, 'l...,t;:'O, S'/6'.1.\'I!.Y\S'J, 'rl.t wp;=tiirl!; 

that the documents NTC created and recorded had characteristics which, in fact, they do not 

have, by: 

11. "Cn:lttl -ng, "!.',grinrg lllm.ll:tUJ'Iittrg 'a• •aa; "tli'f~t-'els m \Wn«ia, Willlrj n:t:m~, 

affida·vits wherein the signatory claims to be under oath, claims to have personal 
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-- - -----------------. 

lmn.'ti'J~Q.(tb.r..inf=at.inn.,as.'!ertinn.<;.,nr avennents contained in the affidavits, 

claims to have conducted a review of the purported transaction and made a 

determination based on that review as a vice president (or other corporate officer) 

of one. Q.( tlv:. ~"' \<!, I.M. 'il'~ t.ta~.~w:ti® whm., in ~t, nnoe of these 

claims were true; and 

b. Creatjing and electronically recording documents in the offices of Illinois county 

w-.:uc..k"i"o, •W!r.Titin. •hr.. '<iJWahlD'.Jb wpp.IW/1% t.br~. ba.'!P.. TJill.lyo.l'.n. in.ow:t.ed h'5 the 

purported signatory, but were instead inserted by another without the knowledge 

or outtside the presence of the purported signatory. 

1/~. r.w'&'ltbuat, ~=~'lll,'!llr.J! •n. <t.<:m=Q£ tmdP.,QT. o:romn= '><bjcl>.. OOJJ.'!l:ihJt.e'i. •mfail: ot 

deceptive acts or pra• ctices, or unfair methods of competition declared unlawful under Section 

2(a)(5) of the Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act, 815 JLCS 5 I 0/2(a)(5), by representing 

•/rat, 'hlJt!l'lM• 'me. 'h "-""f'RnERr.':hiJr,, "Jahlll., '!fflJ.ialitm. QT. <;R!IDAAJia». t.bal. b.e QT. '!lJr.. <illl:.'l. tJn1. QJI)IP.. h'5·· 

a. Creating, signing and recording in the offices of Illinois county recorders, 

docwments wherein the signatory claims to be a vice president (or other corporate 

-.ffltl:<?li'J -if. ,.JimmcJ.'IL 'nEiindiim. •wthmu.limitatia». •mr.11., •n. wJ., t.br.. 'li.'7,1Jatw;.>J 

only llllas limited signing authority and is an employee ofNTC; 

b. Creatting and electronically recording documents in the offices of Illinois county 

rectii•wr.., ·wm:ren. •lilt. '<iJWallu~t-vpp:,wn11, •hMr.Rn. ~= 'lRf. ~.r.n. •n • ..r.r.tr.J! h'3 t.br.. 

purported signatory, but is instead inserted by another without the knowledge or 

outside the presence of the purported signatory; 

c. Creat'my; "ltfl6 ?J=t=i«:ll.\'j ~ ~Wi.'M-'*> \" ~ ~~"' ~{ W.\'lci'!. ~'3 

recor· ders, wherein the putative signature of the notary appearing thereon has not 
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been itnserted by the l}U11]0rted notary, but is instead inserted by another person 

with01ut the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported notary. 

I 0 I. Defendant! has engaged in a course of trade or commerce which constitutes unfair or 

~.npiw:.!Ws. ro: tp:JLdiJ:e.'l., ro: unfair methods of coml}etition declared unlawful under Section 

2(a)(I2) of the Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act, 8151LCS 510/2(a)(I2), thus engaging in 

conduct that is likely• to create confusion or misunderstanding by: 

%.. Or..llt.im~, 'iiJWjD.fl, :wrl. =~in. the offiJ:es of Illinnis cnun.l:'t recorders.. 

docunnents wherein the signatory thereof claims to be a vice president (or other 

corpoorate officer) of a financial institution without limitation when, in fact, the 

'<iJWa:fw:\J ®l'J bas.U.m».ed 'li.P.Pllw.,authnl:itlj :wrl. is an.eJD.Qlnyee nfNIC~ 

b. Creat:ing affidavits wherein the signatory thereof claims to be under oath, claims 

to ha've personal knowledge of the information, assertions, or averments contained 

in. •hr.: '!!l}JW!its., rJaims. ta. b.:u<<:. <:nrnhu:.t.eda revie.w of the~ transaction 

and n"lade a determination based on that review as a vice president (or other 

corporate officer) of one of the parties to the purported transaction when, in fact, 

9W1t:.. ~·h~~aim.'l.~lvlt'_., 

c. Creating and electronically recording documents in the offices of Illinois county 

recorders, wherein the signatures therein have neither been inserted by the 

purpl'~ '!Ng1.9JRJ:'} m< 'H\W&'l.w! ~'J %. wN.wj ,lmt. '><~e lto.~ lto.~ ~'.! 

anothoer without the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported signatory 

or notary; 

d. Cte?.twq, wd. 'tl~Wmnir.Jill.'J rr.r.nrmm~ -ltlrJ!mr.»ts. in. •Dr... Qfflr.r..'l. ~ TJJ.inni.'l. r.ro.IIID.l 

recorders, wherein the putative signature of the notary appearing thereon has not 
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Jn-.n. ~n.~ h~ the '}IIM}flrted nntart, hut is instead inserted by another QefSOn 

witho ut the knowledge or outside the presence of the purported notary; 

e. Creatting, signing and recording in the offices of Illinois county recorders, 

documr.n1S. ~l:u:rJ'.in.tbJ:. w,patncy tb=m.claim£ tn he si llJliDil, as. vice '}fesident of 

a financial institution from the corporate address of that financial institution when, 

in truth and in fact, the document was actually created and signed elsewhere; and 

f. Creat\Wl,, £!.¢% UY! ~ W. tbJ:. Q~~ Q( llli.tllli~ <:11~ ~eoo~W=, 

assignments that purport to transfer a note (secured by a mortgage on Jlllinois 

prope:rty) to MERS when, in truth and in fact, no such transfer has occurred. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff prays that this Honorabfe Court enter an Order: 

h. fintimg-u'mnim:~ 'roon'rtJatai.'!."t:t:Uurllo '}.•lM;'\:mtsunre~ ~'11i!d. ~>to\, '1.\S 

ILCS 505/2, by the acts and practices alleged in this Complaint; 

B. Finding that the Defendant has violated section 2(a)(l), (2), (3), (4), (5) and (12) of 

the Uniform ~1raln:'h1it-'i~ ~1t,, y,•,s 'l...,'\:'b SWh'l n ~~-· 'tlj·~ut.wa.wd. 

practices alleged in this Complaint; 

C. Prelimin.arily and permanently enjoining the Defendant from engaging in the 

unlawful' me'inoas, at:\s, ann ptac\ices a\'regeO 'm 'ffin; Ct>n•p'•li""'· 

D. Ordering Defendant to Jocate, review and remediate all documents created by NTC 

and recoJrded within the State of Illinois by use of method and practices declared 

ud1aw'idt; 
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improper! y signed, notarized, or verified docwnents in Illinois by the unlawful means 

alleged in this Complaint; 

in part though the unfair acts or practices complained of herein; 

G. Assessing a civil penalty in the amount of$50,000 if the court finds the Defendant 

engage(! i n mefhoils, acts or practices lteC:Jarelt wiiaw'hll'oy ine AC'l Wdnuttt ine imertt 

to defraud; if the Court finds Defendant engaged in methods, acts or practices 

declared unlawful by the Act with the intent to defraud, then assessing a statutory 

Civil pen~ illy on~'tJ,'!AAJ per VHiJaiJOn, all as prov1ltoo 'm ~edJOn I o'iine 'l:miSWilt:T 

Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act, 815 ILCS 50517; 

H. Requirin:g the Defendant to pay all costs for the prosecution and investigation of this 

action, as• prov1Cieil 'oy seci10n 'fO oi file Conswner 'rrault an it DeceJ1{Ive 'i'mSmess 

Practices Act, 815 ILCS 50511 0; and 

I. Providin;g such other and further equitable relief as justice and equity may require. 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
By LISA MADIGAN, 
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ILLINOIS 

By: ~ 
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Whea Recenled Retu111 To : 
, } CIT! RI!SIDENTIAL LENI DING INC. 
""CIO NTC ZIOO AIL 19 Nortll 

Palm Harbor, FL 34683 

01/1212009 11 :27AM 
ll!t FEE: 15.• 
16: lEN{{£; ~ .• 

GBFH: 9 .• 

Assignor U: 0011183584 
Asslcaee Ll: 0081183584 
lnYeStAtr Ll: 001118J584 
MIN: 10001S00081183584l 
EIJedlw D.le: 1l0JJ24108 

A~GNMENTOFMORTGAGWDEED 

liS lUI FEE: 1.111 
liSP FII: 10.111 

11111.: 135.00 
PIIGES: 

IIEUA 
.XlSIIJA A. 1ANGF£UIBI 

SAIIWIJN CWNTY RECOlOER 

FOR GOOD AND VAWA.BLE CONSIDERATION, tbc sufficiency ot which is hcr<by ocknowledsed. the und=isned,CITI 
RESIDENTIAL LEND1N~> INC., AS A.TTORNEY·IN-FACT FOR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE COMPANY, WHOSE 
ADDRESS IS 10801 E. 6TH STREET, RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA. 91730, (ASSIGNOR), by these presents does conwy, 
srant, sell, assign, 1n1nsfcr and se1 over lhc described mongqcldccd of trust together wilh the cenain IIOI<(s) described therein 
to&ctbcr with ali iiKercot secwri:d lhcreby, Ill liens, and any rights due or to become due lhcroon to MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC 
RI!GISTRA TION SYSTElMS, INC. ('MERS'J A DELA. WA.RE CORPORATION, ITS SUCCESSORS OR ASSIGNS, AS 
NOMINEE FOB. JPMOW&.lN. CHASE. JUNK., IU.'I'IONA.L A.SSOClA.TION, PO BOX lOZ6.. n.JNT, Ml 48501, 
(ASSIGNEE). Said mongageldccd of wst dltcd 06/3012004 , and made by BENJAMIN R. MILLER AND KATHERINE A. 
MILLER to AMERIQUES:T MORTGAGE COMPANY and recorded in tbc Recorder or Registrar of Tilles of SANGAMON 
Caunty, Illinois in Book P'"'" as lnstrt 20048.34922 upon the propcny siwatcd in said Stale and County as more fully 
gbm~Rr•"'tti:/UM!¥+Ch~~tlr"Ni'C." 

LOT 33, IN VAL-E-VUE, SECOND PLAT, EXCEPT ALL COAL. MINERALS AND MINING RIOTS HERETOFORE 
CONVEYED OR SERVED OF RECORD. SITlJATED IN SANGAMON COUNTY,JLUNOJS. 

14l!JOZSJU06 
known os: 9 HACKNEY Ll'·l. SPRINGFIELD, n. 62702 
1211212008 
CITI RESID L LI!NfDING INC., AS ATTORNEY-IN-FACT FOR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE COMPAI'iY 

STATE Of FLORIDA COUNTY OF PINELU.S 
The foregoing instrument wus acknowledged before me THIS 17TH DAY OF DECEMBER IN THE YEAR 2008, by CRYSTAL 
MOORE of em RESIDEN'IlAL LENDING INC., AS ATTORNEY ·IN-FACT FOR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE COMPANY 
on behalf of said CQB_J'()RIUJON. 

Pnli"'''''~~:J.-hJO~.tll.JJI~J'.alm.Hv.Juu;.F.L.3NW/.llllll~9.1!2 

WAMUCJ1999949 MIN 10001500081l83SB43 MERS PHONE 1·888-679-MERS formSIFRMILI 

Ill 
"9238696• 
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lfMII(M(E£ tmrrf, a 
REWIIBI .. 

02/QI/2010 12:08:411'11 
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.AFFIDAVIT OF LOST ASSIGNMENT 

The Ulldonlpool BRYAN BLY. boiaaduly ._,..,.... IIIII-a.IOI!ow.: 

liB:nE: 21.00 
AHSP: 10.00 

PNU: 3 

1. 11111 (o)be " !Jim VlCB I'RIISIDENT <I fiNAN<lAl. fRf!!DOM SENIOR FUNDING CORPOIIATJON 
IJawl&•asJIIUICIIIle~<l-aelutl!IOTI!CHNOLOGY PAR'KWAYSUITE IOO.NORCROSS.GA 30092 

, 1D al'fu:or dai)"IIJIIIJanllld a. mablhls lflilia>IL 

2. 1'1111 (o)ho has pen;onol ............ af die r- ICt fwlh m dns AffidaYit. 

3. Thll FllfANCIAII. FREEDOM SENIOR FtiNDINO CORPORA noN ("Cunent Mollppe") "11111-
omd holder af a C01IIIIn IIICIIIpp dJdod 011114120111 111ldo by BI!VERL Y E Hill • man...- 10 OSP 
MORTGAGE COltl'ORADON 11 onamoJ -.ppe. wh1ch ~ wu .-dell a1 IIIII ollil:c of die ....,_<X,....,.......... tJ1. UBIC,UJIE OluJbs.."""lllllttami.OJ>. "-**oorl - .,.1loojl '!IJlllllljlirt.. 
ThiiiDID may orma:y lllllba"" boce fanherusipod. 
Tile manpae p-cma;:e.., lmown a: 365 S. VAlliS AVE.. KANICAia!E, R.fO!IOI 
1(>.16-01-204-013 

S1IE AT.".t£:'m'E.Y;I&lWT A 
4 1'1111 cu.- Mar1pp0 .......... boldl AJd IIIOIIp&e ... - of llle IDd _..,.... lbenoof .. C111RIII 
Mor1pfee trom GSIP MORTGAGI! CORPORA noN ("Madppe <I.Rccald"). 

':. "Tl111rf11t1la1111h.-falll'l::arnolll'lflillippen!AIIIqplilno-ippiD--..Imllllao:f~liO<Illfll6arlll 
u...-ded I11Sinllllelnlof• _......,.from Monppe oflla:aniiOCimiiiManppe. 

6. Thallhe Alfllot luas CII1Cbalod dial die Ass1J11111C111 wulcll, lllllpii<Cd or~ befare lbe same could be 
pllcodof-

1. Thill Cunera Monppe 11 Jll1lhle 10 alum 1D - c:on(na .. IIIII ale ODd .....,_.. of IIIII 
......... flOm lhe Mort- of.Rccald 

0 113140073° 
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8. Thlt Clom:nl Mortpaeo ... ly IIIII pqaly ......,U.S ... """'P''P. IIIII bos lhcnafu:t oemced die ramelllll 
hu io 1111 nwn lhe Nato ........,lilaeby IIIII aU oflhc Olhor -'PP-doc-um _..,.. 10 ... d._.... . 
9. Thlt Canont Mao!!lp&oo il ... - of ""' 111011&110 llld ... Nolo - lilaeby. llld hu ""' fm1her 
llllpod crllllllli'em>d said Note llld IIIOI'IIIP 10 lilY odlcr puty. 

10. Tltol tills cdlida'YII 11 maclo 10 Iaduca die a~ of .,.. -, 10 """"' fer ,_,.,. lids 
- cuc:ullldl IIIII octnowlodpl by Cu!nnt ..,._ m plocio of said lost, 1111spill:al ..- deslloyed 
-pmear. 

II. Cuneat M""P':ee - 10 indemnify 8lld llold lcoracll:ss die Rec:onia-,ll<pslnr • Clerlt of said County 
rtomlllll _...lilY. costorc:lalmo whoc:h "'"Y oriso by...,_ oflhe..........., _,.-..., oflhio oflidcmt 

-· 01/H12118 
· ruiANCL\LnEIIDOM SENIOR FUNDING OOIII'OIL\TION 

"'-""1>7.1oakl0~~11MA1c JJI.NacliiJ"aam.Hodco(.Fl..34613Jl10111346-lll.U 
Whoo Reconlod Reuum To 
Fmanccolfroodom 
C/0 NTC 2100 All 19 Nonil 

Nm"""""· i'L-

FFSAM 113400'73 WRr! 4 CJ2417628 MIN 11101154 t'anD5IIUU 

•u340073• 
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Tile ............... lillldld:'!l_...,. ... ..._.l'llllnl: .. 
1. Tlw-lt t iaollll.r-.-......... -JIIio ·•• dl 

liB Fa:: 
IWIB 2 

PlAT ACr: 0 
JllATNGE: 

. . 

2.TIIoliiOliJO'I '•tellatlla• 's ll) ....... llol---lllo---lllllo~ ...... tardle 
_ ................ " · S•llflllo--..lllrllloMadppll)oodofTIUIIdllod0l125120DD,-*"•IIDat.l'tF, 
I •ML?IJQIIIUIZ211,-QZIIII'l!IDQ ......... CIIIUISCA.VAifA.UGHANDDAIIB..LCA.VANAII«HWon: .... 

==~.,:&:;:=..."'=.="..':'w'"~~~oortpo~Mow u a 'llea:zllcllrJ, •uiwc_, 
3.~tlloAIIillltbM MAIIboi ... Aalp:w.,;,loor, I/ 1hr' .,,......_...,_,......,..,Jiooodof......._ 

4.1'bllCurnoa!MIIIIppalt......,iDallllianiftW.-wwu& • e*Miomd-·_ ... ofdleC..Ib'S t .._ • ............... ., ....... 
s. 'nllleun.Mw a rdlo!J iMJiftiPiil7.....,.._....,.. r,iooinallw n --._ ___ .., _ ... .., 
tho _ _..........,..,. .. orea...,__..,.._ .......... mllldMw a a 

6.'111111CunalllM&r!Jr ltlllle-ofthoMia+rmddle--"'doonlor·llldbM ... .........,....., .. Dwfiouod __ ..,. ..... ,a • ..,oo~~orJI"IIl'. 

7.Tba I 'a I lin" P addo -,.~r~~~o,......arlllrocdaeacP I !! "'••k"'otllloo~ar 
'fnla)aad .. C...M&as ,,, ............ ...,...,.._.....,...,_..,...,.. .... Madlflcllicdtar .. ~ · 
d~ . 

Mlabo&~., TIE IIA.IIItmrNBW YORKTIWSTCOMPA.HY,H..A. (lRII' 011. Df IHl&I!Si TO 
JPM0RGAN C!ASB.BANK.I"f. A.,Stl'' PiSCitBY ...,_TOIIA!Qt DIG!, K A., P'PNI!PLY JIJifOWN A.S 1HB 
PDtSr .NA:naN.U..BANK mr· car*otn ASDJ!S'DIII ONPPP" •mr'I'!JI"'1 lftSmrma ~ 
1.01\N PA.SS'IIaO\Qt C8iCIIPICA111S Sl!lllill2111111h\, ........ 10401 DwMiodPaot lllwd.. '&' ulllo, PL 3225611-. 
AMBR!CAM LOAif CIIN'I2!RIS . 

""-" Addaea: 1328SUNSBT Da, JIANTOUL, D.611e6 
LOT 107 IN PRAIIJB V1BW p•AJI& SECIONI) ADDmON TO 'IHE VILLAOI! OP ltAliTOU1. A.5 Plllli'LAT IIJialiWIII) IN 
PLAT IIOOlt •r AT PA.OII31,. smiA.11!D IN OLUIPAJOH c:otJIII'n', ILLiNOIS.. 
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STATE OF n.LINOIS 

~ena Duces Tecum ofibeAttruney General 
of the State oflllinois · 

) 
) ss. 
) 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF n.LINOIS 
COJ\TSLIMBR PROT.ECTJON DMSION . 

'f.Y\Mt«:lt~"f~, ~~lli!. ~'CUi!.~,l'Wi:..,..._..U.,__._..._~It.Ml..wLo., fA 

uce th~ information requested! below to the Attorney General of the State ofDlinois, or her duly authorized 

the 16th day of Jane, :ZOll to her offices at 100 W. Randolpb St., 12tb Floor, Cblcago, mmois 60601, for 

investigation into the activities ofNATIONWIDE TITLE CLEAJUNG, INC. presently being conducted by 

e Attorney General, pursuant to tbe provisions of the Dlinois Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices 

("the ~onsumer Fraud Actj, 81 S ILCS SOS/1 et :seq. Produce, at the time and place aforesaid, the following 

ks, records, documents and papers in your possession, custody, or control the Attorney General deems relevant 

d material to the investigation, tto-wit: 

SEE AITACHE»RD>BR 

llilure to comply witb tbis subJPoeDa may result iD eo11rt aetioa agaiut you punuut to SectiOn 6 of the 
uasamm 'hlm6 .k~ 'b'f.>~~S~ 

NO APPEARANCE REQUIRED 

WITNESS, Lisa Madigan tbe 
Attorney General of the State ofDlinois 
llll(f'im:~ 'llilatm,"ll\ 'tq ~'a. 
Chicago, D!in6is, this _as"1ia_ y of May, 2011. 



RIDER TO SllBPOENAFOR. 
NATIONWIDE TITLE CLEARING, INC. 

The tenn "relevant tiime period" shall mean Januazy 1, 2007 to the }lreSIIIIt 

. 
The tenns "you" and "your" shall mean Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc. 

The tenns "you" andl "your" shall be interpreted as broadly as possible and will include 
Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc.'s officers, directors, employees, agents, affiliates, 
subsidiarie$. and}llll"lellt companies. 

1be tenn "employee" shall be inteipreted as broadly as possible and will include 
indevendent cnntracttOill and.an.-sothl:c a.<y:o1.wln bas.~'S 'li:~'S ~ ~ 
you. In regards to si1gning or otherwise executing and/or notarizing documents, the tenn 
"employee" shall also mean any employee signing on your behalf or on bebalf of one of 
your clients (for exail\DI&;. an employee who .has bamgiv.co limit..d .autbro:i1y lDAW.o 
affidavits or other do1cuments as a "vice president" of your client). 

lntermW!fnries 

1. Identify all relSidential mortgage servicers with whom you have or have had a 
contractual rdationsb\D or for wllmn )'Oll.hav.c otberw.is.c,nedimned ~ w 
provided a product at jUly time during the relevant time period. 

2. Identify all atttomeys and/or law firms with_ wllmn1101Lballc Q£ bal!c had. a. 
contractual re:lationship or for whom you have otherwise performed services or 
provided a pi' oduct during the relevant time period. 

3. Explain any 2md all financial arrangements, including bUt not limited to, splitting 
fees and giviug or accepting referral fees or kickbacks, or accepting anything of 
value you hawe with any residential mort~fY: servicer. 

4. Explain your COJporate structure. 

5. Identify all y<our former and current employees during the relevant time period, 
stating each c::mployee's title and job duties, dates of employment, and, if no 
lon&er Cllll}lo _yed by you.. last known address and !}hone number. 

6. Where known, identify any court proceedings pending in Illinois during the 
relevant time period where a.ssUmmen~. lien releases or other documents 
prepared, signed, or notarized by your employee(s) were filed or used in any way. 
Also identify which of these proceedings used documents with electronic 
signatures. 



7. Tdentif'J all<llfyour current and former employees who signed assignments, lien 
releases or other documents relating to residential real estate in lllinois during the 
relevant tim•:= period. 

8. For each employee identified in Interrogatory 7, state the average nwnber of 
documents the employee signed in a day, week, month, and year during the 
relevant time~ 

9. For each etn]ployce identified in Interrogatory 7, explain the employee's signing 
~y.W .e.aci>m»y.LW wku:e ~lf }'&YH'~lq- fflllf' ~ 

10. · Identify all of your cUirent and former employees who have notarized 
~D>r.nls.,. lien release or other documents relating to residential real estate in 
Illinois durin1g the relevant time period. 

JJ_ FM .ear.b .llm.lj)loyee identified in Inten:ogatory 10, state the average nwnber of 
docwnents tlhe employee notarized in a day, week, month, and year during the 
relevant time: period. 

12. Identify all e·mployees who prepared assignments, lien release or other documents 
relating to re sidential real estate in Dlinois during the relevant time period. 

13. For each emlployee identified in Interrogatory 12, state the average number of 
documents tlhe employee prepared in a day, week, month, and year during the 
relavan.ttimc. ~ 

14. For each of }JOur employees identified in Interrogatories 7, l 0, and 12, list the 
.em,p)Pyre's j l\h .tiiJe. .and }l\b .d!.~ 

li. ~.~:ilv.•b~ mowmre& you have taken during the relevant time period to en&uTe 

that assignmtents, lien release and other documents are accurately prepared and 
executed in compliance with lllinois law, including but not liririted to assignment 
r.haiD .Tt-.ll..iew s and validation. 

16. Describe :tn}d policy(ies) in place during the relevant time period concerning the 
bandlin'?,n(deticient or missing assignmen~ or other title~, inchlding 
how such delficiencies are cured. 

17. Identify all Clwmlt and past employees who performed the !asks identilied in the 
policies in Interrogatory 16 during the relevant time period. 

18. Describe your \)Illl:tice ofusinJb "el.ectronie si~atu~" fill: usi.W'm""l£. 1iu!. 
releases and other documents relating to residential real estate in lllinois during 
the relevant t:ime period. 

.....2al5 



19. Identif¥ the namd~ Cllmlpi~ <w.b. "pJ~ 'liJWatNm:' 'II!IIR. W. 'm.'.f WiBBitl. 
court proc eeding during the relevant time period. · 

20. Identif.:v tlu~.iDdiv~•) w.Mw .m2dP. .tt>e~w tu iiM«t &~'c 
signature iin each instance. 

21. State. wlw.tl= thl:. indi..OJ!JWI~\ 'R9n.~~'1.~·wu:.'tl=~~ 1m:1 
reviewed t he document. 

22. .Jru:ntif.v Al'ld l:~.atoy p&V:ks 6\r Pu"'§.'<l•:v;s }ltm Win {ll.e:x: dt4t .rlMww 
multiple p eople to sign for one person. 

2l.. ~lb.:_ 1--~IDm!, wi".rnlinf& -hitltl1.-u;'ln'mz. Yl.j"lo, "-Tj!IO}J ~"!< llfd. 3m.ca 
Fretwell's employment with you. While answering, identifY every job title (and 
corresponding responsibilities) they held while in your employment. If no longer 
employed :by yOJJ, provitle their last known addcess aDd pboae lJIIJllb«. 

24. State whetlher any employees other th:m Brian Bly ever signed"« otherwise 
affixed the sigoatJn of".B.rnm BJy" to any assigmm:ut or otbt:r dowmc:IJt n:latiug 
to real estalte in Dlinois. If so, for each such document, identify the person who 
signed or affixed the signature, and identifY, if known, the case name and number 
in which th e tlon•mcnt w.as J1lcd O£ used 

25. State whetbce£ any employees other than Crystal Moore ever signed or oth«wisc 
affixed the :s:ignatw-e of "Crystal Moore" to auy assignmeat orotherdowmc:llt 
relating to r eal estate in illinois. If so, for each such doc:ument, identifY the 
pen10n who signed or affixed the-signature, and identifY, iflmown. the case name 
and number· .in wbicb.the document ll!aSJiled.oT .usa!. 

26. Describe-all •f P"llialllnaifyk•MU•••yafk" 4i f•• 'ill 
the assignmeds • h il iii &'ill "I A aiJill ~B. •espuli;dy. 

27. IdentifY all of your employees who were Vice Presidents of or aulhori2ed to sign 
on behalf of" Citi Residential Lending Inc. during the relevant time period. 

Reauests for Production 

1. Produce all Gontracts or otl1er similar agreements with all residential mortgage 
servicers wit h whom you have or have had a contractual relationship or for whom 
you have oth.erwise perfonned any servjce during the relevant time penod. 

2. Produce all c .oniJ:acts or similar agreements with all attorneys audlor law firms 
with whom )I 'OU have or have had a contraclual relatioosbip or for whom }'DII hlwe 
otherwise pedormed any service during the relevant time period. 

Pqe3ofS 



3. Produce any and all written documentation of all fmanl!ial am.ngements, 
including but not limited to, splitting fees and giving or accepting referral fees or 
kickbacks, or acc:epting anything of value in relation to any foreclosure or 
bBilknjptcy nilitled~ .thai)IDJJ.bi!Y.l' w.itb.rl'Jl.~ .~~ 

4. Produce documemts sufficient to show your corporate structure. 

5. Produce sample client agreements with clients located and/or doing business in 
Illinois during thf: relevant time period. 

6. Produce all polic:y and procedure manuals and/or training materials used to direct 
the methods and ~timing that you use when you initiate and implement the drafting 
:wdbv. ~!IWJ • .of assignm~ts, lien rele:Ases or Gtlm 00\:.uments dllring the 
relevant time peri•od. 

7. P.rrublr.e .aJJ po.ljcy JI1JD pFDCeiJJJFC 11UJD1Jals :wll« tlaining materiaJs IJSed to dinx:t 
the methods and ttiming that you use when you notarize assignments, lien release 
or other documentts during the relevant time period. 

8. Produce any docu•ments or communications granting your employees the 
authority to sign atSSignments, !len release or other documents during the relevant 
tit= p.criDd. 

9. Pro~uce ledgers OJfall financial transactions between you and any title company, 
recm:din'!,seJ:\Iil:e., tpnt:e'i.'l. =~.'lJ: 'ID~ Qt.bl-.,;. -wJj~ tbat.~~~ 
you in connection• with any services rendered in connection with any residential 
real estate in Dlincois duriilg the relevant time period. 

I 0. Produce a certified copy of all depositions of your employees or agents relating to 
the preparation, siigning, or notarization of documents. 

II. Produce all docunnents relating to any legal action taken or threatened against you 
or any affiliate, in eluding but not limited to legal action taken or threatened by a 
govcmment entit)l·' mncern in,g.tbe }lJ".l',r>ar.a.l.iru>, .'<ig.niqg, w .Mta.r.iz.aJXw Df 
documents during: the relevant time period. · 

12. Produce all docunnents that describe tl.1e i,oh rest;10nsibilities <Uall.eiill}lll'!lec.'l. 'liM 
are tasked with signing assignments, lien release or other docmneots on bebalf of 
Others (fOr exampllc:, a "Signing LC. n who has been given limited Blllhority to sign 
as a "vice preside! 1l" or other such officer ru aootber eotiJy). 

13. Produce all powens of attorney, corpor.ate resolution, or any other document 
g."anting one of your employees the abili(yto 5tgn on behalfofaooehermtity. 

14. Produce all docum•CIIIIsn ""i•ciD J111111f ....,..,_. 31tiiayiD sip.-Wf K 
Mortgage Eleclron1ic: :Rqioa11:a6uo Sysiii!D (MERS). 



I 5. Produce all agre,ements you have with MERS. 

tli. ~..P..'Ill.tM.'J'.=-emp}oyeecmnpensalion p<Nicics in pJiiiOCdliringtbc ,;s,'etllllt 
time period, including but not limited to, documents relating to productivity 
incentives. 

17. Produce any pol icy and procedure manuals and/or training materials that mentinns 
or describes wht':D and why multiple people can sign for one person, as referenced 
ir. h~ten~gat()ry 22. 

18. Produce all poUcyor procedural manuals pertaining to the use of electronic · 
signatures. 

19. Produce copies of all assignments, lien releases or other documents prepared, 
signed, or notari.a'd .'Jj· J<:N>.Y"~IX'S&rirrt;6.'M ml=tllrft ~pmilli m'ln'lilg"m 
residential real estate in Illinois. 

20. Produce copies of ?tii'J ~~ TclWimg 'm m'l\ Wla\~m lliinoi5 Wnen:tne 
signature of"Bri,an Bly" was signed by someone other than Brian Bly. 

2J. ProOOce cc¢esof~~Rydocu=ts relllling tQ l"C8l estate in llJirrois w.l.t.m:"tM 
signature of"Cr·ysta! Moore" was signed by someone other than Crystal Moore. 

u. l!wm•I:Jl, '!}). 4sw;.~.~"' w. ~-;y;% ~-e'fYt.~ W.1Ji~ ~:>i \M. ~igmne1to 
attached in Exhilbit A and Exhibit B, respectively. 

. 23. Produce all docl.lUllMt.r evid=i,'lg the liUtboiity af Citi Resi<k:rrtial Leading lnc. 
to act as attorney-in-fact for Town and Country Credit Corp. during the relevant 
time period. 

24. Produce all docu ments evidmcing the authority of Crystal Moore to act as Vice 
President for CitJi Residential Lending Inc. during the relevant time period. 

Papsors 
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Lauren L. Scli ' :ffers, Petitioner 

1N THE SUPREME COVRT OF ILLINOJS 

l..h'JR£~ L SCHEFFERS, 
Petitiauer 

v. 

DEUTSCHE BANKNATlONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS TRUSTEl '. 'i'l'II"K~I 'i'cri<. TH't 'ii'i':.)-.~H'i 'ifr 
11ffi CEKT11-. lCATE HOl.DEIDS FOR AME"RIQUES'1 
.MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-RI, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS.THROCJGffCElUTfTCArE"S, 
SERIES 2004 -RI, 
Resl}Ondent 

NOTJCE. OF FJLJ.l'IG 

) Appellate Court. 3"' Judicial 
) District. Case No. 3-11-476 
) 
) Circuit Court, Will County, 
) Illinois. 12th Judicial Circuit 
) Case No. 09CH3797 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E . 
) Rossi and 
I me ffonoraln'e IZicr\aro' J. 
) Siegel, 
) Presiding Judges 

To: By USh 'S Priority Mail By USPS Priority Mail 
ATTN David Co, Director 
Deutsc: >te Bank National Trust 

Cc mpany, as trustee 
1761 I 'ast St. Andrew Place 
Santa . \na. CA 9270;-4934 

By US PS Priority Mail 
Patrid • Stamoo. .4my JbnXer 
Dyker 1ll Gossett PLLC 
10 Sm 1th Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 
CbiC3!! ·:o,'f.., ~ 

Denis Pierce, Robert Deisinger, 
Shaun Callahan 

Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago. 1\.. 61)61)2 

FILED 
NOV 8- 2011 

SIJPREN.E COURT 
CLERK 

lw ill" c-·~· if(J{i"fi<xf ~?Bt <m lWNa\"M\!',r J, ;!IN I, Petiticroc.~ .ru: .M .itldtg.t'.t\1 
person, submi tted for filing 1 copy of the Petitioner's Petition for Leave to Appeal to the 
Office of the t :::Jerk. of the Supreme Court of Jllinois, as served per the enclosed notarized 
'lTWi -u; £=V. t:t.. 

Perth£ notarized Proof of Service and Verification by Certification, Petitioner bas 
submitted one &opy to e.a&.b nf the f= above the Petition and AP,pendix Exhibits 1-3. 

''t 

• ' 



Lauren L Scfl• :ffers, Petitioner 

r?'>fiti~>- """"·~a.«.. '1CL 'lbilit~ to_ '<!'.f.'',.- tbrr.r_ c.rop·t>-«..<U': tbi..«.. P.P.tirinn. t n. tiJt>_l?,._<;!]rolderJt.'s.. 
counsel. as re( JUired. since neither of the law firms above was retained by the Respondent 
as legal couns el in this instant action. 

Respectfully submitted, 

-~ 
·,~tL'-i-1 ,_ 

Lauren L. :S'c!\effers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. lL 60564 
'fl bJU-'J16-Jlitll 
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'Lk'u'il.£'1<. L ·.;:.r.:_vtcFi-r!r..."i>. 
Petitioner 

v. 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEI • TN "TKtE1 rtJR. TB'E 'B'E!-<TI'JJ ift 
!HE CERI11- tCATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACI <ED PASS-THROUGHCERTfr!CATES, 
SERIES 2004 -R I, 
Respondent 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

'J ~1'f.lt1hlttt r~.SJUti, :_,rd 1·~f\ .. hl1, 
\ Qistr.icJ.,Casi:. l'JIL 1-l.J.-4.(1\. 
) 
/CirLllTtCaort; *'lU C..ro.11ty~ 
1" NUtKJt~. a12lh iu-di' ... ·--·iBI1 CirL'll·it 
) Case No. 09CH3797 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Rossi and 
J The ffonoraf>fe Ricnard" J. 
) Siegel, 
) Presiding Judges 

The undersigwed certifies that true copies of the foregoing instrument, Petitionj(Jr Leave 
to Appeal Pur suantto Rule 315 or Appeal as a MaUer ofRight Pursuantto Rule 317, to 
be served upo11: 

Clerk < >f the Supreme Court of Illinois 
200 F; u:f C.apilol Avenue 
Sprin~ field. IL 62701 

'tlf p\'ln:i~>% -a c.· Yp'f ~f -,=in -a Uj;'i"S Pnoc.\y M-ai\ m-aikt wim S\'gmt'lm:o-Re·q.:.it-.,u 
Receipt 2307 1770 0000 1051 9717, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail and dt;n< lSitiey said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Av e .. i\faperviffe, fC 6\154\1 prior to T:OO p.m. tnis J;'v! day ofNovemf>er, Z\Jf f. 
and to 

ATTN : David Co. Director 
Deutsc he Bank National Trust Company, as trustee 
1761 F . .ast St .. 4ndrew Place 

Santa '\na, CA 92705-4934 

by placing a c ""?~ «.f WN& '" ~ U';;\''3, \'<\Q<i.t~ M~i.t mai.l.eJ: 'Ni.t.b. Odi.'ler.~ O:m.fmuaiiau 
Receipt 0311 I 1240 0000 1268 2323, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail, and dep< •siting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden A v· .:. ,'l\:ip..'\..,,~~\9. ,1.!. .§.[).J..W 0-W>.• w "l:[;l[) P' .w. t.O,;s 2nd 42]' dNo>'emMr, :JJ)J J, 
and to 
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Denis I 'ierce. Robert Deisinger, Shaun Callahan 
Pierce , & Associates 
Thirte\.~ ,wh J.L~'<xn.~ 
1 North Dearborn 
Chicago. IL 60602 

by placing a c 1py of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 03 I I 1660 0000 2322 4656, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and dep< >siring saia' envet'ope a( dre urn1'ed Stdl't!:> fustdl' Servli:e ,U..,-,rriwr iit ,• ?f{J 

W. Ogden A' e .. Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 2"d day of November, 2011, 
and to 

Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker 
Dykenna Gossett PLLC 
10 South Wacker Drive. Suite 2JIJ(J 

Chica; ~o. IL 60606 

b~ r;!la~:ing a c n9~ of =e in a USPS Ptiocit~ Mail mailer witb. Deliver~ Continuat.i.on 
Receipt 0310: ~640 0001 7648 7773, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and dep< >siting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden A~- e .. Naperville, /L 60540 prior to 7:{){) p.m. this 2"". day of No~"CtiTirt.-r, 2011. 

.Swnm JD .aod 

~/ i>( ll ,....,_ ·~ ...._- J -' ' 

r . .· ' . J( r :l:i. ~(!l{iv,/~?LUc?j{\ L-

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 

Date 
¥ \ 

My Commissi on Expires: ___ _,"f_3:._/_~_· __ _ 
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PI:~TITIONER VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION 
PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL 

(735 ILCS 511 109/fr ·om Ch. 110, par. 1 1 09). the undersigned certifies that the statements set 

forth in, and the exhiibits submitted with, this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters 

inerem S!atea to 'oe o. 1 ·nfrorma:iwn ana 'oeiu:'T ana as "to -suen mmrers ine·urllier.irgrretJ {,-erirrres -as 

aforesaid that PetitiOJ 1er verily believes the same to be true. 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
C 630-305-340 I 

l''c~·;·r:t,, :;· ( J. · ; ; 
' ~ _,l,_lt --\ ) ·~~·' ( lJ 

Date 
/ 

Sworn to and subscri bed before me this the -~~() day of October, 20 II. 

My Commission Exi lires: 

c;· I . /I ::1-, : ( 4 ' ' '' 



l.ru.t•:e.•> l . .SC.bi'.ft ers. Petitioner 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

LAUREN L. SC HEFFERS. 
Petitioner 

v. 

DEUTSCHE B?.NK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
fl..'>. UJJ~TEE L\I.TRJlST FOR. THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFIC. \ TE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE Sl CURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl. 
ASSET-BACKEDP.4SS-TJJRDVGJJ C.F.RTJFJC.ATER 
SERIES 2004-R I. 
Respondent 

) Appellate Court. 3'" Judicial 
) District. Case No. 3-11-4 76 
) 
) Circuit Court. Will County. 
) lllinois. 12'" Judicial Circuit 
) Case No. 09CH3797 
l. 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Rossi and 
.) T.be H=nmhle Richard J. 
) Siegel. 
) Presiding Judges 

NOTICE OF Fll..li'\TG PETITION FOR LEA l'E TO APPEAL P.VRSl,1.4.1\IT TD 
RULE 315 OR~ APPEAL AS A MATTER OF RIGHT PURSUANT TO RULE 317 

Praver For Leave to Appeal as a Matter of Right 

Comes n ow. t-='enb'oner pro se. LrurLlf L. Sl-1\t:/RT.;. pon;uam~ t\:r So.p'L"tl'f'I'e Cau't7 

Rule 317. andre spectfully petitions the Court for leave to appeallrom the Decision of the 

Appellate Com1. Third District. as a matter of right pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 317 

lor violation on he Petitioner's right to due process under the Constitution. under 

Supreme Court I Zule 63. and under Supreme Court Rule 137. 

Praver For Leave to Appeal 

Comes now. Petitioner pro se. Lauren L. Schetlers. pursuant to Supreme Court 

Rule 315. and respectfully petitions the Court for leave to appeal from the Decision of the 

Appellate Court. Third District. 
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Judgments Below 

1. O·.t August :23. 2011. Justice William F.. Holdridge. Presiding Justice 

Robe11 L. Carter. and Justice Mary K. OBrien. the Third Appellate Court Justices 

("Justices"). allegedly allowed (see Appendix Exhibit 1) ("ExhibiC) the Plaintiff

Appellee Motion to Dismiss (see Exhibit 42). 

2. T,he Justices failed to rule at all (see Exhibit 2) on the Defendant-

AQQellant Emen,_!ency Motion for Stay of Judgments Pending Appeal Pursuant to Rule 

305 (''Emergenc~/ Motion for Stay") (see Exhibit 48 inclusive). 

3. 0 n October 4. 20 II, the Justices allegedly overruled and denied the 

P.P..IiJiw. fw: 8?.btc·m:inJbl,see Exhihit 1\.,hut tlli:re was no reference as to which Justices, if 

any. pmticipated in the decision. 

4. As of November 3. 2011. the Justices have failed to respond to the Petition 
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J.ru'"""l. ~'V:M.fters. Petitioner 

Points H.elied Upon For Review of Judgment of the Appellate Court 

I. A though the alleged order allowing the Motion to Dismiss stated 

"response of Ap] 'ellant noted''. there was no opinion or explanation given as to why the 

AQQellant' s resQ• :)nse (see Exhibit 46) was il!.nored or whether it was even reviewed at all. 

The extensive Emergency Motion for Stay (see Exhibit 48 inclusive) was 

filed with the int ent of demonstrating to the Justices the many judicial!counsel en-ors/acts 

of ti-Jllui 'IJ~DJJ. the ccuu:l. in. the 12'" .ludicial Circuit Comt qursuant to Suqreme Court Rules 

63 and 137, inclt. ding the recusal of Judge Richard J. Siegel (''Judge Siegel"') (see Exhibit 

27) and the subst~quent assignment of this instant action to the recently elected Judge 

estate/foreclosun~ laws or the Illinois Uniform Commercial Code. 

3. Given the failure of the Justices to rule on the Emergency Motion for Stay, 

4. Y.-et. again. the alleged order that overruled and denied the Petition for 

Rehearing (sec E .xhibit 3) failed to address any of the legal points raised in the Petition 

tor 1Ze11eai'Ing. 

5. Given the fact that the filing of a Petition lor Certificate oflmportance 

(see Exhibit 57) after the denial of the Petition for Rehearing on October 4. 2011 does not 

extend the filing lead line to file this Petition lor Leave to Appeal (''PLA" ). ille :1usi1ces 

again failed to ad dress the legal points raised by the Appellant. a further violation of Rule 

63 by the Justice s. 

Page 3 



Statement of Facts 

IN ASCENDING CHRONOLOGICAL ORCER 

I. 0 n December 31. 2003. Defendant closed on the refinancing of the Note 

in this instant acLion with Town & Country Credit Corporation (""TCC"") (see Exhibit 4). 

2. Per the undated Endorsement to ·'Blank·· on the back of the Note. the Note 

was converted into a security as '·bearer paper·· (see Exhibit 5). 

3. On Fclmu.tr.!{ 6.. 2004. Oeutscb.e Bank National Trust filed the rea,uisite 

prospectus (see E :xhibit 6 inclusive. judicial notice requested) for Ameriques! Mortgage 

Securities Trust ~2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates. Series 2004-Rl 

closing date ··on •or about February 6. 2004"" (see Exhibit 6. page I. judicial notice 

requested). 

4. k; part o'i tna"l prospee"ra>. Decll>L'ne Ban\\. Nu,)uf!"a', 1"nn\ "5\"11\ett \'rtat 

""Legal Actions a•re Pending Against the Seller-- (see Exhibit 6. pages 9-10). 

5. C n January 6. :zoos. Deutsche Bank National Trust filed Fonn 15-15D. 

Certification and Noiice oi 1 erminatton of Registration unaer -:>ection i2\g) on t'ne 'oa51s 

that there were OJ 1ly 12 Certificate Holders as of December 31. 2004. Judicial Notice 

Requested (see E .xhibit 7). 

6. OJ 1 January 23. 2006. 49 State Attorneys Genera] signed a settlement 

agreement with p.,cc Capital Holdings Corporation and its subsidiaries Ameriques! 

Mortgage Compt my. Town & Country Credit Corporation. and AMC Mortgage Services. 

Inc. (see Exhibit 8). 
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7. 1 'he Illinois Attorney General sent three undated letters re: Notice of Your 

Right to a Rest it uti on Payment relative to three mortgage refinances in December of 2003 

(see Exhibit 9). 

8. C Jn October 23. 2007. Citi Residential Lending ("CRL ").as servicer, sent 

a RESP A Correction Letter stating that Ameriques! Mortgage Securities. Inc. was the 

current creditor (see Exhibit 1 0). 

'l. ()l\ December l4, 2007, tbe illinois Attorney General sent the Ameria.uest 

Multi-State Settl ement claim check lor $2590.03 relative to three mortgage refinances of 

$424,000 (see E. xhibit 11 ). 

1i&. <,:,•n December 2. :2008. CRL sent a Notice oflntention to Foreclose (see 

Exhibit 12). 

11. C·Jn January 15. 2009. an Assignment from Town and County Credit 

Ameriques! Mor tgage Securities. Inc .. Asset Backed Pass Tlrrough Certificates 

Series 2004-RL was notarized with an effective date of February 11. 2009. but was 

not recoraea whl1 (he 'Wifl County1<.ecoroer uniit Wtarc'n 't1s. "YUU'J '(see ~ppenlitx 

Exhibit 13. judie al notice requested). 

12. On January 30. 2009. a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy was filed. Case 09-02917. 

with CRL listed as the Secured Creditor on Schedule D (see Eih'lbit 14). 

13. 0 n March 5. 2009. the Meeting of the Creditors was held (see Exhibit 15). 

14. Cln April 1 7. 2009. Pierce & Associates filed the Motion to Modify the 

Alltomatic Stay ( see Exhibit 16 ). 

Page 5 



l."-'-'·'"·'' l. Sr.betlers. Petitionel" 

15. On May 5. 2009. the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy was discharged (see Exhibit 

17). 

16. ')n August 26. 2011. Pierce & Associates filed the Complaint to 

Foreclosure Ml'rll/.<~£.e (see Exhibit 18). 

17. C ln September 16. 2009. Pierce & Associates sent its Collection Letter 

(see Exhibit 19) . 

l)L U.''· OP.C.t>Jnhf-_r. "2.4.. lflO'L Defendant served the Defendant Rea,uest for 

Production (see Exhibit 20). 

19. ( )n February 26. 2010. Plaintiff served the Defendant the Plaintiffs 

20. On June 9. 2010. Defendant served the Defendant Motion to Compel 

Production (see Exhibit 12). 

Motion to Compel Production (see Exhibit 23). 

22. ( )n September 8. 2010. the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment was 

servei! (see 1:.xlli'b'n24"). 

7' -.>. C ln November 9. 2010. Judge Bolden signed an order that transferred this 

instant action b< tck to Judge Siegel (see Exhibit 25). 

24. ( ln November 12.2010. Defendant served iheDe!enilantMoiwn lor 

Sanctions (see Exhibit 26). including a ·'Do Did" Schematic (see Exhibit 26.4). 

25. ( )n November 22. 2010. Judge Siegel signed and order recusing his 

honor pursuant I o Supreme Court Rule 63 (see Exhibit 27). 
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26. On .January 21. 201 L Pierce & Associates. not Dykema Gossett served 

the Plaintitrs F esponse to Defendant's Motion for Sactions <sic> (see Exhibit 28). 

27. On February 12. 201 L Defendant served the Defendant's Second Request 

for Production (sec Exhibit 29). 

28. < )n March 22. 2011. Judge Rossi mailed his honor's Memorandum 

and Order (see Exhibit 30) that denied the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment and 

tb.e. Plaintiff I'YL.1tinn. fur Summ.ary .lu.d!ynent and set a status hearin~date for AQril4. 

2011 to set a tri a! date. 

29. On April4. 2011. Judge Rossi signed an order that granted the 

30. < )n April 5. 20 II. Pierce & Associates sent Defendant a package with a 

cover letter (se<e Exhibit 32). 

Foreclosure anc l Sale (see Exhibit 33 ). 

On May 8. 20 II. Defendant served the Motion for Sanctions Against 

1'rerce & Assoc ·,ates 'Pursuant to T<.tile l:l) (see "Ex'ri!'tiJt '214). 

33. ( )n May 9. 201 L Defendant served the Defendant Motion to Compel 

Production (se-e Exhibit 35) for Plaintiff failure to respond to the Defendant's Second 

Request for Pro duction served on February 2:?., 20 II. 

34. ( )n May 24. 2011. Defendant had extensive e-mail communications (see 

Exhibit 36. pare 2) with Thomas P. James. Consumer CounseL Consumer Fraud Bureau 

of the Illinois A ttorney General relative to the fabricated Assignment recorded with the 

Will County Recorder (see Exhibit 13). On May 25,2011. the Illinois Attorney General 
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Press Release: ··Madigan Issues Subpoenas: Widens "Robosigning· Probe·· stated that a 

subpoena was ISsued to Nationwide Title Clearing Inc. (see Exhibit 36. page I). 

35. On June 17. 2011. Defendant served the Motion for Temporary 

RestrainillJ,! 01·der and/or Preliminary Iniunction (see Exhibit 3 7). 

36. On June 22. 2011. Judge Rossi signed an Order denying all four 

Defendant Mo~ions: I) Motion to Vacate Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale. 2) Motion 

Production 2. a nd 4) Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & Associates Denied (see 

Exhibit 38). 

Circuit Court(: ;ee Exhibit 39). 

38. On July 5. 201 I. Defendant filed a Notice of Appeal with the 3'd 

Appellate Com1 \see Ex'n"I'o"tl 4WJ. 

39. On July 8. 2011. Defendant filed the Docketing Statement with the 3'd 

Appellate Court (see Exhibit 41 ). 

40. On July 12. 201l.l'ierce & Assoc"tates ft1ed an Appearance and the 

Plaintiff Motion to Dismiss Appeal with the 3'd Appellate Court (see Exhibit 42). 

41. On July 20. 201 I. Defendant handed out the Criminal Foreclosure Sale 

Handout at the July 20. 2011 sale (see Exhibit 43). 

42. An Internet listing of the property in this instant action indicated the REO 

status. that the Plaintiff had bought the property at the July 20. 2011 foreclosure sale (see 

Exhibit 44. judi cia! notice requested). 
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Lauren L. Schccffers. Pelilioner 

43. On July 21.2011. the Will County Sherifl's Repot1 of Sale and 

Distribution w"s created and it was recorded on July 28. 2011 with the 121
h Judicial 

Circuit Court 1 see Exhibit 45). 

44. Otc Jul:· 25_ 20 l L Defendant filed the Res~>Onse to Motion to Dismiss 

Appeal (sec Exhibit 46). 

45. On July 28.2011. the Sheriffs Deed was recorded with the Will 

r.:.'m.rmj 1i\<L-<:m'Jer. Judicial Notice Requested (see Exhibit 47.judicial notice requested). 

46. On August 4. 2011. Defendant filed the Emergency Motion for Stay with 

the 3'd Appellate Court (see Exhibit48). 

41. On hugm,'t ~- }'(/t \. !fJdrrtC6~ f11rtlt ~tr~ \'Jti.rtt•itml Yu h~hmh' ~ ""1Ja1t;rm1 

to Stay Trial Cuurt Proceedings with the 3'd Appellate Com1 (see Exhibit 49). 

48. On August 12. 2011. Defendant filed the Appellant Response to 

Appellee· sUb} ecfton to Appe'flanf s Moiwn to ':\tayl riat 'Coun 'i'roceeiimgs w'o'n tm: "Yd 

Appellate Com ·t (see Exhibit 50). 

49. On August 23.2011. Gist Fleshman. Clerk of the 3'd Appellate Court 

(""Clerk""). sent Defendant a letter stating that the appeal"haifbeen ihsnitsseil (see1:x"Iiiott 

51). 

50. On August 23.2011. per the computer screen print-out of the Emergency 

Motion for Sta:; Fact Sheet- ··Motion has become Moof" that was sent to Defendant by 

an office workt!r in the Clerk of the 3'd Appellate Court. no ruling on the Emergency 

Motion for Stay was required (see Exhibit 52). 
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51. On September l. 20 I L Defendant filed with the 12th Judicial Circuit 

Court the Defe ndant"s August 29. 2011 Letter to Will County SheritT Kaupus (see 

Exhibit 53). 

52. On SeQtember 1. 2011. Defendant filed wit the 12th Judicial Circuit Court 

the Defendant" s August 31. 2011 Letter to Will County State"s Attomey Glasgow (see 

Exhibit 54). 

S.l. QQ. ~..pr.mw.r. !!.. ?Jl.JJ.. OP.ff'~)rlanl. 6Jr..d al'P.ti.tism. fut Rebe:u:inJf. wit]~ tbe 

3"1 Appellate Court (see Exhibit 55). 

54. On October 4. 2011. the Clerk of the 3'' Appellate Court sent Defendant a 

56). 

55. On October 17. 201 L Defendant filed a Petition for Certificate of 

as ofNovembe r L 2011 (see Exhibit 57). 



Lauren L. SdN"-~ft'ers. Petitioner 

Argument 

I. As repeatedly submitted to the Justices in the Response to the Motion to 

Dismiss (see E xhibit 46 inclusive). the Response (see Exhibit 50 inclusive) to Objection 

to. tJw_ EmFJJ!fJ: .tC.')' Mntinn far Stay (,;ee Exhibit 49)_ the Petition for Rehearing. (see 

Exhibit 55 inclusive). and the Petition for Certificate oflmpottancc (sec Exhibit 57 

inclusive). the 12'" Judicial Circuit Court had no jurisdiction to make any rulings under 

'aft. 1ilinwro '4"'·""%"'%~ fw.~d~""''~ La'li \''lMfL"}. 

2. As a matter of law. the Respondent through its alleged two separate law 

fi1ms as legal counsel did not meet the requirements of the lMFL to elect to enforce the 

the IMFL is not applicable (see Exhibits 42 and 46). 

3. As a matter of law. it is ILCS 810 51 Article 3. Uniform Commercial Code, 

re: 'Negofuiole :7 ;ecurifies ana 'Pa1t 'J. 'Enlorcemertt onnstruments '(see 'f.xriiiin '!':C. 'i:.XJiliin 

2) that pertains to securitized Notes, not ILCS 735 5/Art. XV. Illinois Mortgage 

Foreclosure La.w (see Exhibit 48. pages 2-3. and Exhibit 48.4. pages 1-2). 

4. Since no record was created in this instant action because the Motion to 

Dismiss was al legedly approved (see Exhibit I). the Petitioner. as an indigent person. was 

forced into exr•ending substantial sums of money for multiple copies. bindings and USPS 

service costs of 'the extensive Emergency Motion for Stay (see Exhibit 48) with all of the 

SUJJ_porting Exhibits including_pleadings and extensive Repo11s of Proceedings submitted 

under Section I 109 Certification. when the Plaintiffs alleged counsel never verified the 

Complaint or any other submission to the 121
" Judicial Circuit Com1 or the 3'd Appellate 

Court. 
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5. Since no record was created in this instant action. the Petitioner, as an 

indigent perso n. has again been forced into expending substantial sums of money to file 

this PLA with competent supporting evidence that the Petitioner's right to due process 

under the Co.-.stitution has been blatantly violated. Exhibits 1-46 in the Appendix of this 

PLA represent a subset of the Exhibits that were submitted with the Emergency Motion 

for Stay (see :~xhibit 48.4). 

a. Defendant Request for Production (see Exhibit 20). 

b. Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production 

c. Motion to Compel Production (see Exhibit 22). 

d. Judge Siegel's Order (see Exhibit 23) denying the Motion to 

Compe ·, Proauction. 

c. Defendant's Second Request for Production (see Exhibit 29) with 

no response from Plaintiffs alleged counsel. 

f. Motion to Compel Producfwn 2 (see Exh'lbit 35). and 

g. Judge Rossi's Order (see Exhibit 35) denying the second Motion to 

Compel Production. 

7. The Emergency Motion for Stay (see Exhibit 48) is critical to this Coll11's 

decision to approve or deny an Appeal. particularly its Sections: 

a. I. Relevant Law. pages 2-3 

b. II. Statement of Facts. pages 4-17. 

c. Ill. Argument, pages 18-22. 
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d. IV. Blatant Violations of Rule 137. pages 23-25. 

e. V. Blatant Violations of Rule 63. pages 26-30. 

f VI. This Foreclosure Action has been an Extortion Attempt, 

g. VII. This Foreclosure Action has been a Financial Crime in Illinois 

since its outset. pages 32-37. 

b.. VIJJ.. S.IJJJ)J)J;;J:~, l}'lJY!-'i 1&-4.0 .. 

1. IX. Conclusion. pages 41-44 . 

.J. Defendant's Mission. page 45. 

~. T"Jttftt.wi.Wtc" "..., C'i~~ .. Jlt.i,V.s~ ~ Llh,. 

I. List of Exhibits with bullet points of critical legal issues (see 

Exhibit 48.4 inclusive). and 

pleadings. 

8. Per the Emergency Motion for Stay (see Exhibit 48) tiled on August 4. 

2011. the Stat· :ment ot'Facts (see Exhiliit41L pages 4-17)'mCJui1ei1 ihe criiical pleaiimgs, 

repmis of proc :eedings. and supporting Exhibits under Section I I 09 certification that 

were part oft he record from the 12'" Judicial Circuit Court through July of 20 II. 

9. The several sections in the Emergency Motion for Stay cross-referenced to 

each of its Statements of Facts with the specific supporting Exhibit. Critical pleadings. 

reports of pre ceedings. and rulings not included with this PLA related to: 

a. Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment. 

b. Motion to Vacate Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale. 

Page 13 



l.Bllr"'-ol. .Sd .U".fJer.<c Petitinner 

c. Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary 

lnj unc tion, and 

c. The Reports of Proceedings tor the March 3. 2011 hearing (82 

J?ag_es ). the AJ?ril4. 2011 hearing_(37 pages) and the June 22.2011 hearing (38 

pages~ 

10. The Petitioner's right to due process under the Constitution was violated 

il';; tbr- cJm1in.Jt!Jllifan-' nt: ful'ie statements hy the Plaintiffs alleg_ed two law firms. Pierce 

& Associates ("'P&A"') and Dykema Gossett (""Dykema"") in pleadings and in hearings per 

the 400+ pag·es of Reports of Proceedings. as documented in the two Motions for 

II. The Petitioner's right to due process under the Constitution was further 

violated by Judge Rossi. Judge Siegel. and the Justices tor the failure to review any of the 

material facts in dispute per the Defendant Motion tor Summary Judgment and Motion to 

Vacate Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale in the 121
h Judicial Circuit Court and in the 

Emergency lvloi10n for Stay ·m the J''' Appe!'Jate Court (see Exhibit 41\). 

12. The Petitioner's right to due process under the Constitution was further 

violated by .h tdge Rossi. Judge Siegel. and the Justices tor the failure to review any of the 

competent evi dence repeatedly submitted under Section I I 09 Certification oft1te many 

additional material facts in dispute. For example. the CRL Notice of intention to 

Foreclose on December 2. 2008 (see Exhibit 12). did not meet the requirements as a 

Notice of Ace eleration or a Demand tor Payment in Full from the lender of record. TCC 
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Lauren L. Sd effers. Petitioner 

13. Per Judge Siegel"s recusal Order (see Exhibit 27) pursuant to Supreme 

Court Rule 63 ofNovember 22.2010. his honor's Order made specific references to that 

Defendant M•:Jtion for Sanctions (see Exhibit 26): "recent pleadings filed by the 

Defendant which question the fairness ofthc court! <sic> which along with similar 

earlier allegat ions2 <sic> make the continued appearance of impartiality of this court 

problematic·· with references to footnotes I and 2. 

14. By that recusal. Jud![e Sie![el vitiated all his honor's P.rior rulings in this 

instant action. Judge Siegel also violated Rule 63 for his failure "to take or initiate 

appropriate dcisciplinary measures"' regarding the blatant attorney misconduct/violations. 

··~J~ ... e- ... ···- -- ·-----·-· -----·-· -~----- -- ------· ---

Sanctions. 

15. Throughout 201 L Judge Rossi violated Rule 63 with his judicial bias as 

and for his honor's failure "'to take or initiate appropriate disciplinary measures" 

regarding the blatant attorney misconduct/violations as submitted to the Court with the 

two Motions ( or~"~am.'iwns 't see 't::Xriiritrs Yo mr6 ')4). 

16. By Judge Rossi· s failure to repmt this instant action to the ARDC and to 

the Illinois Attorney General for a criminal investigation, not only did Judge Rossi violate 

Rule 63. his h·onor ·became an accessory to the C"Jass 4 Felony of "'loan !rauc'f" undert'ne 

Illinois Financial Crime Law. 

17. Given the filing of the Emergency Motion for Stay with its Sections IV 

and V relative to blatant violations of Rule 137 anil Rtile 63. ihe Jusftces a·lso v'to'lateil 

Rule 63 for fa iling "'to take or initiate appropriate disciplinary measures"' against Judge 
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Lauren L. Scbeffers. Petitioner 

Rossi and Judge Siegel for the blatant judicial misconduct. in addition to failing to report 

this instant ac tion to the ARDC and the Illinois Attomey General for a criminal 

investigation. 

18. The Petitioner questions who in the Clerk· s office was instrncted to enter 

the alleged R,u]ing (see Exhibit 2. page 2) on August 23'd that "Motion has become Moot"' 

into the com 1uter system. when not even an alleged order by the Justices or the Clerk 

relative to thc0 Em.erg.eru:y Motioa for Stay exists. 

19. The Petitioner questions the apparently routine procedure in the Clerk· s 

otTtce to hav'"' the ot1ice workers use an ink pad stamp for the Clerk's ""signature·· for the 

20. Subsequent to the August 4. 20 II Emergency Motion for Stay, the 

Petitioner ha'; continued to report to Will County SheriffKaupus (see Exhibit 53). to Will 

of the Illinois Attorney General (see Exhibit 36. page 2). 

a. On July 21. 201 I. the Sheriffs Report of Sale and Distribution 

\see 1:. x"Ii!"li!t 4YJ was recoriteii wl'ln "ine y;!h Juliic.Hfi L"Ircu·n 'Lou!'!. 'mn pen'nt 

court docket there has never been a hearing before the 12'h Judicial Circuit Court 

to confirm that sale: 

b. On July 28. 2011, w1ih no confirmation of ihe sale. a Sheriffs 

Deed 1 Nas recorded with the Will County Recorder (see Exhibit 4 7, judicial notice 

reque~ted). thereby further clouding the title on the property in this instant action. 

I) That Sheritrs Report of Sale has thousands of dollars in 

illegal amounts included with no '·wet ink"" signature by Will County 

Page 16 



Lauren L. Sc.l1etlers. Petitioner 

Sherifl" Kaupus. yet another "'robosigned". signature in the foreclosure 

fraud arena (see Exhibit 43. Section IL SHERIFF'S REPORT OF SALE 

AND DISTRIBUTION. Section IlL CLASS 4 FELONY OF "LOAN 

FRAUD ... pages 5-6)) 

2) As always. Defendant submitted supporting competent 

evidence as enclosures (see Exhibit 43.5). 

2l. On. YJ)l?J:Dhe..r 1.. 2111.1.. QQtb. the A.IJJYL'i!. 29 .. 2QllletJer to Will County 

Sheriff Kaup JS and the August 31. letter to Will County State· s Attorney Glasgow were 

filed with the:: 12'11 Judicial Circuit Court to be made part of the record. 

and intends l<> publish this instant action on the lntemet relative to the "'business model of 

fraud"' of Ameriques! Mortgage -> Citi Residential Lending in conjunction with 

Nationwide rifle C'Jeaimg-> iorec'wsure l'mun. 

23. Under Misprision of Felony. the Petitioner is now reporting the Class 4 

Felony of --lc •an tl·aud". under the Illinois Financial Crime Law to this Court. as the 

1'eiJiwner·ha~ also a one wtih fhe 1'eftiwnei s re"Jatea 1""LA !or -case "t "0'(0"9 ·tnat was 'ft'Jea 

with this Cou 11 on September 15.201 L 
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Lauren L. Scheffer.<;_ Pe.tilinner 

Conclusion 

1. The Petitioner has repeatedly submitted to the 12'h Judicial Circuit Court 

and to the Third Appellate Court that it was the 12'h Judicial Circuit Court that did not 

have iurisdic :tion to grant a Motion for Summary Judgment and a Judgment of 

Foreclosure 'md Sale under the IMFL. 

2. The Justices failed to address the Petitioner's primary legal issue as to 

w.bt>JbPJ: a. PL ai;JJiff with a:·se.curitize.cf' Note. one with an endorsement to ·'blank" on the 

back (see Ex hi bit 5). can elect to enforce that security under the IMFL since the 

securitized Note is in a mortgage-backed security trust. not a land trust. 

submit this i11stant action to the Illinois Supreme Court as a matter of grave public 

interest as tc< whether most foreclosures of properties with securitized Notes in mortgage-

Electronic R.,gistration System ("MERS") in the case of the Petitioner" s other PLA, Case 

113039. are wrongfultoreclosures. as a matter oflaw. 

4. I' he 1'eitfwner even I ilea a 1'eitfwn lor L.erit'itcate ol"unportance"(see 

Exhibit 57) o n October 17. 2011. Yet, as of this filing on November 3. 2011. the Justices 

have failed M rule on that Petition. 

5. If the competent evidence submitted by the Defendant under Section 1 109 

Certification throughout this instant action since the Complaint to Foreclosure Mortgage 

(see Exhibit 18) was tiled on August 26.2009. when the Plaintiffs alleged counsel never 

verified a sin gle statement and could not produce the original Mortgage or the original 

Assignment in open court. is totally ignored by Judge Rossi. by Judge Siegel. and by the 
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i':auren- !':. :Scrlcti'ers. Petitioner 

note at all. 

6. Given the severity of the misconduct/violations of the Justices. Judge 

Rassi "rtd .hidgc Siegel in the 1:>.'" .\udicial Circuit Court. and the alleged counseL Pierce 

& Associates ar d Dykema Gossett and their several attorneys. in this instant action. the 

Petitioner pros'" prays that any technical errors in this Petition will be overlooked in the 

'rrtlere;"l o'i 'iatrn< ~SS or '{mil ·fne 'J"Ci!iJOncr \\'I'J'J 'be a'J'towea to amen a fne 'f'ciJiiOn ·nse'rf lor 

resubmission to whatever legal counsel has actually been retained by the Respondent to 

file an Appearance under Section I I 09 Certification. 

7. ·1111C Petitioner prays that this Court will take action under the long-

standing precedent that the Illinois Supreme Court "possesses the inherent and exclusive 

power to rcgulat e the practice of law in this state and to sanction or discipline the 

unprofessional c onduct of attorneys admitted to practice before it." See In re Mitan. 518 

N.E.::!d 1000. 10, 08 (IlL 1987). 

8. 1 ·he Petitioner has included a proposed order in the alternative for the Pl.A 

as a Matter of Ri ght and/or lor the PLA. 

Respectfully submitted. 

··---·- / 

\-';/ t ( >L' 

Laurenl. Sdu'fi?rs 
!305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
1:-t fi 1Jl-1Jl )_- 1AO, 1, 
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iN THE SVPREME COVR T OF JllJ:I\TOJS 

'LN0R£'l' L 'i£'Ni!i'i'L'NS, 
Petitioner 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
A~ I'Kt:ISTE 'E 't!~ 1'KLIS'l r'D'K Tt't'E 'b'E).;,'E'f'!l W 
THE CERTll'"ICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE': SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSEi-BACKEO f'ASS-iffROUGffCERi'YfYCA Tf:S, 
SERIES 200 4-R I, 
Respondent 

SEPARATE APPENDIX 

VOLUME! 

~ ~~T}at& C.r~a;\, 1rd L1u!irJa.l, 
) District, Case No. 3-11-476 
) 
/ C.) ... cu•itt CauYt, ~l'iN Cw\'WJ', 
) Illinois, !2'h Judicial Circuit 
) Case No. 09CH3797 
} 
) The Honorable Raymond E 
) Rossi and 
j 'file ftonoraOle Riclrani l. 
) Siegel, 
) Presiding Judges 

EXHIBIT I. 2011/08/23 Clerk of the Appellate Coutt letter, General No. 3-11-0476: 
Motion of appellee to Dismiss Appeal, response of Appellant noted, is 
ALLOWED. APPEAL DISMISSED. Consisting of the panel of Justice 
William E. Holdridge, Presiding Justice Robert L. Carter, and Justice 
Mary K. OBrien. (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 2. 2011/08/261LL!NOIS APPELLATE COURT THIRD DISTRICT--
FACT SHEET---, SC Rule 303, Case 3-11-0476, Emergency Motion for 
St<tY - "Motion has become Moot" (2 .P,gsJ 

EXHIBIT 3. 20 Ill! 0/04 Alleged Appellate Court Order- Petition for Rehearing 
Overruled and Denied (I (lf6.) 

IN ASCEND· ING CHRONOLOGICAL SEQUENCE 

EXHIBIT 4. 2003/12/31 Settlement Date (I pg.) 

E.¥J:IJJ3JJ: 'i. lliJJJatrJi Emlnr'if'.mr-"J. tn "B.Iank~' on. Bar.Jcof No.tr_, Conve.~ Note. to a 
Security (I pg.) 

Page A-1 



VOLUME I (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 6. Deutsche Bank National Trust Prospectus: Ameriques! Mortgage 
Securities Trust 2004-Rl. Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates, Series 
lQRA-1?,1. \M~.Q~.li'.\>lQJ)ART.), l•Wir..iaJ.!Mt!r.~:.Tlr.RJU:.'itrJ!I/l. 'il-'b"--\ 

EXHIBIT 7. Deutsche Bank National Trust Prospectus: Ameriques! Mortgage 
~'l'.t't?._t.\..."":f ~'U'St 2fXM.l?.l, Asset .. 9<U'k~ Pass-1:'.<\r._w.~~ CertifN:~tes., Ser .. \es. 
2004-Rl (AMQABS2004Rl), SEC Form 15-!5D, Certification and 
Notice of Termination of Registration under Section !2(g), Judicial Notice 
'i\eqo~teit '\~ ·pgo..) 

EXHIBIT 8. 2006/01/23 Ameriques! Settlement Agreement, pgs. I, 39-41 (4 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 9. Undated Letters Received from Illinois Attorney General: Notice of Your 
Right to a Restitution Payment, $517.69 (3 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 10 2007/!0/23 Citi Residential Lending RESPA Correction Letter (I pg.) 

EXHfBfr I l . ZOOTITZIT 4 Letter trom fffin01's Attorney Generaf w,-tli 01uin Cl'lecJ( for 
Ameriques! Multi-State Settlement (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT !2. 2008/12/02 Citi Residential Lending Notice oflnteni10n to rorec'lose 
(I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 13. 2009/01/15 Assignment from Town and County Credit Corp. to Deutsche 
Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee for Ameriques! Mortgage 
Securities, Inc., Asset Backed Pass Through Certificates Series 2004-Rl, 
Judicial Notice Requested ( l pg.) 

EXHIBIT !4. 2009/0 I /30 Schedule D - Creditors Holding Secured Claims, stating Citi 
Residential Lending as the Secured Creditor in Chapter 7 Bankruptcy 
(I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 15. 2009103105 Meeting of the Creditors (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT !6. 2009/04/!7 Motion to Modizy the Automatic Stay (4pgs.) 
I. Notice of Motion/Certification (I pg.) 
2. Motion to Modify the Automatic Stay (3 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 17. 2009/05/05 United States Bankruptcy Court Discharge of Debtor (3 pgs.) 
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SKPARATE APPENDIX (~ON'T.l 

VOLUME I (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT I 8. 2009/08/26 Complaint to Foreclosure Mortgage (4 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 20. 2009/12/24 Defendant Request for Production (4 pgs.) 
J . .L"ele.'NJ.t\'~lJ Relp!.ICS..t .. ii\r .. P~r.£V3.l.IJ'J.i.ntl w./..F.¥..b.lh.i1s {3 pg.s.) 
2. Proof of Service (I pg.) 

'I':.X¥lJ.'£l1~ '111 . 1.~1R//~1.rl~ fllainA;fl'; ";:> Tl .... 't<'.!pm~ TR_, r;yrf&'lR:wt~' -s fl~~'it. fl.t>..RJUtJtt~ fhh 

Production ( 6 pgs.) 
I. Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production 

(5 rrg:;-) 
2. Certificate of Service (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 22. 2\J\ \Ji%iW Del eno1m\ Mo\im-. \o 'C'D'ffq:te\ \'yooc.-ct\m \\ ', 'jYl,'O .) 

I. Notice of Motions (1 pg.) 
2. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
3. iVonce ofr1Angs (1' pg.) 
4. Notice of Motion- Amended Date (I pg.) 
5. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
b. Dc!enaamlllwtion to Compe\ ?-roauc~ion ( 4 pg>.) 

7. List of Defendant Exhibits Included (I pg.) 
8. Defendant Certification (1 pg.) 

EXHIBIT 23. 20 l 0/08/12 Order by Judge Siegel- Motion to Compel Production Denied 
( l pg.) 

EXHIBIT 24. 20 I 0/09/08 Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment (2 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Motion (I pg.) 

2. Proof of Service (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 25. 201 0/I 1/09 Order by Judge Bolden- Instant Action Transferred Back to 
Judge Siegel (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 26. 2010/I 11!2 Defendant Motion for Sanctions (18 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Motion (I pg.) 
2. Proof of Service (2 pgs.) 
3. Defendant Motion for Sanctions (I 3 pgs.) 
4. "Do Did .. Schematic (I pg.) 
5. Defendant Certification (I pg.) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUME I (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 27. 20 I 0111/22 Order by Judge Siegel - Recusal Pursuant to Supreme Court 
Rule 63 (3 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 28. 2011/0l/21 Response to Defendant's Motion for Sactions <sic> (3 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Filing/Proof of Service (I pg.) 

:J. R.e.f{Xl.~se .to De.(t>.w;\Rw 's .Mro.i.n>:> .fur Sru-J.i._o.us <.s.ic> !2 ,rw.<.) 

EXHIBIT 29. 20!!102/22 Defendant's Second Request for Production (5 pgs.) 
\. 'Mkw~anN "'.)' 'i:R..-~.:mli. l}.,.tt,~utg~ Wl.l l]'.l~unJJ&n~ t\l ns.\ 
2. Proof of Service (2 pgs.) 

EXfUBlT 30. 201 (,I()J/22 1\k.mJcd'tn.iuwr r.n.wl 6\ ... 6\.."t .. ~J' }uodt;e ~V.oss,~- L'\e-.\~'Pi\~i? .. 1N .1>~1"\t.m~ 
for Summary Judgment and Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment 
Denied ( !3 pgs.) 
'1. 't'..uver1JtXtetfJ pg:] 
2. Memorandum and Decision (12 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 31 . lU'J' J'tiJ4tiJ4 &o'er oy Judge Ruo>i- PlirirrtifNvfOtfurr M-SmmwaYJ" 
Judgment Granted (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 32. 2"CJ"J!ID4i\'JS Pierce & Associates CoverLettet('l pg.) 

EXHIBIT 33. 2011/05/06 Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale (2 pgs.) 
r. Nohce ot-Motfon Cf pg. j 
2. Proof of Service (l pg.) 

EXHIBIT 34. 201 1/05/08 Motion for Sanc6ons Against Pierce & Associates Pursuant to 
Rule 137 (12 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Motion (I pg.) 

2. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
3. Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & Associates Pursuant to Rule 137 

(5 pgs.) 
4. List of Exhibits (4 pgs.) 
5. Defendant Certification (1 pg.) 

EXHIBIT 35 201!105/09 Defendant Motion to Compel Production (10 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Motion (I pg.) 
2. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
3. Defendant Motion to Compel Production (4 pgs.) 
4. List of Exhibits (3 pgs.) 
5. Defendant Certification (I pg.) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUME I (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 36. 2011105/25 Press Release: "Madigan Issues Subpoenas; Widens 
'Robosigning' Probe" with May 24, 2011 e-mails sent to Thomas P_ 
James __ Consumer Counsel._ Consumer Fraud Bureau the day before the 
subpoena was issued to Nationwide Title Clea1ing Inc., Judicial Notice 
Requested (2 pgs_) 

EXHIBIT 37_ 20 ll/06117 Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary 
Injunction (2 pgs.) 
1. _ NQt.ir-R- Ql I)J.Qtjw. r, I. T,l-'1;-\ 
2. Proof of Service (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 38 . .?J\1},((\M?.? £\r&>,rbJ•)~0ge J?.n."-"i -Mw.iao t.c> y_,_c.ateJJJdg.mr.nt nf 
Foreclosure and Sale Denied, Motion for Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction Denied, Motion to Compel Production 2 
Denied, and Motion for Sanctions Against Pierce & Associates Denied 
(I pg_) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUME II 

EXHIBIT 39_ 2011107/01 Notice of Appeal, 12'" Judicial Circuit Court (20 pgs.) 
!. Notice of Appeal (I pg.) 
2. PtQQf of SeDtii!e (l \1\!,-l 
3. Notice of Appeal {15 pgs.) 
4. List of Exhibits (2 pgs.) 
.5. ~ ... ~_.lfu.t\1\W Ce..rt_.f/:"'C.N.\r.\1} (,_1 pg.) 

EXHIBIT 40. 2011/07/05 Notice of Appeal, 3rd Appellate Court (3 pgs.) 
11. C"O'v~-r L~ttt~.~ r..-v t;:h:A f'&csl_i'iWJt..'.U, Ck'ik \ 1 .. n-> 
2. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
3. Certification of Service(! pg.) 

EXHIBIT 41. 2011107/08 Docketing Statement (17 pgs.) 
l. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
2. 'Fruu'i u'i'!.t:rVIl."t:\'1 -pg:) 
3. Docketing Statement (14 pgs.) 
4. Defendant/Appellant Certification {I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 42. 2011107/12 Motion to Dismiss Appeal (5 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Filing/Proof of Service (I pg.) 
2. -Mof10n to D'Isn1Iss Appeal \2 pgs.) 
3. Entry of Appearance (I pg.) 
4. Verification by Certification (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 43. 2011107/20 Criminal Foreclosure Sale Handout at July 20,2011 Sale 
{I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 44. 2011107/20 Internet Listing of REO Status, Judicial Notice Requested 
(I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 45. 201 I/07/21 Sheriffs Report of Sale and Distribution Recorded on 
July 28,2011 with 12'" Circuit Court (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 46. 2011/07/25 Response to Motion to Dismiss Appeal (10 pgs.) 
!. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
2. Certification of Service (I pg.) 
3. Response to Motion to Dismiss Appeal (6 pgs.) 
4. A]JJ1endix (I pg.) 
5. Defendant/Appellant Certification {I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 47. 201 I/07/28 Sheriffs Deed Recorded with Will County Recorder, Judicial 
Notice Requested (I pg.) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX(CON'T.t 

VOLUME I II 

EXHIBIT 48. 2011108/04 Emergency Motion for Stay of Judgments Pending Appeal 
Pursuant to Rule 305 (82 pgs.) 
'· .1;;\-;,t,k~ "'f Mct\w, \\ n.) 
2. Certification of Service (I pg.) 
3. Emergency Motion for Stay of Judgments Pending Appeal Pursuant to 

Ro.·,\:: J05 (46 fJ'S'} 
4. List of Exhibits (33 pgs.) 
5. Defendant/Appellant Certification (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 49. 2011/08/08 Objection to Appellant's Motion to Stay Trial Comt 
Proceedings (4 pgs.) 
f. J'<on·ce orfWingiP'rooforService (f pg.) 
2. Objection to Appellant's Motion to Stay Trial Court Proceedings 

(3 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 50. 2011/08112 Appellant Response to Appellee's Objection to Appellant's 
Motion to Stay Trial Court Proceedings (9 pgs.) 
I. Notice offiling (I pg.) 
2. Certification of Service (I pg.) 
3. Appellant Response to Appellee's Objection to Appellant's Motion to 

Stay Trial Court Proceedings (!i pgs.) 
4. Defendant/Appellant Certification (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 51 . 20 II /08/23 Clerk of the Appellate Court letter, General No. 3-11-04 76: 
Motion of appellee to Dismiss Appeal, response of Appellant noted, is 
ALLOWED. APPEAL DISMISSED. Consisting of the panel of Justice 
William E. Holdridge, Presiding Justice Robert L. Carter, and Justice 
Mary K. OBrien (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 52 . 2011/08/26 ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT THIRD DISTRICT--
FACT SHEET---, SC Rule 303, Case 3-11-04 76, Emergency Motion for 
Stay - "Motion has become Moot" (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 53. 2011/09/01 August 29,2011 Letter to Will County SheriffKaupus (9 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Filing f lpg..) 

2. Letter re: Will County Sheriff is accessory to Class 4 Felony of "loan 
fraud" under the Illinois Financial Crime Law (7 pgs.) 

3. Enclosures (I ~~&\ 
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SEPARATE APPENDlX (CON'T-) 

VOLUME .III (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 54. 2011/09/01 August 31, 2011 Letter to Will County State's Attorney 
Glasgow (4 pgs.) 
I. N\'/,w_-e. -of Ehw5 \\ JYE,.) 
2. Letter re: Request for Investigation of the Class 4 Felony of"Joan 

fraud" under the Illinois Financial Crime Act, with the Will County 
S!rcri.ff, Will Ccram"y lau'gt-., Ra,..,~· and 5Yegel, mu' nl:e 1'aw n1ms of 
Dykema Gossett and and Dunn, Martin & Miller Ltd. as accessories to 
the Jaw firm of Pierce & Associates as "organizer of an ongoing 
cimima1 eiHerpiise' '(3 pgs) 

3. Enclosures (I pg.) 

EXHCBir 5'). ZIH f;tJ'l;W f'etibon tor Retieanng (.Zo pgs.j 
I. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
2. Certification of Service (1 pg.) 
3. Peiiiion for Rehearing, including Certificate of Compliance (20 pgs.) 
4. Appendix List (3 pgs.) 
5. Defendant Certification (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 56. 20!1110/04 Alleged Appellate Court Order- Petition for Rehearing 
Ovemlled and Denied (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 51". 2011/10/17 Petition for Certificate oflmportance Pursuant to Rule 316 
(I 6 pgs.) 
I. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
2. Ce1iification of Service (I pg.) 
3. Petition for Certificate of Importance Pursuant to Rule 3!6 (13 pgs.) 
4. Defendant Certification (I pg.) 
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113313 

supreme Court of Illinois J 
Clerk of the Court 
Supreme Court Building 

Sprlngfie1.d, Ta'lnol.s o.rrtn 
I -;rn'l 7!12-«tfJ!> 

Ms. Laurer• L. Scheffers 
1305 Morni.ngstar Court 
Naperville.,, IZ.. 6Q50.J 

No. 11331:1 -

!13!1J" 
Lauren L: Scheffers, etc., petitioner, v. Deutsche 
Bank Nat1onal Trust Company, etc., respondent. 
~'~ t:-n :ann,.., 1 ar.~l 1 ~ ....... -.r:-.r:--~ ... , ~!;'._. ......... ~ .... ~ ~-.:9.!.:-r.t-.... , ~.:!..:~4 n"i&.""S:i.'\:.t.. 

Th~ " . .. .. . tl~~e.o . . ~ 
.,:;., upreme c-ourt today DEN~ tne petition t"or leave co 

appeal or appeal as a matter of right in the abOve entitled 

cause. 
V to\.A,Ot\) Cl=' fJ Ut, Atac.l $1"' ~ S ~ 

The~~~te .trff ~~.is ~'Z"~ ,j..11 .is.ggte ~o the Appe.I.l~~e c~t 

on Februa:::-y 29, 2012. 

NO 

st'-~lf~ ~~Y tu~/, ? 

iH1.NE.Jl ~~ 

ti.u "-- '~ V JOL4 .,., • .NS ,t ~ /+U-'3'USN cC 

IM~.t~)t6 e.,o~tA-JAi)G 7'D C~ 

~'~ 

''r 



GrROUP EXHIBIT 4 



Ci:ISe ~ I1JJ.13. Lauren L. Scheffers_ Petitioner 

lU3U 

.IN T.I!E SV.PR.EM.E CDVRT OF JllJNOJS 

i,__~IJY£H L \ "£Yli.HPiJ/,'b. 
Petitioner 

) !'.~IJaJ~C.QJu.t •. "'" lmiWa!. 
) District. Case No. 3-11-4 76 
\ 

E'El}TSCllE. ''JA.~1K NATN~WA.'. Tl?.VST COMPANY. 
h'b 1WL%Th't : IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFH UF 
THE CERTIF IC ATE HOLDERS FOR AMERJQUEST 
MOT<1DAt1'E . "SEC'DRTI1'E~ TRU5'1 "Wti4-R'I, 
ASSET-BAC •CEo f'ASS-"fffi{OC/"GffC.l'Xfl1"iL~AIES'; 
SERIES 2004 -·R I. 

/C.'tt:«itCoNJ.T.. fi',WC<I«tr{j: 
) Illinois. 12th Judicial Circuit 
,'£8=!\'a. (JI}Cl/]797 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Ross• and 
f file ffonora6re «.tctianx' 1: 
) SiegeL 

Respondent ) Presiding Judges 

NOTICE OF FILING 

To: By USt, 'S Priority Mail 
A TrN : David Co, Director 
Deu\& 'nt; 'malt. 'WiturnJ, lTa$1 

Co >mpany. as trustee 
176 I E: ast St. Andrew Place 
Santa L= CA 92'1/}J.-49~ 

By U~ PS Priority Mail 

Patrie!: ~--- fo.m'j !nw.k-et 
Dyken· •a Gossett PLLC 
I 0 Sou th Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 

Ck.icac -9. ,IL 61)61)6 

By USPS Priority Mail 
Denis Pierce, Robert Deisinger. 

'i}u.>Jm. r;::illlibao. 
Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
c~ JL .§l\lji}J 

You ar •e hereby notified that on December 15. 20 II, Petitioner, as an indigent 
?#'J:'W>., 'lllhmil r. t,.J. W: lili~ MntHw. filr. .SPJ:Vic.e a( Orde.r.~ Sif{Jled by Supreme Court and 
Appellate Cou. ••·t Justices, as served per the enclosed notarized Proof of Service. 

Respectfultv submitted, 

1-uto. c!J..Jc!.,{~'¥ 
~;:~~~=:~~~1. FILED 
Naperville, IL.~0564 nr:r 1 o ~.ou 
H 630-305-34di .1.1!:-. <ir·LUII 

SUPREME COUftT 
CLERK 

' 



Case f f JJ fJ, Ca uren L S'cfteti'ers, Petitioner 

I 13313 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

LAUREN L. ~ lCl 1EFFERS, 
Petitioner 

V, 

DEUTSCHE fJA Ml::. NA7N.Ii~l-i;;_ 7RVS7 [:0-M~!l.N't, 
AS TRUSTEI: I~ I TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIF ICJ\TE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE "S"IBClJRITfE"S lKlJST 2U04-R1, 
ASSET-BAO~ED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004- R I, 

Respondent 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

) Appellate Court, 3'd Judicial 
) District Case No. 3-11-476 

' \ 
) Circuit Court, Will County, 
) Illinois, 12'h Judicial Circuit 
)·C~Nw. 89CHJ79-7 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Rossi anct· 
) The Honorable Richard J. 
) Siegel, 
) Presiding Judges 

The undersign<~d certifies that true copies of the foregoing instrument Motion for Service 
of Orders Sigrted by Supreme Court and Appellate Court Justices, to be served upon 

Clerk '1f the Supreme Court of Illinois 
Supren ne t::ourt Buildin_g 
200 East •Capitol Avenue 
SpringJ ie ld, IL 62701 

by p.lacing.a.c< >1,>'/ of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2307 1770 0000 1054 3811, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail, and dep< )Sit ing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
'U. '\)gtrel1 k~,,~:.~ ~J~tlT~•!•!.:t", !r:!L. fi.?C4l_il,]:o):ro if, }:.?RJ/CITL \'ri6 1tSth ~v tfi ~tTrhtel.~ 1~/t \ 
and to 

Hon. T h<>mas L. Kilbride 
CliiefJiust·~""ftM. ~'-'?X=g,C<9JJ:I,Qf((({ru:n~ 
1819 4th, '\venue 
Rock I sla1 1d, IL 6120 I 

iry· f111&.."t'.7g 8 .x ·(JY .sl sa..we i>'l a VSPS ,P,r,VJ.WJ' .l~(f.ai,l .ma~Je.r wjf.b .S.ig.ua.t11re-.ReJ;mired 
Receipt 2307 I T70 0000 I 055 5203, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail, and depc si ting said envelope at the United States Posta.l Service location at 1750 
'W. "\)gtren kvr-;., J~Y..dpt:TiNtc, VL f.R,~ 1fi:R11 Ta, 1·.Qa ~.'711.. t~~h?:. 1_. slh Q&'j rM T.:}P..r..f".JD.br.J:' lQll 
and to 
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Case 113313. I "auren L Schefrers, Petitioner 

(lon. 1\.tlne.M.RJ.u:~"-
Justict' c >fthe Supreme Court of illinois 
160 N . I .aSalle Street. 20th Floor 
Coir..u,~ .. • !! ~~ 

by placing a C• py of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2307 · 770 0000 I 055 5210, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
lHail. and <kpa:<\i\ing "aid en-.d<>pe a\ \he United S\a\"3 p.,\a\ Service \oca\ion a\ I 75() 
W. Ogden A\ e. , Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00 p.m. this 151h day of December. 2011 
and to 

Hun. C hade~£. Fr-t:-e-ITfiiiT 

Justice •Jfthe Supreme Court of Illinois 
160 N. i~aS.rt't'e SO:lxt, 2{](1~ n=r 
Chica! ;o , YL b'Ul!(!I 

by placing a cor >Y of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2307 ·1 ~ 770 0000 1055 5227. propeily addressed Wiih postage prepaid ·by l'i10iity 
Mail. and dept 1siting said envefope at tfie Uiu'ted States Posta( Service focation at fiSU 
W. Ogden Av< :., Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 15th day of December, 2011 
and to 

Hon. ~ Aa.ry Jane Theis 
Justice o fthe Supreme Court of Illinois 
160 N. I .aSalle Street, 20th Floor 
Chicag c". IL 6060 I 

by p.l.a.c.ing .a .<:q<c1_,V of .sam.e io .a USPS P.riro:ity .M.a.il xu.a.iJe.r wilb .S.ig.nat.l.ll'.e-.R.e.QJJ.i.r.e.£1 
Receipt 2307 I ~770 0000 I 055 5234, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail, and dep• JS iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
'll. \Y~, ~·v{"'; .. ~ l'tlrdfi~Tv;Nte, rlL ~~'Jli:mi •(tl1·.~-p.-n1. \Ti~ 1,S'h ITdJ if.. ~ur.\·Ja.l~1~ 11 

and to 
Hon. R <>bert R. Thomas 

Justice c•Ctfie Supreme Court o(fffinois 
1776 ~ .. NaQerville Road 
Buildii 1g A. Suite 207 
Wheat< 1n1. IL 60187 

by plariog .a rJ y1y vL<;aJm' .io .a USPS P.tiro:ity M.a.il JJXJ.i.le.r wjtb S.ig.nat.l.ll'.e-R.e.Qllired 
Receipt 2307 I 1'70 0000 1055 5258.properly addressed withpostageprepaid by Priority 
Mail, and dep• Js iiting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
~. Q'bdr.n. <'>.'<• '!. .. ~~..r.'<i.lJ,_, IL t>!l.5AQ ?T.iro; tn. 7·00 ~m .. t.b!.'i. I. 'i1h Qa') d: i)p,r.r.n,hP..r.. 'W.l.l. 
'lJJti tn 

Hon. R it a B. Garman 
Justice <>fthe Sll{N'eme Court of Jllinois 
3607 /'.'. Va.mt't1t'.'t:ltT, Su1'<'e 11 

Danville. IL 61832-1478 
by placing a C<>P'.~i ~- "Oa= 'y, a U\'.9\', 9t'&n,t) Ma'~ ma''&~ '"'t'n S'gwlf,-u~I!.-RI!."f'U,~I!.<'> 
Receipt 2307 17 7t! 00\Jt! ., O:i:i Yl bb, properly addressed w1fh postage prepaid 'by l'iiOiity 
MaiL and depc >si ting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at I 750 
W. Ogden Ave .. Nap<:~~rNe, {L 6{)J4<Jprfurro ?.o{){)fi.m. ,~m, .'J'hu'aya{Ub.'\!lmn:c 28U 
and to 
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Case 113313. '~aurcn L Scneffers. Petitioner 

ffon. { JQyd A •. Kacw.cie.r. 
Justice· c)[ the Supreme Court of Illinois 
I 00 Sc Htth Mill Street 
.1\l?.h~~',; IJ.e, .'J.J §]2§] 

by placing act •PY of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Rece~pt 2307 I 770 0000 1055 5548,properly addressed with_postage_pre_paid b_y Priori~y 
Vfli/,, wtl. &.-p·':11'<timg -;<itl. -er~<~lUf!t 'ltt 't'r<t '.!nit~ ':'ft:>d<t> 'h!St:>dt 'StTv'tc:t '.-ut~ditcm 'ltt 'tl% 
W. Ogden Ave .. Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 15th day of December. 2011 
wli tn 

ATTN Davia' Co. Olrector 
Deutsc he Bank National Trust Company, as trustee 
I 761 Lrst &. Al'llJ'rew f'l\n."" 
Santa <\ na. CA l"/27tJS-4V34 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt OJ 11 :·! 350 !J!J!J2 6523 341!6. propeily addressed w1fh postage prepaid ·by Piioiity 
MaiL and· cfep< 1 siting safd envefope at the United States Postaf Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Av• ~ .. Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 151

h day of December. 2011 
and to 

Denis Pi;erce. Robert Dei singer. Shaun Callahan 
Pierce &.: Associates 
Thirte{ :r tth Floor 
I Nortl1: Dearborn 
Chicag, ). IL 60602 

by placing a c opy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311 25;50 0002 6523 3493 properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mml.anddf>~.1s iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Av''·. Naperville.IL 60540_priorto 7:00p.m. this 15th day of December. 2011 
and to 

l'81'.-ic~·. Stanton. Amy Jonker 
Dyken m Gossett PLLC 
10 Sm1t~' Wacker Drive. Suite 2300 
Ch.Icag o . TL 6tJ6tJ6 

by placing a c• Jgv oJsaroe .in .a USPS P.rindty .Mail mailer wjtb Delivery Cnnfinnation 
Receipt 0311 : ~550 0002 6523 3509, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and dep· o;;iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Ave., NWjJRJ:'Iill.e.lL &.\SA.Q 'jW.Q.J; tQ ?·.00 ?.m. tills l.)th day Q{O=ber., 2Qt t 
and to 

Mr. Gi st Fleshman 
Clerk < •f J.!Je J.lJ.~w)s .4,qre,I.(aoe C&\!Nt. T.l.\\r,!;l L~.st.~0! 
I 004 ( 'nlumbus Street 
Ottawa. IL 61350 

by placing a c op:; <;>{'if~& \1\?. U~\'~ \'~W.;.t.:; M1.\\ m?.\'&~ •>1\tl.\ ~\%1\?.t\'.w.-R~~...,,~~d 
Receipt 2307 17 70 0000 I 051 9786. properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and dep< JS iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
w. Ogden A Vt ! ... I'~~·,:Ne. ll. 6{)540 rnWt-M ?-6\? fT.tTi'. {ilrJ.:.S t

15th .:l6j' (!{ &\..,-e.m!nsr: 26't1 
t
1 

and to 

Page 3 



Case I 13313,: .J~uren L Scner'fers, Petitioner 

Mr. R( .h,t:V~ 1. 1}Aa"?f5'n?, 
Clerk' >J fthe Illinois Appellate Court, Second District 
Appell ate Court Building 
55 Syrr ·,pt'r\JITj' W.ry 
Elgin. I L 60120 

by placing a c< •PY of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2307 I T1\'J OCA'IU )\)5) '}TY'), propeny at~u't1-esseo wJ\'n -po;tagqnepa'•u ty 'himhy 
Mail, and dep- )"iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at I 750 
W. Ogden Av., ., ~tvi.lte, lL 611540 ';lttQt t.u 7·.00 <;1.m. t.hi.\; t sm da)' ufDe<:.embet, 21.H t 
and to 

Lisa M adigan 
lNifR'J~~. Allunrey G~di 
Crimin a I Enforcement Division 
500 So u. th Second Street 
Spnngfi eld, 1L 62706 

by placing a cr py of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2307 I 770 0000 I 05 I 9762, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail, and dep< >siting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at I 750 
W. Ogden Av• ~- • Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 15!11 day of December, 
2011. 

~·~~ 
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 

.1\l.apt'.ry.iJJt>, Jl tifl '>M 
H ~305-3401 -.., y 
~c .IJ~ •DI/ 

~\\..'----

Swnm J.o .aoo .<.a .lh."i'.r.i.ht'.d .ht'fnrt> .lJ.lt' J.b.is .tbt' i 7) rlay .oJ Dt>u.~ 2.0JJ. 
< . .._ I c-------~ 

~~-~-.-. ( \. ;(','. ,-'·-r.,.'--:----~--
- ) '- --~"' -----·--· 

. I 

My Commissi< )n Expires: ___ \'-?_-'-\_;_.:~_-_.(---'1_.1 __ 
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~~~~~~~~~~ 
"OFFICIAL SEAL" 

l)€66t'C GEm.':r.lS 
Notary Public, State of lltinois 

My Commission Expires 11/26115 



PE TITIONER VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION 
MOTION FOR SERVICE OF ORDERS 

SIGNED B'i , SJ)PREME CVVllT ,4,1\IJ> APPELIA TE CVVRT JVSTJCES 

Under penalties as pn.: ·vided by law pursuant to Section I I 09 of the Code of Civil Procedure 

(735 ILCS 5/1 1 09/fn •m Ch, 110. paL 1 109), the undersigned certifies that the statements set 

therein stated to be on infonnation and belief and as to such matters the undersi1,>ned certifies as 

lioresaid that Petition er verily believes the same to be tme, 

~ ... ~'* Lauren L Scheffersl<> 
1305 Morningstar Ct 
Naperville. IL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 

Ct <. ttj ,M,lJ 
Date 

~{k.. 
Sworn to and subscrih<~d before me this the ' ':> ' day of December. 2011. 

My O;vnw.~i.low E¥p; .• , :es,' 

__ ·I I (c:_ ~1~ ')_ _ 

< 

I 
\ 

c---_-·:::::_~.---"-

(.; \........ '- _.._ ----.- ' 

r
~""§.~~~~'t>-'§o.~"> 

"OFFICIAL SEAL" 
DEBBIE GEDUTIS 

Notary PubHc, State of Illinois 
My Commission Expires 11/26115 

~.w.----.--~ 



Case 1133 B, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

113313 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

LAUREN L. SCHEFFERS, 
Petitioner 

v. 

DEUTSCHE RA..Nl{. NAl:IDNA..L 1:!1JJS.1: OOM.J? j\,1).1."\i:, 

AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIF ICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTO.AG.E" SFL'VRJTJES: TJWS:T :JOO.t-JU, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004e-RI, 
Ri'S'fi'DI.IJ>JJf • 

) Appellate Court, 3'd Judicial 
) District, Case No. 3-11-476 
,1 
) Circuit Court, Will County, 
) Illinois, 12'" Judicial Circuit 
~ ()iRJt 1}'-R,. Q,C}r'Jrr..l,lq 1 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
} .Tl..DSS.i .:nwJ 
) The Honorable Richard J. 
) Siegel, 
~ T}r,.<t.siflintfs Lw&b~'1> 

.MDTJl)",\1 FOR S-E.RVJCE OF SJGl\TED O.R»E.RSJJY SVPREME COVRT 
AND APPELLATE COURT JUSTICES 

Cour1 to allo\\ ·this Motion for Signed Orders by Supreme Court and Appellate Court 

Justices ("Motion for Signed Orders"), as a matter of law, and states the following in 

I. Relevant Law 

1. Supreme Court Rule 63, Canon 3 of the Code of Judicial Conduct 

Miscor tduct 

3. Supreme Cout1 Rule 137, Signing of Pleadings, Motions and Other 

4. Supreme Court Rule 218, Pretrial Procedure 

5. Supreme Court Rule 305, Stay of Judgments Pending Appeal 
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Case 11331:;, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

6. Supreme Court Rule 368, Issuance, Stay, and Recall of Mandates from 

Revie wins Court 

7. The lllinois Code of Civil Procedure, 735 ILCS 5 Sec. 2-619. Involuntary 

dismi: >sal 

R T.b.e JJ1t=is C.<>& JJ.f C.iv_i) .P.r.N'e.d!.~re, 735 lLCS 5 Sec. 5-.11)5. L.e&>'-" .0 s<.>e 

or de1 'end as an indigent person. 

9. The Illinois Uniform Commercial Code ("UCC"), 810 ILCS 5 

10. J:be JJJ.llli\Uo Cc\J!FCJm.Wes Act, 765 JLCS 5 

II. The lllinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law, 735 ILCS 5/Art. XV 

11. The lllinois Financial Crime Law, 720 ILCS 5/Art. J6H 

ll. Stat.emeot e.' F.w:ts 

1. The Petitioner is part of the class of property-owners who refinanced loans 

with Town & Country Credit, an affiliate of Ameriques! Mortgage Securities. In 2006, 

received settlt,ment funds waived all rights to sue for fraud, unless the property went into 

foreclosure in future. 

incorporated 1::iti Residential Lending in 2007 to take over the servicing of those 

subprimc, toxic Ameriques! loans. 

Clearing Inc .. n Florida to fabricate/record Assignments in the property records to dump 

those Mortgag<" already in default onto other servicers and 3'.' party investors. 
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Case 113313, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

20 I 0, in this instant action, Judge Siegel signed an Order of Recusal pursuant to Rule 63 

5. On September 7, 2011, Judge O'Leary presided over the foreclosure court in 

Judge Siegel 's absence. Per the Report of Proceedings, the Codilis attorney, Mr. William 

(see AGE I D). 

6. C Jn November 20, 20 II, via an e-mail subscription, the Petitioner received 

113039, had allegedly been denied (see AGE I.A.!). 

7. S ubsequent to that public distribution of the notification of the disposition of 

Case 11303 'l, n\e f'erti"loner rece1veu' a rrun'fican'on: tbter m'Mgeu'l'y lrcrrrr t'l're Suprerrre 

Com1 referencing an order that the petition for leave to appeal or appeal as a matter of 

right had allegedly been denied (see AGE A.2). The Petitioner has added commentary to 

that alleged denial' (see AGE A.Sj. No copy orU\e rererenced order was enclosed. 

8. I'or Case 113039, the Petitioner has enclosed the Petition for Leave to Appeal 

Pursuant to Eule 315 or Appeal as a Matter of Right Pursuant to Rule 317 as filed on 

~eptemoer T Y, :!OTT (see AGE f.B). 

9. C In April 11, 2011, the Illinois Supreme Court sent out a News Release. The 

Petitioner ha:; added extensive commentary (see AGE I.E). 

I 0. On April!!, 2011, The Napervfffe ~un puoffshed a news articfe, "Naperville 

man named 1:0 foreclosure committee" about Judge Gibson, judicial notice requested. It 

is Judge Gibf;on's mling in Case 113039 that is being appealed as a matter of right. The 

Petitioner ha s added commentary (see AGE l.F). 
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Case 11331 3, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

II. ( ln June 20, 20 II, a Media Advisory was released by the Supreme Court: 

"Chief Justi<"e Thoma'L KiJhrjde 1D Unveil Pmg_ram hy Su,nre.me O:>urJ C~tmm.issinD iUJ 

Professionalism to Mentor New Attorneys" (see AGE !.G). 

12. C Jn August 22, 20 II, the Petitioner sent a letter to Carolyn Taft Grosboll, 

Clerk of the s......,.re.= .C.ruv1, Re: A.q..rtl.<cgJL'\~ !D Dele,w;l.lli' .:w J,w;l,;ge,w Pe.r.sc_'\~ with t.IM' 

Supreme Court. The letter included the requisite Affidavit of Assets and Liabilities (see 

AGE !.H)_ 

Clerk of the Illinois Appellate Court, Third District, Case 3-11-0476, re: Judicial 

Complaints to be filed for judicial misconduct/violations of Supreme Court Rule 63, 

Financial Crtme Law (see AGE 1.1). 

Case 1133'13 Notifications of alleged orders- Illinois Supreme Court (AGE 2.A) 

allegedly ser.tt a notification letter for this instant action, Case 113313, to the Petitioner 

with copies s en! to Mr. Denis Pierce, Mr. David Co, and Mr. Patrick Stanton" (see AGE 

of the allege( l orders were enclosed. 

Case 11331 3 Correspondence with Clerk of the Illinois Supreme Court (AGE 2.B) 

Grosboll, Cl<:rk of the Supreme Court, including a Notice of Filing the "Alleged 

November 10 , 20 II Order by the Third Appellate Court Denying the Petition for 
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Case 11331 3, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

were enclos ed. 

16. < )n November 2 I, 20 I I, Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court, 

allegedly sunt a Jetter to the Petitioner in the self-addressed stamped envelope supplied by 

the Petition•~r with an extra Notice of Filing for confirmation that the Notice of Filing had 

been filed a nd recorded. Yet, no such Notice of Filing with filed/recorded stamps was 

enclosed. (~;ee AGE 2.B.2). 

I 7. ( )n November 28, 20 I I, the Petitioner called the office of the Clerk to request 

copies ofth e confirmation of filing/recording, assuming that a clerical error had been 

made. The office worker found the hard copy of the Notice of Filing, apparently in the 

storage area for this instant action. However, the Petitioner was told that the Notice of 

Filing had n ot been filed nor recorded. The Petitioner swore with a statement as to why 

no such not ice had been sent to the Petitioner and hung np. 

18. ( )n November 28, 20 I I, Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court, 

allegedly se nt a letter to the Petitioner. The original Notice of Filing with all the 

supporting documents, including original notarized Proof of Service and Verification by 

Certificatior 1, were never returned to the Petitioner for the stated resubmission. (see AGE 

2.8.3). 

Case 1 13313 Notifications of alleged orders- 3'd Appellate Court (AGE 2.C) 

19. ( )n August 23,201 I, Gist Fleshman, Clerk of the 3"' Appellate Court, 

allegedly sent a notification letter to the Petitioner with a copy to Mr. Robert J. Deisinger 

(see AGE 2 .C.!). The letter referenced an order allegedly entered by Justice William E. 

Holdridge, f 'residing Justice Robert L. Carter and Justice Mary K. O'Brien. No copy of 

the referenc< 'd order was enclosed. 
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Case 113313, Law-en L Scheffers, Petitioner 

20. ·The August 23,2011 notification letter (see AGE 2.C.l) was also copied to 

Ms. Pamei21 McGuire, Circuit Clerk in violation of Rule 368. 

21. Since no mention was made of the Petitioner/Appellant's Emergency Motion 

for Stay of.Judgments Pending Appeal Pursuant to Rule 305 filed on August 4, 2011, the 

Petitioner c ailed the 3'd Appellate Court and was told that there would be no ruling, that 

the Emergency Motion was a "moot point". 

22 .. <\sa result of the Petitioner's phone call, a printed copy of the computer 

screen was mailed to the Petitioner with no cover letter. The printed copy indicated that 

on August .23, 2011, someone had been instructed to enter "Moot Point" into the 

computer S)/Stem (see AGE 2.C.2). 

23. c )n October 4, 2011, Gist Fleshman, Clerk of the 3'd Appellate Court, 

allegedly mailed a notification letter to the Petitioner with no copies to opposing counsel 

(see AGE 2 .C.3)_ The letter referenced an order allegedly denying the Petition for 

Rehearing. No Justice was named and no copy of such an alleged order was enclosed. 

24. ·On November I 0, 2011 Gist Fleshman, Clerk of the 3'd Appellate Court, 

allegedly m ailed a notification letter to the Petitioner with copies to Mr. Michael R. 

Kemock an< j Mr. Robert J. Deisinger" (see AGE 2.CA). The letter referenced an order 

allegedly ddnying the Petition for Certificate of Importance. No Justice was named and 

no copy of s;uch an alleged order was enclosed. 

Case 113 039 Notifications of alleged orders- Illinois Supreme Court (AGE 3.A) 

25. <Jn October 11,2011 relative to Case 113039, Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of 

the Supreme Court, allegedly sent two separate notification letters to the Petitioner with 

copies to M. r. Robert J _ Emanuel, Mr. Denis Pierce, Mr. Ten·y L Engel, and JPMC 
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Case 113313, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

Specialty Mort gage LLC (see AGE 3.A.I and AGE 3.A.2 ). The letters referenced two 

different orden. allegedly filed by Justice Thomas. No copies of the alleged orders were 

enclosed. 

26. With each Notice of Filing, the Petitioner has enclosed a self-addressed, 

stamped envelope for return of a copy of the Notice of Filin_g with filed/recorded stali!PS 

on it. When the Petitioner received no such confirmations, the Petitioner had to call the 

office of the Cl<.!rk of the Supreme Court. An office worker sent photocopies of the covers 

of the two moti< )US (see AGE 3.A.3.a and AGE 3.a.3.b) and used the self-addressed 

envelope subm1tted by the Petitioner (see AGE 3.A.3.c). 

27. On ( ktober 21, 2011, the Petitioner submitted a Motion to Recuse Justice 

Robert R. Thorr 1as pursuant to Sl\nrerne Court Rule 6.3 /see AGE 3A. 4) .and aMn1inn 1D 

Reconsider the Erroneous Order of October 11,2011, pursuant to 735 ILCS 5, Sec. 5-

105. 

.2.R. Oo_l--.lnv.Pmh.P.r J 7, J.[IJ J, C.arDJ)m T.2.1:T D.rnJ<lwJJ, Ckd' l\J.tb.P SJ.\[tr.f',ffit' C.ruLrJ, 

allegedly sent a notiftcation letter copied to "All attorneys of Record" (see AGE 3 .A.5). 

The letter refere need two orders allegedly filed by Justice Thomas, including an order 

where Justice TLm~ ~JJege . .d.ly F..u·..ate.d .Q.ls p.~m.r .TJ.•.I.l.'¥!- )\1.9 c~ies /J'f t.J;.e .?.lJe~d ~rD.e.rs 

were enclosed. 

Case 113039 Correspondence with Clerk of the Illinois Supreme Court (AGE 3.B) 

allegedly sent a letter to the Petitioner returning all documents submitted with the August 

22, 20 II Re: Ap plication to Defend as an Indigent Person with the Supreme Court (see 
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Case 1133!3, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

proceed in pa• tperis. 

29. On September 10, 2011, the Petitioner sent a letter to Carolyn Taft Grosboll, 

Clerk of the Supreme Court with enclosure, Re: Response to your September 7, 2011 

letter retumin:g all enclosures from the August 22,2011 letter (see AGE 3.B.2). 

30. On September 12, 2011, Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Su_preme 

Court, allegedly sent a letter returning all documents from September 10, 2011 as unfiled 

(see AGE 3.B .3). 

31. On September 29, 2011, the Petitioner sent a letter to Carolyn Taft 

Grosboll, Cle1 ·k of the Supreme Court RE CASE ll 03039 TWO ORIGINAL MOTIONS 

including Encllosures (see AGE 3.B.4). 

Case ll31liJ39 Notifications of alleged orders- 2"• A,ppellate Court {AGE 3.() 

32. Relative to Case 113039, on July 19,2011, Robert J. Mangan, Clerk of the 2"• 

Appellate Cou rt, allegedly sent a notification letter with a blank signature space to the 

Petitioner with cqoies to Much, Shelist. Denenberg,. Ament & Rubenstein. P.C. and 

Robert J. Emrnuel (see AGE 3.C.1). The Jetter referenced orders allegedly by 

"Jorgensen, McLaren, Birkett, JJ.<sic>" granting the Appellee Motion to Dismiss and 

denying the A],.V>cll.antMntino tn.S.trike. No cqnies nfthe alleged order.s were enclosed. 

33. Th·e July 19,2011 notification letter (see AGE 3.C.l) erroneously stated 

"THIS ORDEH IS FINAL AND SHALL STAND AS THE MANDATE OF THIS 

COURT <sic>" aru.l was .alsn r.qnif'.d tnHnn. Clu:is Kachirnuhas,. Circuit Clerk in 

violation of Rule 368. 

33. On August 11, 2011, Robert J. Mangan, Clerk of the 2"d Appellate Court, 

allcyedly .sent unnlificatino Jetter t.o the Petitioner wjth copies to Mucll.. Shelis(. 

Page 8 



Case 113313, Lauren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

Denenberg, Ament & Rubenstein, P.C. and Robert J. Emanuel (see AGE 3.C.2). The 

letter referenc ed an alleged order denying the petition for rehearing. No Justice was 

named. No cupy of the alleged order was enclosed. 

III. Argument 

I. The Petitioner's mission has been to send to the Supreme Court of Illinois a 

detailed forec losure case with all supporting Exhibits submitted under Section I 109 

certification tlmt demonstrates that the vast majority of foreclosures in Illinois have been 

wrongfullcrim inal foreclosures: 

2. An~ • Mortgages with Notes that have an endorsement to "blank" were 

securitized. All Notes that arc in mortgage-backed security trusts ("MBS") were 

securitized. A II Notes with property records and Assignments that reference Mortgage 

Electronic Registration System ("MERS") were securitized. 

3. Under Section 15 II 06 (b) of the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law ("IMFL"), 

securities can' only elect to enforce the security if I) the securities arc in a land trust or 2) 

the securities . are real estate installment contracts. Since MBS trusts are not land trusts 

and mortgage,.; are not installment contracts, ALL FORECLOSURES Ai'ID SALES 

BASED ON SECURITIZED NOTES ARE VOID, because the Circuit Courts did not 

have jUJisdictLOn under the IMFL under Section 2-6I 9 of the Code of Civil Procedure. 

4. The unspecified Justices of the 3'" Appellate Court specifically refused to 

address the Pe titian for Certificate of Importance and waited until one day after the 

deadline for a Petition for Leave to Appeal to allegedly deny the Petition. 

5. Yet·, the unspecified Justices of the j"' Appellate Court ana the Second 

Appellate Cou rt failed to address the Appellant's jurisdiction challenge that the I 2'h 
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Judicial Circuit Court ("12'" Circuit Court") and the HI'' Judicial Circuit Court {"J]j'· 

Circuit Court'.') had no jurisdiction to grant Judgments for Foreclosure and Sale. 

6. With the Supreme Court's alleged denial (see Group Exhibit !.A inclusive) of 

the Petition for Leave to Appeal of Case 113039 (see Group Exl1ibitl.B), the Jusflces o'f 

the Supreme ( :ourt also failed to address the lack of jurisdiction pursuant to Section 2-

619. 

7. WI thoutjurisdiction, there can be no "final" order by any court. 

8. Therefore, the property records of all foreclosures and sales based on 

securitized N< Jtes have been permanently clouded by the erroneous rulings of every level 

of the Illinois judicial system. 

9. Th e Supreme Court, the 3'd Appellate Court, and the 2"d Appellate CoUI1 have 

demonstrated in their own communications through USPS mail that the Illinois judicial 

system has zeTo integrity for no "wet ink" signatures of any kmii on fhe mu'Ifltuite o1 

communicatic >ns and no copies of the alleged orders with "wet ink" signatures at all: 

A. SU}Jreme Court- Case 113313 (see AGE 2.A and AGE 2.B inclusive) 

B. Supreme Court- Case 113039 (see AGE 3.A and AGE 3.B inclusive) 

C. Third Appellate Court- Case 3-11-0476 (see AGE 2.C inclusive) 

D. Second Appellate Court- Case 2-11-0466 (see AGE 3.C inclusive) 

10. If forging a Judge's signature on an order IS grounds to'have ine attorney 

"locked up" (:;ee AGE 1.0), the Petitioner questions what is appropriate legal action 

when the Peti tioner for both this instant action and Case 113039 has received no copy of 

a single order with a "wet ink" signature aJiegeifJy from fne )usi!ces oHne'1>upreme 

Court or the Justices of the 3'd Appellate Court and the 2"ct Appellate Court. 
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II. AJ I foreclosure cases in Illinois where the Plaintiff is not the original lender 

and no affidavit was submitted to explain how the Plaintiff had legal standing to enforce 

a Mortgage a re VOID. 

12. n re IMFL requires a judicial certificate of personal knowledge of any affiant. 

All foreclosm ·e cases in Illinois where no judicial certificates have been filed. particularly 

in relation to out-of-state notaries, are VOID. 

13. Fo ·r judgment, the IMFL requires that the original Note and the original 

Mort_ga_ge be produced in open com1. All foreclosure cases. such as the Petitioner's two 

cases, Case 1 !3!33 and Case 113039, where the original Mortgage was not produced in 

open court, are VOID. 

14. W hen the !MFL was enacted with the Amendatory Act of 1986. it was before 

the rampant s ecuritization of subprime, toxic loans. Therefore, it tails to address the 

requirements for the production of the original Assignments in open court. 

15. Pc r the Illinois Conveyances Act property Assignments must be notarized by 

an Illinois nor:ary. All foreclosure cases in Illinois with Assignments recorded with the 

County Recorders with out-of-state notaries are not only VOID, but have corrupted the 

propert_y recOJ ds and have clouded property titles throughout Illinois. 

16. n 1e Supreme Court needs to rule as to whether the original Assignments for 

the entire chai n of Assignments must be produced in open court prior to a judgn1ent of 

foreclosure an d sale, as a matter of law. 

I 7. False Assignments were submitted for recording to the Will County Recorder 

and the DuPaue County Recorder, thereby creating an unenforceable chain of title in this 

instant action, Case 113313, and in the Petitioner's other action, Case 113039. 
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18. The Illinois Attomey General has recently requested that 12 County 

Recorders, all egedly including DuPage County, but not Will County, investigate the 

prope1ty recr• rds for robosigned Assignments. 

19. Pe r the Illinois Conveyances Act, Assignments must meet the rules of 

evidence. Th<' failure to submit copies of the chain of Assignments with the Complaint 

and the failur·e to submit a sworn affidavit means that all such foreclosures fail to meet 

the jurisdictio n requirements of Section 2-619 and are VOID. 

20. Ur rder the Holder in Due Course and Purchaser in Good Faith in the Illinois 

Uniform Cornmercial Code, Assignments recorded in the property records after the Lis 

Pendens docu ments have been filed and recorded are legally unenforceable against ihe 

property own< 'r. 

21. The cause of action is between the Assignee and the Assignor. The courts 

have no jurisd.iction over a foreclosure Complaint when the Assignment was recorded or 

became effective after the Complaint had been filed. Clearly, no copy of the Assignment 

could have been submitted with the Complaint. 

22. Un.der Section 5-105, not only have both Chief Justice Kilbride and Justice 

Thomas allegt 'dly signed orders granting Indigent status violated the Section 5-105 

requirements . as to the statements required in such orders, the Supreme Court clearly has 

no procedures in place, so that the Indigent litigant does not have to pay service costs or 

"costs, fees, a11d expenses", even when this Petitioner has repeatedly requested such a 

process. 

23. When the Petitioner initially filed an application to to defend as an indigent 

person with the Supreme Court (see AGE l.H), the Clerk of the Supreme Court violated 
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the law by re quiring a Motion that required service of the supporting Affidavit of 

extremely pe rsonal financial information_. including full birth date, to the Re~pondent and 

2 or 3 alleged law firms in the two cases, Case 113133 and Case 113039_ 

24. A _s the Petitioner pointed out, even the Affidavit template violates Section 5-

105, because there is no entry area for monthly expenses and it reguires full birth date 

(see AGE I. H)_ 

25_ Due to the many Justice errors, the Petitioner, supposedly granted Indigent 

status by the S'-loreme Court. has had hundreds of dollars of additional ink,p'\l)er, co_py, 

and service c:osts due to the lack of competence of the alleged Justices. 

26_ A 11 attorneys of record in this instant action and in Case 113039 have 

committed a multitude of actions, per the several Motions for Sanctions_. that constitute a 

"fraud upon the court" and should immediately rep01ted for disbannent under Rule 63. 

27. Tihe Respondents in this instant action and in Case 113039 have no 

Rpg.istff£rlA..gents in Illinois, so they are denied access to the Illinoisjudicial system. 

28. N o attorney from either of the 2 law firms or the Respondent firm in this 

instant actio n or from either of the 3 law firms or the Respondent firm in Case 

113039 has fll£d an Appearance under Verification by Certification. 

29. Additionally, the judges of the 12'h Circuit Court and the 18'h Circuit Court 

violated Rule 63 also constituting a "fraud upon the court"_ 

30. Judge Siegel even recused himself under Rule 63 (see enclosed Gro~p Exhibit 

L C) on the basis that the "appearance of impartiality is problematic". The footnotes 

reference Judicial Complaints filed by the Debtor against the two bankruptcy judges for 

granting Stay Motions to parties not listed as the Secured Creditors and not listed as 
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creditors at a "Il 

31. Yet, Justice Thomas allegedly denied (see AGE 3.C.S.a.) the Motion to 

Recuse Justi.ce Thomas (see AGE 3.C.4). Yet, the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals 

stated that "v Ve think that this language [ 455(a)] imposes a duty on the judge to act sua 

sponte, even if no motion or affidavit is filed'' Balistrieri, at 1202. 

32. The Clerk of the Supreme Court violated the Petitioner's right to due process 

by filing the :'lard copy originals of a Notice of Filing with suppmting documents (see 

enclosed Group Exhibits 2.B.!, 2 B.2, and 2.B.3), but failing to file and record the Notice 

of Filing in the record. The original documents have never been returned to the Petitioner 

for resubmis,;ion. 

33. B, Jth the 3'd Appellate Court and the 2"d Appellate Coutt violated Rule 368 

relative toM an dates by copying the notification letters (see AGE 2.C.l and AGE 3.C.l) 

to the two Ci:rcuit Court Clerks. As a direct result, the preparation of the record in this 

instant action was terminated. 

34. The judges in both the 12'" Circuit Court and the 181
h Circuit Court violated 

the Petitioner's right to due process by violating Rule 281 that requires an Initial Case 

Management Conference in not more than 182 days following the filing of the complaint, 

35. It is also clear and well-settled Illinois law that any attempt to commit "fraud 

upon the court" vitiates the entire proceeding. The People ofthe State of Illinois v. Fred 

E. Sterling, 3:57 Ill. 354; 192 N.E. 229 (1934) ("The maxim that fraud vitiates every 

transaction intto which it enters applies to judgments as well as to contracts and other 

transactions") . 

36. The U.S. Supreme Court has stated that "No state legislator or executive or 
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judicial offi cer can war against the Constitution without violating his undertaking to 

support it", Cooper v. Aaron, 358 U.S. I, 78 S.Ct. 1401 (1958). 

37. Any judge who does not comply with his oath to the Constitution of the 

United States wars against that Constitution and engages in acts in violation of the 

S4preme L2 w of the Land. The judge is engaged in acts of treason. Havin_g taken oaths 

of office to support the Constitution of the United States, and the Constitution of the State 

of Illinois, a .ny judge who has acted in violation of the Constitution is engaged in an act 

or acts of tn ~ason. 

38. H a judge does not fully comply with the Constitution, then the judge's orders 

are void, ln re Sawyer, 124 U.S. 200 ( !888), he/she is without jurisdiction, and he/she has 

engaged in un act or acts of treason. 

39. Under lllinois and Federal law, when any officer of the court has committed 

"fraud upon the court", the orders and judgment of that court are void, of no legal force or 

effect. 

40. ~'>hould a judge not disqualify himself, then the judge is in violation of the Due 

Process Clause of the U.S. Constitution. United States v. Sciuto, 521 F.2d 842, 845 (7th 

Cir. 1996) f' The right to a tribunal free from bias orpr~iudice is based, not on section 

144, but on the Due Process Clause."). 

41. ~;hould ajudge issue any order after he has been disqualified by law, and if the 

party has be en denied of an_y of his I her property, then the judge may have been engaged 

in the Federal Crime of "interference with interstate commerce". The judge has acted in 

the judge's p ersonal capacity and not in the judge's judicial capacity. 

42.1 'he U.S. Supreme Coun has also held that if a judge wars against the 
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'ConsirruirorJ, or ·rr 'ne acts w"iinour juirslirciron. 'ne 'nas engagea ·m treason to ·tne 

Constitutim1. If a judge acts after he has been automatically disqualified by law, then he 

is acting wi thout jurisdiction, and that suggests that he is then engaging in criminal acts 

or treason,' md may"be engaged "m extortiOn ani! file "mterlerence w"rih "mterstate 

cmnmerce. 

43. Courts have repeatedly ruled that judges have no immunity for their criminal 

acts. Since l >oth treason and the interference with interstate commerce are crimina] acts, 

no judge ha:; immunity to engage in such acts. 

IV. Recommendations 

I. It is critical for the integrity of the judicial system in Illinois that each of the 

Supreme Cuurt Justices immediately audit the rulings related to Petitions tor Leave to 

Appeal as tc >whether each Justice actually read the pleading. 

2. 1\dditionally, each of the Supreme Court Justices must verify any rulings on 

Motions that the Clerk of the Supreme Court referenced in notification letters as filed by 

a specific JuStice was, in fact, ruled upon with a signed order by that Justice. 

3. I fthe standard operating procedure for the Clerks and the Justices of the 

Supreme 01urt, the 3'd Appellate Court, and the 2"d Appellate Court is to use ink stamps 

for signature ·s, how is access to those ink stamps controlled in the offices of the Clerks? 

Could mane y be exchanged under the table to send out denial letters without any review 

by any Justices and, possibly, without knowledge of the Clerks'' 

4. P,n even more basic issue relates to what finn makes those ink stamp 

signature blc 1cks? Is it the same fim1 that makes the letterhead paper and the envelopes? 
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review by any Justices and, possibly, without knowledge of the Clerks? 

5. If the Justices of the Supreme Court are engaged in treason against the U.S. 

AGE F, and AGE G)? New attorneys routinely get on-the-job men loring by the hiring 

law firms. Has any attorney/law fmn legally challenged the lack of signed orders? 

courts that need mentoring regarding the Relevant Law above. 

7. When a non-attorney Petitioner moves to reconsider an erroneous order (see 

AGE 3 .A .2 f wdt !fwtirt:t "l!!run:r~ cll~lj ~v?a.'l/((.-& 7i~ VWi'J ?l}tt'f§.:~ }Ji;!M ~~ t\~tt. 

enclosed Group Exhibit 3.A.5), it appears that Rule 63 regarding "competence" has been 

violated. Petitioner has already filed a similar motion regarding the same erroneous order 

allegedly by 'C'ri,c1lmtrce Ki\'m',de. 

8. F lased on Petitioner's extensive background in CPNauditing, the "shadow 

inventory" ·Jf already foreclosures home are not being listed for sale, so the losses are not 

recognized 1' n 'the fumnLia\ ;'taternen'l.s tfi 'lrrt: 'i'\a)Tt,)'if-;,. 

9. ( 1iven the fact that the Petitioner's home, the property in this instant action, 

was allegedly sold on July 20,2011, while the case was under appeal, has the servicer or 

'i'ne Respond: en'r recogyirzeU tne sdm,Tartird't 1~~ ~m ~ta, frrrclfairdt 'S"atc-eruertc,1 ~~ "l.RA, thtt.'.i<t ;r., 

also crimina I fraud relative to the financial statements submitted to the SEC, to investors, 

and to the st .ock markets, here and abroad. 

deeds in lieu, and sheriffs deeds are being used to replace fraudulent property records 
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V. Conclusion 

I. As clearly documented in the enclosed Appendix Exhibits, the Petitioner has 

no competenr'~ ev10erK-e tJ1 mry k;ard t'r1a.t ?lfi'j ~'l'ill~~t'i:.~ )'i't t\otc S·u'p.l't'll'.&. C~>;t., tJ;.ft. 3-rd 

Appellate Co UI1, or the 2"d Appellate Court has ever even seen the Petitioner's pleadings 

before allegedly ruling on them. 

2. Tt'1e "Petitioner que~'lions Wne'1~ner Mry hrStlce o{t\-lt S·Ltpr~:rr&. C'U'u'i\ "i't-'i'i'«.!i'i'klt'i.S 

reviewing a p··leading with a Separate Appendix of 5 volumes (see enclosed Group 

Exhibits l.B J and 1.8.4 ), particularly when the Petitioner only submitted one copy per 

the alleged 01 aer or Octo'oer II, 21)11 (see hGE :'>.h.1). 

3. B' 1sed on Petitioner's extensive background in CPA/auditing and Information 

Technologyhiuditing with the supporting manual procedures, the Appendix Exhibits 

submitted un< 1er "Seciwn 1 1W ceriificabon c'teaz1y ooeument the o'Jt'n:.~~ p-rm""~ {?i.•.-uw:" 

of the Supren 1e Court, the 3'd Appellate Cou11, the 2"d Appellate Court, the 12'h Circuit 

Court. and the 18'h Circuit Court. 

4. Given the critical !ega! issue of jurisaiction rdiseo 'cry tbe ?~.t'ttff•t:r 7/, ?],', 

levels, it is ab-solutely imperative that this Motion for Service of Signed Orders by 

Supreme CotJrt and Appellate Court Justices be granted and enforced. 

5. T c > fai'! to do so wou!a aemonstrate 'In at 'lne minois judicia\ SJ'tem hao 2tll:> 

integrity, ther eby violating the oaths of office and meeting the requirements of treason 

against the Constitution. 

6. Yut, given tbe severity o! t'ne ·Issue, wi'll J-m.tlces o1ine Snpn.Trie: Ctturt, t'rte. :,rd 

Appellate Cat 1rt, and the 2"d Appellate Court fabricate pre-dated orders with "wet ink" 
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signatures r ts has been done with robosigned affidavits? 

7. Given the major investigations at all levels of "robosigned" affidavits that 

violated nc·tarization requirements, the Petitioner asks each Justice whether his/her honor 

would be w illing to take a lie detector test that the numerous alleged orders referenced in 

the notifica·tion letters in these two cases, Case I 13133 and Case I 13039, actually existed 

and were si1gned with "wet ink" signatures of the referenced Justices at the time the 

notification letters were allegedly sent by the several Clerks. 

VI. Future Actions 

I. Per the Proof of Service, this pleading with Appendix has been served upon 

the Crimina !Investigation Division of the Illinois Attorney General for investigation of 

the Justices of the Illinois Supreme Court, the 3'ct Appellate Court, and the 2"ct Appellate 

Court for t1·eason, violations oftheir oaths of office, and as accessories to the Class 4 

Felony of Loan Fraud under the Illinois Financial Crime Law. 

2., \II foreclosure hearings in the 12'" Circuit Court and the IS'" Circuit 

Court are digitally recorded, so extensive competent evidence exists of the Class 4 

}'elonies occurring on a regular basis in Will County and DuPage County. 

3. · fhis pleading will be submitted to the Independent Foreclosure Review of the 

OCC relative to all Citi Residential Lending transfers of servicing to Citi Mortgage in 

February 20•09, with no RESPA statements to that effect. 

4. · rhis pleading with Appendix will be submitted to the main stream media, 

print and television, and, more importantly, to the alternative media foreclosure fraud 

sites. 

5. Judicial Complaints will be filed against all Justices of the Supreme Court, the 
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3"' Appellate Court, and the 2"" Appellate Court, and the several judges ·m fhe 11•· Circuit 

Court and tl1e 181
• Circuit Court for aiding and abetting the theft of property owned by 

Illinois citi<cens, based on perjured affidavits and rulings in direct contradiction to 

foundationa !Illinois statutes, thereby committing "fraud upon the court", clear evidence 

of treason. 

6. ·The Petitioner has atready established a Twitter account for @OJSillinois 

(Occupy Judicial System) that will be dedicated to the impeachment of each of the 

Justices oft he Supreme Comt for treason and acting as accessories to the Class 4 Felony 

of Loan Frb.ud under the lllinois Financial Crime Law. 

7. · fhe Petitioner is already loading these pleadings to a hosting service for 

publication on the Internet. 

8. The Petitioner has included a proposed order in the altemative, as required. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~"VItw~~-t&lo 
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

LAUREN L. SCHEFFERS, 
Petitioner 

) Appellate Court, 3"' Judicial 
) District, Case No. 3-11-476 
) 

v. 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTI:E lN TRUST FOR THE BENEHl OF 
THE CERTI FICA TE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACX£0 PASS-THROUGH l."ER IlFICATES, 
SERIES 200•4-R1, 

) Circuit Court, Will County, 
) Illinois, 12'h Judicial Circuit 
) Case No. 09CH3797 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Rossi and 
) TOe ffonoraofe Rlcfiara f. 
) Siegel, 

Respondent ) Presiding Judges 

SEPARATE APPENDIX 

VOLUME I 

GROUP EXHIBIT I, GENERAL 
A. 2011/Ylt:!u t:ase 't'Otf591'eiJiwn 1or'Leavelo Appca'1 as a Maller o'i'K1gnt 
allegedly denied 

I. 2011/11/30 Notification by c-mailed Adobe Acrobat PDF file from 
"Wc'>masrer fl'l'inols Courrs "<-Wellmru.-rer@court.srdre.l'l'.m>> wil'l'r u'Ii;pm;itfurr a{ 

Case 113039 (I pg.) 
2. 2011/11/30 Copy of notification letter received allegedly from the 
Supreme Lourt, one as received, one witn commentary \2 pgs.) 

a. Petition for Leave to Appeal or Appeal as a matter of Right 
allegedly denied by all Justices of the Illinois Supreme Court 

i 1 "The Supreme Caurt l'OO'.ry· DENIED ,-rr.: pt:tki<m fi:Jr- t'e<NI!" 

to appeal or appeal as a matter of right in the above entitled cause" 
2) "The mandate of this Court will issue to the Appellate 
~uurt un YdJf(idl)' 4, 'Y~N1" 

b. Petition for Leave to Appeal or Appeal as a matter of Right 
allegedly denied by all Justices of the Illinois Supreme Court with 
~"\1'J.Ti'l~Ytf(t' 

B. 201 f/09/15 Case 113039 Petition for Leave to Appeal or Appeal Pursuant to Rule 
315 or Appeal as a Matter of Right Pursuant to Rule 31 7 

I. ~k~ cl H\\\'16 1.1 f/5"-·l 
2. Petition for Leave to Appeal (9 pgs.) 
3. Digicam picture of Separate Appendix, Volumes I - 5 (I pg.) 
4. .4ppe.w!i.v I.isJ [6 pgs.) 
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VOLUME I' (CON'T.) 

GROUP E,.<HIBIT 1, GENERAL (CON'T.) 
C. 201(1/li/22 Copy of Minute Entry Court Order ofRecusal of Judge Siegel (3 pgs.) 

·1. ""Tots matter comes ·be lore lots court lor ·ncaimg on vailous moiwns 
inclu ding cross motions for summary judgment, motions to strike and a motion 
for se: mctions" 
Z. Nll'le court oecame aware of certain affegatlons comatiteo"tit recent 
pleat lings filed by the Defendant which question the fairness of the court I <sic> 
whic h along with similar earlier allegations2 <sic> make the continued 
appe: .trance o1"tmpatiuiilty ol iots court prciotemai~e"' 
3. "I 'Defendant [sic] Response to Plaintiff[sic]Motion to Strike 
Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment' filed October 18,2010 and 
'Def,endant [sic I Motion For Sanctions"tiled November 15, zalO, paragraph 26.' 
4. "Based on the above, and in consideration of the ongoing demeanor and 
the content of certain of the pleadings filed by the defendant in this matter, this 
court pursuatn ~o '5.upreme "Comt nite ~:i?> 'nen!oy recuses 'nimse'n 'irum mry Tatlner 
invol vcd in this matter" 

D. 2011. /09/07 Copy of Report of Proceedings, Presiding Judge Susan T. O'Leary 
(3 pgs.) 

I. "The Court: You are even signing my name now" (pg. 2) 
2. "The Court: No. I could lock you up for signing my name" (pg. 3) 

E. 2011, 1\'AI\ \, CtJVj "1 \\\iTitffl. S"l:tp"ltme Cmart New; ll..~~-c wi\'r, oc'A\-cm\-v-c 
commentary added by Petitioner(3 pgs.) 
F. 201 L 104/11, Copy of Naperville Sun news article, "Naperville man named to 
.f"ara. ...... losu\ .. e c~.:n.wt&~t .... ~·· H'il,~ ... :v:n.:m.Ya,'mt&'J' ~'Yl. }o...WC,W..1 l~Tat.'ce R~\..""5/...~ {:J pgs. 1\ 
G. 2011 /06/10, Media Advisory, Chief Justice Thomas L. Kilbride to Unveil 
Program by ·supreme Court Commission on Professionalism to Mentor New Attorneys 
t,t, M,.\ 
H. 201 L '08/22, Copy of letter to Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court, 
Re: Applicat ion to Defend as an Indigent Person with the Supreme Court 

.1. LclJ.e .. r { 5 pgs.} 
2. List of Enclosures (2 pgs.) 

I. 20 II 111/17 Copy of letter to Gist Fleshman, Clerk of the Illinois Appellate Court, 
""(bjJ:d OistriDt., Ca'ii! 1- 1.1. -Q4? fi r.r.·. [usiirJ.al. Cnm~lamts. Ill he. f.Ur.d fro: yldir..i.al. 
misconduct/\Jiolations of Supreme Court Rule 63, thereby becoming accessories to the 
Class 4 Felotly of Loan Fraud under the Illinois Financial Crime Law 

l Letter { 4 pgs) 
2. List of Enclosures (I pg.) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUMElU 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, CASE 113113 
A. Case I 13313 Notifications of alleged orders- Illinois Supreme Court 

I. 2011711715 Copy of notification letter received allegedly from Carolyn 
Taft •Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court with "cc: Mr. Denis Pierce, Mr. David 
Co, Mr. Patrick Stanton" (1 pg.) 

a. Motion by petitioner, pro se, to proceed 1n lonna pauperis 
allegedly allowed and Order entered allegedly by Chief Justice Kilbride 
b. Motion by petitioner, pro se, to waive the nineteen ( 19) required 
COpieS ol fhe peiliwn lor 'leave to appea1 to fhe 'Supreme Court ana fhe 
three (3) required copies to respondent and each of respondent's alleged 
law finn allegedly allowed in part and denied in part and Order entered 
allegedly by Chief Justice Kilbride: 

I) "That part of the motion for leave to file less than nineteen 
( 19) required copies of the petition for leave to appeal with the 
'Cletl( s o'i'ftee ··s aiwweli' 
2) The request to waive the required three (3) copies to 
counsel for respondent is denied" 

B. Can•, l/3313 Curnspundence witl'r Crent uf tne fiiinui!r Snprl!JJJC Court 
I. 2011/11/16, Copy of letter to Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme 
Cour 1 with List of Enclosures (3 pgs.) 

a. Attempted submission of notification letter of November l 0, 20 ll 
allegedly received from the Clerk of the 3ru Appellate Court that allegedly 
denied the Petition for certificate of important, I day after deadline to file 
a Petition for Leave to Appeal Cert of Importance Denied 

I) Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
2) Proof of Service (2 pgs.) 
:,j '~tflfttct(RRI \rj ~'ef(litt'1ft:«Jll \ 1

1 ~.) 

4) 2011/10/11, Copy of notification letter received allegedly 
from Gist Fleshman, Clerk of the 3rd Appellate Court, of alleged 

<.!."'1.-nia.' a-f· .Oe..'~-.~.0..-r iVJ. ... Ce..rt.;l:v:at.e ul' lW{Nltrttnw:e <. .1 pg.} 
b. 2011/10/17 Notice of Filing Petition for Certificate oflmportance 
Pursuant to Rule 316 with the 3rd Appellate Court (I pg.) 
~. liJ.\ \1\IJ.I<'A C~'f "'\001.\f....:ati~m ktw.~ ~~~~\-.~d a\k-&~d\'f fo;ooo, G\\\t 
Fleshman, Clerk of the 3rd Appellate Court, of alleged denial of the 
petition for rehearing by unspecified justices 

2. 2[1.1 .1.1 J J.Q J, C£1/)y of.lcJU-.r ,T.t'C.t'j>'.t'D .al.l.eg.t>.d.ly .f.rlW:I C.arl\l]ro T.a.ll G.rru;!,niJ, 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 

a. Letter with no mention of Notice of Filing submission (I pg.) 
h.. Self-addressed., starn.qed cn.velm~e included fur return of Notice of 
Filing with Filed/Recorded stamps (I pg.) 

3. 2011/11/28, Copy of letter received allegedly from Carolyn Taft Grosboll, 
Clerk of the Supreme Court wjthout return of Notice of Filiqg submission {I ,Qg.) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUME II (CON'T.) 

GROUP E:XHIBIT 1, CASE 113113 (CON'T.) 
C. Case 113313 Notifications of alleged orders- 3rd Appellate Court 

·1. 2'(fl 1 i'D1sTL3 Copy ol noftftcafwn "tetter recetveil aTtegedly lrom Gtst 
Fleshman, Clerk of the Jrd Appellate Court "cc: Mr. Robert J. Deisinger" (I pg.) 

a. "Motion of Appellee to Dismiss Appeal, response of appellant 
noteo, is AL[OWED. Al'l'EAL DISMISSED <sic>~ 
b. "Consisting of the panel of Justice William E. Holdridge, Presiding 
Justice Robert L. Carter and Justice Mary K. O'Brien" 
'o. "cc: Ms. Pamela McGuire, Circuli Clerk''· 

2. 20 ll/08/23 Copy of computer screen print-out (2 pgs.) 
a. "Motion has become Moot" (pg. 2) 
o. Seni oy office siaffvia USPS wini no cover letter 
c. "REHEARING PETITION DUE: 09/13/11" 
d. "MANDATE ISSUE DUE: 09/27/11" 

">. ~'t 't )'t'11/M 'Copy o~ noil'i'lcltiwn 'Il'l'lcr receivell at'legelt1y ~rom 'Ci1St 
Flesllman, Clerk of the Jrd Appellate Court with no "cc:" (I pg.) 

a. Petition for rehearing allegedly overruled and denied by 
am,~"itku' lm,.,n.-..-s- af (ire 3ni AP!"''Il'all: Caort 

4. 2011/11/10 Copy of notification letter received allegedly from Gist 
Fleshman, Clerk of the Jrd Appellate Court "cc: Mr. Michael R. Kemock, Mr. 
RWt:~_,..,!,. ~tSntgd~ 't 11 pg.J 

a. Petition for certificate of importance allegedly denied by 
unspecified Justices of the Jrd Appellate Court 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUMEIJII 

GROUP EXHIBIT 3, CASE 113039 
A. Case 113039 Notifications of alleged orders - Illinois Supreme Court 

I. 2011!1 0/11 Copy of notification letter received allegedly trom Carolyn 
Taft ( ;rosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court (I pg.) 

a. Motion by petitioner, pro se, for leave to proceed in format 
pauperis allegedly allowed and Order entered allegedly by Justice Thomas 

2. 2011/10/11 Copy of notification letter received allegedly trom Carolyn 
Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court (I pg.) 

a. Moiion by petliion, prose, to waive ihe n·meteen (1'1) requ·Ireil 
copies of the petition for leave to appeal to the Supreme Court and the 
three (3) required copies to respondent and each of respondent's alleged 
raw tlrm affegedfy affowed"Iil part and d·em"ed'Iil part and· Ord·er entered 
allegedly by Justice Thomas: 

I) "That part of the motion for leave to file less than nineteen 
rr~) reqtiireit cop'leS o1 fne petliiOn 1or "leave to appeal Wlfn t'ne 
Clerk's office is allowed" 
2) The request to waive the required three (3) copies to 
counsel for rcspona'enr is a'enlea'" 

3. 2011/10/03 Copies of covers 
a. Motion to Proceed In Forma Pauperis (I pg.) 
'o. Mo1wn to Waive fue i'll Requireo Copies ana:'> Rcquireo Copies \o 

Respondent and Each of Respondent's alleged 3 Law Firms (I pg.) 
c. 2011/10/07 Self-addressed, stamped envelope (I pg.) 

4. LXJi U•'(I!L:,' Cupym"Mutiorr m Re<.·m;e lu;"l'i<.-e Ro!rerr R. rlrurrn~S pur>trdlTt 

to Supreme Court Rule 63 
a. Notice of Filing (I pg.) 
'o. Mol'•tm \o Ret:m." ~m\\t." Ro'ot:rt R. ~ pun.'U"dTI\ \o S"pt~ 
Court Rule 63 (7 pgs.) 
c. Appendix (2 pgs.) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUME II I (CO!\''T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 3, CASE 113039 (CON'T.) 
A. Case I 13039 Notifications of alleged orders -Illinois Supreme Court (con't.) 

5. 20 l Ull/17, Co11'1 of uotificatiott lettcrreceived alleg,edl'l from Carol 'In 
Taft C .rosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court "'cc: All attorneys of Record" (I pg.) 

a. Motion to Recuse Justice Robert R. Thomas pursuant to Supreme 
C.9JN1 R.l.•.le £.3 ..,J.Iege.d.l)' .de.•J.ieD .a•:\1! [\r,de,r e.we.re.d -".l.lege.d.ly by ).l.•s!.i.ce 
Thomas 
b. Motion to Reconsider Erroneous Order of October II, 20 II, 
tpUi.<Jumtl ,.&. 11~ V.t...CS S, ~. "S--VJS uV~t~·~.:~.hj 'l..t}mwt.~ wJiQr.4:s...r.._ ~'?tttr.."t.ti 
allegedly by Justice Thomas 

I) "That portion of the order of October II, 20 II, denying the 
, .. C\.j'"'U\.."'5{ LV/ ~ilfit\:' 0?..:- lreqQ'ii'"ed l~1U:*'".X (J) C6p'i\..""S to C<JU'i'lSC\1 &l t..Jn:: 
respondent is vacated" 
2) "The request to waive the required three (3) copies to 
counsc\ for respondent is al'mweo." 
3) "That portion of the order of October II, 20 I I. allowing 
the request to tile less than the nineteen (I 9) required copies of the 
peohon !'or !'eave ro appeal' win\ n\e O'erll:s o!'i'ice ,·s confirmed." 

B. Case I 13039 Correspondence with Clerk of the Illinois Supreme Court 
I. 2011/09/07. Copy of letter received allegedly from Carolyn Taft Grosboll, 
Clerk' )f ihe Supreme Court retuming all documents submitted wiil1 the August 
22, 20 I I Re: Application to Defend as an Indigent Person with the Supreme Court 
(2 pgs. ) 

a. "Please submit together the following documents on or before 
September 15.2011: Motion to proceed in forma pauperis" 

2. 2011/09110, Copy of letter to Carolyn Taft Grosboll. Clerk of the Supreme 
Court. Re: Response to your September 7, 2011 letter returning all enclosures 
from tl 1e August 22, 2011 letter 

a. Letter (2 pgs.) 
b. List of Enclosures (I pg.) 

I). 20 I 1/09/07 Letter (2 pgs.) 
2) 2011109110 Notes used to leave *PERSONAL* phone 
message for Carolyn Taft Grosboll (I pg.) 

c. Appendix- Petition for Rehearing, Appellate Case No. 3-1 I -0476 
(3 pgs.) 
d. 20 I I /09/09, Notice of Filing of the Petition for Rehearing with the 
12th Judicial Circuit Court as previously filed with the 3'd Appellate Court 

3. 201/09112, Copy of letter received allegedly from Carolyn Taft Grosboll, 
Clerk c•fthe Supreme Court returning documents from September 10,201 I (I pg.) 

4. 2011109/29. Copy ofletter to Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk 
of the Supreme Court with List of Enclosures RE CASE 1103039 
TWO ORIGINAL MOTIONS (3 pgs.) 
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SEPARATE APPENDIX (CON'T.) 

VOLUME III (CON'T.) 

GROUP E~XHIBIT 3, CASE 113039 (CON'T.) 
C. Cas'e 113039 Notifications of alleged orders -2nd Appellate Court 

·1. :a.rn!U"IfJ~ Copy of noflf~eaf10n "Jetter rece1vei! a:flegeifly from Robert J. 
Mangan, Clerk of the 2nd Appellate Court "cc: Much, Shelist, Denenberg, Ament 
& R11benstein, P.C. and Robert J. Emanuel" (I pg.) 

a. Motion by Pfaintitl:Appeffee, JPMC Specialty Mortgage LLC, to 
dismiss appeal allegedly granted allegedly by "Jorgensen, McLaren, 
Birkett, JJ <sic>" 

I) "'This appeal is hereby dism'1ssed for lack of jurisd'!cf10n~ 
2) "THIS ORDER IS FINAL AND SHALL STAND AS THE 
MANDATE OF THIS COURT" <sic> 
3} ·'cc: ffon. Oiris Kacniroui'>as, Circuit creriC"' 

b. Motion to Strike allegedly denied by "Jorgensen, McLaren, 
Birkett, JJ <sic>" 

'1) "Appe'!'1ants mo'i10n to striKe tne mo'i10n to (ilsm·lss ·,s 
denied." 

2. 2011/08/1 I Copy of notification letter received allegedly from Robert J. 
Mangan, O'ent of roe 2ho' Appe1Yare Courr '"cc: Mucn, :S'!\elisr, Oenenoerg, Amenr 
& Rubenstein, P.C. and Robert J. Emanuel" (I pg.) 

a. Petition for Rehearing allegedly denied allegedly by unspecified 
Yw;t1t:cs of t~•e 2nd Appe\\me Court 

I) 'This Appellate Court notes this is the second dismissal of 
a premarure appeal filed by the appellant and states this Court has 
jarnrdn:Yi.m <1<t:r ,*e ~.rl:s- trum fimn' (emrr/r<f>'i> ~:'lij <,-(.;:> 
orders. As stated on paragraph 5 of appellee's JPMC Specialty 
Mortgage LLC's motion to dismiss the order appealed from was 
m:A nm.\, n\) mde"~ -z.wm>ng >a\'e ha·v)ng b=, <.n\eted. 
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SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

CARQL'ffl TM"r GROSW. YJ~ 
Cleil< of the Court 

(217) 782-2035 
IDD: (217)524-8132 

Ms. Lauren L. Schr'~ffers 
1305 Morningstar c:::ourt 
Naperville, IL 60 564 

SlQ>.liE.M!' CO!.W'l' !l!.l!!:LW>IO 
200 East Capitol Avenue 

SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62701-1721 

January 6, 2012 f,-
ot/oft.//~ 

• 

'l'BS.": 'JJS.Vi·Jf~T. Qli~1f::}i. 
Tbl.f.Norlb l...&S.it.le "Street. :a.P"'Fioor 
Chicago, illinois 60601-3103 
(312) 793-1332 
JDD, [.Ul,l J:'!J-<>IR< 

.. . 

T~.I.".L -_.1..-"'t:;-. ''1;.~\,;a. ........ "'e;,•,a. T~ o '1:7~1tf. ... ~..._~·•os,,'"b I ~'-""'...:.. o I ~\,..!:a_.&r\..,::.:-\3'.i.".NS'1. I ""'¥ • ~~-"""~:k 

Bank National Trust Company, etc., respondent. 
No.ll3313 

---11 3.1£1 v••~n.v., 
Today the followiong order was entered in the captioned case: J&A& 

lfloc'ion 'oy pec'icl.oner, pro se, rorl':e~ce Pi sl.ggea or:er:),y ----
supreme Cou;,~t and Appellate Court'3Mhces. Mo€lbii Bbiif~ If 
Order enten:d by the Court. ,NO ~,.I .. IAJJIU~ 

CC: 



GrROUP EXHIBIT 5 



Case 113313, Lauren .C. S"clieffers, f'ettboner 

REC~IVED ~ 

.MAR - 8 2012 

CLERK 
SUPREME COURT 

fiV THE SUPREME COVRT OF lURIWS 

LAUREN 1... '·'>•Cffi'."FFEru;, 
Petitioner 

v. 

) A.p¢t'une 'Lulll't, '>"' !iaiillfr-J. 
) District, Case No. 3-11-476 
) 

DEUTSCHE ' . ..lA.'I'K ,-..,'ATla:'I'AL TRVST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEJ o IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERlQUE"l'iT 
MORTGAGE SECURITlES 1'RU'S'T 2004-Rl, 

) Circuit Court, Wi"ff County, 
) Illinois, I z"' Judlclar Circuit 
~CsseA'<t.[}9CHJ'19'1 

) 
) The tlononitile Raymona c. 
) Rossi and 

ASSET -BACl .:ED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004· R l. 

) The Honorable Richard J. 
J S•eget: 

Respondent ) Presiding Judges 

l'IOTJCE ()Ji' J1JU.l'IIG 

To: By USl "":§' ll iin ity· tt6ni' 
A 1TN : na .. w. ~. n;,.;~ 
Deuts<· he Bank National Trust 

Cc T"i'tfllllfj, w,'ll'Wt«:<. 
1761 E 21St St. Andrew Place 
Santa 1 •na. CA 92705-4934 

By USPSPr'iorityMai\ 
Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker 
Ilyken-.•'11. Gn.'l.'ll!lt.l?l.l..C 
I 0 Sou·~<:: h Wacker Drive. Suite 2300 
Chicag•, >, IL 60606 

O,·l.Wffl p~ .H.It» 
tkni.'l. Pierce., Rnbert. Deis~r, 

Shaun Callahan 
'Thlltt>.t'J>tb. flJWT. 

I North Dellrbom 

Chicago, IL 60602 F J LED 

MAR 8- 2012 

SUPREME COURT 
CLERK 

You aa~ hereby notified that on March 6, 2012, Petitioner, as an indigent person, 
submitted for filling Motion to Vacate Void Orders due to Lack of Jurisdiction Pursuant 
to &ction 2-6l' 9, as served per the enclosed notarized Proof of Service. 

Respectfully submitted, 

.;tta,"',.~ ~J~f·· 
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Moniingstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
Hli10-10S-140l 

't 



Case 113313, L 'mren L. Scfietlers, Petitioner 

113313 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 

---------------------------------------

LAUREN L. SC :HEFFERS, 
Petitioner 

v. 

DEUTSCHE B · ·L'VK ,VA TlOi'•iAL TRVST C.ViHPA;•>rr, 
AS TRUSTEE : fN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CER TIFJ< :ATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITlE'S IRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET -BACK!f ;D PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERJES 2004-F~ I, 
Respondent 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

) Appellate Court, 3 rd Judicial 
) District, Case No. 3-11-4 76 

l 
) Circuit Court, Will County, 
) Illinois, 12'h Judicial Circuit 
I C&se X\7. ~'5C1~:Y7o/t"· 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Rossi and 
) The Honorable Richard J. 
) Siegel, 
) Presiding Judges 

The undersignec I certifies that true copies of the foregoing instrument, Motion to Vacate 
Void Orders du, ! to Lack of Jurisdiction Pursuant to Section 2-619, excluding the 
previously servt ~d Complaint and Subpoena, to be served upon 

ATTN: J Javid Co. Director 
Deutsch t ~Bank National Trust Company, as trustee 
1761 Ea ';t St. Andrew Place 
S:w.ta.. Ana, CA 927.05-4934 

by placing a COJ 'Y of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311 2: i50 0001 8753 2865, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Ma.:,l, a.'i0 ~pl?.•.,i·~iwg ~ """"~ .w l.'re- Ll:r.Q.'zi. s.uo~ .l'~ Sr:n>m k=l)rro JJl HS{I 
W. Ogden Ave., Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 6th day of March, 2012 and 
to 

~7ffl, fl-", ~"n.'t.~ fl.._.~TL 'Jiv~"'diligt'i ~ 'Yzmm .. l~laban._ 
Pierce & . Associates 
Thirteen th Floor 
l North Y kdil'Jurn 
Chicago , IL 60602 

by placing a cop y of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311.2: 'Yo 'WU'1 'lf'tSYYil'lf>J, propet'ry aotntl>"l;tinvtt'n-pu!.'r.tgt"JII'o/dd. 'uj 'h'tuittj 
Mail, and depo> iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at I 750 
W. Ogden Ave., Na.J;letvi.lle~ LL 60540 l;Jri.Or to 7:00 \l-ITL this 6th day of March., 2012 and. 
to 
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l'a1ri.ck ·,.;,rant.nn .. Ant'\' .lnoket 
Dykem 1 Gossett PLLC 
10 Sout h Wacker Drive. Suite 2300 
Cbicagc . • J.!. ~ 

by placing a co 1 'Y of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311 2: i50 000 I 8753 2896, properly addressed with _posta~e _prepaid by Priority 
Ma\\. and d.epo ...Jtincg ~tb 'ell~RJVC 'lll \7«; 107il«it £tat&.:"~ 9v-~al, ~~'i'~:a,'t; 1fif\.,"11h~Tb. 'NL 111~ 

W. Ogden Ave . Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 61
h day of March. 2012. 

The undersigne ' i certifi.:s o'nrr t'n:re ~-up1i:s a{ Ctk t'Ureguirrg im.1.'11:frrrerr(, 1Mn'•h'rt •li { amk 
Void Orders du,; to Lack of.lurisdiction Pursuant to Section 2-619. including the 
Complaint and t.he Subpoena, to be served upon 

Clerk o · ine~upreme'Court o1"ffim<its 
Suprem,~ Court Building 
200 Ea; t Cat;~i.tnl Aveuu.e 
Springfi, :rct·. fC 6T7U f 

by placing a cor 'Y of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 230 I 0 ';?O {){X}} •' ?t)4 4.5{)4, fll'tlpel'11J· "':kkess.:xl M'{,'t fKJS{"i!)C flt.'efJBid br Pri<Jri(r 
Mail, and depo ,;iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Ave . Naperville. lL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 61

h day of March. 2012 and 
to 

Hon. Th. ;>mas L. Kilbride 
Chief Ju stice of the Supreme Court of Illinois 
18194!' tAvenue 
Rock Is and. IL 61201 

by placing a co >y of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 230 I 03 70 0001 1704 4511. properly addressed with postage _prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and depos iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Og.dt>.O .A Vt" • •• N2pt".rvjJ.lt", Jl 6Q~40 ,nr.ior Jo 7:00p.m 1b.i..< 6th rlay o.f.Marc.b. 20J2 .ao.d 
to 

Hon. Ar;, ne M. Burke 
~·CLS,:tt-e v )•t'rtt ~·crprerrtt C vcrrl tli 'NirudP.J 
J.t\1) .1'11. J .a...'\ll.l.fto S.t.rt".t"J • .:?ilJJC' .F.I.!;mr 

Chicago .. IL 60601 
by placing a cor >y of same In a USPS f'rlonty Malf malfer with Signature-Required 
fl-t"'..r.R..i.rp-~ 13ft1, Q;_ ; 1Q, Q/Jftl, 1,1QA 4.-Sl¥.~ rpi~'.lt.~ wJdr.~t~rJ.. 'Hilh. ~J~!Yl§-- tp;.'t.tpUi! ~'} Jl~im;i!~:_; 
Mail. and depm. iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Ave .. Naperville.IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 6"' day of March, 2012 and 
to 

Hon. Ch aries E. Freeman 
Justice< •fthe Supreme Court of Illinois 
I 61) N. I 11'2-rdt'tt 'i'fn'tt!l. W.'r, Y'rriUt 
Chicago. IL 60601 

Page 2 



by qlacinga c lQY o(same in a USPS Prion'ty Mail' mai!'er witn Signature-!Zeo,uirea' 
Receipt 2301 )370 0001 I 704 4535. properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail, and dep )Siting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at I 750 
W. Ogden Av<. ·., N.apeJvjJJe, JL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. t.b.is 61

" d.ay ofM.a.rch_ 2012 and 
to 

Hon. ]\;lazy Jane Theis 
Justi.\":€. rM. th.tt ~NfT&WR. Cf~.nr.t~% t,l)},w~i.s 
160 N. LaSalle Street. 20th Floor 
Chica& Q, tl f.iQf.iQl 

by placing a cupy·a{sarrre t'rr a USPS f'rPJrfty- it.ta(.' rmriJ',;r wir.'r St'grr.nttre-R<!lfCtimr 
Receipt 2301 I: >370 0001 1704 4566, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and dep• 1sirirrg said m<t:IUJX ar ,fuc Urril!Xi St.rt"> fu,;w/ S<!r<'it.-.: tht.-arian ar •' ?50 
W. Ogden Av•. ·: .. )Y.dperv'Un:. 'lL 'ffifJ¥0 prttJJ 't! '}~p.m. Yri~ uth uay u'i ,,~r,m.'n. 'Z'i'!'t 'Z anu 
to 

Hon. R :>bert R. 1homas 
Justice o(tfie Supreme Court offlfinois 
1776 S. Naperville Road 
Buildi1 1g A. Suite 207 
Wheal• m.TL 601l0 

by placing a c• >py of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2301 0 370 0001 1704 4573. properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and depc> siting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Av"'-- N.a.ru'JVjJJe, Jl 60540 prinr to 7:00p.m. thi.• 6'h d.ay of.Marc.h. 2012 and 
to 

Hon. R ita B. Garman 
Justice · "''the Su~ Court l)l \',1'.=>., 
3607 N . Vermillion. Suite I 
Danvill e. IL 61832-1478 

by placing a C< •PY of same in a USPS f'rion·ty Mail' maifer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2301 ( 1370 0001 1704 4542. o.roqerly addressed with o.ostage o.reo.aid by Priority 
Mail. and dep<• siting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at I 750 
W. Ogden Ave .. Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this this 6'" day of March, 20 I 2 
and to 

Hon. LJ' o_vd A. Karmeier 
Justice of the Supreme Court of Illinois 
lQQ M . IJD. M_jjJ_ SfJ:P.f'J. 

Nashvii k. U.f.il2f.i1 
by placing a co py of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt2JOJ 0 370 OODJ J 704 4559, properly addresseD with postage prepaUJ by Prj®Jy 
Mail, and depr ,,=rmg said enwtbpe at l'l're Urril!Xf Srares fusuu' Scrvice ,'Q~'>ldon art' 75() 
W. Ogden Avf .• Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 6th day of March. 2012 and 

Mr. Gis t Fleshman 
Clerk oJ 'the Illinois Appellate Court. Third District 
l 004 C< ,,Ium,?a-s S,\-.:;<.<1 
Ottawa IL 61350 
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Case 113313. Lauren L Scheffers. Petitioner 

by placing a L"Q\l~ of same m a USPS Prion'ty Mail' maiter witti Slgnarure-!Zequired' 
Receipt 2301 0370 0001 1704 4580. properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and dep Jsiting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Av,· : .. ;'<\:ipen'},l,le. JL 6D54ll ,nr.inr f!l 7:00 ,n.m. this 61

" day of March. 2012 and 
to 

Mr. Robert J. Mangan 
Clerk, ·,1\\-~t: ',',\\YIIYI-, 1\~\\-z.'& <:~ .. ~ m<ttcict. 
Appell ate Court Building 
55 Syr. 1phony Way 
Elgin. J' L tf(J'!'N 

by placing a Co<: •PY of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 230 I 'l3 ?() ()(J()I 1704 459?. propmy lllMn:>o--.::d witlr f111>'~ prep-aid by Priority 
Mail. and dep• lsiimg sau't envelope at tne 'urineo ~t'dte~ 'hl"!lrdr '2>eria;e 1M.'Itctm, 'It, 1(\% 
W. Ogden Av ~ .. Naperville.!L 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 61h day of March. 2012 and 
to 

Lisa l'.bdigan 
Illinois Attorney General 
Crimin al Enforcement Division 
500 So uth Second Street 
Spring ield. IL 62706 

by placing a c•J·PY of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Signature-Required 
Receipt 2301 o() 370 0001 1704 4603. properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
.Mail and df',JM siting • ..aid f'.Dvt>Jope at tbf' Uuitf'.d .SJ:a1f'-' Pn.<;tal.St>.rvjc.e JDcatjo.o a1 J 750 
W. Ogden Av •. : .. NaQerville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 61h day of March. 2012. 

~~. ¢ rft,j~*-
Lauren L. Schetfers 
t 305 Mornin[star Ct. 
Naperville. JL 60564 

H~401 

~~ ~J.O(J.. 
Date 

~h, 

Sworn to and · < .ub."l'.rj_hf'.d .hf'fnl'f' .IJll' t.b.is !bt> ~. ruy I>fM.ar~2DJ2. 
bt nTw .r) .<iru"-""}{, 

My Commissnc•n Expires: ___ ·_'1_1 _·.:>_..,_._•'_.3,;c_ __ 
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Case 113313, Lauren IL. Schetkrs, Petitioner 

PE·:nTIONER VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION 
MOTION TO 'VACATE VOID ORDERS DUE TO LACK OF JURISDICTION 

PllRSlU.l'\IT TDSECTJD.l'l! :J~JJI 

(735 ILCS 511 1 09/fro.m Ch. II 0, par. I I 09), the undersigned certifies that the statements set 

forth in, and the exhibiits submitted with, this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters 

aforesaid that Petitioner verily believes the same to be true. 

~·ll•v ~·/fA 
Lauren L. Sclietlers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 

)tka.cA $-; tiO/.J 
Date r* 

Sworn to and subscrib<ed before me this the, 5"" day of March, 2012. 

My Co~ssior"piues: 

Oij_4~/i..:)-_ 

-' 
' 



Case 113313, Lauren L Scheffers, Petitioner 

"LA'UIU:J" 1L. ""&~ 'Tft'tl't-'t'K~, 

Petitioner 

V. 

DEUTSCHE B/\.NK NA TlO.'•lAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE I N TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFIC ATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SJ""'.CURITIES IRUS"T 2004-Rl, 
ASSET -BACKE D PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-R I, 
Respondent 

) hppe'J'ntte'Lual'l, Yd :ratircrtfi 
) District, Case No. 3-11-476 
) 
) Circuit Court, Wi"ff County, 
) Illinois, 121

h Judicial Circuit 
t C&.re l•l.s. f)9CHJ "19"1 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Ross·! anc'l 
) The Honorable Richard J. 
) Siegel, 
) Presiding Judges 

MOTION T(!• VACATE VOID ORDERS DUE TO LACK OF JURISDICTION 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 2-619 

Comes nc )W, Petitioner pro se, Lauren L. Scheffers, who respectfully petitions the 

Court to allow tt tis Motion to Vacate Void Orders due to Lack of Jurisdiction Pursuant to 

support. 
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I. · 735 ILCS 5/2 619. Involuntary dismissal based upon certain defects or 
defenses. 

·~.a) Defendant may, within the time for pleading, file a motion for 
dismissa I of the action or for other appropriate relief upon any of the following 
ground~ . 1ii t-}]tt, 1£i~mtfu m, 7RI. ~w w. thtt fim.oc -#;. thte.. ~~~.:ubnlb '11&~rj(&i. thft. 

motion ;hall be supported by affidavit: 
(I) That the court does not have jurisdiction of the subject 

nrr.rt'l'erufore adlim, prtn>t'lku' ore~"iuJJum<lre ...,....,.'C\1 by a 
It transfer of the case to a court having jurisdiction. 

( 4) That the cause of action is barred by a prior judgment. 
(b) Tnat tne c'uitm set ~orin ·m 'ine pHiul'it?i s pteaiimg 'nas 'oeen 

1 eleased, satisfied of record, or discharged in bankruptcy. 
\1', "fMtt \ht ~b,\m Mj)t'rtri 't.; \lo~ft>T~'a~ \lo\\dfl tb~ 

p rovfsfons onlie Statute off'rauds. 
(9) That the claim asserted against defendant is barred by 

• •tlier affirmative matter avoiding flie fegaf etTect of or defeating tlie 
• ·laim. 

2. I LCS 735 5/Art. XV. Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law ("'MFL"), 
Sec. 15-1106 

( I 1 ): "A secured party ... may at its election enforce its security interest in 
a forecln sure under this Article if its security interest ... is created by (i) a 
collater al assignment of benefidal interest in a land trust or (ii) an assignment 
for secu ·ity of a buyer's interest in a real estate installment contract" [emphasis 
added) 
3. IH "CS 810 5/Article 3, Uniform Commercial Code ("UCC"). re: 

Negotiable Sectt rities [emphasis added[ 
z . PART 2. ,\1::-g.:Jt,'atimT, T,-atrSfet-tNn:l lro:kh."Set=t 

1\ Sec. 3-20 I. Ne~otiation. 
(a) "Negotiation" means a transfer of 

possession, whether voluntary or involuntary, of an 
,;,~EJ.\WC.W by~ pe.rsJXO £\t.l:\e.r .tl:Jao !be .i..<:..<;ue.r Jo .a pt'.TSP.O 

who thereby becomes its holder. 
(b) Except for negotiation by a remitter, if an 

ineN;•un&?t, 1.~ ~'jmltt taw. idR,'1t~i.~r..R. ~r,.~.~ Qr.JbWj.aJ~iR». 
requires transfer of possession of the instrument and its 
indorsement by the holder. If an instrument is payable to 
b\?&'t;'l':, ~~ tWNJ' b.? .-a..~.;a.:t~ h-J' t. .. &.vsK-=-[a..t pv;-ss.e-ss,V;w a..lo.w:. 

2) Sec. 3-203. Transfer of instrument; rights acquired by 
II ·ansfer. 

\a) l\n 'mStrument 'ts tran~erre6 wnen n ·,s 
delivered by a person other than its issuer for the purpose 
of giving to the person receiving delivery the right to 
entorce tfte instrument. 
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(6) lranst'er ot"an tnstrumem. wt\ett\er or not tt\e 
transfer is a negotiation. vests in the transferee any right of 
the transferor to enforce the instrument. including any right 
as a holder in due course. but the transferee ca=t acquire 
rights of a holder in due course by a transfer. directly or 
indirectly. from a holder in due course if the transferee 
engaged in fraud or illegality affecting the instrument. 

(c) Unless otherwise agreed. if an instrument is 
transferred for value and the transferee does not become a 
holder because of lack of indorsement by the transferor, the 
transferee has a specifically enforceable right to the 
unqualified indorsement of the transferor, but negotiation 
of the instrument does not occur until the indorsement 
is made. 

(d) If a transferor purports to transfer less than 
the entire instrument, negotiation of the instrument does not 
occur. The transferee obtains no rights under this Article 
and has only the rights of a partial assignee. 

3) Sec. 3-204. Indorsement. 
(a) "Indorsement" means a signature. other than 

that of a signer as maker. drawer. or acceptor .. that alone or 
accompanied by other words is made on an instrument for 
the purpose of 

f...i~\ Oi!JbQ.dati.o.tt. tbr- in.liloJmr..nJ~, 

(ii) restricting payment of the 
instrument. or 

{,;,; .. ;) .\w:o.•i7A?t; ;.m~"\rS AWb,.;,l,\.~' &~ .. ti;o.e 
instrument, but regardless of the intent of the signer, 
a signature and its accompanying words is an 
'rrr&n-=rrerl• ·ar/re;-; 'l'rtt: >tt;t;urrcp-dtrfrrrg ·w.:nm, '<emil> 
of the instrument. place of the signature. or other 
circumstances unambiguously indicate that the 
signature was maoe for a purpose o(ner (nan 
indorsement. For the purpose of determining 
whether a signature is made on an instrument. a 
paper alfJxeit to fhe ·mstrument ·Is a part ol fhe 
instrument. 
(b) "Indorser" means a person who makes an 

indorsement. 
(c) For the purpose of determining whether the 

transferee of an instrument is a holder. an indorsement that 
transfers a security interest in the instrument is effective as 
an unqualified indorsement of the instrument. 

(d) If an instrument is payable to a holder under 
a name that is not the name of the holder, indorsement may 
be made by the holder in the name stated in the instrument 
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C.r.."t: •' 1331'3. r' _ liUreii L. S~•'rdi'i:rs, fttitfum:r 

Qr. (n_ the bnioo··,_ oam.e Qt nQtb., but •i.yt atn re in. bntlt. 
names may be required by a person paying or taking 
the instrument for value or collection. 

4/ ~.J.-2D$.~~;bJ.wrk~; 

>momalous indorsement. 
(b) If an indorsement is made by the holder of 

an instrument and it is not a special indorsement. it is a 
"blank indorsement". When indorsed in blank, an 
instrument becomes payable to bearer and may be 
negotiated by transfer of possession alone until specially 
indorsed. 

(c) The holder may convert a blank 
lnilorsement that consists only of a signature Into a 
special indorsement by writing, above the signature of 
the indorser, worils iilentifying the person to whom the 
instrument is made payable. 

lr •. PART 3. Enforcement oflnstruments 
I) Sec. 3-301. Person entitled to enforce instrument. 

'Person entitled to enforce" an instrument means (i) the holder of the 
nstrument. (ii) a nonholder in possession of the instrument who has the 

r ights of a holder> 
2) Sec. 3-302. Holder in due course. 

(o:) Su~"t tl3 rul19!1.otrorr (o:/.md s~-tiarr 3- NJ6 
\'6), "Ttddter :_m true \.:ucn:st' nwc:trt~ \T~ 'rttl&it.1 \E. Mt 

instrument if: 
(I) the instrument when issued or 

negotiated to tile iaoider abes nor 6ear '-ucr'I 
apparent evidence of forgery or alteration or is not 
otherwise so irregular or incomplete as to call 
Into quesf10n its aufhenftc'lty, ani! 

(2) the holder took the instrument (i) 
for value, (ii) in good faith, (iii) without notice 
that the instrument is overdue or has heen 
dishonored or that there is an uncured default 
with respect to payment of another instrument 
issued as part of the same series 

(c) Except to the extent a transferor or 
predecessor in interest has rights as a holder in due 
course, a person does not acquire rights of a 
holder in due course of an instrument taken (i) 
by legal process or by purchase at an execution, 
bankruptcy, or creditor's sale or similar 
proceeding, 
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Case 113313, I ~auren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

4. ·'Rure'6:), ·C:i..H0H :'., 1. r,~ '0/umld '!wmm. t.IJr- O•Jtjr-'>-nf.illJl'iciai 
Office Imparti etlly and Diligently [emphasis added] 

A. Adjudicative Responsibilities 
(<fj A Judge siJ.aii pcrtirmr jm:Nciild .:liffle6' n·itk.wN ~ .o.r 
prejudice. 

B. Administrative Responsibilities 
(3) A judge bav'tng lrnow)el'tge o1 a v'm'nmun u'i l'lrel.t l.'filrtlm m. 
the part of a judge or a violation of Rule 8.4 of the Rules of 
Professional Conduct on the part of a lawyer shall take or 
initiate appropriate disciplfnary measures." 

5. Rule 137. Signing of Pleadings, Motions and Other Papers-Sanctions 
[emphasis addli'.d} 

added) 

, a. "The signature of an attorney or party constitutes a certificate 'by 
him th;,c t he has read the pleading, motion or other paper; that to the best of his 
knowle, ~. '."UfomYZtt'.~m, '2lllii W'.e'i f~ aftet t~=ahle '.'i'tl:j-u'.ry '.t :,., wei\ 
groundc :d in fact and is warranted by existing law or a good-faith argument for the 
extensic m, modification, or reversal of existing law, and that it is not interposed 
tor any iJnv.mq.e~ r,1Urr;10se 
6. Illinois Rules of Professional Conduct Rule 8.4, Misconduct [emphasis 

'• ••. '(&} .4 .wnrye.r sba!J .Oflt.: 

(I) violate or attempt to violate these Rules; 
(2) induce another to engage in conduct, or give assistance to 

·, w«Jhtt."'i'~r\.rmdua.JL, 'H~&'i', tJl~ ia.'Wjf!.r.l{nnw.'i. that conduct will violate these 
I Rules; 

(3) commit a criminal. act that refu!ct<i ad.venely on the 
"J'iawyer·'s llonest'y; trustwu• Mi- (It' r~ 86' ll }NWJ'IY m DlbeF 

1respects; 
(4) ~itt <mrda'Ct ittnmiag ~; fn««<, tkxxit (It' 

mlsrepresentafion;~· 

7. Illinois Financial Crime Law, 720 ILCS 5/!6H-60 [emphasis added) 
'' 1. Sec. 16H-45. Conspiracy to commit a financial crime. 

(a) A person commits tfte offense ora conspiracy (U eumrrrit tt 
financial crime when, with the intent that a violation of this Article 
be committed. the person agrees with another person to the 
commission of that offense. 

b. Sec. 16H-50. Continuing financial crimes enterprise. A person 
'':ommits the offense of a continuing financial crimes enterprise when the 
r Jerson knowingly, within an 18 month period, commits 3 or more separate 
uffe.r.t.<;t"s .I.I.TJ!Ie.r 1b.is .Mk.le, N. .if .i.ovo.Jv.i.og .a Jiuaoc..i.al ir.t.'<t.iJJJt.i=. .any 
other felony offenses established under this Code. 
~. Sec. 16H 55. Organizer of a continuing financial crimes 

, cntHprne. 
{a,) A person commits the offense of being an organizer of a 
continuing financial crimes enterprise when the person: 
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8. 
Judgment 

9. 
10. 
11. 

Certification 

([I, w,:rn. tile intem to commit an. offens.e. under tili~ 
Article. or. if involving a financial institution. any other 
felony offense established under this Code. agrees with 
.a>WJ.f.lt>.r pt".r.%\o .to J.bl> .t>AW.~»iAAi.ru11>f Jb.n ~..r.Jj>..ru;e .ru> 3 liT 

more separate occasions within an 18 month period, and 
(2) with respect to the other persons within the conspiracy, 
'tl\..'t'uP~ -a 1RRit .. ;Rflt 'if,. -m·gwirL"C"i.. CSllf!CT'-;F.R.Ii. w ftnnaRJtt'i 'Vi 

other position of management. 
d St'c. l6H-60. S<'ntencl'. 

(I .f r\u(\\ irhsranding an:; orhcr pro' isiuns- ~_)(rhi~ ~-~x·(,·un. a 

financial crime which is loan fraud in connection "ith a loan 
secured by residential real estate is a CLASS 4 .-ELON Y" 

rLC'S 735 5/Art. 11, Pt. 10, Code of Ctv.Il Procedure, re: "'Summary 

lLCS 765 5/U.Ul.llTmois Conveyances Act 
fLCS 735 5/Art. IT. Pt. 6. Code ofCI.vif Proced·ure, re: Pfead"ing 
lLCS 735 5/1 109. Code of Civil Procedure. re: Verification by 

12. United States Code: Title 18, Part I. Chapter 9. Section 152. Concealment 
of assets: falst ·oaths and claims; bribery [emphasis added]: 

'·A per ·;on who 
(4) knowingly and fraudulently presents any false claim for proof 

.ag.a.im:•t t.bl> £'Sbtp ro .a JIJ'lllll.r, liT .u.~ .a.oy .wr.b r.l.aim .io .a.oy r.a."'' .u.wJp.r t.it.IJ' 
11, in: ! personal capacity or as or through an agent, proxy, or attorney; shall 
be finf ·d under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both." 
1, :,_ 1l!.llit~ ~.,_aJ~ C:~k. -r.:tht 11 'b. 9w\ 11. t;2.7mrfan 1 •• ~\:an,d,., ~JitspirStm. ift 

Felony: 
a: "'Whoever. having knowledge of the actual commission of a felony 

cogniz aofe oy a court oftfie United States. conceafs and does not as soon as 
possib e make knnwn. the. <;;jJJ)i! tn s.ome ~~~ nc nthec Qets.oo. in. dvil nr mili.tary 
author ty under the United States, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not 
more If tan three years, or both." 
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cc $:tu~Mt nor act ... 

I. As documented throughout the record in this instant action, this Mortgage 

and Note were part of the Ameriques! Settlement with 49 State Attorney Generals on 

of Claims. Pe1 the letter from the Attorney General of the State of Illinois. Lisa Madigan, 

the Release of Claims was valid, unless the property "in the future goes into 

foreclosure"'l~c 'mpbasls addecl'J. 

2. On the back of the original Note. as produced in open court on April4. 

2011, there are two pairs of undated indorsements. one from Town & Country Credit to 

Ameriques! Me •rtgage Company and the second one from Ameriques! Mortgage 

Company to ··t lank'', the "securitization" of the Note. 

3. Per the record. the Defendant was sent a Notice of Intent to Foreclose. not 

a Notice ofDef ault. by Citi Residential Lending ("CRL") as servicer. not by the original 

lender. on Dece mber 2. 2008. 

4. Subsequent to the Note already being in default. CRL. not the original 

lender. hired N: ttionwide Title Clearing Inc. ("NTC") to fabricate/record an assignment 

{see, 4o'¥1".w;l,;x '• Jx.l:>.;b.;l :J.d.J ,' pg. ,l ,' .teo t.!Je P.la\w).(f .\Q t.l;>.is ,;.ruJ.a,,_. .u-/.0.Q 

3. With an effective date of January 15. 2009. more than 4 years after 

the REI\ !IC trust had closed in 2004. the assignment was a ··prohibited 

t'rdns<n:h arr ·• l&r .r REMIC trm;t df1.l3 

I J. From Town & Country Lending directly to the Plaintiff as owner. 

not as tr ustee. 
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5. Pev the record. on January 30. 2009. the Defendant filed a Chal{ter 7 

Bankruptcy that li 'ted CRL as the secured creditor. 

6 Pe,· ':he record, Pierce & Associates clearly violated the FDCPA with full 

knowledge of hav ,i\ w, ~ w.l;>.'f f\\i'i'.g a f.al.~ \;ta'i Gt'.kl: MW..i<w. ~ ~'! R<!l.'!'lw.t lR.'N ? 

above) in the Unit< •d States Bankruptcy Court on April 17, 2009. with no recorded 

Assignment trom 1 own & Country Credit Corp to Ameriques! Mortgage Company, 

although the Rl Tr. ~\ 'i'H1>:ptt\m f-Iled w)'ffi t'rtc '2,£.<: >:!tcw',y )Td.'o:a\e-> \'r.?li. AITtciTyYJC'i.\ 

Mortgage Com pan y was the Seller. 

7. Per t he record. the Prospectus filed with the SEC by the Plaintiff in 2004. 

the servicer was rec._iliirealo coriimue lo pay tne ·mveswrs tne mongage 'mtereS!, wnetner 

or not the property -owner made the payment. In addition. the servicer was required to 

pay all real estate t 1 ,xes on behalf of the property-owner. 

8. Per 1 he record. tne Stay Order Motion was erroneously granted on Apnl 

24. 2011, when Pi( rce & Associates failed to file the requisite paperwork to demonstrate 

legal standing as a ~ >ecured Creditor before the May 5, 2009 discharge. 

9. The Defendant's Chapter 7 Bankruptcy was discharged on May 5, 2009 

with notice sent to CRL. not to the alleged Creditor who was never listed as a creditor. 

10. Whc.: n/not until the Complaint was served upon the Defendant on 

September 10, 200'. '· the Release of Claims was waived. 

II. The Complaint was not tiled Q.V the original lender. Town & CountJ:v 

Credit. nor by Amt"J·iquest Mortgage Company to whom the Note was endorsed by Town 

& Country. 

J 2. Per _ _ru, C nro,nlailll .. tbe J>Jaintiff i' a mortgage-backed security {"MBS'') 
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Case 113313, Laruren L. Scfleffers, f'en·noner 

trust. not a (and tt·•L'11 •. 

13. Pe · the Complaint. the Defendant" s Note is a mortgage. not a real estate 

installment contuct. 

14. Pe~ tr.e 1ttmu, w. 5=uary l'b, lW), 5-.:.Uge S)e-gci ueTi."e-.i the Def~arA 

Quiet Title Motio 1. 

15. Per the record. n November 22. 20 I 0 after almost a full year of hearings 

vi1itt no Case Man '1_gement meeimg set, )uilge ·s-,egel recuseil"liJmse"JI pursuant to Rule bJ 

(see Relevant Lav · 4 A above) relative to the "continued appearance of impartiality of 

this court problem; ttic". 

16. Per the record. _per Judge Rossi's Memorandum and Decision Order of 

March 22,2011 d• 'nied the cross-Motions of Summary Judgment and the hearing set for 

April 4, 2011 was 1 :o set a trial date. 

17. Per the record. Judge Rossi granted the Plaintiff's Motion tor Summary 

Judgment I"P MS. 1""). instead of setting a trjal date. even though: 

a. The P MSJ that was granted had never been filed with the Court 

nor served ; upon the Defendant and 

the:r e was no Motion to Reconsider that denial before the Court. 

18. Per the record, Judge Rossi's Apri14. 2011 order stated: 

a. i'"fle f't'ain!i"ffserve tfle D"etimu'dnt witfl the f' Mf>"J' arrer Judge Rossi 

had just gru nted the P MSJ and 

b. The Plaintiff serve only a Courtesy Copy to the Court of the 

Motion tor Forecfosure and· Safe . 
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Case I 13 3 13, La•u .ren L. Scheffurs, Petitioner 

i 9 _ Ot t.time ZL .ZlfC C i~ l?.ossi o'etlli!O: tile Cletena'ant's Motion to t-'acate 

that specifically i ncluded the May 25, 2011 Press Release by the Illinois Attorney 

General relative 1t< 1 the issuance of a subpoena to Nationwide Title Clearing Inc. after 

20. TI 1e Defendant's Freedom oflnformation request to get a copy of the 

subpoena had beL: 1 denied, because ··investigation continues". 

22. 01 1 July 20. 2011, the property in this instant action was allegedly sold 

while under Appc al. 

Th ·: stafl of fhe Clerk of fhe TffmoiS "Supreme Court ana fhe J'rl. A_ppe'flate 

Court sent all --nc tification letters·· to the PlaintitT at an out-of-state address, because the 

Plaintiff is not lie~ :nsed to transact business in Illinois and has no Registered Agent in 

Illinois. 

24. Or February 2, 2012. the Defendant was notified of the Complaint against 

Nationwide Title Clearing (see Appendix Exhibit l.d inclusive). The Complaint was 

tiled under the Co nsumer Fraud Act by the Illinois Attorney General, the top lawyer in 

the state oflllinoi s. 

25. Or , February 22. 2012. the Defendant received a copy of the May 24. 20 II 

Subpoena (see Ap pendix Exhibit 2.d inclusive) and found that all of the documents in 

Exhibit A of the n ..!ferenred .Rirule.r Wi'JP!be very _<;a_t]]e document.' -'lmmiJJp.d io 1h.is 

instant action und er Section I I 09 certitication to Judges Siegel and Rossi that have been 

ignored by all jud! les and justices and the assignment in Exhibit B is the very same 
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111. Argument 

I. F ''r the extensive record in this instant action. the Defendant has 

repeatedly raised the issue of whether the 12th Judicial Circuit Court. the 3'd Appellate 

and Sale. when t i 1e Plaintiff electing to enforce its securitized Note under the IMFL is a 

mortgage-backe,d security ('"MBS'') trust, not a land trust. and the securitized Note is 

'Sttml:il 'uy a Trru 1 "r!fd}?;t, <n:lt 'uy a 1<:>d• ~~me'nclul.'m«:rtt t:urtrrdt.'l 'r!>tt 'i\t:',e9"'dflt 'L1iW 1 

above). 

2. From the outset of this instant action on August 26, 2009, the Defendant 

'nas repeateifly Stt "bniitted extenstve supporfm_g documentatiOn under "Secfwn 1 YO'I 

certification that no Court at any level (e.g., Circuit. Appellate. Supreme Court) appears 

to have consider e d. per the 400+ pages of Reports of Proceedings and the minimal 

'·notification lettt~ rs" received from the 3'0 Appellate Court and the Supreme Court. 

3. T 1e Plaintiff is not licensed to transact business in Illinois, so the Plaintiff 

has no access to t he Illinois judicial system. 

4. Nr: >attorney from either of the alleged law firms has filed an Appearance 

under Verificatic n by Certification to receive such service. 

5. Tl1 e Note was discharged as a non-secured Note on May 5. 2009, so 

judicial estoppel.: l.P.Piies (see Relevant Law 1 (a) (6)) above), as a matter of law. 

6. Pe r the record,. .<Unce the Plaintiff ba~ .fuiled to deny any of the Defe.ndant ·s 

Exhibits submitt<' d under Section 1 109 certification, there is no material fact at issue 

regarding the Plaic ntiff s lack of le_gal standin_g as the Real Party in Interest/Holder in Due 

Course. 
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Case 113313. LC~uren L. Scheffers. Petitioner 

indorsements or the back of the original note. a material issue of fact. 

8. As a matter of law, the Defendant has also raised the issue of who 

recehred the mor ·~gt Tf'ayTI©la> hmr. ?RR?" '«leu 1%'6, 'li. •/rJt:t"t ·me, TCU 'a:g-d,'ry nftu~t-Wltt 

Chain of Title in the Will County property records as required by the Illinois 

Conveyances Al: t. 

"9. B .Y ihe T'iamiJ1Ts own regtitrements ·m ·Its prospectus Iitcil wtih ihe 'SEC 

the Plaintiffefic<.;tively made the servicer a '"cosigner" of the Note and Mortgage and the 

Servicer made al I mortgage payments and real estate property taxes required. Therefore, 

the Note is not ir , default. since the Investors were paid. 

10. /1 sa matter of law. the Defendant has been denied due process by: 

a. The Defendant's supporting documents raised extensive "genuine 

issues of naterial fact" from the Defendant's initial Answer. 

b. The Circuit Court Orders denying the Defendant's Motions to 

Compel! 'roduction and Motions for Sanctions for Fraud Upon the Court pursuant 

to Rule 1 ;7 (see Relevant Law 5 above), pursuant to Rule 63 (see Relevant Law 4 

c Judicial bias on the part of Judge SiegeL as documented in his own 

recusal m 1der Rule 63 (see Relevant Law 4 A above), 

d roe t'ac.t of comperence of me newt'y e1'ecrea' luo'ge Rossi 

regardin!' real estate law. the Illinois Uniform Commercial Code. the Illinois 

Mortgage Foreclosure Law, and the Illinois Civil Statutes (see Relevant Laws 8-

rz above 1 refative to basic requirements tor notice oftfie P MST tor wfit.cfi tfie 
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Case i I 33 I 3. L: uren L. Schetfers. Petitioner 

after it], ad been granted. when the Court had already denied both the P MSJ and 

the Dete tdant Motions for Summary Judgment on March 22. 20 II. 

was una ! J]e to produce the original Mortgage in open Court. and the Court granted 

the P M~'iJ without producing the chain of assignments that the Court had required 

ihe T'lam ilfl to ito per fhe Report oi Proceeiimgs. 

f. The 3'd Appellate Court's '"notification letter•· of denial of the 

Petition e'or a Certificate of Importance relative to Plaintiff's election to enforce a 

securitiz• ~d Note under the IMFL (see Relevant Laws 2 and 3 inclusive above). 

g. The 3'd Appellate Court failure to address jurisdiction in this 

instant a. ~tion. and 

h The alleged denial of the Defendant" s Petition for Leave to Appeal 

("'PLA ... .as.a.M.atter nfRight by the Justices ofSI\oreme Court of Illinois. when 

the PLA was submitted with 3 Appendix volumes of competent evidence 

submitte d under Section I I 09 certification, 

Supreme Court and the Appellate Courts was also allegedly denied by .. notification 

letter" with no jt Jstice signature. Since this instant action relates to real estate, the 

Justices of the S upreme Coun: ana' tile 3'd Appet'l'a~ Coon: 9rOI\m:u' ~ NI'irro>'s St'ffto\'e >S{ 

Fraud<> with on '- ;iJwed nrde.ts n( 8Jl" kind.. 

12. t- foreover. the Illinois Appellate Court has held that the proper pleading of 

the P!aintitrs sl.amft.ng to bn.ng a torecfosure suit as tfie owner ana' fiolaer oftfie 
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Case 113313. Lmren L. Scheffers, Petitioner 

indebtedness is of \)ill:amount i.ro.t;lorta.nce and in the event the Plaintiff is not the 

correct legale ·~tity to bring a foreclosure action, the entry of summary judgment 

and orders of f ·oreclosure and sale are improper as a matter of law (emphasis added( 

Filed May 21. . !008. 

13. J \sa matter of law, no Order for Approval of the Sale can be granted for 

these many rea:s ons. 

14. ~ince there has been no Motion for Approval of the Sale and Distribution 

of Funds for the alleged sale on July 20,2011 while this case was under appeal, the 

statute oflimiw,· tions has not be_gun relative to Consumer Fraud. 

15. · 'iince the Assignment was knowingly fabricated/recorded in the Will 

County proper! ) records after the Note was in default, the only cause of action for the 

Plaintiff as Ass i gnee is against the Assignor of CRL/NTC tor knowingly assigning a 

Note already in default, a violation ofUCC "Good Faith Purchase". 

16. 'f ·or the many emphasized sections of Section 2-619 (see Relevant Law I 

inclusive above ·,. no Illinois Court has/has had jurisdiction in this instant action. 

17. . }s& m&Uero.f.li>'" .l.\<')'.5wkr!wseJ.r;w Fr.md -'-\-WAr.> !.be C.ruv:t.is YDJ.D, .w 

all orders in this instant action are VOID. 

18. t' lo order can be considered final, if it is based on fraud. 
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Case lr' 331'3. 'I .auren L. Scheffers. Petitioner 

I. For the many different matters oflaw documented above. no Illinois Court 

has jurisdictio r, over the Plaintiffs Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage pursuant to Rule 2-

't>'i>,. C11m-eqv.. 't1ftirj, 'lmj ~ jld.gmni'~ m m-&tn 1~ u. 'i'rm Cmrqlnitrt. 'Mtc 

VOID. 

2. fhe Defendant prays that the Justices of the Supreme Court of Illinois 

honor their oat ·Its of' office and Rule 63 regu'irements to report tliis 'instant aciion to ihe 

Illinois Attorn< :y General Criminal Enforcement Division for investigation as to 

organizers and accessories (e.g, the 3'd Appellate Court justices, Judge Siegel and Judge 

Rossi, and Pier · u· .ft A.'>-"!X.i.att>s!Dy.kt>.r:r.w G~:C'i."f'n) JD 1.1:\t- C.l.a<;.~ X .tt-Jaoy Df .a<;.<;.ig.T.Jj.og .a 

Note in defaul to a financial institution and tor litigating on the basis of that traudulent 

Chain of Title 1 ts now validated by the lAG lawsuit under Consumer Fraud (see Appendix 

Exhibits J.d an. d 2.d inclusive). 

3. .l'iv t.l:lt- ).J.t5t.ia·s D.f t.be 5-JJprt>.rm: C .cv.v1 !D Je.iJ !D v.ru:.JJ!i' t.l:lt' .maoy V OJD 

orders in this in .stant action is a blatant violation of the Defendant's rights to due process. 

4. Violation of the oaths of office by the Justices of the Supreme Court is 

acting without ''n'>Je<.:r matrerJ·un·sa'icnons. as a rr""']Jasser ut'me r'aw~ v'urr Keltt'er ~'t.m'. ~~ 

Johnson, 57 IlL 109 (1870). Elliott v. Peirsol. I Pet. 328,340.26 U.S. 328,340 (1828); In 

re TIP-PA-HAI -.IS Enterprises. Inc., 27 B.R. 780.783 (1983). and acted in treason. U.S. v. 

Will. 449 U.S. 200. 216. 101 S.Ct. 471. 66L.Ed.2d 392, 406 (1980). Cohens v. Vfrgfni'a. 

19 U.S. (6 Whc at) 264.404,5 L.Ed 257 (1821). 

5. ~ >ince this instant action has violated federal bankruptcy law in the 

ongoing attem1 1t to collect a discharged debt. including a felony filing of the Motion for 
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Automatic St ty (see Relevant Law 7aoovel. rile Defendant nas the or;ltion offilinlia 

Complaint ag 1inst all involved with this instant action in District 7 of the federal courts. 

6. The Defendant prays that the Justices of the Supreme Court will also 

Defendant do :s not encounter additional extortion for fees and service in the blatantly 

biased Chanct · ry Courts of the 12'h Judicial Circuit Court of Will County. 

Unconscionab ility due to the Plaintitrs filing of a lawsuit based on an assignment 

recorded in the' Will County Records that violates the Consumer Fraud Act per the 

'C omp't!imt \ se• : A_ppenatx Ex'n'ilin 't.a 'mc'tus·tve') ana ihe 'Sliopoena \see A_p_pena'tx 'Ex'n'ilirt 

2.d inclusive) 

8. Again, the Defendant is required by the federal Misprision of Felony 

statute (see Re levant Law 13 above) to report this felony to the Court relative to the 

ongoing crimi' 1al enterprise (see Relevant Law 7 above). 

The Pe titioner has included a proposed order in the alternative. as required. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ott>~~ 
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 
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Case 1' l'SSI'J, i auren L. Schetfers, Petitioner 

l1.11t1 

1d 1,'0'i\B' L ':' 'CYlcFi'L'i\'i,, 
Petitioner 

) ~.,.11ffrJt'£ct(tCV«tt~ '?Jrd ~·ulia}nli 
) District Case No. 3-1 1-4 76 
\ 

DEUTSCHE .HA2VK ,VA TlO;'I'AL TRUST COMPA.'>iY. 
A.~ !'K(fS'i'E't 'J'N -i'Ku~! 'VO'R TifE B'E'N'E'FI! D'f 
THE CERTIF.: CA TE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE :>HURTI1ES 1RUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACK £0 PASS-ffiROUGH C"'ERITFTCATES, 
SERIES 2004-nl. 

i Circm'c Court, Will County, 
) Illinois, 121h Judicial Circuit 
,' C.sse t>i'<J. 09CHJ 797 
) 
) The Honorable Raymond E. 
) Rossi and 
) Tfte Honoraofe Richard f. 
) SiegeL 

Respondent ) Presiding Judges 

APPENDIX 
VOLUME I 

EXHIBIT I. Nationwide Title Clearing Inc. Complaint 
a. 2012/02115 Notice of Filing with Will County Circuit Court. Copy 

of E-mail to Peter M. Kellett. Re: SCHEFFERS/DYKEMA 
FRAUD UPON THE COURT (I pg.) 

I 1. 2012/02/15 Certification of Service (I pg.) 
~:. 2012/02/10 Copy of E-mail, 10:27 a.m .. Su\!ject: SCHEFFERS/ 

DYKEMA FRAUD UPON THE COURT (3 Q!lS.l. 
I) With copy to Mr. Thomas James. Consumer CounseL 

Coas.r.l.U11!t ftaJJd Burem.L of the Offtce of the llltMt'i 
Attnmey Genf'Jal 

2) With 5 attached PDFs. including the Complaint 
tf. :Ml2/82l82 C.mrpbriat 12CfflJ3.W2 itr tire Cin."ait Coart of Cook 

C<mnkj 'OP.'L'M."~ W.'IWim. 
l) The People ofthe State of Illinois, Plaintiff, ". 

Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc., a Florida corporation, 
~INNN 

2) Filed February 2, 2012 
3) Complaint for Injunctive and Other Relieffor 

"'iWM'tuffl. Vi \'rit'C'!flt!jCi1b't'f 'i'f"NtdJ 'NJd. ~~"tc 
Business Practices Act ("Consumer Fraud Act"), 815 
ILCS 505/1 et seq 
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Case I 13313. [aun:rr L. Sclrefft:rs. Petitioner 

ffj'j'fj' 

JN TJ-JE SVPREME COVRT OF ll.LJNOJS 

LAUREN L. ~1Ni.Pi£RS. 

Petitioner 
', ~tJ~P..ih-utt r:_~wh '1rd !nai~i~V. 
) District. Case No. 3-11-476 
I 

v. 

DEUTSCHE 11Al1'K NA T}Ol>.'Al. Tl?.0'ST COMPA,'\'Y. 
AS TRUSTEr o TJ'ii !KCiSl rOR THE BE'NEH1 D"F 
THE CERTIF ICA TE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-R 1. 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTfffCATES. 
SERIES 200<cl- R I. 

l CireuitCoort., *'iN Clwm'Y~ 
) Illinois. 121

h Judicial Circuit 
) C=:: l>M. (}9CHJ797 

J 
) The Honorable Ravmond E. 
) Rossi and 
) The Honorable Richard J. 
) Siegel. 

Respondent ) Presiding Judges 

APPENDIX 
VOLUME II 

EXHIBIT 2. Nationwide Title Clearing Inc. Subpoena with Petitioner's two cases 
as supporting Exhibits 
a. 2012/02/20 Notice of filing with Will County Circuit Court. Copy 

,,r F-mail1o l'clcr i\1. Kclleu. Rc: SCIIHTFRS \J \TIONWIDI-: 
TITLf Cf L\Rf\J(i Sl. fWOEAT'-<.\ II pg. l 

h ~LU~. LC. ]~J C.cJ'JiCi.~.:ru.iD.u DJSc.n.i.n-- ~ J J.:'g.,l 

r... 11l1.1/Q?J21 ~'5 <lf E-ma.iJ..SJJhijJ'J;. SCllE.I!'I!'E.RS/. 
NATIONWIDE TITLE CLEARING SUBPOENA (2 pgs.) 
I) With copy to Mr. Thomas James, Consumer Counsel. 

C<ll'lSU\"li\.~"' Frau'<i lkn"".:J'llU' of lhe £,\fli'Ce oi' t.?e !.1,1,;,%\;S 

Attorney General 
2) With Subpoena PDF attached 

n. ~\\W6i"l'5'3m'nJMm11 ~-n"'ia-mn m \'m: "-"lll'm'Y ~Uit.'lm m 
the State of Illinois, The People of the State of Illinois 
Consumer Protection Division 
lj Su6poena Ouces i"ecum ofrile A«orney Genera(ofdre 

State of IUinois (1 pg.) 
2) Rider to Subpoena for Nationwide Title Clearing, Inc. 

w'lfh lnterrogator•es a nil R.equests lor l'"rocluct'wn 
(5 pgs.) 

3) Exhibit A, relative to this instant action (9 pgs.) 
4) Exhibit B, rdative to Case 113039 (2 pgs.) 
5) Certified Mail (I pg.) 
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CAROLYN TAFT GROSB< >LL 
Clerk of the Court 

(217) 782-2035 
TOO: (217) 524-8132 

SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 
SUPREME COURT BUILDING 

200 East Capitol Avenue 
SPRJNGFIELD,ILLINOIS 62701-1721 

March 20, 2012 1-
b.JI.Jo II..L 

Ms. Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningst ar Court 
Naperville, Il 60564 

FIRST DISTRICT OFFICE 
~ .. m~Ym\. '...:b~ £:til~ 1~ V'twi 
Chicago, Illinois 60601-3103 
(312) 793-lll2 
TOO: (312) 793-0185 

; 



iN T\ \ } · 1._: 1H.f~ J..._; 11~ t..._·r,\)0'1\.~ 1''..._'}i\ -~;~Jil[_ 11 ~rJ! !.',r·l.l'){~._"', h 11. ~~ 'N.,'O..: 1L' 'i 11 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

.W.')J).S[;.w: .!H.-'>lJ{ \:._, J))/Y>'·H })?})S). ['0·~-~-T?-1..\:Y: ,I {JL'>c· {19('}:13.7'/7 

•\S TRUSllcE !'\ I R l ST FOR THF BENHI r OF 
II IE CERT!F!C\TL I I OI.DERS FOR AMFRIQl'l:ST I Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
t\rft~Pr~1-l01-(d1 .. ~_-l-i(:__' ~-' /, ~ ,-,~,l~:S-'-/{{-0'-:.-}~ ')D~bt.,.Ll ... '·,. '·, 
.\SSH-BACKED 1'',' 0 S-THROLI(iH CERTIFICATES. 
SI·RIFS 200-+-R I 

VS 

l.t\UREN SCHI·:FFEI {>; AK:;\ L\1 'RFN LEE 
_)'£ 'Hl:'FFFJ?.S: ~ ;_v.-r.:.:" ~r) n-·.v Hl:1l?..r...,' :1NV LE(i·A Tl:·Es 

··, 

.[),F .LAVH,J_:,I\1 ,)..{~1-.1.1;_·) :.~- ,~-:·;I{S~ ,';c,q'/~/V·[,I;I\~;~}~(,tff';'s{ l 

OWNERS A"\D NO'' {!:CORD CI.Al\-L\NTS: 

fo: By first class m ail 
Denis Pierce. 
Robt'J:f. L),~i_,;;;jm, '!'
Sh;um CaJJalm.rJ 
Pierce & Asst 1'-=j' ttcs 

J1tirl1'<~tl!.h .1-1•· N 

\ North Oearb·m -~~ 

Chica\!_o. IL 61 16 02 

:\'OTICE OF FILING 

By first class mail 
.\TTN: Dm id Co. Director 

Deutsche Bank National 
J ~rJ.L'..t i ~.:-t~;\}~t.W} ~ .. ~u-: ,t,r.!.tK\t"e 

'.l't,'l 'r':iiSt S\. kldn-t>\\- ?1r&..t 

Santa Ana. CA 91705-4934 

By first class mail 
Patrick Stanton. Amy Jonker 

Dykema (iossett PI.I.C 
.'l15\•N,\1)i" ~) X.t .. ::,•·l).r,i~ :.::-. 

Stiht '?_?R.R., 
Chica\!.O- I L 60606 

PLEASE T.AKE NO'f f( "f." lliat on M"arcli 16. ltHl. llie untierslgne<f fifcu· In person w1H1 !lie Oerk 
.•)J the (:in.'J..J.iJ Cour:r .t' J ~ .--'il.l Cr\ul.lJ)-~ .IJJ.i.JJJ.R."i. ( :npy n.fE -.maiJ Jj) ( ·w~'J.l.OJ?kr f'ouU..">L'..L lAG .. Rt'--: 

SCHEFFERSIJLSC I RJ '.A SO NO] IS * D.I:".N.l~J * O.F .!'v.1nJ.iJm -~' V.<~:<<'"' V.<\o.l D•:de."' J>_w:c;J.L<tc\t -~' 
Section 2-619. a copy o fwhich was serwd upon Dykema Gossett by e-mail on March 23.2012. 
('?1ma.~_..,.5 ·~·;y~i&:::~ 1uu~ 1},_ ~(~, ~~t-t'i'• 'Pi'"•'\;tk.!. 'Rli •J?tt f.;lt~wm~lkltt (l;aitt'; L~.!Ji'~~ (Y.~t;~hi r1 ... r{ .... inllr...~;. t.l;t~ 

llonorahle Jud,~~· Su..<)<.m. r.. Q'LJ!iU:~~ .tbr.. Uam~r.W.k. L'Y!tft:..ll.:-~.sQ;a.anJ! ~;.____fl.t~~J .. :),_ ~11! •h~ lo-lmu~lJo"llVt~ 
Judge Richard J. Siegel. 

,~~!": ~.JU~vl 
JJ(l5 .Mo.mjJJgsl;Jr (_ 'J. 

Naperville. IL 60564 
l" tGO'-_-i\'f:f-_i·M'I' 



Case 09CII37' 11. Flfect'Olfi:l6i20U'l 

The undersigm· d. a non-attorney. certifies that she caused true copies of the foregoing 
.\Qht.rJ.v.ve.r.\t.q, .~~ t(U:e ~)f~J;.~Uvg ..a.tlitl-~~,:}Jy' Ji E ,m.aV .l.t1 l~n.~·~umt~r [j:wu.w) J JL~ })J?. · 

SCHEFFER.'>!!, :sc TR.EASONOUS *DENIAL • OF Motion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to 
Section 2-619. 1 o be served upon: 

A TTh :David Co. Director 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company. as trustee 

Santa, • \na, CA 92705-4934 
by placing cor· •ies of same in an envelope. properly addressed with postage prepaid by 
'(m;, t''""" nrd,\' . will trepustcmg -,'liru err-v<!tupt 1ft 't'r«: '0rit(el, 'i,•r.tt~ "lusrdt 'i>-erv'ru: '='11•'=• 
at 1750 W. 0! ~den Ave .• Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 261h day of March, 
2012 and to 

Denis •I 'ierce, Robert Deisinger, Shaun Callahan 
Pierce & Associates 
!'riu'lee nin Ftoor 
I Nort l1 Dearborn 
Chicago. ll 60602 

oy pt'aclng co1 >les of same In an enveiope. propert'y addressea' wltn postage prepaid oy 
first class mail . and depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location 
at I 750 W. Og den Ave .. Naperville. IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 26'h day of March. 
2Ul2. 

The undersigr ocd. a non-attorney. certifies that she caused a true copy of the foregoing 
instrument. N~ ··lice t'!f Filing ~:~f Cl:!f/j ~:~f £-m'lt~\ \1) C~:!mumet Coom.el. \AG, Re·. 
SCHEFFERSill ,SC TREASONOUS *DENIAL* OF Motion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to 
Section 2-619. t o be served upon: 

Patrick Stanton. Amy Jonker 
Dyken 1 a Gossett PLLC 
10 Sou th Wacker Drive. Suite 2300 
Chicag o, IL 60606 

by placing cop y of same in an envelope, properly addressed with postage prepaid by first 
class mail, and depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 
1750 W. Ogdt ·•n Ave .. Naperville. lL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 261h day of March. 
2012. 

ata~ Ot.Je4 at ~d ,, 
Lauren L SchetTers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 

Naperville. lL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 



~6-
James, Thomas P., 03:50 

3/! 3/tL /l.S.t. 1 ~ S<~t\J 
Pi 'Ill 3/23/2012, §"CHEFFERS/ILSC TREASONOUS *DENIAL* OF Motion to 

T-Q: "Jaw.es, T-Meit'i'iOO r-·." -·--:i-Jarr,--c5·@.atg.s~.k't.is·> ~ 
From: Lauren Scheffe; ·s < LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
Subject: SCHEFFERS ill~: :c TREASONOUS *DENIAL.* OF Motion to Vacate Void Orders 
l?·,y;~t;apt.,tl'}~t~Rr." 2 ~1 "- - ... _o,,.,-....,,_,.""•H-~~-· ... ~--,·-~-.--~'·"-~:":'ll; :C. •_--'*f' 

~c: 'Relt~~Seh18~'~ jr." <rschlaybaugh@dykema com>, pstanton@dykema.com. 
ajonker@dykema.com jc ougherty@dykema.com. "Codilis and Associates, PC" <codilis· 
il@il.cslegal.com>. co: "Y?t,. ·OOa!-4@wdV'~lUinois . .com .. ~¥.&-...@wilk;.ou."-,'>lilliooi£.com .. 
"Dunn, Martin, Miler & He< ;thcock" <marmil4@sbcglobal net>, "Morrie Mlch" 
<mmuch@muchsheliBt.cc ;m>, "Robert J. Emanuel" <remanuel@muchshelist.com>. "Terry L 
Ef\Sle\" <ef'&le\@d~c.c~""'J'r;<.~ · ."'?~o!l. ~# .. 1 .... ~·~'" dte'",~terv-~."> .. '' }RRJ, ~ .. W~(,1;' <".ctfe.}r.'@RJ~-~~."> 
Freedman Anselmo Lir ldb ~~rg <foreclosures@fal-illinois.com>. FAI-IIIinois <tal- ... 
illinois.com@domainst JYP r ·oxy.com> 
7 I I; K fi J!li l.u .... •euMI•IIII tl!isiiii•••R•!IIIiMIMIIW._t 
Attached: C:\Documer;ts c no' 
Settings\LAUREN\Oes kto~ •ISolarAppeaiiLSC20120320Motion2VacateVoidiLSCLtrDeniedAst.pdf; ~ · k 
C:\Documents and 
Settings\lAUREN\Des ·<.to, c1.1Sillar.~...siii~SJ:'.'2.Q.1,'2.Q.YY>Mrllioo2.1t'al'..RlR.I/Qifi.~·.c.'f.lm'J.!mR.>:>t& 
and Settings \LAUREN\ De ~ ;ktop\SolarAppeaiiLSC20120306Motion2VacateVoidAppendixTOC.pdf; 
C. !Dx.!-17.\SWS a.~ j 
Set!lngs\LAUREN\Des kto~ \SolarAppeaiiLSC20120306Motion2VacateVoidNOFPOS.pdf; J 
On March 12. 2012. I e-m; ~-iled you two e-mails with the subject SCHEFFERS 1 of 2/ILSC 
llfi:tW;-, 'tV 1JCI\.'2t!C 'ro~ 'Sitlt' r.'!. 'i".:n"S1111l'h 'tV ~Cltli': 1.JtN~. •,m~ 'lrre:'rtllrowrr.g '!.'I<M:m'~t.. "'"'. 
James. given the fact hat r i\7 .,\:,~,\~ d ,l';e Sup'19'1'1'e C01J1'i' a:' ,l\lj'ilj)\> Ol"<l'i'e .au:t.·d ~~112\~ 
Courts has ever signe j a s .ingle order. I fully expect to just receive yet another "notification" letter 
.~ Jl:\is A kill!:\'> .1:\i\s .tiS¥_,., .r • .ar.~is\!;1, as 1115\V " 

On March 6. 2012. I had fil e,d. and served upon each Justice of the Illinois Supreme Court 
:ndivuiuall~t with. SIQPah. JrEH .. , !Oj.Jlred .;>roots of dP.Iill&\j llil'f'. altar .bed 
Motion2VacateVoidNO FPC S.pdf) the Motion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to Rule 2-619 
(see attached Motion2' /aca .teVoid.pdf). 

Per the Appendix (see attw:hed Motion2VacateVoidAppendixTOC.pdf), the critical submissions 
were 'tne 1'ifa'i;onw1ae T1't;e ·-:::·1ear1ng Compla~rit ana tne Suopoena ·tnat used my Exhibits as 
submitted under Sectic •n 1 109 Certification to the Circuit Courts. the Appellate Courts. and the 
Supreme Court of lllinc •is. '' 'et, in both cases, Motions for Summary Judgment were granted with 
10 "genuine issues of 1 nate . :ial .!;let': 

As I oredic\e(j1 in yeste: ·da)' s US. PS mail. I received yet another "no.tification letter" dated March.-~ 
20. 2oi2 (see attached Mot ion2VacateVoidiLSCLtrDeniedAst.pdf) alleqedly from Carolyn Taft ~ 
Grosboll. Clerk of theE .upr e me Court of Ulinois, with the single word "DENIED" as the "order" "'-
'"aflegedJ'{' entered ·oy lne (; ':>urt to my llllofion to Vacate Void Orders Pursuant to Rule 2-61g. 

M'. James. over the p<;st se JVeral months. I have submitted to you scanned PDFs of the several 
·'allegea'" dliho1s Suprer 1e C ourt rulings that have totally Vlblatea· my ngnts to aue process refan\/e 
to my *two* wrongful, C ;RI~ fliiNAL foreclosures based on fraudulent prope records In fact. 



:Vo'ei"C";5· c • .:nvrtot:-~·.t <N•. ;lence\'ha\ an'Y SU'5\il:e nas ever \oo'i;OO a\ my p\ea<lings. tlefOI'e office 
NOrkers mailed "notific:ati on letters" of motions DENIED 

•Ni#>, W>t '~fn~Jnn.W. ~ .. ....__ "l#.~ ~-!.~ ~IIJffl."RRl. ~"..AJIIt. '\IKI.....,.,..'Wft. C:SUIN. 
Justices. that was als :> '•JIIegedly denied. I submitted to the Justices of the Supreme Court the 
U.S Supreme Court rL rlir 1g: 

Should a judge not .: 1isqualify himself, then the judge is in violation of the Due 
Process Clause of tf·e t I.S. Constitution. United States v. Sciuto, 521 F.2d 842, 845 ..ll...,. 
{7th Cir. 1996){"The rig,'71to3-~h'ee,fromoiJWM.w{N'~;s/Msetl,.w:Now •i! -~ 

section 144, but on ;the Due Process Clause."}. ce (7'll ~~~~ 

The U.S. Supremr ~Court has also held that if aiudge w~ ~'fiel.eonstit.ution, or /1 
ffhe acts withoutjur.isd,•ctfon, fie has engagedin treason to the Constl1ution. trajudge 
acts after he has bee n a utomatlcally disqualified by law, then he is acting without 

jurisdiction, and that su J19ests that he is then engaging in criminal acts of treason.. and 
may be engaged in e. 'dt :-rt~ 11MS'lht. immf!'ltll'it'&'Hi\h ilitfl'ls1:ate W7Ttmtll~~. 

. .~ -~ ·----·---- .--.--~ . .,_~_·'. --
/·--~~-«·-~ ..... '-~- --- -~ .. -~· ""'"~ 

1 Mr. James. if the Jus tic :es of the Supreme Court of Illinois are acting without JUrisdiction. can the 
lllinois Attorney Gener<JJ in .1e..<;.!\9at£' Jbe .IJ.L.<;Jices, ,iu.c:J .as Jbey W£1!.110 .aQ}I.C\lbe.r 'J:lr.dir:~ary" Jllirm~·-· 

... -~l!le!.Qn!;ts~?-
•····~'··~- .. ~.-,··-·· ,. 

Previous submissions to you, 1n descending chronological order (that are also filed in the public 
record of the Will Cour 'ty 1 :::ircuit Court for Case:2009CH3797): 

~ ~. Jls s'tatea aoove. on 'lllla· ·en 12. '2012, ·1 e-mailed you two e-m ails witn tne subJect 

11 SCHEFFERS 1 of 2ffl sc Mlt1on to Vacate Void Oraers f'ursuant to Secfion l-61!1. 

• 2. On January 29, 201; !, I :;tmtyoo arr e-ma.i'w•l'l'r lYre subject Sv"fl'fFfERS Ana' tet 'M>re* 
-. B\atal'lt \rea~oo b'J "~n ~~ ~~~te 0va;+, h81>'irv~ 

_ J3. On January 13. 201: 2. I n'e'f't.. 'fi:Jo> Cfi', e-m'aih '11'.\'r, •{rye "'oofi?!Ct SC'r\EI'I'ERS '<a *lkti-et 1'>\a'ian\ 
~ Treason by Illinois S40 rem e Court Justices with the JanuaJY E\ 2012 "notification letter" related to 

3n alleged "order" that den ied my Motion for Service of Orders Signed by Supreme Court and 
Appellate Court Justice s a .. OJ:I 11:\e .tar.u.~ary JO, 2[) ;:; ·:rm.lmc.atic\ll .le!te.r" .re.lale.O .to .all .atlegecl 
"order" that denied my l'v1c lion to Extend Date of Final Mandate relative to my Aurora duplex. 
Case 113039 . 

...L 4 On January 9, 2012 I SE •nt you an e-mail witn the subject: SCHEFFERS More Bl~.tant 
'lf reasorr ay· !11\rTIJIS SuJJ rem e Coon' J\:Jsllces iliat •ncd:ruW a :;carr uta 'p1ece ut paper w11'1'r not 

even a mention of a Ju stiCI ~name. Someone denied the Motion for Service of Orders Signed 
with a "piece of paper" witt 1out even mention of the name of a Justice. 

tj..;. On December 27. 21 )1' . I sent you an e-mail with the subject. SCHEFFERS UPDATE 
Treason by Illinois Sur.rem e Court Justices. where I received two rulings. allegedly by Ch1ef 
Justice Kilbride ,at the llinoi s Supreme Court. where his honor: 

1) Vacated a port1o: 1 o •· a preVIous ruling allegealy oy li1s lion or and ] 
2) Corrected anoth•=r Olfder regarding indigent status. also allegedly by his honor~ 



l.\.6. On December 17, 20~' 11, I sent you 6 e-mails with subjects of "SCHt=FFERS 1 of6, Treason 
(){ by Illinois Supreme Cou r 1 Justices" to "SCHEFFERS 6 of 6, Treason by llinois Supreme Court 

~.5\S'" t:J1.oe to !):le.~XIF.o'lS.~CcmpeJem 94~6') .1:\;W ~i.tled .as ~'>9 .E'.¥1:\~ .!.l'.ld61' 
the requisite Section~ '·mcel'ililcanonror'tne11to'ilon'Wr~erv'•ce di'tlraen~S•gne!l'oy 
Supreme Court and . At ppellate Court Justices. 

Will this recent "notific a1 ·ion letter'' sent to Springfield get "losr in interoffice mail to the Chicago 
office. as appears to h a· 1e happened with the other "notification letters" copied to the Criminal 
Enforcement Division~' 

~ .. -··. ·-··· •.. --~ .. ------, 
~ J:~es. g;ven ~fac-t that jurisdiction is the ~ost fu~~..;;~llegal requirement for any 

1
. 

I ~~~to not be \OlD, the Justices of the Supreme court and' the Second/Third Appellate Courts 
have consistently comn' ~ 'tle<mtiro agains\ \'rre. Cu~'fftdiRm nut. 'ttl \'rre. 'rila'tarll Tl:!!u!;a\ tt> 
address a single one of the multitude of jurisdictional issues, such as the Plaintiff/Respondent 
not even being license d to Oo bus·rness ·rn llin<irs. 

!,..-.--~-----"-- ··•••**"\ ·n·rm ?"&iF pe -ri- ....... ~., ~~.,...,~----"""---- ... -~....,.,..._--=---.---1 
Therefore, each/all of thE' Justices of all three Courts has/have committed treason against the 
Constitution, a criminal Do~'t.S'ettiWr .~~~~... "f' 
In addition, the Justice· s im all three Courts are accessories to the ongoing criminal enterprise of +. 

foreclosure fraud in Dlinv \'<.. c:A..I'r l{)t L . 
,...,,,.... 

• ,~·~01 ra1IY, ar1' .Jbslfues I' rr mr tl'1ree Coonl> !lave oomar o'\ble 6'3 0y t.n~ilg ro rel'i!r ll'leb-e crrni::aJ' L.. 
¥"SliPS to the Jlfinais Attor ney General which is )udicial misconduct as well. ,au~ (,J ...-

M: .. w.nes. ,I. ballP.. bP.aJ ,,~ .JI(ailinQ, fnr. ex~ Ibis. l!!llf.lbless "Qiece of. r,JaQeJ:" !bat cnuJd have been. 
mailed by the cleaning c r·ew BEFORE GOING TO E.W..llfliC ,QLlEBt~~~~. 
~DWPUBLISHING TH! ~~:;li Ar. ~~ :i:Q!iiiJS'i: ei:lniill~ BY 
uiNOIS SOPR~ co " 
~"--·""""''~'· "··"" --
As I stated previously, plo '~ase let Attorney General Usa Madigan know that I have already 
purchased the domain n ames for 
ww w :DccupyjooJtlllr ~: y-stem. com ana ww w .Dccupyjuarc'ra'~ys'!em. org \\JK'Ls 'ordKen up 
intentional~}') . 

• t.t ,1:\i\s ~ .o;w;v;te f:e<WN:.• .ry c.law .lt.ui\t h .flJ.IIe co.f .Law~ .omt exi$-t .ir:> .IIU~is. .'e.lafu& tD c.timiOJal 

foreclosures~.~~sed on t. auotdent p10pe1 ~· teco, ds. . .. ~ --~~-..,__---... _ ···--
-:::. --=nr --......, 

M-. James. with two fo m 1er Illinois governors in a rrYN convicted of corruption, should the 
Justices of the Suprerr 1e C'OOI\ ~ ~~. ao;, >tre\1., ful' ttw.; ~ \\'~ ~t \toR. 
Constitution and as ac CE !SSOries to an ongoing criminal enterprise with the foreclosure mill law 

-Tha...,firm-: ... k?~yo~u~. ....._...-=-=·- -· -·--·--~--~~::::. ··~· ~~.!n..!r:..l:l::.!..l...--~---
Lauren Scheffers 

\. 
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SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 
SCPREME COL'RT BUILDING 

200 Easr Capitul A\o·cnue 
gJfl.J.W.::F.'li.' .. IJ,. \'.}L..l};IJ.GJ.~ 4l7QI..-'. T!'. 

CAROLYN TAFI GROSR< LL 
Clerk of the Coun 

('>_17) 11(} ,).035 

Tm): 12171 s:.t-81 l2 

Ms. Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningst 2r Court 
Naperville, II bDsg~ 

March 20, 2012 

e> .J l.lo lt.L 

FIRST DISTRICT OFFICE 
'.t~ ~:,.m-.;, ·u.~Ut ~· •• 1~ ~·~tw; 
Chicago, Jl\ino1s bowi-3103 
t3l:!.l"'9J-IJ)2 

TDD: 1312) 71J3...(i185 



GrROUP EXHIBIT 6 



t%.1-H-Q4?t>. 

THIRD DISTRICT 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEI'': TN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIHCA1E f{(JUJ£RS FOR AM£R1QU£Sr 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-RI, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERlES 2004 -KL 

PLAINTIFF I APPELLEE 
vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS.; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANT/APPELLANT 

NOTICE OF FILING 

To: By US PS Priority Mail 
Denis Pierce, Robert Deisinger 
Pierce· & Associates 
Thirte enth Floor 
I Nort h Dearborn 
Chica!.~O, IL 60602 

) Appeal from the Circuit 
) Court of the l21

h Judicial 
l Cin:uit, N'iN C~~ 
) Illinois 
) 
'J 'Lase 'l-\io: 'WL't'C:>/'91 
) 
) Presiding Judges: 
j IZaymona' E. Rossi 
) Richard J. Siegel 
) 
) Date olNoiice ol Appeal: 
) 07/01/11 
) 
) 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 17,2011, Defendant-Appellant caused 
to be filed by USPS Priority Mail with Signature-Confirmation Receipt 
2307 1770 00100 I 051 9700, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, 
with Mr. Gist Fleshman, Clerk of the Illinois Appellate Court, Third District I 004 
Columbus Street, Ottawa, IL 61350, the following Petition for Certificate of Importance 
Pursuant to R ule 316, a copy of which is served upon you. 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
I 305 Morningstar Ct. 

!Vapervi1\e, ,.,._ 6\l:lM 
H 630-305-340 I 

[, I 



Appellate Catse N'o. 3- f f-MiO. nt'eo' IJTtl'll't't' f 

C£R1W\C~.:HON OF SF.RV\CE 

The undersigned, a non-attorney, certifies that she caused a true copy of the foregoing instrument. 
Petilion.fi>r ( .'e.rJijkoJe D/ Jwpor/o.Y.Ir.R PJlr.s.un.nJ Jo Rule 3) 6, to be served JJ,llOD' 

Denis Pierce, Robert Deisinger 
Pierc,~ & A.">'illciares. 
Thirt< oenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
ChiC"-5\'>, ,I.J, 600)2 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311 '\'.1<1.'\'. ~ \ 11<'. '/cR/6, 'i"i~~~:; u!t.Y.:~~':'<Ci -.,;,t~ ¥f"'ii.:n~ 'i"i~'i'R-\d \-,:; I?~i,mi.t'} 
Mail, and depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Ave., Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this l71

h day of October, 2011. 

' ./ 

\(({{ i i~-
0 

Cauren L. :S'ct\eti'ers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
-A 1i3tJ-'3if:i-'34tn 



Appeffate Cacse No. S-ff-MiO, fiiea'(Ji'tiJl!'U 

DEFENDANT CERTIFICATION- PETITION FOR CERTIFICATE OF 

lMPORTAJ\TCE PVRSV~l\IT TO RVLE .JU 

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section I I 09 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (73 5 ILCS 511 I 09/from Ch. II 0, par. I I 09), the undersigned certifies that the 

statements se;t torn\ in til is instrument are true and correct, except as LtJ matrt:n> drereirr 

stated to be o ·n information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies as 

aforesaid that Defendant verily believes the same to be true. 

-7 l./· ;! •.. 
' / . .. ; . ..(' / / ' 

La~~_cS~~eff:r:, /j( 
1

" (-f 4 
. 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 

Date 

r I I I-,. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the ' ! day of October, 2011. 

I ., -

'-f .:-:. I :::::. 
---'---



Appeffate Cc>urt, il'nro' Olsrnct Case s- I' I'-U'4i"tf, Fit'eo'O'J)(l'l't't't' 

l~h.l- t t-Q4.11i 

f!\1 Tl!E APPELlATE COLTJ.f:l.T o,_r: l!!J.TJ\TCVS 
THIRD DISTRICT 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTE E IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTHfTCA 1£ ffOCDEIZS f'(JIZ AMEIZI'QUESI 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 200<+-Kl 

PLAINTIFF/ APPELLEE 
VS 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS NKIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFER'3; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREl\ I SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANT/ APPELLANT 

) Appeal from the Circuit 
) Court of the 12'h Judicial 
l Or<:ul'r, * \W Cmrnry; 
) Illinois 
) 
) Lase J~o: V9"L~ft~~~ 
) 
) Presiding Judges: 
) Raymond E. Rossi 
) Richard J. Siegel 
) 
) Date of Notice of Appeal: 
) 07/0111 I 
) 
) 

PETITION _FOR CERTIFICATE OF IMPORTANCE PURSUANT TO RULE 316 

Defendant/ Appellant ("Defendant") respectfully petitions this Court for a 

Certificate orr lm!Jortance l}ursuant to Rule 316 and in sUJ?J?Ort states as follows. 

I. RELEVANT LAW 

1. "Rule 316. Appeals from Appellate Court to Supreme Court on Certificate 
Appeals frorr 1 the Appellate Court shall lie to the Supreme Court upon the certification by 
•b~ f'.~)atR.· Omr.•. •bat.,. 1!3.'11!. <JAAi.IWi b.'J it. in'll'll'lle<L a ~Wnu. n{ s.u.clL inu,.tnrta.n£.e 
that it should be decided by the Supreme Court "[emphasis added) 

2. 
Felony: 

a: "Whoever, having knowledge of the actual commission of a felony 
~'<lglirL'Ik!& WJ 'l. ~'>lid. if.. •b~ IJnitr.ti '>tat~'i., r.~mr.r.a!'i. wli Qm!,<;, ""'· 'lS 'llll))). 

as possible make known the same to some judge or other person in civil or 
military authority under the United States, shall be fined under this title or 
tiT1)7l~W iT<l\t t"i'i\7t"e U'J&Y &h't-'\5' J w.~s~ &"" ,h%\-. " 

Page I 



Appeffate Court, Third District Case 3-f f-0476, Fiied07i0ft'i1 

I. RELEVANT LAW fCON'T.) 

3. Illinois Financial Crime Law, 720 ILCS 5/16H-60 (emphasis added( 
a. Sec. 16H-45. Conspiracy to commit a financial crime. 

(a) A person commits the offense of a conspiracy to commit a 
financial crime when, with the intent that a violation of this Article 
'oe t:urrrrn'«n:u, t\n: -per;w• "llgrtt-s ·wrl:n w«tlr«:i -per>m•'«J •/r~.t 
commission of that offense. 

b. Sec. 16H-50. Continuing financial crimes enterprise. A person 
commits tfie offense of a continuing financial' cn·mes enrerprise wlrcrr li'Ie" 
person knowingly, within an 18 month period, commits 3 or more separate 
offenses under this Article, or, if involving a financial institution, any 
other felony offenses estatifuihea unaer fti1s L:oae. 
c. Sec. 16H 55. Organizer of a continuing financial crimes 
enterprise. 

(a) A person commits tile ollense ofliefng an organiZer of a 
continuing fmancial crimes enterprise when the person: 

(I) with the intent to commit an offense under this 
Article, or, if involving a financial insiituiion, any other 
felony offense established under this Code, agrees with 
another person to the commission of that offense on 3 or 
more separate occasions within an 18 month period, and 
(2) with respect to the other persons within the conspiracy, 
occupies a position of organizer, supervisor, or financier or 
other position of management. 

d. Sec. 168-60. Sentence. 
fU Notwithstandin_g an_y other provisions of this Section, a 
financial crime which is loan fraud in connection with a loan 
secured by residential real estate is a CLASS 4 FELONY" 

5. Ulinni.'i Mnrl@l~ Foreclosure Law .. Sec. 15-1106 (b): "A secured party ... 
may at its eloection enforce its security interest in a foreclosure under this Article if its 
security inte rest ... is created by (i) a collateral assignment of beneficial interest in a 
land trust or fii) .an .a<;.o;.ig.lltJ:lt>J:J.t fnr st>!'J.U:iJy nf .a buyer~' interest in a real estate 
installment contract" [emphasis added) 

Page2 



Appellate Co•urt, Third District Case 3-11-<N76, Filed <J?i<Jlil I 

5. Uniform Commercial Code, 810 ILCS 5, Article 3. Negotiable 
Instruments /·~~ a.dded} 

a. PART 2. Negotiation, Transfer and Indorsement 
I) Sec. 3-201. Negotiation. 

\a) ")~eglfinfiitrrl' means a tr&mlit:t tli pm;sessiun, 
whether voluntary or involuntary, of an instrument by a 
person other than the issuer to a person who thereby 
oecomes its fio!'a'er. 
(b) Except for negotiation by a remitter, if an 
instrument is payable to an identified person, negotiation 
requires transfer of possessiOn of ihe ·mstrument anit'!ts 
indorsement by the holder. If an instrument is payable to 
bearer, it may be negotiated by transfer of possession alone. 

2) Sec. 3-203. Transfer of instrument; rights acquired by 
transfer. 

(a) An instrument is transferred when it is delivered by 
a person other than its issuer for the purpose of giving to 
the person receiving delivery the right to enforce the 
instrument. 
(b) Transfer of an instrument, whether or not the 
transfer is a negotiation, vests in the transferee any right of 
the transferor to enforce the instrument, including any right 
as a holder in due course, but the transferee cannot acquire 
rights of a holder in due course by a transfer, directly or 
mrlirectly, from a bolder in due course if the transferee 
engaged in fraud or illegality affecting the instrument. 
(c) Unless otherwise agreed, if an instrument is 
tmnsfr..r.r~.d fur value and the transferee does not become a 
holder because of lack of indorsement by the transferor. the 
transferee bas a specifically enforceable right to the 
M'N.j_~rx.11K.JC.!J ~i~r..vk\r$&'~1Xle..W D...f .t.bc .tr.ar.tAf.e~rnr, .hut ».rg.D.t.UJ.t.ino 
of the instrument does not occur until the indorsement 
is made. 
t\i_'J 'ii 'la. tumF.fr..rm. lJU?'#£ ta tr..wFfrJ.. l.tt,~., tb;m._ ·~~1!-

entire instrument, negotiation of the instrument does not 
occur. The transferee obtains no rights under this Article 
&n:J i\-as aiTJ1j, t.Ye ,~INs af o pa.-rti&• ass,:~~ 

Page 3 



Appellate c, >urt, Third District Case 3-11-0476, Filed 071011\ I 

l. RF.LEV A.Nl: LA.W (CON''£,\ 

5. Uniform Commercial Code, 810 lLCS 5, Article 3. Negotiable 
Instruments (:.;·&~ 'l.) 

a. PART 2. Negotiation, Transfer and Indorsement (con't.) 
3) Sec. 3 ~ 204. Indorsement. 

\a) "'maursemeni' means a li•gmtture, tllne:ttmm'l'mt< r.li. 
a signer as maker, drawer, or acceptor, that alone or 
accompanied by other words is made on an instrument for 
tfie purpose of 

(i) negotiating the instrument, 
(ii) restricting payment of the instrument, or 
(iTi) ·incurring ·indorser's "f1aoif•ty on fhe 
instrument, but regardless of the intent of the signer, 
a signature and its accompanying words is an 
indorsement unless the accompanying words, terms 
of the instrument, place of the signature, or other 
circumstances unambiguously indicate that the 
signature was made for a purpose other than 
indorsement. For the purpose of determining 
whether a signature is made on an instrument, a 
paper affixed to the instrument is a part of the 
instrument. 

(b) "Indorser" means a person who makes an 
indorsement. 
(c) For the purpose of determining whether the 
transferee of an instrument is a holder, an indorsement that 
transfers a security interest in the instrument is effective as 
an unqualified indorsement of the instrument. 
(d) tf ail instrument is 9ayahle to a holder under a name 
that is not the name ofthe holder, indorsement may be 
made by the holder in the name stated in the instrument or 
,;,Q t.be ,btAII;Ie,rc< .uarot> AT .M!.I:\ .lwJ • ..W.IUJJ.u.rJ> in hotb .names 
may be required by a person paying or taking the 
instrument for value or collection. 

4) ~- ~-'lW:.. ~'a}.~. 'ffllnh.. ~-mt."'l .. , 
anomalous indorsement. 

(b) If an indorsement is made by the holder of an 
irrstrarm:rrt ami it is rrot a ,-pa.-fat' irru\m,~, it is tt 
"blank indorsement". When indorsed in blank, an 
instrument becomes payable to bearer and may be 
nego'tia'tell 'uy 'rranoier o'i lJO>"Ses>'nm ll'rum: 1ID'ilo "l>lJl:t.'nilry 
indorsed. 

Page4 



Appellate Co•Jn, flhra'JJYsrnctCase J-U-V¥.io; t'1ieo'tl'ii<J•'t'i't' 

I. RELEVANT LAW (CON'T.) 

5. Uniform Commercial Code. 810 ILCS 5, Article 3. Negotiable 
Instruments (con "t.) 

a. PART 2. Negotiation, Transfer and Indorsement (con't.) 
4) Sec. 3-205. Special indorsement; blank indorsement; 
anoma\ous imlorsement \ con't.) 

(c) The holder may convert a blank indorsement 
that consists only of a signature into a special 
indorsement fiy wrftlng, afiove tfte signature ot""tile 
indorser, words identifying the person to whom the 
instrument is made payable. 

b. PART 3. Enforcement oflnstruments 
I) Sec. 3-301. Person entitled to enforce instrument. 

"Person entitled to enforce" an instrument means (i) the 
holder of the instrument, (ii) a nonholder in possession of 
the instrument who has the rights of a holder, 

2\ Sec. 3-302. Holder in due course. 
(a) Subject to subsection (c) and Section 3 -] 06 (d), 
"holder in due course" means the holder of an instrument if: 

( 1) the instrument when imw.d or »t>got.iatro 
to the holder does not bear such apparent evidence 
of forgery or alteration or is not otherwise so 
'il'ltgdtNr VI 'na.mrq}~t-+<" "lt.> \'o 'l.."lJJ. :.V.W, 'l(l&'1JNm. W., 

authenticity, and 
(2) the holder took the instrument (i) for 
~lffire, <«i m g.Jt1d ta«~r, (iiii Hw~Nml IM'Ike tkat 
the instrument is overdue or has been 
dishonored or that there is an uncured default 
wll'n respect to payment u'i Jmut'Dl!r'ms'tnrltreb\ 
issued as part of the same series 

(c) Except to the extent a transferor or 
preo'ecessor in inreresr nas rigilrs as a nm'u'er irr u't-re 
course, a person does not acquire rights of a 
holder in due course of an instrument taken (i) 
by legal process or by purcbase at an execut10n, 
bankruptcy, or creditor's sale or similar 
proceeding, 

Page 5 



AppeUate Co urt, Thira' Oistrict Case 3'- t' t' -U'4 16, f'it'ea' U'7i1Jt'/i i 

6. "Rule 63, CANON 3, A Judge Should Perform the Duties of Judicial 
Dll:.\."e' liWptD."'tioA1J' o..W DA1J_~"-\-"\W}J'tfemfNm.NM aM.e./J} 

A. Adjudicative Responsibilities 
(8) A judge shall perform judicial duties without bias or 
prejudice. 

B. Administrative Responsibilities 
(3) A judge having knowledge of a violation of these canons on 
the part of a judge or a violation of Rule 8.4 of the Rules of 
Professional Conduct on the part of a lawyer shall take or 
initiate appropriate disciplinary measures." 

7. Rule 137. Signing of Pleadings, Motions and Other Papers-Sanctions 
(emphasis adlded] 

added] 

a. "The si'gnature of an attorney or party constitutes a certificate oy 
him that he has read the pleading, motion or other paper; that to the best of 
his knowledge, information, and belief formed after reasonable inquiry it 
is well grounded in fact and is warranted by existing law or a good-faith 
argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law, and 
that it is not interposed for any improper purpose" 

8. Illinois Rules of Professional Conduct Rule 8.4, Misconduct (emphasis 

a. "(a) A lawyer shall not: 
(I) violate or attempt to violate these Rules; 
(2) induce another to engage in conduct, or give assistance to 
another's conduct, when the lawyer knows that conduct will violate 
these Rules; 
(3! commit a criminal act that reflects adversely on the 
lawyer's honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a lawyer in 
other respects; 
{ 4) eng.age jn conduct involving dishonesty_. fraud .• deceit or 
misrepresentation;" 

Page6 



Appellate Co,urt, Third District Case 3-ll-0476, Filed 07/01!11 

I. The matter of critical importance is that Plaintiffs with Notes converted to 

"bearer pape'r" by the "securitization" process of an endorsement to "blank" cannot elect 

to file a ComrJrliml ·an&:! lhe \W.'!'tCir:, Mlm~ 'i\~li~~k/;;\Yl~ ~-:1m. 

2. Over the past I 0-15 years, most Notes have been securitized to trusts that 

are "mortgag e-backed security" trusts, not land trusts, as in this instant action, or to the 

Mortgage cle ctrori1c Reg·tstraiwn "System ('"'M'ER~'-'), wnen "ine secuifitzea no'!es are not 

real estate ins tallment contracts. 

3. Therefore. no circuit court in Illinois had jurisdiction of any 

securitized/en.dorsed to "blank" foreclosure Complaint that elected to enforce fhe secuilty 

under the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law. 

4. Therefore. any/all Judgments for Foreclosure and Sale that have been 

granted in Illi nois based on endorsements to "blank" are wrongful foreclosures, as a 

matter of law. 

Page 7 



Appeffate Court, Thircf District Case J- f f -\14 T!l, Flfea' \1 lll1fi'J'J' 

p.1. MP..GfJM~1:- CU.S,'ii, ~ liUJJ.NX QV "LQ<'.N li!JAUU" 

I. The Defendant again notifies the 3'd Appellate Court under Misprision of 

Felony of the Class 4 Felony having been committed in this instant action culminating in 

the criminal ~ ;a'te oh'ne property in t'nis im.tan'l actiun un lu\)> 2'0, 2'0' \. 

2. The Defendant filed the Emergency Motion for Stay of Judgments 

Pending Appeal Pursuant to Rule 305 ("Emergency Motion for Stay") with extensive 

Exhibits sub1 nitted under Seciion I I U9 ceriificaiwn ihat deafly ilocumenteil fhe many 

misrepresentations and false documents by the Plaintiff's alleged counsel, that violated 

Rule 8.4 of tihe Code of Professional Conduct and Rule 137. 

3. Also included in those Exhibits was extensive documentation of the many 

Rule 63 violations of the l21
h Circuit Court judges, Judge Rossi and Judge Siegel. 

4. The Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment and Judgment for 

Foreclosure< md Sale were granted based on: 

a. Continual Rule 8.4 and Rule 13 7 violations by the Plaintiffs 

alleg<-'d counsel, Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett, per the many false 

plead ings, exhibits and statements in hearings per the thousands of pages of the 

b. Judicial bias that accepted the many false pleadings, exhibits and 

statennents in hearings by the Plaintiff's alleged counsel that were directly 

contr<lu\\."1.\:u' &y· En'r..m~<s s-u."lmr.~'~<-"11 bJ' t.re Eb'droa>w "'ro._..,.s._'"\5'ti-o.? J JD9 

Certi fication, 
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Appe1~'are Court, Third District Case 3-11-0476, Filed 07/01/11 

llL ARGUMENT- CLASS 4 FELONY OF "LOAN FRAUD" 

4. The Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment and Judgment for 

Foreclosure and Sale were granted based on (con't.): 

~- t::RJII7«-'ii'J 'O.i<IP«-s •bat. ?at! w». W..f'.». ~P.r.w:<U-..1! ~iJb. tb?.. G1:r.J.UJ. OliJII. 

nor s erved upon the Defendant before the Court granted them, 

d. Misrepresentation from the filing of the initial Complaint, when 

1-'•erc e & 1\ssoc·unes was 'ri1reu 'uy 't'm: >-ervn.-e~, mfl 'uy 'lr«: ?'aitrtiifi, wtl. 

e. Denial of the Defendant's right to due process under the law for 

den) ·ing two Motion to Compel Production of the original Mortgage, which was 

neve r produced ·m open court, ani! fhe contracts where elfuer 'f1erce & Assocutres 

or D: ;kema Gossett were retained by the Plaintiff 

5. At no time did the Plaintiff's alleged counsel verify the Complaint and 

neither Circuit Court Judge Rossi nor Judge Siegel required such a cerfificaiion. 

6. Circuit Court Judge Rossi failed to sign a certificate of personal 

knowledge ufthe out-of-state affiant of the two Affidavits of Prove-Up with no Affidavit 

of Attorney Fees ever recorded with the Circuit Court or served upon the Defendant. 

7. The 3'" Appellate Court Justices violated Rule 63 CANON 3, "A Judge 

Should Perform the Duties of Judicial Office Impartially and Diligently", by their blatant 

bias in failin g to address the critical matter of law relative to securitized mortgage-backed 

.noJ:es 
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Appellate Court, Third District Case 3-11-a4T6, filed (l7/(llr'f1 

Ill. ARGUMENT -CLASS 4 FELON\' OF "LOAN FRAUD" (CON'T .) 

8. Of critical importance, the 3'd Appellate Court Justices violated Rule 63 

Section B (:l) by failing to "take or initiate appropriate disciplinary measures" against 

)uoge Rossi ana )uoge ~·Iege'I 'iurimiwmarry Rein: '0"2> vnlr-Ji!UHS as -scltmiitlm 'cr,'lrrt 

Motion for Htay with extensive supporting Exhibits submitted under Section I I 09 

Certificatior1. 

9. Of critical importance, fhe Justices v'w'iated Rule b) 'SectiOn B UJ 'by 

failing to "t2 tke or initiate appropriate disciplinary measures" against the Plaintiffs two 

alleged law firms, Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett and their individual 

attorneys, fc •r the Rule 13 7 violations as submitted in the Emergency Motion for Stay 

with extensi ve supporting Exhibits submitted under Section I 109 Certification: 
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Appellate Court, rltird District Case 3- i i-(J476, Filed (J7/()l/ll 

lV.,CONCL.USlON 

I. As the Appellate record shows, Defendant repeatedly submitted to the 3'd 

Appellate Court Justices the lack of the Circuit Court jurisdiction under the Illinois 

Judgment fo r Foreclosure and Sale, as a matter of law: 

a. In the Appeal, 

'o. 'rn '/m: 1\esputfl>t \"t> •lrre \lrttitur, \"t> \Yc.mie,.-;, 

c. In the Emergency Motion for Stay, 

d. In the Reply to the Plaintiffs Objection to the Emergency Motion 

for s tay' ana 

e. In the Petition for Rehearing. 

2. The Defendant was served with alleged orders with no "wet ink" 

signatures b:_y any or tbe jn. Appellate Court Justices or even 'by fhe ClerK o'f ihe "fil 

Appellate C< Jurt. In fact, there was not even an alleged order to grant or deny the 

Emergency Motion for Stay at aiL 

3. In those alleged orders, the 3,. Appellate Court Justices failed to address In 

an opinion tl1e lack of jurisdiction of the Circuit Courts for any Complaint regarding a 

Note that was converted to "bearer paper" by an endorsement to "blank". 
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Appeffate Court, Thira' Oistnct Case J- i i -(14 10, fY!bo' (Jil(fl'!'t' t' 

IS. C<W.CUJ8Y,)N f,CQN'1: .\ 

4. The Defendant also repeatedly submitted pleadings to the 3'd Appellate 

Court suppc••rted by extensive Exhibits under Section 1 109 Certification regarding the 

a. Rule 63 violations by the two 12th Judicial Circuit Court judges 

Rossi and Siegel, 

'o. 'Ku'te 't"C!/i'K.u'te '11.4 Vto'Htitons?rrauo upon ine 'Lln:cit\ LUutVTI11u0 

upon the 3'd Appellate Court by Pierce & Associates and its several attorneys, and 

c. Rule 137/Rule 8.4 violations/Fraud upon the Circuit Court by 

Dykema Gossett and ·its attorneys. 

5. By its own violations of Rule 63 that states "shall take or initiate 

appropriate ·disciplinary measures", where "shall" means "must", the 3'd Appellate Court 

Justices hav•.e become accessories to the Class 4 Felony of"loan fraud". since the 

property in this instant action was criminally sold on July 20, 2011, when: 

a. The Circuit Court had no jurisdiction to grant the Judgment of 

F ore .. ~losure and Sale, 

b. While this case was "on appeal", and 

c. The sale was the culmination of the Class 4 Felony of "loan fraud" 

under the Illinois Financial Crime Law, subject to the confirmation of that sale, 

whic h the Circuit Court docket does not indicate as havin_g occurred per the 

Circ;uit Court docket. 
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Appellate Court, Third' District Case J-f f-0'410, Filea'IJ7ltJt'/lt' 

!V. CONCLUSION <CON'T .\ 

In cmJclusion. the Defendant prays that this Court will grant this Petition for a 

Certificate of Importance pursuant to Rule 316 as a matter of critical importance to all of 

submit this instant action to the Illinois Supreme Court. as a matter of law. 

'Kespectru't'ty su'omittea, 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
H 630-305-3401 

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

I cert ify that this Petition for Certificate of Importance Pursuant to Rule 3 I 6 Brief 
conforms to the req_uirements ofSuJ?reme Court Rules 341 (a), (b). and (c). The length of 
this brief. exduding the Appendix. is I 3 pages. 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 

THIRD DISTRICT APPELLATE COURT 

Gl$'T FI.E$11111.1111 
Clerk of the Court 

815·434·5050 

Ms. Lauren Le•' Scheffers 
1305 Morningst ar Ct. 
Naperville, II. 60564 

11/10/11 

RE: Gen• !ral No. 3-11-0476 
Cir<;uit Court No. 09CH3797 
Cou: tty of Will 
Deut .sche Bank National v. Scheffers, Lauren L. 

1004 CokJmbus Street 
Ottawa, lninois 61350 
TOO 815-434·5068 

The Court has this day entered in the above entitled cause the 

following ord< r: ------· App< llant's Petition for Certificate of Importance 
is [") .FJ\lJ.FD. I 

• 

cc: Mr. Michat~·l R. Kemock 
'l'I':r: • 'rtclol:!Tc _ 0. ~~J. .. ~:/.Lirgt!l. 

GIST FLESHMAN, Clerk 
Appellate Court 
.T.b.ird ru..strJct 
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Case 09CH3797, Fired 08/26/2009 

PEfENUA.lj T CERTJFICATIQN- ANSW!i(R AND COUNTER-COMPLAINT 

Under penalties asp rovided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil Procedure 

(735 ILCS 511 109/from Ch. 110, par. I !09), the undersigned certifies that the statements set 

forth in, and the exhii bits submitted with, this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters 

therein stated to be O•·n intorrnation and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies as 

atoresaid that Defendant verily believes the same to be true. 

~iifi~, .. :-i:lr:k!f:,~ 
Lauren L. Schefl'ers ~· · : 

/ 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
NaJ;!erville., lL li0St'i4 
c 630-212-5651 

/J,r:e ,'. / s) 9::} cc-;J _______ _ 
Date / 

I .-, 

Su~w w .wd S<.Ym:ri\-'ed b..-&N-~ •'l'l'¢ dn'>' t.~ /· > J.r,· .X1V.Y9=rb~ YJIW. 

My Commission Exp ires: 

:·-.Jr-.·· }r··· l . . . ' ' '' . -~----"- .L_ ___ .l_. ---~ ... -· 



Case 09CH379-7,. Filed 0812612009 

STATE OF ll.LJNOIS 

COUN1Y OF WlLL 

IN 1HE CIRCUIT COURT FOR TilE 12™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUfSCHE B.Al'IK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
M. 'WJJ~~IN TRUST FOR THE BENERr OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FORAMEIUQUF.ST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 

.ASSET .JlACKED P ASS-JHROUGH CER11FJCATFS, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS NKJA LAUREN LEE 
SCl:ffifFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCI IEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENI)ANT S 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

MSWEB ANP CfWNTii:&COMPLAINT 

~ .. ) 

Now comes the Defendant, Lauren L. Schefi"ers, Pro Se, and for its Answer to the Complaint to 
Foreclose Resi.<kot.ial Mortgage (Complaint) tiled herein states and shows uoto this Honorable 
Court as follows: 

DEFENDANT ANSWERS: 

I. Complaint paragraph 1: The Defendant admits that the l>laintiff filed this Complaint to 
foreclose_ 

2. Complaint Jllaragraph 2: The Defen~- the Mortgage, as submitted in Plaintiff 
Exhibit A. i.s a true :x>py of the Mortgage, ~that none of the pages of Plaintiff 
Exhibit A is stamp<:<!~ tet, a11 ot"tlie pages otllie Mortgage Note, as sulimitrea' as 
Plaintiff Exhibit B, are stamped "Original". --

3. Complaint jpllr.lglapb 3: The Defendant aOmits 1he allegalit::~M 1Dat Defe-nOant did sign 1he 
Mor~g~tge, as submitted as Plaintiff Exhibit A (see copy in attached Exhibit: E
DB2009108/26.1D). as a refinance with Tcmn and Country Credit Corp. with a Documeut Date of 
Decemberm£; 2003_Pf p liOf recorded by the Office ofthe ReconlerofDeeds ofDuP1181' 
COiliiiY, IS UDt:il anuary 28, 2004. 

(a) The Defendant clarifies that Settlement did not occur until December 31, 2003 

(see attache d Exhibit: E~S044a). ~ &M.,. c;:s 
(b) 'fhe, Defendant clarifies that Settlement proceeds were not paid ro'Defendant 
nntil Januar-y 7, 2004 (see attached Exhibit: E-TC29). 



Cas.e 09CHJ ?9?, l'ikd 08!26/2009 

3. Complaint paragraph 3, sections (a)- (i): The Defendant admits the allegations that the 
data appears to mate h the recorded Document No. R20040 16477. 

(a) The Defendant clarifies that the Mortgage Note is a Fixed Rate Note at 7.9900/o 
with month! y payments of principal and interest of $13 15.86 with no prepayment penalty 
per Plaintiff· Exhibit B. 

(e) Although the Settlement of this Mortgage did not occur until December 31, 2003 
(see attachec Exhibit: E-S044a), the Defendant received a RESPA notice (see atllRJhsd • 
Exhibit: E-S.OlSA) lhat "ilie 5eNming <>f yoor mortgage loon, lhat ;,, the right to rollect 
payments fhJm you is being assigned, sold or transferred from Town and Countty Credit 
Corp to Am·oriquest Mortgage Company effective December 18, 2003." 

(f) If from Town and Countty Credit 
also occurred on December 18, 2003, such an Assignment of the Mortgage/Deed would 
have been before tbe Settlement date of December 3 I, 2003 and, therefore, tbe 
Assignment of the Mortgage/Deed and all subsequent · Mortgage/Deed 
are legally unenforceable 

4. Complaint pnragrapb 3, secflon (j): The Defendant has no basis to eitber admit or deny J~ 
tbe allegations, "Cap;ac!tv __ in which Plaintiff brings tbis suit: Plaintiff is tbe agent for tbe holder of ~ 
the Mortgage and Note . but tbe Defendant reqmres stnct proof of that agency status. 

~(a) The Defendant denies that the Plaintiff has any legal standing, whatsoever, to file ... 
' a forcclosurC' action as ~§it€ 181 the holder oftbe Mortgage and Note". 11\ 

(b) The !Defendant clarifies tbat even iftbe Plaintiff has possession as Holder of the 
Original Mortgage and Mortgage Nnte with Defendant initials and signatures, the J 
Plaintiff has 1·10 legal standing as Real PaJ1Y in Interest as tbe Mof\.!';!lge Owner or tbe ~ 
Mortgage Note Owner, if different: or as an agent for tbe Mortgage Owner or tbe ,.--
Mortgage Note Owner, if different, by Power of Attorney or by corporate resolution to 

seek any Court finding relative t:o~th:i:s~p:ro:pe;;;;;rtv~-;.· -------------....... 

The 
and Country 'Credit 
Backed Pass- i'i\rougit CeJnti!can:s, 

(d) TI1e 
Securitie£. & . 
2004-RI, Aso- · 
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Case 09CH3 ?97, Filed 0%12612009 

Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-R L ,Asset-Backed Pass-Throui\!J Certificates,. Series 
2004-Rl. 

5. Complaint P' Jagraph 3, section (k): The Defendant admits that the legal description of 
the property is accur ate. However, the Defendant clarifies that "1305 Morning Star Court" is not 
the legal address. TI 1e United States Postal Service requires "1305 Morningstar Court" (see 
attached Exhibit: E<~009/09/14 mailing address). 

6. Complaint pmagraph 3, section (1): Tile Defenda~e allegations regarding the 
amounts due on the g~rounds that the Mortgage and Mortg~were discharged in the 
Defendant's Chapter ? Bamtn.plt.oy· CMt: 1'h &-02~1? u.'rcrt w~ 1W~uu .r!i'troa:..y· Jt!, 2&~ .uW 
closed on May 5, 20(09. 

(a) The Mor-~"oi"!f·'llld. Mmt~BU!f. ~ntt"., :tS. •mhmitted.:tS. P.laintiff Exbihirs. ~-'llld.ll, w.erJJ_ 
discharged lli•Jder the terms of that Chapter 7 Bankruptcy (see attached Exhibits: E- ~ 
2009/01/30 a•nd E-2009/05/05.1). 

(b) The Defendant admits that the last Mortgage payment made for this Mortgage 
was for Octc •ber 2008. The Defendant admits that the Mortgage was in default for 
November aj'nd December of2008, as well as for January of2009, prior to the January 30, 
2009 filing o fthe Chapter 7 Bankruptcy. 

(c) The !Defendant clarifies that the Plaintiff did not initiate Foreclosure proceedings 
rrom JVovem 'tier of'l\)\j\f unt'ilo\is case was lf1ea' on August M, LXm. f'ordlat<:IIO're W 
months and < lngoing through transfer of the deed to the property to another owner at 
some unknown future date, the Defendant remains liable and incurs ongoing financial 
-lam~ wd. rJN!it, '1U1M.'i1115 -lam rug:, W. •m'1Jiid. 7'Vll. w.'ltll. tasll-'1., 'P'~.IDJ inmll:'Wr.r.., 
property/yare I maintenance, and any existing or future City of Naperville code violations 
(see attached Exhibits: E-2009/10112.1 and 12.2 and E-2009/10/15.1 and 15.2). _....., 

7. Complaint p;aragraph 3, section.(m): The Defendant questions the allegation that the 
Defendant is present owner of said premises. Since the Mortgage and Mortgage Note have 
already been discbar1ged in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy, the Defendant must get approval from the 
unknown Real Party in Interest to sell the property. 111erefore, the Defendant clearly does not 
possess critical owne rship rights to said premises. 

(a) Afsc<>, per the definitions on Pages I -Z of Cite Mortgage, as submi«ed m l'iainni'f 
Exhibit A, thoe Defendant is simply the Borrower who signed a promissory Note for a 
Loan with n<) consideration received from the Lender: ~· ~,.-,... 

BOR:.ROWER Lauren L. Scheffers, Divorced and not since Remarried 
MOl UGAGOR Borrower 
LEN .DF.R Town and Country Credit Col)) 
MORTGAGEE Lender is the mortgagee under this Security Instrument 
NOTE Promissory note signed by Borrower on December 18, 

2003 
LOAN Debt evidenced by the Note 

(b) Additionally, the section, Transfer of Rights in the Property, on Page 3 of the 
Mortgage, a.H suf>mtrted tn Pfruntitrexfti6tt A, states, "''"or tius purpose, harrower abw 

Pa~~:e 3 



Case lJYL'Hftvr, Piled 08/26/2009 

bereh~ tllllrt;gage~ grant and convey to Lender and Lender's successors and assigns, 
the followin:,l described property (legal description of property)." ,. .. 

8. Complaint paragraph 3, section (n): The Defendant has no basis to either admit or deny 
the allegations related to non-record claimants to the Mortgage and Mortgage Note, but the 
Defendant requires -,'trict proof of all non-record claimants from December 18, 2003 to present 
date, including an explanation as to why they are not recorded claimants. 

9. Complaint 
Defendant is personadly for deficiency due to the prior discharge of this Mortgage and 
Mortgage Note in th<" Chapter 7 Bankruptcy closed on May 5, 2009. This CgmplejQ' should not 
have included such a .oarqgl"l\!lh. a 

10. Complaint p aragraph 3, sec~:i:o~nj(p~)~: ~Th~e~~~~~!~ that this is a frivolou s lawsuit, since the Plaintiff has ~~g;~~~ 
Note Holder status, It. 't alone legal · 
Mongage N&fJ:Rmcr, if different, or as an agent for the Mortgage Owner or 
Owner, if differ~·r 8 m;g of Attomev or by corporate resolution. ) 

(a) The Defendant also denies the allegations on the grounds that costs and fees and 
advances we re already included in Complaint paragraph 3, section (I) that related to the 
~lmtlf!,lil!,<- w,.-', \I rot~-~t'. •bat. 'IW/VUf.l'.hllflgt.<l. ;n, •br.C.:.lw!tt'.r. 7, %wknUJ!c.>] eJJW".<l. 
on May 5, 2( 09. 

JJ C'.oiijlllaintp;.tr'Wf'!Dh 4: The Defendant denies the ali'G'ations reyarditW "Unknown 
Owners and non Rec ord Claimants, If Any", on the grounds that no inquiry was done. 
Specifically, Plaintif f' s attorneys, Pierce & Associates, states, 'That the name of each of such 
persons is unknown t :o the Plaintiff and on diligent inquiry cannot be ascertained". 

(a) Since the Plaintiff is Trustee for the benefit ofthe certificate holders for an 
Ameriques! h1ortgage Securities Trus\ it il!lJ)ears that Ameriques! Mortgage Securities is 
a non record cfaimant, in vfofatiOn on:tie tUinSi§ C&tOCJMie& ACE. 6 

Per a RESPA correction letter dated 09/14/2007 as received by the Defendant 
CitiResidential Lending, asp/lor scrvicer (see attached Exhibit: E-20011Mil4A), 
creditor to whom you owe this debt is AMC Mortgage Services, Inc." Itam;~cars 

1s a non 

(b) Per' t RESPA correction letter dated 10/23/2007 as received by the Defendant 
from CitiR~;idential Lending, as prior servicer (see attached Exhibit: E-2007!10/23B), 
the creditor t o whom the debt was owed was corrected to be Ameriquest Mortgage 
Securities, In c. Asset Backed Pass Through Certificates Series 2004-Rl. Xs! thsg nm 
no Assi nme nt recorded with the Will Count Recorder at that time in violation of the 

om. reyanees 
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IL Cornl)Ja.mt 1) aJ"liiU'lllh 5: The Oeten•H~~~·~the allelljltJons on the v-ounds that the 
Mortgage and Mortg; •.ge Note were dischar~ter 7 Bankruptcy that closed on May 5, 

2009. The Complain ·.iiillliliiullili/ildollliot,_ha::,v;,;e~in:;,:o;cl:;:u~d~ed,;su;c;h~a~p:;;arag;:::ra:p:h~.------· 13. Complaint para.graph 6: The Defen e allegation on the grounds tlw rhy 
property is the Defendant's home. _ 

(a) Add itionally, the Defendant denies that the Plaintiftllas legal standing as Real] ~ _ 
Party in Inte~::est as the Mortgage Owner or the Mortgage Note Owner, if different. or as ~ 

:,:::'~:W~!:~e~:~~~r:~::~;~~:';;;~i~~=~ ~~:;;;:,:. 
(b) The Deft. endant also denies the request .. "lbat should the subject property be ]~ 
~t:' , QJI. t,l>J:. 9fRJ!Dlls. tbaJ. thr..l.'lamtiff i)as. 9A lr~ WaDmnJ1, tA make t.bat.<let=.inatUul. 
of vacancy ".1ithout trespassiM and that the request does not include the request as a 
stated reques t, but •s only stated as a supposition for a future action. 

14. Complaint p.aragraph 7: The Defendant denies the request on the grounds that the requejt 
does not include the request as a statement of fact, but only as a supposition fur future action. 
Also, this is a duplicate of Plaintiff Request 6 below and should not have been included as a 
Compiamt paragraph . 

PLAINTIFF REOUE.:STS ~T1~~ 
I. Plaintiff Req·uests 1-7: The Defendant denies all Plaintiff Requests on the p;rounds that 
the Plaintiff has no legal standing as Real Partv in Interest as the Mortgage Owner or the 
'tlmlll!)lg<-~R. ~"''""",it; 11tliulmt.,""' w. w. wg"J}f. tRJ; tb~t, ~~ l.!'W>f'.L ""' tbR, 'tlm:t%"%"-~ 
Owner, if different, b·Y Power of Attorney or by corporate resolution. 

,(a\ The !Defendant mJeeificallv denies PlaintiffReouest 2 on the.l/l'ounds that the 
Plaintiff had no legal standing to file this frivolous lawsuit, so all related attorney fees, 
costS and eXJ >enses are ffie l@§pbii§IUIDL] Of 61€ I &ran. 

(b) The Uefendant specifically denies the two allegations in Complaint Paragraph 3, 
section (I) an, j section (p) and Plaintiff Request 2 for attorney fees. costs. and expenses 
on the p;roun< Is that the Plaintiff's attorneys, Pierce & Associates, were retained by the 
PfamtJt!:' for '<two different legal act1ons reliltive to tills Mortgage ana Mortgage J\iote J 
agamst the D•efendant w•th pnor fees. costs, and expenses mcluded with the Mortgage 
and Mortgap; e Note that were discharged in the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy. 

, 
c If the court awards anv attorney ees. costs. or expenses to the Plaintiff. a detailed 

accounting !l:i to what those amounts were for and how they were allocated between the 
tw!l .<;trict .nroof ' 

(d) The enies aintiff Request 4 on the grounds that the 
Mortgap;e an·d Mortgage Note were ged in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy proceeding. 
Agam, tlus Complamt Request should not have mcluded such a paragraph. 
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AFF'IRMA TIVE DEFENSES AND COUNTER-COMPLAINT_ 

I. Affirmative Defense 1: The Plaintiff has fuiied to dem~:tt~g as the .Real 
Partv in Interest as tJ •e Mortgage Owner and the Mortgage Note Ov.11er. if different. or as an 
a,g;ent for the Mort.l!age Owner and the Mortga,g;e Note Owner, if different, based on a Power of 
Attorney or corpora1te resolution. 

(a) In an etton to etirninate frivolous andlor fraudulent Foreclosure lawsmts, Judges 
in Summit County, Ohio have ordered requirements that anv Plaintiff must submit as a 
prerequisite to filing a Foreclosure action with a Complaint (see attached Exhibits: E-
nnt1t"'l\ 
vv~.l-J. . .)J 

(I) A prelimmary JUdicmi report and 

(2) A Certificate of Readiness (see attached Exhibits: E-002.1-2.3) signed bv 
the ( :ounsel for the Plaintiff, including the statement, 'The Plaintiff is the owner 
ofth.e note and mortgage upon which the complaint is founded and as verified 
with•in the preliminary JUdlcmi report." 

(b) The Plaintiff has failed to submit to the Court any Exhibit to demonstrate legal 
stanrung to F-oreClose that IS legally enforceable under the Assignment recording 
requirements: of the Illinois Conveyances Act. 

~lerce &~~~~~:. C:::~!~::;~~=~a~= ~;:;·~:~~=~:,~:stfunJ J. 
re_garding which. if anv. of its clients is the Real Partv in Interest related to this Mortgage and 
Note. 

(a) Pert he Complaint filed with this Court, the Plaintitl is: Deutsche flank National \a 
Trust Compo ny. as Trustee in Trust for the Beneftt of the Certificate Holders for ....,. 
Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-Through 
Certificates, Series 2004-41 (see attached Exhibit: E-DB2009/08/26.1A) 

(b) Pert 1e Workout Opt10ns paragraph on the included page that was delivered to Al1lt.o 
the Defendar · t with the Summons: Call your mort.ga_ge company American Home ..... 
Mortgage Se vicin_g, Inc. as Successor in Interest to Option One ... (see attached Exhibit: 
£-DBZ009Jti'6)Zlf.3'AI 

(c) Per t:he Apnl 11, 2009 tiling of the Motion to Modify the AutomatiC Stay With 
•htt. \!nit&.<t 'br'Ultlo ¥Rnki>mtro; <:,.,!d, ~--w~ '<.white;. 'b-1.'W!Y.QA! •.1 -'·-.v~.\, 
Plaintiffs Ia,.v firm. Pierce & Associates. stated that the Credilor was: American Home 
Mort.gage Servicing, Inc., as successor in interest to Option One Deutsche Bank National 
'!"rust Con1Pa .qy, as Trustee in trust for the benefit of the Certiricatehofd"ers <sic> for 
Ameriques! ;\fortgage Securities Trust 2004-RI. Asset-Backed Pass-Through 
Certificates. Series 2004-RI. 

(d) Yet . .vithin that same Motion. Point 2 states: American Home Mortgap;e ~ 
Servtcmg, ln•·:. holds the first mortgage llen on the Property located at 1305 Morningstar 
Court. Naper ;ille, IL (see attached Exhibit: E-2009/0r/17.1C) 
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I e) TI1e Plamtiff's law firm. Pierce & Associates. has filed eouivalent fraudulent 
motions and recorded documents in relation to Defendant's Aurora orooertv 

(1) The l'tamhtrs law finn, P~erce & Assoclllles, had Defendant's bankruptcy 
attornev call Defendant at 6:48a.m. on March 13 (see attached Exhibits: E-2009/03/13 
16:48 a.m.\ (.md E-2009/03/13 16:55 a.m.\. soecificallv so that Defendant would not 
aooear at thu hearing re11arding the Motion to Modifv the Automatic Stav (see attached 
biliitiits: D<'!llll9i02111.3-.4) due to the e-mail to I>ierce & Associates specifically 
ouestionine whether stating that JPMC Soecialtv Mortgage LLC actuallv held the first 
morteage lien "constituted fraud" (see attached Exhibits: E-2009/03/12.1Al. 

NOTE: Pierce & Associates subseauentlv created. sigoed. notarized. and recorded an 
Assignment to J.PMC Specialty Mortgage before tiling the foreciosure for the Aurora 
~ in.t:.ha L~" Cin:nit. Crout. i.n. ThlP"¥!' Cnnnn;·. 

(I) See the eouallv fraudulent recorded Assignments (see attached Exhibits: 
E-RDDP2009-0031 00 and E-RDDP2009/076293) 

(2) See the maior differences in the Summons/Complaint for the Aurora 
tbredosure (see attached Exhibits: D-21lo9/ll8/0IA-fl) vs. the Summons/ 
Com olaint for this Will Countv that Iruikes no reference to a barikruotcv 
disct1arge 

(3J s.,.. ore mnm:ruus m<'&•cn( :mu.\:I<~m:s i£S' n:r lkiti P.n-tv· rrr m.ro..,t li:Jr ~ 
Aurc >ra property, just as Pierce & Associates has made tor this property. 

>-. 4>-fflm>ati><P. l!W.t>J>&fl. 1:. \'P.,; tb~ 4>-mt>_,;"'lll,l:lam~ ~ ~;r.i>m,. Inc. I,MIM.'il\ ) ~ 
online secure messag e center, its customer service personnel appear to be equally confused as to ... 
who is the Note Own er. but clearly indicate the AHMSI is neither the Note 0\\11er nor the Note 
Holder. 

(a) Per 1 \HMSI's reply to Defendant's questions (Is AHMSI the note holder'' Is 
AHMSI the t tote owner? Is AHMSI the debt collector hired by the note owner? Is 
AHMSI the dlebt collector hired by the note holder?) on OM/26/2009 at II: 14:10: "Your 
concerns shouid be directed to the onginai mortgage iender, as Af:i.MSI is only the 
current serv. icer of your loan. Our records indicate that the original mortgage lender 
was Town ruu!'Country Crea'li: Corporaoon ana' can tJe co~ll'racru/Jbwli:rg ~""'t 
known address of2010 Main Plaza, Suite 800. Irvine, CA 92614." (see attached Exhibit: 
E-AH5.5) 

(b) Yet. per AHMSI's subsequent reply, a month later, on 09/22/2009 at 12:00:58. 
"Please he ad vised. the owner and note holder ofthe loan is as follows: 

AMSJ2004-RI 61& ..,_.., 
Deu1 sche Bank ... C M ,._. ?IQfiiA._ I ,.,.fl $.,..... 
C/0 American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. 
1761 East St. Andrew Place 
Sanw Ana. CA 92705" (see attached Exhibit: E-AH6.3) 
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{c) However. it acoears that AHMSI indicated a totally different owner/note holder k_ 
than the Plai ntiff in this case, Deutsche Bank vs. Deutsche Bank National Trust "' 
Company. 

4. Affinnative Defense 4: Per the Prospectus Supplement for the specified Amertquest 
Trust dated February 3, 2004 (To Prospectus dated February 3, 2004) that is publicly available at: 
http://www.sec.!wv,Archives/edgar/data/1102913/000088237704000226/d203026.txt, the 
Plaintiff has violated The lllinois Conveyances Act (7&5 llXS 5/2S) as statea: 

Sec. 28. JJeeds, mortgages, powers oj attorney, and other instruments relating to 
or a(filc'rin~ ·m.r nnlr 1t1 llltll'e:mnll' mnb;r.fltnt:; .nbal' J\<""'~''"·lh?.Mlm9'·;" ... mr.~ 
such real estate is situated; but if such county is not OT'f!.anlzed, then in the county to 
which such "norf!,anized county is attached for ;udicial purposes. 

No< leed, mortgage, assignment of mortgage, or other instrument relating to or 
affectinf!. the title to real estate In this State may include a provision prohibitinf!. the 
recordin~ of 'that instrument, and any such provision in an Instrument sif!.ned after the 
effective dare o(thts amendatory Act shall be void and ofno force and ef{ect. (Source: 
P.A. 89-160, eff. 7-19-95.) 

(a) Page S-<\6: The DePOsitor will not cause to be recs&~~ent 
which relates to a Morte;ae;e Loan in any jurisdiction (except with respect to any 
mortgage lD< m located in the State of Maryland) unless such failure to record would result 
lit a WJtfiahl• .vat' or a abwngraafug oyany-Ranilg Ag>::rn--y·<!Etlre nttMg<J!Ui>'tj'CNlsS<# 

Certificates; provided, however, upon the occurrence of certain events set forth in the 
Pooling and Servicing Agreement, each such assignment of mortgage will be recorded, or 
'l!r.hmittAA.•iv·• ~ ~ ~ Scl~. u ~ 'i>P..U..:C'~ e~ (Qt:, if the Seller is unable to 
pay the cost -of recording the assignments of mortgage, such expense will be paid by the 
Trustee. whi·ch expense will be reimbursed by the Trust) as set tbrth in the Pooling and 
.&>.ncichwA<JTeementfsee attached Exhibit: DBT07.1). 

5. Affirtnative Defense 5: Per the Prospectus Supplement dated February 3, 2004 J* 
(To Prospectus dated February 3, 2004), the Piaintiffhas failed to supply to the Court an 
assignment of the mortgage in recordable form endorsed in blank without recourse from the 
Seller to the Plaintiff·. c.t.tTI Q4 ( 

(a) l"ag< ~ S-66: me Oeposttor wiN a\:t\ver m me r=.....,., (unu a: ~4\1' = &'re 
Trustee's behalt) with respect to each Mortgage Loan (i) the mortgage note endorsed 
without recc •urse in blank to reflect the transfer of the Mortgage Loan, (ii) the original at 
'Illlll'lg'<~g~;·wr'i'h ~ -dl.'~""""~ ~ ~ W>Ji (iii) an as.~ o( the 
mort2a2e in. recordable form endorsed in blank without recourse, reflectin2 the 
transfer oft be Mo~age Loan (see attached Exhibit: DBT07.1). 

6. Affirmative Defense 6: Per the Prospectus Supplement dated February 3, 2004 --, 

(To Prospectus date< I February 3, ~'ij!ij5~,u:s ..,1 
provided the infollll<: \tion regarding the V( I 
difterent than the im estors as partial consideration for theM~~ Tile non/E:IJ.'li. ... 8...& ,.._ 

consideration does n• .,t appear to have been specified. ,. ~Ut:lf /t fl IJ'I9¥ ' -

(a) Pag,e S'-66: Amenquest MoJ'I'gage (\nnpairyproviUW ~ i..-r..VJ,.-rmrti= s« ·"'-"* .W 
the following paragraphs. None ofthe Depositor, the Trustee, the Originators, the 
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Underwrite~!< Qt lilt'! Clftheir ~~"~ affili>Jtffl bav~ awle Qt will make lilt'! 
representatio n as to the accuracy or completeness of such information (see attached 
Exhibit: mn."O?.I). 

(b) Page' S-66: Ameriquest ~l:' ap~ (sometimes referred to herein as ~ 
"Ameriques! ·.r,;;Jf//{;fr the "Master Servicer"), a Delaware corporation (see 
attached Exh 1 1 . • . 

(c) Page S-42: The Class M-10 Certificates are not ottered by this prospectus 
supplement. • The Class CE, Class P and Class R Certificates are not offered by this 
Prospectus supplement ana' WIW be ob'ivcn:u' Ill lfu:- Sdi\:rmr JllfiOi!! · fUr & 
Mortgage Lo . 

\d) ~ .. there was no Assi~~r~~~'ut' ~Zltlire. ~-
from Town & Country Credit to Ameriques! Mortg~e Company, Ameriquest 
Morteaee Company bad no leeal standine to sell this Morteaee/Note to tbe Plaintiff, 
Therefore, the Plaintiff bas no lel!)ll standinl!. as Real Party in Interest to take any 

al a · ons. in relation to this Mortgage/Note. 

7. Affirmative <Defense 7: Per the Prospectus Supplement dated February 3, 2004 
(To Prospectus dated February 3, 2004), the sole investor of the Offered Certificates on the 8\t 
Closing Date was the nominee of The Depository Trust Company. Said nominee has no 
authority to authorize the Trust to take any legal actions regarding foreclosure of the 

underfyfnll mortgae!es. -0\.~ l'\.. ~ CAJ H•C... 
(a) Page S-42: THE CERTIFICATES 

l \t:Jt/ (1) The Offered Certificates will be sold by the Depositor to the Underwriters on a ",_-" ~ .rmmg bitt€. ,_.,,.. ,.o., l .. 
(2) 11Ie Offered Certificates will initially be represented by one or more global 
certi;ficates registered in the name of a nominee of The Depository Trust 
Com pany in minimum denominations of $25,000 and integral multiples of $1.00 
in ex cess thereof. See "Descnption of the Certificales-llook-Entry Certificates"_ 
in thi. s prospectus supplement. ~ UIJQI.+' CAJ ~ ..... 

8. Affirmative lDefl:nse 8: Per the Prospectus S"uppfement <fated f"ef>ruary J, Z\M4' 
(To Prospectus dated February 3, 2004), the investors who are certificate holders of the Trust 
have no recourse to a nthonze agency status to the Trust to mitiate actions. ..ell'---

( a) Page S-16: THE CERTIFICATES ARE OBLIGATIONS OF THE TRUST 
ONLY 

8t The certificutes will not represent an ownership interest in or obliaation ofthe 
Depositor, tlhe Master Servicer, the Sdler the Originators, the Trustee or any of 
their respec!tive affiliates. Neither the certificates nor the underlying MortgliJ!e Loans 
will be guara nteed or insured by any governmental agency or instrumentality, or by the 
Depositor, the Master Servicer, the Seller, the Originators, the Trustee or any of their 
respec!Ive aibliates. Proceeds of the assets mcluded in the trust will be the sole source of 
distributions on the Class A Certificates and tfie Mezzanfue Certiffcates, aruftliere wi« 6e 
no recourse t o the Depositor, the Master Servicer, the Seller, the Originators, the Trustee 

·• 
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or anv other entitv in the event that. sucll_ nroreeds are insuffi<:iMt Ot: nthetwi'll< 
unav-ailable t o make all distributions provided for under the Class A Certificates and the 
Mezzanine C :ertificates I see attached Exhibit: DBT03.n. 

9. Affirmative Defense 9: Per the Prospectus Supplement dated February 3, 2004 
(fo PrOSJ)eCtus dateCl February 3, 2004), the Trust speeiticallv notifies the investors that 
"Violations of certa in provisions of these federal and state laws ..• could result in the 
mOrti!IIJ!Ors rescindf>.DI! suCh MortEaae Loans wnether Reid by tne trust or subsequent 
'JI'dur a' *be '13Qgge Loans.." 

(I) The Federal Truth-in-Lending Act and Regulation Z promulgated 
thr.r.f. •Uhir.r. , Whidl. rilllj UJ:i>.~main. <Ji..%-:IIWJir.st. fQ. tb;>.l,ro;rn;,;FJ.'!. r~ tfm 
tel1ll!.; of the Mortgage ·Loans; 

(2) The Egual Credit OJ!portunitv Act and Re_gulation B .vromu!gated 
thereunder, which prohibit discrimination on the basis of age, race, color, sex. 
relig ion, marital status, national origin, receipt of public assistance or the exercise 
of amy right under the Consumer Credrt Protection Act, m the extension of credtt; 

(3) The Fair Credit Reporting Act, which regulates the use and reporting of 
information related to the borrower's credit experience; 

( 4) The Depository Institutions Deregulation and Monetary Control Act of 
J 980r, winch preempts certam state usury laws; and 

(5) The Alternative Mortgage Trnnsaction Parity Act of 1982, which 
preer:apts certain state lending laws which re~late alternative mortgage 
trans:~.iCl:ions. 

lb) Page S-11: Violations of certain provisions of these federal and state laws 
may limit the ability of the Master Servicer to collect all or part of the principal of or 
interest on the Mortgage Loans and io addition could subject the trust to dantages and t 
administrativ·~ enforcement and could result in the mortEaaors reseindina such 
Mortgage Lf>ans whether held by the trust or subsequent holders of the Morta;age 
Loans. 

10. Affirmative Defense 10: Per the Prospectus Supplement dated February 3, 2004 
(fo Prospectus dated v~ "· '1%4), ~ 1:Wffi ';1f"'-\fu:b <&aA ~ ~ #. ~ ~ w. 
defined by the Closmg Uate and that Town & Country Credit is an afbltate otthe Seller, not the 
Seller. 

(a) Page S-4: TIIE MORTGAGE LOANS 

~On the Closi n2 Date, the trust will acquire a pool of mortgage loans consistiog of fixed-
' rate and adJus~table- rate mortgage loans lthe "Mortgage Loans"). The Mortgage Loans r) ME,. 

will have bee n oriainate;Lby the Seller or the Seller's affiliate Town & Country lifO ,;; (. 
Credit Corpnrlll&& J t:;A L • 

¢Y 

II. Affirmative Defense II: Per the Prospectus Supplement dated February 3, 2004 
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(fo Prospectus dated February 3. 2004). AmeriQJlest Mortgag_e Comoany represented that each 
Mortgage Loan sold to this Trust is in compliance with applicable federal and state laws and 

regulations. O "l 
(a) Pag,e S-11: The Seller will represent that as ofthe Closin2 Date,~ -~ 
Mort2a£e I "oan is in compliance with applicable federal and state laws and ~ 
re£ulatioos . In the event of a breach of such representation, the Seller will be obligated 
to cure suen 'tm:ac'n or repurchaSe or replace tile a1tecteiJ Mongage'Loan ·m tile manner 
described in the prospectus. If the Seller is unable or otherwise :tails to satisfy such 
obligations, the yield on the Class A Certificates and the Mezzanine Certificates may be 
.tunt:l'linl~ · .r-....:1 &.N~:t...,_..,., · ~"\W. 

(b) Pag e S-66: The Seller will make certain representations and ·wammtles as of the 
Clos.in'l,Dat. e as to !be accuracy in all ma1erial res~;~ects of certain information furnished to 
the Trustee 'Nith respect to each Mortgage Loan (e.g., the Principal Balance and the 
Mortgage R: rte). In addition, tbe Seller will represent and warrant, among other things 
that at tbe tir ne of transfer to tbe Depositor: (i) tbe Seller has transferred or assigned ali of 
its right, titlt: and interest in each Mortgage Loan and tbe related documents, free of any 
lien; (ii) eac b Mort2aae Loan complied, at the time of ori2ination, in all material 
respects wit h applicable state and/or federal laws; 

(c) Pert ·.he Exhibits subnntted under Section I !09 certification by tbe Defendant 
(see December 17,2003 dates on attached Exhibits E-80160, E-SOI62, and E-S0!70 vs. 
Dt:cernlrer l •o·, :l!(J(J3 ~w.ing u'.n'l: urr a«Ann E.lri~Iit E-S049 • .-. <fJ'PlfuroUa u'.n'l: ~ 
for Decemb<~r II, 2003 closing for a different property on attached Exhibits E-D1 108 and 
E-D 1148 ), t.his Mortgage Loan, IF SOLD TO THIS TRUST AT ALL, was in direct 
'CinJatmn.. QJ:'JJJDm-JJJit. ¥r:&.iit !Uii :mnz bD4tt. 

(1) Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (12 U.S. C. paragraph 2601, et 
seq.)• (see Affmnative Defense 21 below) 

(2) Truth-In-Lending Act (15 U.S.C. paragraph 1601, et seq.) (see 
Aff' rmative Defense 22 below) 

(3) Dlinois Conveyances Act that requires all Assignments to be recorded 
with tbe Recorder of tbe appropriate County 

(4) The Defendant questions whether Town and Country Credit Corp. was 
tbe 1 nortgage broker or the Lender and whether Town and Country Credit Corp. 
'mtt lr~JiW8 1ir..f"..n£Jtfi:. t&.. u-J" .. tn,. VtkrJi. ~RJ . 

The Defendant point>< out tbat on the Settlement (see attached Exhibits: E-S044alb), Town and 
Coun~ Credit Corn is indicated as ~arate from the Lender as the Mof~Ba1!e Broker. Yet, on 

tbe Mortg~e docum ent submitted as Plaintiff Exhibit A (see copy in attached Exhibit: E
DB2009/08/26C), T< >wn and Country Credit Corp. is indicated as the Lender. 

12. Affirmative Defense 12: The Defendant was required to pay tbe following predatory 
settlement costs, inch·,J~tng multiple appraisal charges, t<;> Town & Country: 

209~:-.5<1 

32~i.OO 

loarr llli."COIIIIt' U96 (tlbwrr (\j ?. 9996 ll\.<I' E10'Wir 8} 

Appraisal Fee 
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62 6.00 
239.00 
36L).00 
12:5 00 

411i 1 ;n 

PROC: 
ADMIN 
APP 
PROP VAL FEE 
llf'.r.rf".:=t«U".rl C'.j'J!illh tn RnrrnwP.rffiP.ffmtbmt to nnlv ~Q?_7~ 11 a~ 

-- - •• - -·. - • - - - - - ·--- • -- • J • - ••• 

Sett..lement Costs. not included in a.TUcunt fi .. 'Wlced 

The -Oelendant recerved no ((tsetosure trom"lown & tountry as to wneiner an aMruonW.YuM 
Spread Premium wa>> paid to Town & Country Credit Corp by Ameriquest Mortgage Company 
(see attached Exhib~<:s: E-S045alb with no date). The Defendant points out that Line 90 I 
specU'ie!rulni'y-llm=;:,-trdlt !fum l£/l8!'2(1(]3 wffMfli'2<XM 9S". oli:-S.XO.~~-.'fJiilg-d&t'r 
interest rate from 12 /31/2003 to 01/01/2004 (see attached Exhibits: E-S044alb . 

U.. ati= lldr.n.~ U·. elai.oJjfftJWM.tn tJ:Illili:e Defendant tn "Qa.y immediately in 
full" per the terms of 'the Fixed Rate Note, as submitted in Plaintiff Exhibit B. Therefore, 
Defendant is not liaMe to the Note Holder for any costs and expenses in enforcing this Mortgage 
Note. 

(a) Per the Mortgage Note, as submitted in Plaintiff Exhibit B, paragraph 6, section ) ~ 
(E), "Paym. e'nt nfNote_ Holder's Costs and Expenses": "Ifthe Note Holder has required 
me to pay in unediately in full as descnbed above, the "Note "Holiler wifl·nave fhe itght to 
be paid back. by me for all its costs and expenses in enforcing this Note to the extent no 
prohibited b:-; applicable law. Those expenses include, for example, reasonable attorney's 
fees.n 

14. Affirmative Defense 14: Plaintiff was unable to produce an Original copy of the 
Mortgage for submi.,.<M= w, tlo& ~WI. ¥i.WJ;i.ff f.rl>&i.t A.. ~. ~llllt i.'i.llllt t 
the Plaintiff for any costs and expenses or other default actions stated in the Mortgage. 

15. Affirmative Defense 15: Per Page 12 of the Mortgage, as submitted in Plaintiff Exhibit 
A, it stales, "If the l"lote is sold and thereafter the Loan is serviced by a Loan Servicer other than 
the purchaser of the Note, the mortgage loan servicing obligations to Borrower \1/ill remain with 
the Loan Servicer or be transferred to a successor Loan Servicer and are not assumed by the Note 
Purchaser unless oth·~e provided by the Note Purchaser. 

It in Interest, not the Note 

16. Affinnative Defense 16: The Assi2nment recorded with the Will County Recorder, 
~11\:Utllt:rt. ~.1,~1. '(>t:t 1/tM.'wl. 'b..'tihi#o. ~lllllAQ."!.lS4ti..- '»,is. .. W!R. ~ ~ 

.flsis fre"d~ 

/a,l Effe ctive Date: 02/11/2009 
Ass<ignor: Town and Country Credit Corp. 
Ass1ignee: Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee for, Ameriquest 
M01 tgage Securities Inc. Ass-et-Backed Pass-Through Certificates, series 2004-
Rl t .nder the Pooling and Servicing Agreement dated February I, 2004 ---...... , (b) Effective Date of 12/31/2008 of the Assignment of the Mortgage/Deed from 

Town .t Co,untry Creair Corp. ro me l'llllilnffw-.u more dian 5 y=s- .t&r ill~:- T."ll:St .. a:r 
closed on February 6, 2004 (see attached Exhibit: E-DBT01.5) 
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As i• ndicated above in Affirmative Defense 6 (b). Ameriquest Mortgage 
Company w as the Seller to the l'lamtif[ Yet, there is no Assignment recorded wifb the 
Will Count\ · Recorder from Town and Country Credit to Ameriquest Mortgajle 
Company. 0 ~ 

17. Affirmative Defense 17: Bv its own court actions wifb fbe April17. 200 filing offbe its 
W.ununw\~utmy'irr;e kltlmtllnic~tay\-see ~eli ~~tins: 1!.-~4)'!1 .'1-::S \:), Y'lain:ill'fs 
law finn, Pierce & P\SSOCiates filed legally flawed, likely fraudulent, documents wifb fbe United 
States Bankruptcy Court. 

(a) The • Motion to Modify fbe Automatic Stav, as submitted bv the Plaintiff with the 
United Status Bankruptcy Court, was a Fraud upon the Court, since effective date of 
12/31/2008 

(b) It wpears that neither the Plaintiff nor the Plaintiff's law fmn, J.L. 
Associates, recorded a Lis Pendens Bankruptcy with the Will County Recorder, in ff 
violation of the lllinois Conveyances Act 

\c) l'o1nt :J oHne Moiton states,' "TTie ilellf1s 'based on a December 3'!, Ll!lf_;, • 
Mortgage a"'d Note in the original sum of$179,500.00." 

( l) Thq l>e..'iemJ&W: fKJI'tTts .:N>'t dr&t ~ Rki>.YI.'il'E' s .IDm"iW)ls- /i.W liw :mty·.,..-.b
mot.ion using the Settlement Date of December 31, 2003 (see attached Exhibit: E
S044). 

(2) e Defendant points out that the Plaintiff's attorneys filed this 
Corr>plaint with an Unofficial Copy of the Mortgage, as submitted as Plaintiff 
Exhi,bit A, with a date of December 18. 2003, as specified in Defendant Answer 
pamgraph 3 above. 

(3) The Defendant points out that Defendant received a Joint Notification 
Leth"-r/Notice of Assignment, Sale or Transfer of Servicing Rights, from Town 
and c::ountry Credit Corp. to Ameriquest Mortp;age Company, with a date of 

(see attached Exhibit: 

(4) It appears that the Morte,Q!e and Morte,&l!,e Note securities were sold 
and the servicing was transferred before the actual December 31, 2003 
~~..-~ ~~it..~<J>.u...U.\Hh~~.....-. ..... 
reco rded or non recorded, of the Mortaagel Deed a1·e leaally unenforceable 

1 g. ..A_.....Ififr"~ve _Defense 18: Per the recorded Document for the .Assignment from Town 
Country L...uding Co rp. to Pbintiff rc \\"aS no Consideration given (s~ at::.ach.cd Exhibit: £,_. 
RDV.12009-0325G2A). Tu.,.~fo•~. U•~·~ •• uu "!!"' y "'uu•"""" ~ · ,..,l. 1tJ I ff11111tlf,c./-
19. Affirmative Defense 19: It appears that the Plaintiff, as a major financial institution, J 
failed to routinely pn Jtect itself with Title Search insurance, thereby dot.· ng injury to itself The 
~ b:4d ao:r 11'f·rt itt $a\.,-h lihrud'w\ml' A.'S<g<I<!'I\Oml< 6tld E.tilrrre ib m.:'imi AOJ<i~r<HI\Oml< .X 
Mortgage/Deed to prove legal standing as the Real Party in Interest as the Mortgage Owner or th 
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Mortgage Note Owner, if different, or as an agent for the Morl:!!;age Owner or the Mortgaj!;e Note 
Owner, if difterent, by Power of Attorney or by corporate resolution. 

20. Affirmative Defense 20: The Mortgage Note Paragraph 6, section (B), as submitted in 
Plaintiff Exhibit B (see copy in attached Exhibits: E-DB2009/08/26.1-.2D), specifies the 
requirements related to Notice of Default. The Notice of Intent to Foreclose did not meet those 
Notice ofDefauh requirements. J ., CIJ 't"~ 

(a) Per the Mortgage Note paragraph I 0, section ''Transfe~rty or a 

• 

Beneficial Imterest in Borrower", as submitted in Plaintiff Exhibit B, prior written consent 
6ydre l.eoo\:~15" required oorore any satb or Cians&r ofali'orany parrofn'le propenyor 
any interest in it. The IJefendant cannot sell the property without knowing the Real Party 
m Interest. • 

' 
21. Affirmative J')efense 21: In December of2003, Town and Countrv Lending violated 
numerous requiremeJ:tts ofthe Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (12 U.S. C. paragraph 2601, 
et seq.). 

(a) Alth,ough the Defendant had closed two DuPage County refinances with Town 
and Country Lending on December II, 2003 for Glen Ellyn property (rescinded) and 
December IH, 2003, and December 17,2003 for Aurora property (see entire section of 
attached Exh .ibits: E-DOO .1-. 7 fur master list of the hundreds of documents received by 
Defendant), 'Town and Country Lending failed to send Defendant the requisite documents 
witltin 3 cia) ·s or"llilhltg me mo~age appt\'canon (see attliCDea' nktho1t £-Mt'tSU' 
datedlmaile<.l by USPS on December 17, 2003 for the December 18, 2003 close on 
Defendant's way home from work). 

(h) The cover letter dated December 17, 2003, to the package clearly lists all of the 
documents tl tat were included (see attached Exhibit: E-SO 160) 

(c) The refinance associate for Town and Country Credit Corp. specifically stated in 
an e-mail: "I\Jso, in the next few days you will receive a packet from my corporate 
offices. They are RESPA Documents, which explains what Is involved with a 
mortl!&l!e ar · d willl!ive you an example of a loan. PLEASE don't think that will be 
your loan bE. cause its <sic> not. Its <sic> just a dummy computer 2enerated loan as 
an example. • (see attached Exhibit: E~fC03.1) lbat package was not mailed until 
December 9 ., Zll\1! ror tlie Decemiier ft, Zll\1! c1bse ana' tiJ.cJuaoo' Brut-ana'-:S\vftcd !fum a 
fixed rate m•Jrtgage to an adjustable rate mortgage for the December I I, 2003 close. 
Defendant rescinded that mortgage on December 17, 2003 (see attached Exhibit: E
~\\3Yb) 

22. Affirmative ]Defense 22: In December of 2003, Town and Country Lending violated 
numerous requirements of :the Truth-In-Lerulilll! Act .115 U.S.C . .n~ I 60 t et seo) 

(a) AJth,ough the Defendant had closed two DuPage County refinances with Town 
and Country Lending on December II, 2003 for Glen Ellyn property (rescinded) and 
December I!~. 2003, and December I 7,2003 for Aurora property (see entire sectiOn of 
attached Exhjbits: E-DOO.I-.7 for master list ofthe hundreds of documents received by 
Defendant), 'Town and Country Lending failed to send Defendant the requisite documents 
within 3 da) ·s ol''ta!Oi:tg tli.e mortgage app(•Cati.on (see anactlea' eittiitnt: f.c:•;at'6il' 
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dated/mailed by USPS on December 17,1.003 fur the. DElr.lllllhP.r l.K,21lfll r.Jair.®. 
Defendant's way home from work). 

(b) The cover letter dated December 17, 2003, to the package clearly lists all of the 
documents !!hat were included (see attached Exhibit: E-S0160) 

23. Affinnative Defense 23: In December of2003, Town and Country Lending perpetrated 
Appnitsal'fraua \see atlaChea 'BX!iibit: 'B.:'Jt::ro l). 

(a) Valwes ofthe properties per Town and Country: 
3!1-6'0 LynrrfieJ.'d Ct. Aurora, fL 66':f<N flOt', i'SS (A ~'Mt 
417 Dawn Ave., Glen Ellyn, IL 60137 $269,500 (A VM) 

1305 Morning Star, Naperville, IL 60564 $230,000 (Robert Jewell) (see 
l~Jlaehf:ti..E:xhihits:. &-~.1?1?1?~1Ll.-1J, 

(b) Valu e of the Will County Property per previous refinance on October 7, 2002: 
$200,000 (se 'attached Exhibits: E-APPRWI3.1-.3). a 15 percent increase by Town and 
Country in I 4 months. The prior 2002 appraisal fur the Aurora property by an appraiser 
was $119,00•0, a 36 percent mcrease in 14 months by Town and Country by a software 
program, so that no Private Mortgage Insurance nor property insurance/real estate tax 
escrow was required fur a $118,500 mortgage. 

24. Affirmative Defense 24: The Plaintiff and its servicer, American Home MortgageJ 1\-
Sc:rvri.:ffig-.me-. (MiMtSil nave VIOilu:ea'mrrnerOUS" lllws: ~ 

(a) Accounting Fraud: Although the Mortgage and Note were discharged in the 
TJnjj-Jlli 'Oiataf.;. B:!Dk.!:omtr.>; Cnlut. -m. M111; ~, 1JIOO, N&!litl. 'Witffll!R1; ~ 'or..''ldtt. '/ut, 
discharged 31 nount in the Principal Balance for Loan Activity online (see attached 
Exhibits: E-.AJH .1-.2), tor Current Loan lntormation online (see attached Exhibit: E
AH2), and i~' formal Pavoff Statement (see attached Exhibits: E-2009108/17 .1-.3) 

(b) Accounting Fraud: No mortgagee, including the Defendant, has the ability to 
determine wlmt additional charges have been applied to the account, because neither the 
Loan Activity online (see attached Exhibits: E-AHI.l-.2) nor the Payoff Statement (see 
attached Exhi i bits: E-2009/08/17 .1-.3) displays an itemized list of non principal/interest 
transactions. The Loan Activity online display does not even have a column to display 
sucilaiDoull(:s (see an:acliea' El<litY>Ii:: f:-Affl.41 

(c) Violation of Section 6 ofRESPA (12 U.S. C. 2605): On July 29,2009, 
\W'&'ldJmt, -n••iltcl. WM.'iJ,., t;louililitcl. 'lh'tttm• 'l¢~~11W• ·WI: b. ':1tgtllllurt.ik'>Jllti.rtclnmldi 'lfi 
delivery #23( 7-1770-0000-0954-2380 (see aitached Exhibits: E-QWRWll.l-1.7). 

(I) AHMSI :fuiled to .orovide Defendant with a written acknowledtmtent 
witbun 20 Business Days of receipt ofthe request (see attached Exhibits: E
QWI~WII.9-.IO) 

(2) AHMSI :fuiled to provide Defendant with a written clarification 
regar ding any dispute, not later than 60 days after receiving the request (see 
attached Exhibits: E-AH7.1-.4) 

P~U~;e 15 



C<tse 09CH3797. F- nl!\J'Ol!}1\Ji:ru\W 

(3) Defendant also sent a COI;lv of the Q.WiJJP.Ii Wr.ilti'.r>. VM!~ '''"'-
e-mrc:Lils to the Senior Partner, Denis Pierce, and Managing Partner, Andrew 
Nels con. of Pierce & Associates. law fum of record for AHMSI in the United 
Status Bankruptcy Court (see attached Exhibits: E-QWRWI1.8 and E-
QW RWII.ll ). Defendant received a "Read Receipt" acknowledgment from 
Andrew Nelson (see attached Exhibit: E-QWRWfl.l2). 

'1 llJ ·v t<lt;ailon of1Jnited States Barikruptcy laws regarding "Collection of Discharged 
Debts Probib•ited" (see attached Exhibit: E-2009/05/05.2) 

,{,'>' ~IU.hro\mm"Oh: FairDI:.Ot COtYecnim i'!"acni:es Act (fTJL"YA/ fly rnakthg 
numerous du nning phone calls related to the Discharged Debt (see attached Exhibits: E
AH3.1, E-Al 14.1-.2, and E-AH6.2), as well as a Grace Period Notice dated 07/0112009 
subseopentJL> the D~ O<obt= Mo.'l S, 1JJA9 (-. ~ £~. £-20091\11W,\) 

25. Affirmative Defense 25: Based on the many Exhibits submitted under Section I 109 
certification by the i>.ctl:ndant, it shouid be !!Jl_parent to this Court that the most critical 
Affirmative Defense is that the Defendant bas submitted Exhibits of printa facie evidence of a 
Conspiracy to Commit Fraud on the part ofT own and Country Lending, Ameriques! Mortgage 
Company, CitiResidential Lending in conjunction with Nationwide Tttle Clearing Cotllpany, 
American Home Montgage Set"VIcing Inc., YlaintiflJDeutsche Bank National Trust Company, and 
Plaintiff's attorneys, Pierce & Associates, to steal property that the Defendant personally 
designed/had built/pu:rchased in !984 attached Exhibi!iii!i!t:poi!o~ ;£~~~~"':"~~-':"" ...... 

&.IJ:lletf: (... (a) Givet 1 the clear evidettce of the 
2003 or 2004 as.. required.by the Illinois Conveyances Act, the Plaintiff has no legal ... 
standin.<J,'Ia.tb..e. R,gaLp~ W. ~ 'l£ ~ ~~ ~ ~ M~e Ntnt 
Owner, ifdiff,erent, or as an agent for the Mortgage Owner or the Mortgage Note Owner, 
if different, bv Power of Attorney or by corporate resolution. 

flraudulent Assignment of Mortgage/Deed from Town and Country Corp to 
the Plaintiffy,ears after the Trust closed was an explicit creation of a fraudulent document 
to commit a F 'rand upon the Court to make it appear tha1 the standing_ 
to fureclose th u the Plaintiff clearly does not 

If the Circuit Court fai Is to enforce the Illinois Conveyances Act, it becomes Accessory after thJ~ 
Fact to the fraudulent activities of the major foreclosure law firms in lllinots, such as Pierce & 
Associates and Codilffi; & Associates. 

Per a map of the Unite. J States that indicates foreclosures (see attached Exhibit: E-FCOO), the 
Chicago area has one c fthe highest fOreclosure rates in the countrv. 

Plll(e 16 
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Is that because the IJ linois Circuit Courts. such as DuPage and Will Counties. are failing to 
require proof of legal standing as required by the lllinois Conveyances Act before awarding 
default foreclosure ju dgments against property-owners who cannot afford attorneys'? 

e onlles ignored warnings about 9111, Madoff (see attached Exhibits: E-SECO 1.1-
.3), and the Ft. HOO< Killer, Defendant has attempted to repon massive Foreclosure Fraud to the 
many following agencies/elected officials listed below with vinually no reply at all, not even a 
tbnn retter acrmowieclgment: 

I. CitiR~esidential Lending for its reponed assembly line to create false Assigmnents 
a:r (:ree w:or.u'ru~:i EKuLfait-.s: E-QN~N12. ~-. i') 

2. Nationwide Title Clearing Company, creator/notary offiaudulent Assigmnent for 
tlllil. ~ w.lllliM. ~><it.h.th.r.. w;JJ. Cro1Jl1JJ ~ ~~~fu.b.iliits:. E.-
2009/07/24.1 -.2, E-2009/08/05.1-.3, and E-2009/08/06.1-.3 

3. Taylor Bean Whitaker, reguestor/recorder of fraudulent Assigmnent for this 
property reco~rded with tbe Will County Recorder (see attached Exhibits: E-2009/07/28. 1-
.3A and E-20109/07/28.1-.48) 

4. Pierce & Associates, Senior Partoer, Denis Pierce (see attached Exlllbits: E-2009-
.07/29.1-.5) 

• 
5. Specin'lm;~~ut"iAR/', SKiTARP(StX~>WBlll'nWr.:B-
2009108104.1 -12) ., 

6. Phon~~"' •R. '>'.JII>J1. fumdldr..nt./}.SfliJg>mf>.nt&!.fnn>.J'.Jiw= •(;>wl}tizyr.. fiD'..Q$r.AA. 
related to tbe FBI raid ofTay1or Bean Whitaker on August 3, 2009 (see attached Exhibit: 
E-TBWO 1 and related Will County Treasurer real estate tax notice in Exhibit: E
TBW02), including a signature-required packet of evidence tbat included a copy of tbe 
fux to SIGT ft\RP (number 5 above) and tbe Amended Answer 1 to tbe DuPage County 
foreclosure, also based on fraudulent documents recorded witb the DuPage County 
Recorder (seto attached Exhibit: E-2009/09/08) 

7. Will •County (see attached Exllll>its: E-2009/07/24.1-.3A) 

9. Fmud notification to Illinois Senator Collins (see attached Exhibits: E-
1.QRIMVV/t1 ... 1.L ·-.4.', 

10 Chicago office of SEC (see attached Exhibits: E-SEC2009/07/29- E-
SEC2009/07f 3Q) 

11. U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HIJD) OIG Hotline re: 
possible fillse advertising by Plaintiff's law firm, Pierce & Associates, "The U.S. 
Department o f Housing and Urban Development (HUD) awarded the finn an exclusive 
contract to rq •resent HUD on all assigned loans in foreclosure for tbe State of Illinois 
(see attached Exhibits: E-2009/09/15.1-.3) 
Dtf!l:i/\vww.a1IY:: 
pierce.comfp,iercecmsrmdex.php?option=com content&tas!c:==tion&id=4&Itemid=77 
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NOTE: Defendant has already submitted extensive Exhibits under Section 1109 
certification for Ca:se # 2009CH003066 in tbe 18'" Judicial Circuit Court. Those Exhibits 
were submitted to s upport the following: 

f. Conospfracy to commit fraud, 

2. Pon zi scheme, 

3. Civi I racketeering, and 

4. Att«>T"'''J' ~.teNce kr tire liffltc .,.t li ltei<dclkut ~" ""''"""'" n"tllms ey 
Pierce & Associates and Codilis & Associates. 

The relevant Exhibits related to fraudulent court filin~ mations.., and Assiw>meo(s ...m. .... .,. 
be reported to the A.ttomey Registration and Disciplinary Committee (ARDC) for an 
investigation into fnaudulent foreclosure lawsuits, specifically including Defendant's 
DuPage foreclosure and this Will County foreclosure. 

Defendant's evidenc oe of Foreclosure Fraud in both Will County and DuPage County will 
also be reported to t :be media, so that otber property-owners do not have their properties 
Sld1en'irom"inem, as weYI. 

WHEREFORE, DEFJENDANT REQUESTS: 

1. Defemdant Request 1: A Judgment of Dismissal with Prejudice against the 
Plaintiff. c 

2. Defer 1dant Request 2: An order to require Plaintiff to record a Mortgage Release 
with the DuP1Jge County Recorder to allow Defendant quiet title to sell the property, 
since Plaintiff 'has no legal standing to approve or disapprove such a sale nor to receive 
payoff funds from a sale of the property. 

3. Defendant Request 3: A Judgment against the Plaintiff fur fees, costs, and ;J 
expenses incu :reifby fhe 1Jeiendant, ·meludmg 1 00+ research hours as required for a Pro 
Se defense. 

4. J>efer,~l«x[<.>est4: DwoH'n: i=hl.'ity·.UdM ~ro .-.:~\'dMJ11UirertJ~""-"\ 
without the p()11Ilission of the unknown Real Party in Interest, a Judgment against the 
Plaintiff for d.amages incurred by the Defendant for the property's unpaid 2008 real estate 
taxes. Qlns. ~alties.,as. w.ellas."-?«>rcWllimm>thl'J =mmt. iW:. l.t '1!1>1>tl>&rtt>.-W...'>£. ~ 
ongorng. 

(a) Because real estate taxes cannot be discharged in a Chapter 7 
Bankruptcy, the Defendant has ongoing damages to the Defendant's credit rating 
duetc1 non-payment of2008 and 2009 real estate taxes. The 2008 real estate 
taxes will be sold at the real estate tax auction in November. J C)\ ~·"''J 

5. Defen dant Request 5: Due to the inability of the Defendant to sell the property 
without the pe nnission of the unknown Real Party in Interest, a Judgment against the 
PJBdw.>fl' S:J.·.t..~ ,;,.,._-..,=1 by· tiM ~1\llntt ~ ro '"'Y'lm' ..m.<QUgamt <JJigUJiJg 

------------------------------------



Ca:;e 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

City of Naperville Code Rea!Jirements re~ng_ QOSsible code vinlat.inos fur 'ID.'.'l• 
inspection f ailures with possible $500/day fines. 

6 Del endant RequesJ 6: A Judgment to refund excess Settlement cbaJ:ges of 
$4367.50 to the Defendant per Affirmative Defense 12 above. 

7. Detendant RequesJ 7: A Judgment for ongoing damages due to the damage to the _j__ 
Defendant' s- t:relitt rdimg tnal'nas 'oeen 'llllllneillor the next itecade by the Chapter 7 ~ 
Bankruptcy. The Defendant bas been consistently told that a Foreclosure is even more 
detrimental :o the Defendant's credit rating than a bankroptcy. As a result, the Defendant 
cannot get a..:.!Y Wl>ri< ate.= or mi..mwmw "~•'11\t-~.-. oft~< .li\:l'i:mtmr'g-pniJr$lf.fJftour on 
W-2, ifthejob application process requires a credit cbeck or a background check. 

8. Derendant ~esl 8: An order to retljlll:e. elaintift:tA f.llimhJ='l!J. ~ 
payments m Ide by the Defendant from January I, 2004 through October 31, 2008, since 
no legally er · forceable Assignment of Mortgage/Deed occurred from the outset per 
Affirmative Defense paragraph 16 above. 

(a) The fixed monthly Mortgage payment, as submitted as Plaintiff Exhibit 
B, its $1315.86/montb for 12 months of2004, 12 months of2005, 12 months of 
'Wllt'\ 'CL montns ol"WU"I, anil'fO months or20U&, a total of 58 months times 
$13i 5.86 for a total of$76,319.88 paid by the Defendant to parties who had no 
!ega . standing to receive payment. 

(b) It appears that no Assignee ofthe Mortgage/Deed, whether recorded or 
non-recorded, attempted to protect its own interests with a purchase ofTrtle 
lnsur.mce or Errors & Omissions~- ThP., P~ <!1.i \~ W. ~f. 

9. Def\:ndant RequesJ 9: An order to impose punitive damages against the Plaintiff. 

10. Defendant RequesJ 10: An order to impose punitive damages against the 
Plaintiff's Ia w finn, Pierce & Associates, for Attorney Malpractice. 

(a) r·or the commission of a Fraud upon the United States Bankruptcy Court 
as di!<cussed in Affinnative Defense 17, section (a) abov.,. 

(d) fi:K .:;oorrm\,;-.im or oft~< Fr.mu' upon lfus Cbun oy lhtowingiy filii:lg a 
lawsmit on behalfofthe Plaintiff in violation of the lllinois Conveyances Act, 
whePt minimal due diligence by the Plaintiff's attorneys, Pierce & Associates, 
wQJ!lrl.hrur•vlem~')riru-.le.l@L.<Wiruul.'u.Y'l'ft.."l\,'1..-Rk!lAA:~-n!~·~ 
this p roperty in the United States Bankruptcy Court, as well as a fraudulent 
Assig :mnent to the Trustee more than 5 years after the Trust closed as discussed 
in M firmative Defense 16. 

II. Defendant RequesJ II: An order to impose punitive damages against the servicer, 
American Home Mortgage Servicing Inc. 

12. Defertdant Request 12: An order to impose punitive damages against 
CitiResidentinl Lending in conjunction with Nationwide Title Clearing Company. 

13. Defendant Request 13: An order to impose sanctions against the Plaintiff. 
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14. Defendant Reauest 14: An order to imoose sanctions. a!!ainstthA l:>laintiff'>. 
anornevs fc r the manv exolicit acts of Attornev Maloractice. in their role as Officers of 
the Court, t tereby tmpugning the integrity of this Court and the United States Bankruptcy 
Court. 

(a) Plaintiff's website used to disolav an article. "Judge Sanctions Mortgage 
Serv:icer $750.000". but it now renuires login to see (see attaclted Exhibits: E-
20U9/08/02.1-.3A and E-2009/08/028) 

15. Defendant Request 15: An order to imoose sanctions aMiDst the servicer. 
American Home Mortgage Servicing Inc. 

Detfendant Request 16: A referral to e Illinois Attorney Registration and 
Disciplirlaf'y Commission to investigate the Plaintiff's law firm, Pierce & Associates, and 
the individi:a.al attorneys fur Attorney ~· 

17. Defimdant Request 17: A referral to the Special Attorney General ofTARP, and 
any other state or federal governing bodies, related to the evidence of the fraudulent 
recorded A,.;signment of Mortgage/Deed document by CitiResidential Lending that had 
an eftective date after the Trust had closed and the Mortgage and Mortgage Note were 
already in c efault. 

18. Defi!lldant Request 18: A referral to the Special Attorney General ofTARP, and 
any other st:l>te or federal governing bodies, related to the evidence of Conspiracy to 
Commit FraMS'/J:t· T.mrr .tl'!Ji C~·ClW'ic(\np., Atrteriquesr LWIJrrgage Cbmpany, 
CitiResideMial Lending in conjunction with Nationwide Title Cleating Company, 
Plainti£17Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, and Plaintiff's attorneys, Pierce & 
Associates. 

19. Defe··ndant Request 19: Suclt other and further relief as the Court deems just as to 
the Court's d;iscretion under the Unconscionability Doctrine, so that the Plaintiff and its 
attorneys do not profit from the many explicit failures to follow the Illinois Conveyances 
Act and expllicit acts of fraudulent recording/filing of Assignments, foreclosure lawsuits, 
an~ motions ;y_idega i' b&sin .. _ 

2. Predatory foreclosure practices by the PlaintiffiDeutsche Bank National Trust 
Company, th<" l'laintiff'~ I.a."' 6xw., l'il<>;""- .&. Nb~?M£, ()tJB&'l>YM.~ usn\\wg"' 
conjunction vYith Nationwide Title Clearing Company, and American Home Mortgage 
Servicing, Inc. in 2008/2009. 

The 
Exhibits. 

t reserv es the right to amend this ~eluding submission of additional 

-1(1,'!, 1 c)! . ' k? L~· . 

Lauren L.'Schclffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
C6.M-ZiZ-505l 
LaurenSclteffers@yaltoo.com 
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EXIDBIT CATEGORJES 

Defendant Certificatio n - Answer and 
Counter-Complaint 

Summit County, OH Order 
Summit County, OH Certificate of Readiness 
Foreclosure Map 
Recorded Documents·] DuPage 

E-RDDP2009-0031 00 DuPage Assignment 
E-RDDP2009-0762 93 DuPage Assi.gnment 

Recorded Documents-Will Assignment 
E-RDWI2009-032'162A 

T &C Dawn Mail Docc< Master List 
T &C Dawn Mail Docs 12/06/2003 
T&C Dawn Mail Docs 12/09/2003 
T &C Dawn Close 12/1 1/2003 
:r&c Dawn O'ose lZt'l' t>t'JXKJ3 
T&C Duplex Mail Docs 12/16/2003 
T&C Duplex Close 12117/2003 
~h..<:, £RIJHi 'tl11i1t ~'b l_._~lL1flQR,!,. 

T&C Solar Close 12/IB/2003 
T &C Refi E-Mails Master List 
T &C Refi E-Mails • All 3 ,nrqoerties 
Documents/E-Mails in Date Order 

E-2002/10/09.1-.2 Paid off$111,719 
vs. T&C refi $19•6,000 

E-2002/10/31 $160 ,OOOon 10/31/02 
vs. T&C refi $J9( 5,000 on 12/18/03 

E-2007/09/14.1-.2 S-olar RESPA, AMQ 
to CihR:esidenttilf 

E-200711 0/23B Cit iResidential RESPA 
correction - first 1 nention of Deutsche 
'?rdll& 'l,-Jii!J!1lb "'i1"W< 'i:.tm!p"d!IJ 711> UWIM 

E-2007/12/14 Amer iquest settlement 
E-2007112/31 Amer iquest I 099-MISC 
.F-.70081.05/!!6 C.i!i.R..a\dt>.ntial slu.\!&wro 

latter part of Q I =~009 
E-2008/12/02B No<tice to foreclose solar 
E-2008/12/16 Citi t nortgage bill 
E-2009/01/30 BK S;chedule D/Creditors 

holding secured c. taims 
(CitiResidential) 

E-2009/02111.1-.4 iDuPage stay motion 
E-2009/03/05 BK C reditor Meeting 
E-2009/03/12.1-.2A E-mail to Dana 

'iY'i'n'rer• Ui 'fu:n;e .,~d!Urug Y.'M>'.% 
E-2009/03/13 .1 A T.&T phone bill 

w/6:48 a.m. return phone call to BK 
.atm=y 

EXHIBITID 

E-001 

E-002.1-.3 
E-003.1-.3 
&J;'C!l.Q 

E-RDDP 

E-RDWI 

E-DOO 
E-D I 
E-D2 
E-DI1 
6-0J't; 
E-DU1 
E-DU 
'L-00'· 
E-SO 
E-TCOI 
E-TC 
E-YYYY/MM/DD 
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EXillBIT CATEGOPJ.1':3 

Documents/E-Mails in Date Order (con'!) 
E-2009/03/13.2 6 . .55A.M E-mo:i~><L"'if( 

to friend docum enting the lie to not 
challenge legal standing in federal 
court 

E-2009/03/138 BIC mtg and note not 
included 

E-2009/03/13.1-.2C Judge Black court 
rules 

E-2009/03/16 BK mtg and note copies 
nussing 

li-2009103/lSA BIZ still no mtg and 
note copies 

E-2009/03/18B Received PDF copies 
of mtg and note 

E-2009/03/18.1-.2C Intent to file fraud 
charges 

E-2009/03/19 Reqc•ow. t<~< 'W.ll:l 
Greenpath refum I 

E-2009/03/20 R.ece ived $100 refund 
E-2009/04/03 .1-.2 .lu<!ge Black Section 

329Hearing 
E-2009/04/09.1-.2 Judge Black 

Amended Order 
E-2009/04116.1-.2Bl Deed in lieu 
E-2009/04117B BK~ -Aurora Violations 

of Stay Order 
r:-ZO:KN"ti'Nt'tr.l'-.SC Ai't'MS!'stay motion 
E-2009/04/17.1-.2D AHMSI Notice of 

Motion 

EXIDBTI 1D 

E-YYYY/MM/DD 

J;:,-1QflH(QAI,1Q,I.- .~~ 'll;l!.wn. ~J'Il:. 'i!K, 
E-2009/04/20B BK. Lscheffers.motion to withdraw 
E-2009/04/20.1-.3( 
E-2009/04/21 BK C ourt Docket w/Solar Stay Motion 
E-2009/04/21.1-.3D Anti-BK 
E-2009/04/21.1-.2E: CBROWN NEVER RECEIVED 
E-2009/04/23.1-.5A, BK Bradley Waller, Trustee 

Re: April 24 Sect ion 329 Hearing 
E-2009/04/23E BK Bradley Waller 
E-2009/04/23F BK William Neary, US Trustee 
f:-l\l\JI1tlJ4"tZ4A Aff'MS"f Or<fer mo<flfYJng stay 
E-2009/04/24B BK order motion to withdraw 
E-2009/04/28B Sec·tion 329 order to refund BK 

l~t'@J, f'.Nt.% 

E-2009/04/29.1-.5 F'-mail summary o£4/24 
court date 

E-2009/05/05.1-.2 C :luyJter 7 B~y 
discharged 
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Case 09CHJ 797, F ~~ 00!26!2009 

EXHIBIT CATEGORIES EXHIBIT lD 

Documents/E-Mails in Date Order (con't.) E-YYYY/MM/DD 
E-2009106105.1-.2 E--mail to Attorney General 

Consumer Frau.d 
E-2009/06/18 Read Receipt from Consumer 

Fraud 
E-2009/07/01 AH MSI Grace Period Notice, 

2 months after I lK discharge 
E-2009/07/24.1-.2 E-mail to Nationwide 

Title Clearing 
E-2009/07/24.1-.:'A E-mail to Will County 
E-2009/07/28.1-.:::A E-mail to Taylor Bean 

re: fraudulent W ill County Assigtiment 
E-2009/07/28.1-.4:8 Autoreply from Taylor 

Bean Whitaker 
E-2009107129.1-.5 £-rmni'ru Semor fartner, 

Denis Pierce, ot' Pierce & Associated re: 
Fraudulent Will County Assignment 

E-2009/07/31.1-.4 E-mail from Attorney 
General Consumer Fraud 

E-2009/08/0 l.l-.3A Chase summons 
- DuPage proper ty 

E-2009/08/0 1.1-.4 8 Chase complaint 
- DuPage property 

E-2009/08/02.1-.3 A E-mail w/copy from 
Pierce & Associ: ttes website, "Judge 
Sanctions Mortg:age Servicer $750,000" 

E-2009/08/02B Scr een print-P&A login 
now required to access tlie amcie 

E-2009/08/03.1-.2 A. Fraud complaint to 
Illinois 

E-2009/08/03.1-.5B E-mail to 
RRWhitehouse of Pierce & Associates 
due to Denis Pierce blocking 
Defendant's e-mail address 

E-2009/08/04.1-.12 Fax to SIGTARP, 
including articl<: re: assembly line 

Assignment doc: tment creation 
E-2009/08/05 .1-.3 E-mail to Natiomvide 

Title Clearing re SIGT ARP 
E-2009/08/06.1-.3 E-mail to Nationwide 

nue CTeanng 
E-2009/08!17 .1-.3 , li!MSI Accounting 

Fraud-Note includes BK discharge 
£.-1_tyWR,Ull~ . 1~-9- T"-=~..6?lai}J ?hRJifL 

securitization pro ,cess 
E-2009/08/28.1-.2 [-is Pendens - Solar 
E-2009/09/08 FBI r• ~ rece(rit 
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Case 09CH3 797, F itW 08/26/2v'YJ9 

E-2009/09/1 0.1-.' 'lA 'l.cilar-'l>urnmons 
EXHIBIT CA TEGO RIES 

Dll.,1lliD!ln~l>,lf<llik ·ur .?.nt-0\ub-\{;mr '<~!' 
E-2009/09/10.1-.' m Solar-Complaint 
E-2009/09/10.1-.; 1C Solar-Fixed 

Rate. Note. I nriJb•inal\ 
E-2009/09/100 S-olar-Mortgage (not 

original) 
E-2009/09/15.1-.3. HUD Hotline re: 

Pierce & Associations false 
advertising 

E-2009/1 0/0 1.1-.·l Senator Collins 
E-2009/10/06 Solar-Appearance 
E-2009/1 0/12.1-.2 NAPERVILLE CODE 
E-2009/10/15.1-.2 A Reply re: Naperville 

Coal: 
E-2009/10/20 ID!ES extension denial 

AHMSI Exhibits 
~lpp:'!iBRL fwul.llxhailtits. 

utsche Bank Legal Issues 
utsche Bank Trust Prospectus 
utsche Bank in Da te Order 
E-DB2009/08/26. i! -.2A Summons 
E-DB2009/08/26.:l-.4A For Homeowners 
E-DB2009/08/26. n -.4B Complaint 
E-DB2009/08/26C- Mon'gage page !' 
E-DB2009/08/26. 1-.20 - Fixed Rate Note 
E-DB2009/08/26E - Modification Agreement 

EXHIBITID 

E-DBO 
E-DBT 
E-DBYYYY /MM/DD 

Pierce & Associates F'Ah*im. £.-\'?.. 
QWR-AHMSI-Solar E-QWRWil 
QWR-CitiResidential-Solar E-QWRWI2 
SEC Exhibits E-SEC 
SEC Exhibits-Mail E-SECYYYY/MM/DD 
Taylor, Bean, WhiW er Exhibits E-TBW 
Taxes/Real Estate-Wtll E-TXWI 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12 IH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIEf, ILLINOIS 

DEUfSCHEBANKNATICM!IL TRU'&1 C.UMP!\Ni', 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOJLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITLES TlUJST 2004-~ 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS !VKI A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) C:ase: 09CHJ"M 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDANTS ) 

To: By Regular Mai I 
Richanl L.Elsliger 
'.1'= fl. kl.'H<J!ith+""' 
Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 6060 2 

NOTICE OF MOTION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on November 24,2009, at 1:30 p.m, Defendant ProSe shall 

appear before the Honorab'& ~ 

,Qt CJi-.4/j) uc.J(=E_~G~f._=-C=-------
J0rt. rU{t . (,v}'u...{:o:.t!t-'rf" COV./Ct~1--<1--f'L&/ 

s= 7 (\) , 6 rvt.c-Jft-.. s:r 
7 

JP<__t?lf'j I L- &,oy3.J-

-

and shall then and there pn!Sent the Defendant Pro Se's Mon·on for Quiet Title, a copy of which is included hereto 
and served upon you. 

~J 
Lauren L. Scheffers ~ 
1305 Morningstar a. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
l.;ronm&:d¢f:rs!£jjy;nlw;cvur 
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Case 09CH3 797, FiJ,"d 08/26/2(]()9 

PlWOF OF SERVICE.- MOTION VOR9UW.1: TI1:U 

The undersigned cert ifies that true copies of the foregoing instrument Motion for Quiet Title to 

be served upon 

Richard L. Ebliger 
Pierce & Associates 
ThirteenJ:b .FJoor 
I North Dear! Jom 
Chicago, IL tS0602 

by placing a copy of Harne in an envelope, properly addressed with postage prepaid by regular 

mail, and depositing ~.;aid envelope in the USPS deposit box at 3075 Book Rd, Suite 03, 

Naperville, a 60564 -8527 prior to 5:00 p.m. this 9th day of November, 2009. 

~k 
Lauren L. Scbet'fers v U 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, a 60564 
(; oJli-2TZ-3631 

YLcv. Z o200)7 
Date ' 

Sworn to and subscrit •ed before me this the CJ {l.,_day of November, 2009. 

( 

~li~ Ouht&a~ 
I• !} C I -..._ :••o•••••••••,.,.••••••~•-o.••••••••••••• 

MyCommissionExpi res: rJ. 1~/L,I : "OFFICIAL SEAL" : 
-'-'oi-'>J.-"""-"'""-'-'-'""""'-~: "PAMELG. ;.., : '"i~i.'Jl.ETON ! 

! NOTARY PUBLIC. t-.TJ.TEOF ILLINOIS : 
! MY COMMISSION i:,(PiRES 1210212010 : 
$000000000000~···~··~··············= 
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Case D9CH3797, l''rled' <M/2672009 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12rn JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TF,UST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-RI, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-RI 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS AIKJ A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEPFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 
) 
t 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDANT'S MOTION FORQillE.T TtTI.E. 

___ ., 

Defendant Pro Se, Lauren Scheffers, moves this Honorable Court for an Order for Quiet 

Title on the property at 1305 Morningstar Ct., Naperville, lL 60564. 

Throu@. its. alltllUJP.';:'i., l?i.P.J::<'.P.. &. As.mrJ.IItr..'l., t.bil.l:'l;timJ.f£ ba.'!. fu.lp..J! t.Q_ '1lmmit. WlJ rft%'11hJ 

enforceable evidence of being the Real Party in Interest to have legal standing for any actions * 
relative to this property. 

Holder status, the Plai11tiff has failed to submit any legally enforceable evidence that the 

Defendant's Mortgage and Note were assigned to the Ameriquest Mortgage Securities Trust '*"' 
that Trust on February 6, 2004 . 

As Plaintiff's a ttomey has submitted to this Court, per the WORKOUT OPTIONS 

Pll,\le I of2 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

• included as Paragrar in 'o wttn !ne 'lsummons;''Call your mortgage company AMh"'KICAl>rHUME 

MORTGAGE SERVICING, INC. AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST TO OPTION ONE " 

• 

• 

Clearly, the Plaintiff as a Trustee is not the Real Party in Interest. 

Through its a: ttomeys, Pierce & Associates, the Plaintiff has committed a Fraud upon this 

Court in violation of the lllinois Conveyances Act (765 ILCS 5/28) (from Ch. 30, par. 27): 

Sec. 28. Deeds, mortgages, powers of attorney, and other instruments relating to or 

affecting the title to rea/ estate in this state, shall be recorded in the caunty in which such real 

estate is situated; bur if such county is not organized, then in the county to which such 

unorganized county fs attached for judicial purposes. 

No deed, monigage, assignment of mortgage, or other instrument relating to or affecting 

the title to real estate in this State may include a yrovision yrohibiting the recording qf that 

instrument, and any such provision in an instrument signed cifter the effective date of this 

amendatory Act shall be void and of no force and effect. (Source: P.A. 89-160, eff. 7-19-95.) 

The Plaintiff has no Jep:al standing to foreclose on the propertY.. to approve or disapprove ~ 

any sale of the property, nor to receive payoff funds from such a sale of the property. '1{ 
WHEREFORE, DEFl':NDANT REQUESTS: 

1. An ord er to award Quiet Title to the Defendant and 

2. An order to require the Plaintiff to record a Mortgage Release with the Will 
CrowD} Rer.n.vctf>.r. tn. 'Ill ow. l)l>.f,.JJdant.Qu.il't. utll'. tn. 'li'JL thl'. I)TfllJI'.r:h; ·~dth. nn. titll'.ctf>.f.f'.cts.. 

~~sP~ 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
C t\3D-2J2-5t\5J 
LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12m JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
COMPANY, AS TR1USTEE, 

Plaintiff, 

'l. 

LAUREN SHEFFER.S; et al., 

Defendant. 

To: Lauren L. Scheffers 
f.ru:l. Morruilgstar 0. 
Naper ville, IL 60564 

No. 09 CH 3797 

1"Ct:1\~ I~ .'~'E: 'l'ii'Cfi'Jt:E ·tnat on Decenioer 2~. Ltlt19, 'i"1a11iiifi senl ~or 'flitng ·oy 
overnight mail with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Will County, Illinois, it's Response to 
Defendant's motion) for quiet title, a copy of which is enclosed herewith and served upon 
you. 

Name 
Address 
Telephone 
PA file# 

PIERCE & ASSOCIATESIM. Kemock 
1 N. Dearborn, #1300 
(312) 346-9088 
09-24 974 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
City Chicago 
Atty No. 91220 

PROOF OF SERVICE BY REGULAR MAIL 

I, Michael Knmock, an attorney, certify I served this notice and the document 
referred to therein, by causing a copy to be sent by regular mail, to the parties listed 
above, at their respective addresses, from 1 N. Dearborn, Suite 1300, Chicago, IL 
60602, with proper postage prepaid, at or before 5:00p.m. on December 21, 2009. 

~::~~) 
.?' Michael Kemock 



' 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE um JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
"ML'L t:.'ff~J'li'N '"''LL~ 

DEUTSCHE BAj 'IJK NATIONAL TRUST 
COMPANY, AS fRLJ)>TEE; 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

LAUREN SHEF FERS; et al., 

Defendant. 

No. 09 CH 3797 

RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR OUIET TITLE 

NOW COMES the Plaintiff, DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 

COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE, by and through its attorneys, Pierce & Associates, P.C., and 

in response to the Motion for Quiet Title filed by Defendant LAUREN SHEFFERS, 

states as follows: 

Defendan t has moved this Honorable Court to enter an order o.uietin~ title and 

requiring Plaintififto record a release of mortgage extinguishing the mortgage lien on the 

property. She argues that Plaintiff does not have standing in this matter because it has 

purportedly not produced an~ evidence that the subiect roo~ and note have been 

assigned to it. Shoe therefore concludes that the original mortgage lien should be released 

and that title should be granted to her outright. Defendant's reasoning is flawed and fails 

demonstrating th, at the failure of an assignee to provide a proof of assignment 

extinguishes the 'original security instrument. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of 

January 28, 2004. Defendant has failed to provide proof that the Mortgage has been paid 



off or that any subsequent lien has taken precedent. Accordingly, even assuming 

arguendo that Pl aintiff did lack standing, the original mortgage lien would remain a valid 

subsisting lien o"n the property. 

somehow perpetl.lated fraud upon the Court to failing to record a document evidencing its 

interest in the s ubject property, attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of a written 

h-,;:itgtm~e~t, U. 'N/nmgage rn6ent:ing t'ne transfer of t'ne stlojet:'t Mortgage and Note to 

Plaintiff. The Assignment of Mortgage contains an execution date of January 15, 2009 

and was recorde:d with the Will County Recorder of Deeds on March 18, 2009. The 

.2\ppeftale "Court ·m X.)enm v. Grecian C'na}et, Ltit., 'JM Tfl.App.3o b'Jtl, b't1s 0 st D1st. 

1987), described the following requirements for assignments of mortgage in Illinois: 

An assig;nment, oral or written, occurs when there is a transfer of some 
identifiable interest from the assi~or to the assi~ee. "f.Tlpe rule has invari.ahl'i 
been that no particular form for an assignment is required; any document 
which su!iliciently evidences the intent of the assignor to vest ownership of the 
[subject 1natter of the assignment) in the .assignee i' .<utffi.cient tn .affp.cJ .ao 
assignment in equity." (Citation omitted.] A valid assignment, therefore, needs 
only to a:ssign or transfer the whole or the part of some particular thing, debt or 
chose in action and it must desccihe the sub!ect mallJ!r of the assigtlltli!Ut wi.tb. 
sufficient particularity to render it capable of identification. 

Plaintiff's Assignment of Mortgage clearly meets the requirements of Klehm, as it 

s.ufficientl'i evidence.'i the inten1. that the. Mro:t~ and Note. ht'. tr.!Ulsf.r.J:r.r.d to. P.laimiff, 

and it particular]~ ' describes by the instrument number, recording date, PlN number and 

the legal description. As such, the Assignment is clearly valid pursuant to Illinois law, 

2 



Finally, Defendant's argument also fails because her prayer for relief contradicts 

her own argume nt, as she requests that Plaintiff be ordered to record a release of 

mortgage with true Recorder of Deeds. However, by making this request Defendant is 

clearly admitting that Plaintiff holds the Mortgage and Note, as it could not be expected 

to release something that it does not own. Accordingly, Defendant's conclusory, 

contradictory, and unsupported allegations are clearly insufficient to justifY the relief that 

she has requested . 

WHEREFORE the Plaintiff, DEUTSCHE BANK NA TJONAL TRUST 

COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE, prays that this Honorable Court deny Defendant's motion 

lor qu"1et tJfle, w1t"l! pniJUOJce. 

PIERCE & ASSC •ClATES, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plai ntiff 
l N. Dearborn, S"'1\1? ·'~~ 
Chicago, lL 6060 2 
312-346-9088 

Respectfully submitted, 

By:~~~z~,CJ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

3 



STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THlB ClRCUH CCIIJKll'CI'R "Ilffi 12'"'11JD1C1AL ClRCIJH 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCfiE HANK NATiONAL TRUST COMF ANY, 
AS TRUSTEE •IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFHCATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGA&'E ~ECURlTIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004- ll 

PLAINTIFF 

VS 

LAUREN SCf- EFFERS A!KJA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

NOTICE OF FILING 

To Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Associates 
IN. Dearborn, #1300 
Chicago, IL 60602 

) Case: 09CHJl91 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
j 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 14, 2010, Defendant/Counter
Plaintifffiled iln person with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Will County, 
Illinois, the De fendant/Counter-PiaintiffReply to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant 
Response to J\·Iotion for Quiet Title, a copy of which was served upon you on 
January 13, 2010. 



Case 09CHJ 797_ Filed 08/26/2009 

Pleas e note the enclosed copy ofthe Order scrawled by Pierce & 
A.M.ruiia.L"Y'0" t? !111,'24/.£19. Lb.-e to A?c ,lack o..f·o..~J' tAtto.•i."i\.."' ARDC li\!!.1~'"&'" U'iA' 
County attor ney number, Deftmdant/Counter-Piaintiff was unable to contact the 
attorney to c larify the illegible date as to 01/13/10 or 01/15/10. Consequently, 
~Mdrdltt£ oome-r-ll\a)r/611 -;e;ved \l\a)T/,)11 oo \',II I 31\1', ~ \j) 'i~~Yrui?f5 •,?,e 
Reply with tl1e Clerk of the Circuit Court ofWill County on 01/14/10. 

I, La1 Jren L. Schetti~rs, certifY that I served this notice and the copy ofthe 
'\'.n-ln!rnfu!rre o 1o1'nerein, 'oy caus1ng a copy1o'oe sem 'oy n:gular ma',\to''ne1fiirty 
and address I isted above from the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W Ogden kve., Naperville, IL 60540, with proper postage prepaid, at or prior to 
5:45p.m. n\i s i<lrn a'ay o{J'anuary, ZIJ!Yl. 

C_/ , . , 
i . t, . 
'( I • ~. )I 

' I I . r d: ~ · . .) 
,. { 

!, ( 
Lauren L Scheffers 
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Case 09CH3797, .Filed 08/26/2009 
YJeutsclle lJanli: National Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The unders,gned certifies that true copies of the forewirut, inW:uwP.T.~~;, 

Defendant/Counter--PiaintiffReply to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Response to Motion for Quiet 

Titre with Exhibits, to be served upon 

Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Fl oor 
I North Dear-born 
Chicago, IL 60602 

by placing a copy or same in a USPS Priority Mail envelope with Delivery Confirmation Receiet 

0309 2880 0000 445 ~ 0755, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 

depositing said en vel Jpe at the United States Postal Service location at J 750 W O,gtle" .4ve., 

Naperville, IL 6054{) prior to 5:45 p.m. this 13th day of January, 2010 

Lauren L ScheJJNs 
1305 Morningstar Ct 
Naperville, lL 60564 

c 63bl2-5?'ll -rQVz_, I ,},('( D 
. e ,.. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the /3 day ofJanuary, 2010. 

I 

My Commission Expires: I )_ a d-. /c) 
:;·-~· ~,,.,~" ;> ~.;.. f• V •) f> ~ •;·.;> <• •>" ., -~ ·~ ~ ;'o flo 0 .,_" (>~O,j. ~ ~ ~ 

: ~oi.:FICI,.'' SE/\l" ! 
! P;-·.::r.::L-~ ;.:;:_CTON ~ 
~ ~!OT,0RY et.!;:;:_; -- ·;~OF fU..INC:C ! 
~- r ,~v cc~·:,:'J::~-:~;·~- ~·;-·:.~~"*Y-,t:c~ .. nn 4'• 

90h~~•A~~~o~~. ·••~r~o~e~~~~~: 



Case 09CHJ 797, Fi,W 08/26,'2{X)l;' 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY 0 F DUPAGE 

DEFENDA!~T CERTIFICATION- DEFENDANT/COUNTER-PLAINTIFF 
REPLY TO PLAINTIFF/COUNTER-DEFENDANT RESPONSE TO 

MOTION FOR QUIET TITLE 

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (7. 35 ILCS 511 I 09/from Ch. II 0, par. I 1 09), the undersigned certifies 

that the stater nents set forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument 

are true and • :orrect, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and 

belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that Defendant 

verily believt 's the same to be true. 

' 
kv It, JC/T' 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the '3 day of January, 2010. 

. 
My Commiss ion Expires: • 

\J O·••·lc_ 

_.7 l () {·' /') '} 

/) {},, GL~:~(f, 1}. lLctJO J~ 
. ,.~ .. ·~<.·:·<.<-4'-'~: 

.. :: ,; L" <> 

-~TC': ! 
, --· C::: IIJ3·;;.;:;:-: ! 

~.:; ·; .':' .'~ ?.".'0"! :; : 
.. •' '>""'" ,. ,, .• ~ 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

STATE OF n.T.TNOIS 

IN 1fHE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12'" JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
'*YL'L 'i:'\YoW'i'f - '.RJLW:."i, 'i'L'L'i't<RJL'.:. 

DEUTSCHl; BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSThE fN 'fR{J'S'f f'()R ITt'6 &'t\'6Fl'f Of' 
THE CERT lFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUES! 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET -BAC'KI!D l> A'S'S-TliRODt>li t:EKl1HC/fiBS, 
SERIES 200-4-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN Sc:'2HEFFERS AJK./ALAURENLEE 
SCHEFFER:$; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAlJREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case 09CID797 ) -. - . 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFE@ANT/COUNTER-PLAINTIFF REPLY TO 
PLAINT!. '<F/COUNTER-DEFENDA_l~T RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR 

QUIET TITL~<; 

NOW COMES Lauren L Scheffers, Defendant/Counter-PiaintiffPro Se, 

in response t· o Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title 

("Response'·) and states as follows_ 

INTRODUCTION 

As O.efendant/Counter-Plaintiffhas alleged from the outset oftbis case in 

the Answer :'IIJd Counter-Complaint that was served on 11/13/09 (see attached 

Group Exhibits 2.3-2 8), Plaintiff has no more lejgll standing to file this 

P311;e 1 

,..., 
= 
= 

. ·-·· .. :. 



foreclosure action and, now, this Response, than Santa Clause would have to 

repossess De fendant/Counter-Piaintitl's automobile with a photocopy of the title 

and an assignment created/signed/notarized by Rudolph the Red-Nosed Reindeer. 

Why v10uld this Illinois Circuit Court require Defendant/Counter-Piaintiti 

to surrender t his property to a Plaintiff whose apparent legal standing to foreclose 

is based on a fraudulent sett:authenticating public document as recorded with the 

Will County Hecorder? 

This case does not require oral testimony by Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff. 

This case rest s on extensive contradictory/fraudulent/Fraud upon the Court 

documentatio n created b_y the Plaintiff' and its legal counsel, Pierce & Associates. 

While Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff has submitted extensive documentation 

as Exhibits un ·der Section I I 09 certification, Plaintiff's counsel has failed to 

support this R el\_nonse with an affidavit. 

See 735 ILCS 5/15-1506: Judgment. (a) Evidence. In the trial of a tbreclosure, the 

evidence to Sttpport the allegations of the complaint shall be taken in open court, 

t\U'.t'pt: 

(I) wl1ere an allegation of fact in the complaint is not denied by a party's 

veri fie d answer or verified counterclaim, or where a party pursuant to 

subsec;t\n~ f.f-;1 .nfSt>.c.t\n~ .7 ...t>J.O .nf.t.fu> C .cW nf f:iY.il Y.r.ru-.t>.d.Ltr.l' .'ttat.l'-~ nr i< 

deemed to have stated, in its pleading that it has no knowledge of such 

allegat:ion sufficient to form a belief and attaches the required affidavit, a 

l'age 2 
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sworn; verification of the complaint or a separate affidavit setting forth 

such ifuct is sufficient evidence thereof against such party and no further 

evide11ce of such fact shall be required. 

Accor ding to Section 2-610, if the grounds do not appear on the face of 

the pleading attacked the motion shalt he supported by affidavit (See See Doe v. 

Montessori St ohool of Lake Forest, 287 IlL App. 3d 289, 295-96 (1997). 

In add ition. accordin,p, to Section 2-619, both the Foreclosure action and J 
this Response to Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title are unenforceable under the ~ 
provisions of :he Statute of Frauds. 

Also, 1 he Court mll,v take judicial notice of,oublic documents such as court 

records when considering a motion to dismiss. (See People v. G. Grau, 263 IlL 

App. 3d 874, 875, 636 N.E.2d 1085, 1086 (2"" Dist 1994)). 

It is th.e self-authenticatiqg public record documents filed with the Will 

County Recorder and the United States Bankruptcy Court related to this property 

that are the basis of the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff allegations of lack of Plaintiff 

Speci11cally, the selt:authenticating Assignment for this property to the -Plaintiff is the commission of a financial crime. When that action is added to the 

foreclosure action against the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff in DuPage County, the ·-
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actions meet the requirements of"organizer of a continuing financial crimes 

enterprise" as defined in the Illinois Financial Crimes Act. 

Plain tiff and its legal counsel have perpetrated a Fraud upon this Court 

under the Ill!· nois Financial Crimes Law, thereby making a mockery of this Court. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The t hree Town & Country refinances by Defendant/Counter -Plaintiff in 

December of 2003 as originator for Ameriques! Mortgage were the predatory 

mortgages that 49 State Attorney Generals subsequently sued and settled (see 

attached Gro1 up Exhibit 3 ). 

On 10/23/07, Citi Residential Lending ("Citi Residentiar') sent 

-- 1 
Det'endant/C ounter-Piaintiff a letter (see attached GroUQ Exhibit LJ) ~thai 

"The creditor· to whom the obligation is owed is Ameriques! Mortgage Securities, 

Inc. Asset Bmcked Pass Through Certificates Series 2004-Rl." 

Yet, there wa~ nn remrded t\s.~.J.Jt .Wtb. tbr.. Wii.l f:Jllmb) ~.l".r..w.rlr.r. 

from Town &c Country Lending to Ameriquest Mortgage Company or to sue~-* 
Muenquest Mortgage Securities assignee. (!AI T'"( 0'\[ .. 

DetkortantLCromtf'.r.-f!laintiff.'lladf'~thf'~lasf.'llrut®lg'~'PUl'llf'.nt.<m.•hif. 'Wll.. 

County prope 'rtY to Citi Residential in October of 2008. 

On I:!/02/08, Citi Residential sent a Notice oflntent to Foreclose (see 
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that date, the servicing was transferred to American Home Mortgage Servicing, 

Inc. ("AHMSf'). 

Per n~e~ws reports, Ciii Residenfiil, In conjunction with Nationwide Title 

Clearing Inc. , had '·assembly lines" to create Assignment records (see attached 

Group Exhibit 1.5). The assignment from Town & Country Lending to JPMorgan 

Chase Bank ( see attached Group Exhibit 1.6) and the assignment from Town & 

County to De utsche Bank National Trust (see attached Group Exhibit I. 7) were 

both created and recorded in that timeframe. 

Citi R esidential created the Wifl County Assignment for the --· Derendant/Cc >unter-Plaintiffwhen not only was the mortgage already in default, 

but the property was already fisted in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filed on 0 1(30/09 

(see attached Group Exhibit 1.9). 

The n.vo Citi Residential Assignments related to both mortgages of the 

Defendant/C,ounter-Plaintiff are prima t'acie fraudulent. Both Assignments state 

that the Assig ,;nor was Town & Country Lending, when the signatures on the two 

DuPa_ge Cour 1ty notes, one set of signatures on a paid off morwcwe [see attached 

Group Exhibit 2.19) and one set of signatures submitted with the DuPage County 

foreclosure Complaint (see Group Exhibit I. II) dearly indicate that Town & 

Country Lending assigned the morwl\!l'e and note to AmeriQuest Mortgl\!l'e 

Company in !December of2003. Therefore, the two Assignments from Town & 

Country Lend\ing with effective dates of 12/31/08 and 02/11/09 are fraudulent. 



Case D9CH.', 797, Filed 08/26/2009 

The' \.ssignment to Deutsche Bank National Trust has a second critical -
issue that clearly indicates that it is prima fucie fraudulent, because the effective 

Fdate of the A.ssignment is 02/11/09, when the referenced AmeriqueS! Mortgage 

Securities Tr ust 2004-R1 closed on 02/06/04 Pfr self-authenticating documents 

filed with th•e Securities Exchange Commission for the named trust (see Group 

"'lfxhibit 18\ 
q ... , 

On Ja nuary 30, 2009, the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff filed for Chapter 7 

Bankruptcy. The secured Creditor listed for two properties, the other property in 

DuPage Com tty, was Citi Residential. 

Perth e Chapter 7 Bankruptcy petition .. Citi Residential wasli<tterl.a.•ihl' 

secured creditor on ScheduleD tbr both Defendant/Debtor properties (see 

attached GrOt p Exhibit 1. 9). Citi Residential was the mortgage servicer for the 

property at th• 'l time the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff ret..aitmf Ste;tbe.tl J We.ro- .2$ 

bankruptcy at:tomey on 12/02/08. 

· On 04, /]7/09, Pierce & Associates filed a Motion to Modif)r the Automatic 

Sti!Y f'Sti!V Mlotion") {see attached GrJ:ll.l,D.F.1<.hih.it 2 9) LW retu>.if d C.re.tJ.\0.~ 

"American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., as successor in interest to Option One 

Deutsche Banlk National Trust Company, a Trustee in trust for the benefit of the 

Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates, Series 2004-Rl. The Pierce & 

Associates file- number is indicated as PA09-2304. 



C.2se ll9CH3 797, Filed 08/26/2009 

Point 2 states, "American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. holds the first 

mortgage lien on the property located at 1305 Morningstar Court, Naperville, IL." 

Point 3 states, "The debt is based on a December 31, 2003, Mortgage and 

Note in the o .iginal sum of$179,500.00." 

The Plaintiff has two another additional issues related to its lack of legal 

standing in th>is foreclosure case. As trustee, the Plaintiff cannot be the owner of 

the mortgage and note as stated by the assignment. In addition, AHMSI indicated 

it was the lienholder in the Stay Motion, which was subsequent to the alleged 

assignment to the Plaintiff. 

Pierce & Associates filed the foreclosure Complaint in Will County on 

08/26/09, mo re than 4 months later, with a totally different Plaintiff than the 

Creditor listed on the related Stay Motion, "Deutsche Bank National Trust 

Company, as· Trustee in Trust for the Benefit of the Certificatelmlder.l'.fnr 

Ameriquest Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-Through 

Certificates, S eries 2004-RI." The Pierce & Associates file number is indicated 

as P A 0924974 

There is yet another legal discrepancy. Pierce & Associates filed this,---.. 

foreclosure Complaint stating that the Date of the Mortgage was December 18, 

& Associates. 
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The s;tay Motion fails to specify legal standing of AHMSI as owner of the 

first mortgag e lien or as agent for the owner of the first mortgage lien, the 
t 

requisite !ega I standing required to foreclose. 

t sho1uld also be noted that Pierce & Associates failed to request a 

correction to ScheduleD as to the true Creditor for this property on behalf of the 

Plaintiff. Ho•wever, per the certified Assignments, Pierce & Associates could not 

use those Ass ignments to amend the secured creditors listing on Schedule D 

without kno"'ingly filing false statements with the United States Bankruptcy 

Court, even tl1ough Pierce & Associates had already done so with the Stay Motion 

for a different client. 

There fore, AHMSI and its legal counsel, Pierce & Associates, committed 

a Fraud upon .he United States Bankruptcy Court by knowingly filing a false Stay 

Motion. 

Was the Stay Motion order of04/24/09, just days before the 05/05/09 

Discharge Dane of the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy, simply to "churn" legal fees that 

would be char ged .againJU the fnr.eclnsur.e Defund.ant? 

Can the Plaintiff explain why no foreclosure action by either AHMSI or 

the Plaintiff w ·as initiated before the 01130109 filing date of the Chapter 7 

Citi Residential had sent a Notice of Intent to Foreclose on December 2, 2008 (see 

Pa~~;e8 



attached Exhibit 2, Ell for this property), prior to the alleged assignment to the 

Plaintiff? ~U --... 
The judicial estoppel issue is applicable to Pierce ~iates filing a 

Stay Motion tbr one client as lienholder and then a foreclosure action tor a 

different lien holder for the Will County property, with no legally enforceable 

Assignment t, o either client. 

Clearly_, CitiResidential LendiQg. in coJ!iunction with Nationwide Title 

Clearing, connmitted a financial crime per the two selt~authenticating Assignment 
a 

records for both of the Defendant's/Counter-Piaintiff's properties. 

In add ition,. the Asswnment .fur .this property w.as rctur:ned t.o T.ayJ.ru; B.ean 

& Whitaker (see attached Group Exhibit 1.12). 

Was the Stay Motion order of04/24/09, just days before the 05/05/09 Discharge 

charged again ,st the foreclosure Defendant? 

Can the Plaint iff explain why no foreclosure actions by the Plaintiff were initiated 

mortgage pay:ments made on either property were in October of2008 and Citi 

Residential ha d sent Notice of Intent to Foreclose for this property on 12/02/08, 

Page 9 
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I Yet, JP!aintifffiled the Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage on 08/26/09 (see 

attached Grc:mp Exhibits I. 18). Per that Complaint, "Capacity in which Plaintiff 

brings this s~. it: Plaintiff is the trustee for t~e holder of the Mortgage and Note." 

ARGUMENT cJ., n OfG -
Although this foreclosure Complaint was brought under the fllinois 

Mortgage Fo-reclosure Law 735 ILCS 5/Art. XV, the Plaintiff and its legal 

counsel, Pierce & Associates, violated the lllinois Conveyances Act that 

specifically mandates that all property-related documents shall be recorded with 

the county where the property is located. 

Secti< m 15-1106 states that the 1\P.Piicability of Article is: 

(e) Supplementary General Principles of Law General principles oflaw 

and equity, such as those relating to capacity to contract, principal and agent, 

marshall ill!;! < 1f assets, priority, subr<Wation,. estopp:oL frau4 misrlioresentation&

duress, collu:'sion, mistake, bankruptcy or other validating or invalidating cause, --supplement tJ:lis Article unless displaced by a particular provision of it. 

Sf'.ctioo J5-J 107 _'ltJlt£>S.a.<.MDdt>DfJ>roc.edur£>t.bal; ".a~l' p.ro:v.is.iao Df ~ 

Article XII or any other Article of the Code of Civil Procedure shall apply unless 

inconsistent' vith this Article". 

Mortgage Foreclosure Act to invalidate the recording requirements of the Illinois 

Conveyances Act DefendantiCounter-Plaintiff does not find any statement in the 
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Illinois Mort gage Foreclosure Act to invalidate unenfbrceabiJity provisions of the 

Statute ofFr auds under Section 2-619. 

LEGAL PR£CEDEN1S 

Ofpa:rticular relevance to this case is the Boyko decision According to 

reports, Judge Christopher A. Boyko of the Eastern Ohio United States District -Court, on Oc tober 3 I, 2007 dismissed I 4 Deutsche Bank-filed foreclosures in a -ruling based on lack of standing for not owning/holding the mortgage loan at the 

time the lawsuits were filed. 
U..n-t~<... 

Judge Boyko issued an order requiring the Plaintiffs in a number of 

pending fore< ;)osure cases to tlle a co_py' of the executed Assignment 

dismissaL 

The Court's amended General Order No. 2006-16 requires Plaintiff 

(Deutsche Ba nk) to submit an affidavit along with the complaint, which identifies 

interest. 

Appar ·ently Deutsche bank submitted several affidavits that claim that -Deutsche wao; .• it> .far! .tht> .£>mtl!lr .nf .tilt-.nm>;tftqj' .rm~ .h!.tt .ruml" .nf.tht-Jil" .af.fw~it.l' 
• 

mention assignment or trust or successor interest 
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Thus. , the Judge ruled that in every instance, these submissions create a 

"conflict" and they "do not satisfY" the burden of demonstrating at the time of 

filing the cornplaint, that Deutsche Bank was in fact the "legal" note holder. 

Another case• specifically referencin§ Amerisuest mortgages and which applied 
4 

sanctions to ·the trial attorney and the national law firm is United States District 

Court, District of Massachusetts, I,n Re: Jacalyn S.Nosek, Debtor. Pierce & 

Xssociates had a link to that case on the home ,PI\li!e of its website. 

In Massachusetts, the Land Court Judge Keith Long also ruled against Plaintiffs 

oased on fla" Jed papqork -Also, a plaintiff class action law suit filed nnNnvemher 2{\ 2.0S\Rthai .ask.< 
• 

for the creatkm of a defendant class of all foreclosing lenders without proper 

assignments. Manson, et al v. GMAC Mortgage, LLC, et al, Suffolk Superior 

Court SUCV:lOOS-5164. The Complaint a.'l.~ert..~ .that GM~C, Dt"JJL~be.Ba.u~ .aw;l 
a 

diligence to the borrowers_ 

SUMMARY 

foreclose/sell this property, the Plaintiff and its legal counsel, Pierce & 

Associates, has violated the Illinois Financial Crimes Act with these court filings_ 
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' 
According to Section 2 619, both the foreclosure action and this Motion to -Dismiss are unenforceable under the provisions of the Statute of Frauds. 

established by the pleadings themselves, a section 2-619 motion not supported by 

affidavit is insufficient. According to Section 2 610, if the grounds do not appear 

on the face o:fthe pleading attacked the motion shall be supported by affidavit 

(See See Doe v. Montessori School qf Lake Fares(. 287 Ill. App. 3d 289 .. 295-96 

(1997). 

No su.ch affidavit was submitted by the Plaintiff with this Reply to the 

Motion for Quiet Title. 

In addition, according to Section 2-610, every allegation, except 

allegations ot ·damages, not explicitly denied is admitted. 

Affirmative I )efenses, and Counter-Complaint with extensive Exhibits that have 

been served o• n Plaintiff's law firm, Pierce & Associates, under Section I I 09 

Since Pierce & Associates failed to explicitly deny any of the 

Defendant/Cc•unter-Piaintiff allegations, every Exhibit submitted relative to the 

P.laintiff is ad•.mit.W. ------·-
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CONCLUSION 

For each of the very many reasons set forth above, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff respectfully requests the Court to Want the Motion for Quiet Title,~ 

well as to BI 1 Order admitting as evidence all Exhibits submitted under Section I 

109 certification on 11114/09. 

Defe·ndant/Counter-Piaintiff also requests that the Court refer Pierce & 

Associates I ,LC to the Illinois Attorney Registration & Rep;ulatory Commission 

of the Supreme Court (IARDC) under Rule 8.3 (a) A lawyer who knows that 

another lawyer has committed a violation ofRule 8.4(b) or Rule 8.4(c) shall 

inform the a1.11Propriate professional authority. 

Per Hule 8.4 it is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: 

(a) vii.olate or attempt to violate the Rules of Professional Conduct, 

knmviry,dy assist or induce another to do"~'\ nr do .«n1hr!ll.j¢J 1bP. NJ.< nf 

another. 

(b) commit a criminal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer's honesty, 

(c) engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or 

misre presentation. 
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Defe,ndant/Counter-Plaintiff also requests any other relief, such as 

-------------------~-------sanctions ag;ainst the Plaintiff and its legal counsel, Pierce & Associates, which 

the Court de ems proper under the circumstances. 

\~Wt ,o/lc;~~A-~ 
Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, I L 60564 
c 630-212-5 551 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS-REPLY TO RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR QUIET TITLE 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1: 

I. l jst of Exhibits- Reply to Response to Motion for Quiet Title 
2. I )efendant Certification- Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Reply to 

P·IaintitT/Counter-Defendant Response to Motion for Quiet Title 
3. C 'iti Residential letter indicating Plaintiff as current credit, 10/23/07 
4. C 'iti Residential Notice of Intent to Foreclose .. 12/02/08 
5. Tampabay.com/St. Petersburg Times article (3 pgs.) 
6. Certified Assignment from Town & Country Lending to JPMorgan Chase 

e:ffective 12/31/20081.1 Qf&l, 
7. V·lill County Assignment from Town & County Lending to Deutsche Bank 

1\. ational Trust Company effective 02/ll/09 (I pg.) 
8 I: .eut.'\Che Rank Natinual T m.<>t fnll\MDY ,nrn.'Ped.U$ indi.caJ.i.qy that the 

t-rust Closing Date was "on or about February 6, 2004" and that 
l'\meriquest Mortgage Company was the Seller and Master Servicer, while 
rown& Count\j Credit Co~n_ Wa'i the OriJli.nalnr (2 QltJL\ 

9. ScheduleD- Creditors Holding Secured Claims ( l pg.) 
10. B::ankruptcy Discharge of Debtor, May 5, 2009 (I pg.) 
J J. S.~.uat.ures/.Ey;hi.hit B .as fJ.le.O by P!t'ru& .4s.wc.\.ates !D eJII.ahl.is.b .we 

hrolder status, last page (I pg.) 
12. I :-mail to Denis Pierce of Pierce & Associates re: Taylor, Bean & 

\\lbitakm: Mls,;. liahl~ fill 6:'1JJJlJJ.l~. ilnr.JJmf'JJt. <:r.Wilm., Q7.1.19Wl l,'i 9Jb'i..\ 
13. R.ead Receipt from anelson (I pg.) 
14. Vv'ill County/Pierce & Associates Foreclosure Collection letter, 09/16/09 

(:Jpgs) 
15. Will County Summons, page I (I pg.) 
16. Will County Summons, page 3 (I pg.) 
17. wm CQl.UI!.'I C'mw;ll.~(t>.t tQ f<~~:ecl<lre ~g"'g~ ~4 n'>.} 
18. \Viii County Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title (2 pgs.) 
19. \\ 1ill County Order with briefing schedule tor Motion for Quiet Title, 

1 ,l,/2MD9{,1 pg) 
20. S·olar Pierce & Associates Response to Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title 

"'ith Notice of Filing (4 pgs.) 
21. W;lJ.~mt'j Vrotq,'llgt.IJi..o;,.7ihit, 9-.;nrJudit<l.·wth,J?,~tlft;;.'!Jitgt '• '1'•1ff5.) 
22. \\- ill County Assignment/Exhibit B included with Response (I pg.) 

I, !)efendant' s First Request for Production (3 pgs.) 
2. Pr<l<lf of S=i~. Er'b\. R~u f-;y; Pr%U<:~i\lm, \ 1114IQ9 ~ \ n.} 
3. A·1swer and Counter-Complaint, I 1/13/09 (20 pgs.) 
4. EJ.::hibit Categories (4 pgs.) 
5. D·~femlant CeltifJCation of .4nswer <UN} Counter-Complaint (I pg.) 
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IN Tl IE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

Defead:ut ' 
COVRTORDER 
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Dated: -----f-~.J_ ___ , 20 I 0 
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STATE OF ILLINOI!S 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN Tl ffi CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12m JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TR UST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET -BACKED p, ~SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFF£ RS A!KI A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEI 'FERS, IF ANY UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NO!' J RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDANT'S FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 

Company as Trustee in Trust for the Benefit of the Certificate Holders for Ameriquest Mortgage 

Securities Trust 2004 -R I, Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates, Series 2004-R I, to produce 

Defendnm 's Motionfc •r Quiet 1/tle, scheduled for January 28, 2010 at 9:30a.m. in Courtroom 

129, Will County Court Annex, 57 N. Ottawa, Joliet, Illinois, or at such place and time as the 

parties may hereafter ·'1!ff'.ft;. 
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I. The ' xiginal mortgage with handwritten signatures/initials h'l( Defendant aM. 

notar ized at the bottom of each page, 

2. The ·.xiginal Note with handwritten signatures on the back of the Note, 

3. The uriginal Motion to Modify the Automatic Sta'l( Order a~ '!liliro.ittlld h'l( Pi.~~ 

& As~;ociates/filed by the United States Bankruptcy Court on Aprill7, 2009 by 

Electronic Notice through ECF (see included Exhibits E-2009/04/I 7. I -.3C and 

E-20t)9/04/17.3D .. as Qreviousl'l( submitted wiili the O~N.'-. ~19><<tX w.d 

Count er -Complaint as recorded on November 13, 2009 under Section I 109 

certifi cation), 

4. The o rigjnal sale or a'l.~f'.nt <lnrJJJDf'.J.Jf.liiiw., ;ncJnwn.fb •hr.- wtt. ~ 'IF.iiifls'lm~t.'lt. 

date (h1M/DDNYYY) prior to this Trust's closing date of February 6, 2004, of 

this fvfortgage and Note by Town & Country Lending, Inc. to the Deutsche Bank 

National Trust ColllJ?llll'l a'S. TruW!e i.n TmW;. fuJ: tM. ~f..t. ~{ tm C~rt\fvo::at~ 

Holder s for Ameriquest Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass

Through Certificates, Series 2004-Rl, 

5. A copy of the ?QrtiQn of tM. P{0£1j\'W.\!."' ~\tt~i t\) tm ~'dntW. E-.-.,'rtaT~ge 

Commission for this Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-RI that verifies 

that th .is mortgage and note were included, and if so, 

6. A copy of tM. o;mrtm ~f tM. P~~\!."' t\w,t \'ni:...at~ wn:...b <.'tit~.:tp m 'Stafutica\ 

Mortga ge Loans this mortgage and note were included (e.g., Group I or Group II, 

Fixed-.-ate or Adjustable-rate) relied upon by the investors in this Trust 



Please see t~ te included Exhibits related to what documentation the Defendant has 

previously submitte< .1. to the Plaintiff and to the Court, with the exception of the Paid-off 

documentation for the 2005 sale of 417 Dawn Ave., Glen Ellyn, IL 60137, that was refinanced 

on the same night a·; 1305 Morningstar Ct... Na~Jerville.lL 60564. 

:.~t t;/o- .Y<ttlr l!fk• 
Lauren L. Schefferst J 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-565] 
LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com 

LIST OF DEFENDANT EXHlBITS INCLUDED 

I. Proof of Sen ·ice for Defendant's f<lrst Request for Production (I page) 

2. Answer and Counter-ComQlaint (28 Qa~sl 

3. Motion to M< >dify the Automatic Stay ( 5 pages) 

4. Excerpts from Plaintiff Trust E-DBTOI.-1 through E-DBT07J (30 pages) 

5. Portions of payoff Qackag,e received from AMC Mo~ Services on Janu~ 18., 2006 

related to the sale of 417 Dawn Ave., Glen Ellyn, IL 60137 (8 pages) 
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---···· 

CERTIOCAT£ OF SERVICE 

I, Condacc Mandel, a non-attorney, certify that! <:BUSed to be served true and correct 
copy of tbe ab<we Plaintifl7Counter-Defendent's Response to Defendant's Fillll Request for 
Production ol' Documents, along with the atulcbed docutnenl(s) refemd 10 therein, ur;><>n !he 
parties below, via First Class Unill:d S~ Mail, in a postage prepaid envelope deposited in the 
U.S. Mail Clu rte at l 0 S Wacker Drive, Suite 2300, Chicago, Illinois. awl"!' oYIRii!BI .Wi"IH3' 
by-t~. (}<j:; Februar)•26, 2010. at' 
Ms. Lauren I . S<:heffcrs 
1305 Me>mi~ Court 
Napc•ville. IL 60564 

CHtCA00\2!1:t~li_l 

ID'C.\MI • iO~W~'(!!l~l 

MJ·. Ric!o.ard Elshger & Mr. Mike Kcmoek 
Pierce It Associutes 
13-111 Floor 
One North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 
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IN THE ORCUIT COURT OF THE TWELPTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
~:!.!..!. £D!W:rY, JLJ.:w£»$ 

DEUTSCHL BANK NATIONAL TRUST I 
COMPA,'lY, AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR 
THE BENEl"TI Ul' TiiE CERTil'ICATE 
HOLDERS l'OR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE 
SEClJRI'J'tE:'> 1ll.UST 2004-RI, ASSET
llACKED P.; lSS-J:HJWllGIJ !'.E!l:r:ll'Jc.4IT5; 
SERlliS 200·4-Rl, 

Plaintiff. 

VS. 

LAURENS< :HEFFER.S A!K!A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFER:'), et al., I 

Dekndants. I 

c...., No.: 09 CH 3797 

eeL 

PLAIIIITJFF'S .IUi:SPONSE TO DEn:NDANT'S 
FIRST REQUEST Jt'OR PRODUCTION 

Plain jff, !Jo:utsche Bank National Trust Company as Tn>stcc in Trust fur the Benefit of 

tl>e Cenifica• c Holder.< tor Ameriquest Mortgage Securities TrUBI 2004-R l. Asse!-B~ Pass-

Through Ccr1ificatc•, Series 2004-RI ("Trustee") ~ to defendant'> fir3t requc.~ for 

inquiry, TfU!.a.ee's RC>ponses to Plaintifi's Document Production Requests are complete and 

e<>rroct as of the time of this Kesponse. In the <'Vent that Tru.•!ee ie1mlS that in """"' malf:rial 

respoct the iu. formation disclosed is inc<>mplere 01 incorrect and if the additional or CtJrre<:tive 



. ' 

:'-

'i ·. 

information h as not otherwise been marie known to the otber parties during the disoovery pruc-

or in writing, Tru;tee will SUfllllemenHhi3 Response .. requin:d Rule 214. 

2. TIU31ce expressly states that (a) it is not raising all objections to Scil•ffec's 

DQcumenl I'll oduction Re(jlle$lS that could be raised and (b) the failure to mise such oojections 

here is not in!lendcd to waive lhe millirw of such oljicctinns in.lhe.fil!urP. :r~~.=ns 

the right to 'raise m any hearing or trial in this rna!1Cr all ohjections (including relevance 

wimission rna. de. 

J. Trustee (]bjectg lO any dirc::ctiofl:i., definitions or instroctions· contained in 

Scheffeer's D·ocwncnt Production Requests th,tit seek to impose upon Trustee's obligatjons in 

excess of, or o!ifferent from. those required by th<: Illinois Sup~Wte Court Rules or lJil<kr lllinois 

law, including. any oh!igution to supplement answ.,., or any discovery orders entered by the 

Court. 

I . The original ntortgage with handwritten signatnres/inltials by Defend<ml and 
notarized at tht.> f>ottvm of each page, [sic) 

RESPONSE: Trustee objects to Request for Production Nwnber I on the grOWids that 

. Def.ooMtJc~ ,~-~n1~-Scheffers rscheffers.") al~r h"" an oriJ!jnal oftbe mo~"" With. ~pi <::£ 
·her ~"' amd mi!Dils m liD JlOS.'I"8Sttn that was provided 1o her at the closing, that a copy ts /\:~ 

•ltacbed .tr>Jhr .W...r.iruo.\"CC-'I'I'I)l\\o.i\\'.orE<>INI\' .-t, _.dhrr<IIT urigtinn'nron n*' wt'ol tile ~i)l' 

County R.eooni er of Ueeds. Subject to and wilhout waiving the foregoing objection,= PA~ 
>'UI\ev ·~tun 'it'ts '>earCJUng tor an original of the mortgage .and wiU product! it to Scheff= upon 
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2. The original Notcwilh handwritlellsignatureson the bock of the Note, [sic] 

RESP•ONSE: Trustee objects to Reqll\lSt for Production Nwnber 2 on tbe grOWl<!s that 

Scheffers already has an original of the note with ber signature in her possessio~ that was 

provided to he r ai the clo&ng, thor. a copy ill auacbed to the [(ltt(:lOS\Jre complaint as Exhibit B, 

ar.d that an. original is on file with the Will County Recorde< of Deeds. S"Ubje<:t to and v.ithout ~ 

W8iving the fo~egoing ob_iection, Truscce Sl.ale8 that it ill searching for an original of the note and 

3. The original Motion to MO<IUY the Automatic Stay Order a• submiUed by Pierce: 
& ASSO!:iates fited. 6y uie CJnitecf Slates .!tanKruptcy Coun on Apni' IT. ..alW oy C.'iectroniC 
Notice through ECF (see included Exhibits E-2009104/I7.l-.3C and E-2009/04117.3D, a.< 
previously su .:>mittcd "'i.th the Defendant's Answez and Coon.ter-Complaint as recorded on 
November 13. 2009 under Section I 109 certification).l_sict 

RESPONSE: Trustee states in response to Reque.t for Production Nwnber 3 that no 

* 

hand· written s ig.oatu.re. and that Scheffet"3 already hils the Motion to Modify the Aurumatic Slay ~ 

Order in her p< Jssossion as it is attached as an exhibit to ll<:r Requests for Production ani! that 'it ·~s 

a publicly avai iablc documcut tho! Sc.beffezs can obtain without making a ""luesllo Trustee. 

4. The onginal sale or assigmnent documcn1alion, including the sale or assignment 
<late (MM/DD rYYYYl prior to this Trust's cfosio& d2lle of Feb!111llY 6, 2004, of this ~lortgage 
an6~mc.-'oyl • Jwn & rL.om:tuyLenlUng. 'mc.lo·ine"'i.~),-sitomiJ)-rc»tJ.'Cumpxrty~ lTcdO:t:1r• 
Trust for tbe f<onelit of the Cenificate HolilciS for Amcdquest Mortpge Securities Trust 2004-
Rl, Asset-Bacii<ed Pa~ThroughCertiflCII!es. Series2004-RI, [sit:] 

RESP•<.ONSE: Trustee objects to Request for Production Number 4 011 the grounds lhllt ~ 
Schclfm alre~dy tta, a copy of the assigl11M1!1 in ber possemon as it i• mtached \0 th<: Res;>onse 

to Dcfcodant'•· Motion for Quiet Title and the original is publicly available at the Will County ffJf.Sl:. 
Recorder t>f Dt >:<Is. $ubj¢e! to and without waiving the toregoing objection, "frus'-"" ststes that it 
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1. 

i• =hing fi >r an original of !he assignment and will produce it to Scbetfers upon locating it. 

lnvestigmion cpntinues. 

5. A copy of the portion of the Prospectus submitted to the Securities Exchange 
Commission for this Ameriques! Mortgage Securities TIW( 2004-RI that verifies that this 
mortgage art<! no"' were included, and if so, [sic J 

RESl' ONSE: Trust= smtes in response to Request for Production Number 5 that the 

document Sehe!Iers requests is a publicly available document located on the Securities Exchange 

Commission·~~ website at 

bt!p://www.s=.gov!cgi·L~n/browse-edgar?company=am<'l'iqu.,;t&.matcll=&.CIK=&filenwn 

6. A copy of the portion of the Pm•-pectus that indicates which Group of Statistical 
Mortg•ge UJWlS Ill.:. mon'gage ana' no"' wm: lncJ'ual:<f (e.g., <1roup .. or uroup tl: rtxcaCrate or 
Adjustabk:-m: o} relied upon ey \be investors in this Trust. 

RF.8PQNSE: Trustee obje.:ts tQ Reque>1 for Production Number 6 "" in'Clevant because 

the portion of•·!h.: Prospectus requested has no relevance to the deims in dlis lawsuit and because 

http:i/www.se.o.gov/cgi-bin/browse-edgar?compuny~-..ru:riquest&match=&CIK••&filemun ~A 

=&Siale=&Co untry=&SIC=&owne.=excludc&find=Find+Ccmpanies&.actioll"'gdcompuny. 



Dellll!Cbe Banl:c Nati<ma! Trust ComplUly tiS Trustee 
'" rrusr rorl!le aenelil ortr.e Cerulicate flof<k.s 
for Ameriquest Mortgage Securities Trost 2004-R l, 

~:;eked Pass-Through Cc:rtificate.1, Series ,.l-\. 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE B, \NK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SE.C.URlTIES. TRJJST 2il04-Rl., 
ASSET-BACKl•O:D PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

.PL4JNTJFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCREFFERS A/KJA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; l JNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
o;r:: LAlN<E,"'' S.CHEFFERS, lF ANY: VJ\lX.'t\IDWN 
OWNERS ANI) NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) Case: 09CH3 797 
) 
) Judge Richard J. Siegel 
\ 
) 
) 
,) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
), 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS-AME.f\'DEI> 1>.4 TE 

To: By ordinary mail 
l?Wi.0R.~ ··.~JaniR!h, ~J.'j !tmk.<U& 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
I 0 Soutl1 Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 

Cah\..'Hgt-0·, }l 6f}6l;\5 

By ordinary mail 
Qp.ni& l?i,..r.<:~<., O:I."Vi llhmles. 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteentll Floor 
,1 .1\lbv:th .De.arh>.w 
Chicago, IL 60602 

of the Joliet Court House Annex, 57 N. Ottawa, Joliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned 

will present before tlle Honorable Judge Siegel, the Defendant Motion to Reconsider, 

Motion to Corr •. •ct the Order, and Motion to Compel Production .copies of whlcb are 

included hereto md served upon you. 



{'_"1M: ~\\'!>~"1 '¥Yo' w 'Uiiililfl~ 
Deutsche Bank Nati•onal Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

l'ROOl' Ol' SERl'lCE 

The undersigned certifies that true copies of the foregoing instruments, Defendant Notice of Motions
Amended Date, to be scTm'UfJUl' 

Patrick Stante n, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gos.s~tt PLLC 
I 0 South Wat~ker Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL •60606 

by placing a copy of same in an envelope with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0309 2880 0000 4444 8806, properly addressed with postage prepaid by regular mail, and 
depositing said envelQ}'l\?&'il.w.'.,\y,'..\:\2 St&t.~P&&?.l S...'\"l>w.'.%-.a'M\'i'.a' }';15[} nz ~vh\!0'., 
Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 6:45 p.m. this II th day of June, 2010 and to 

Denis Pierce, 'iY.Mil R'nooe1; 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Fl< lor 
l ~bnft &arloom 
Chicago, IL <60602 

'by placmg a copy Or :same ·m an envelope w1tn Dei1very 'Confumaimn Recei-pt 
0309 1140 0001 643!1 4382, properly addressed with postage prepaid by regular mail, and 
depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave., 
f<.faperviffe, f[, 6tJ540 prior to 6:45p.m. ttiis f r"" aay o(J'une, .Wl\1. 

My Commission Exprres: lb/ q l 1' l 

~.JAQt!w CL~ff: '-
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
.~n·.;).le, l:L .91)564 
c 6~-212-5651 
~ rt. dote 

. ·······························-: : ·oFFICIAL SEAL" : 
: KATHY ESPOSITO : 
: NOTARY PUBLIC. STATE OF ILLINOIS : 
!. ~X ~IS.'ilm&.EXPIRES 10/0912011 t : .•.•..•.................•.......... 



DEFE:-< DA"'T CERTIFICATION- MOTION TO COVIPF:L 

Under penalties as provided bv law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (73:' ILCS 5!1 I 09/ti·om Ch. 110. par I I 09). the undersigned cenities 

that the statements set tanh in. and the e~hibits submitted with. this instrument 

are true and cc •rrect, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and 

belief and as tc ' such matters the undersigned certitles as aforesaid that Defendant 

verily believes the same to be true. 
L. L/, · 

' -v 1 1 -/ Lu' L Ji, c ,/_diicf /./(, 
Lauren L Scheffers (, ( 
1305 !\1orningstar CL 

Naperville. iL 6056-f 
c 630-212-5651 

)r' ·· c 2 ..JCLL ____ _ 
Date/ 

.0 ' 

Sworn to and ;ubscribed before me this the 
IA<jJ 
v; ·'ctayofJune. 2010. 

My Commissi< )n E~pires ., • 

\,-,, ~ i·~ . I ; .~- .. C--' 
~-----__l._-~- -~ ___ __:__ ____ , 

' >')'>~ -,.,_,,,,;,~ 
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\.:ase 09CH3797. F' ied 08/2612009 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
>V1LL COUNTi - JOUE1", 1LUNL!l'& 

DEUTSCHE BANK. NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS fRUSTE£ 11'f 1 RUSI RJR fH£ B£lV&ITOf' 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-R1, 
AS~'ET-BACKED T' ASS-Tf!RUUGTI CEK!Tf"!CATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFF!ERS A!KJA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS: UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHf iFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND Nl )N RECORD CLAIMANTS: 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
j 
) Judge Richard J. Siegel 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDANT MOTION TO COMPEL PRODUCTION 

I, Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant Pro Se, move the court for the entry of an Order 

ifirecfmg Plamfdt to produce to Defendant fhe documents described ·m fhe Delendanf s 

First Request for Pre >duction ("Request") of 12/24/09 (see enclosed Exhibit 2). 

As discussecH at the 05113/10 hearing, the Plaintiff through its attorneys stated that 

it had neither the ori ~ina! mortgage nor the original note and ''investigation continues·· to 

locate them (see enc osed Exhibit 3). 

Per its own ~leading, the Plaintiffs Response to Defendant Scheffcrs' Motion to 

Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage For Lack of Legal Standing (see enclosed 

Exhibit 4, pg. 8). "SJ:1e further claims that the Trustee committed a fraud upon the court 

by filing a foreclost>.re complaint without having possession of the original mortgage, 

note, or assignment.· ' 

Page I 
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Case 09CH3 797, Fi ,w 08/26!'2.909 

The Defendant questions how the allegations required by the Illinois Mortgage 

Foreclosure Act tha1: require "true and correct copies" have been met, without holding the 

on"ginaf mortgage o r on"ginaf note at ail. Ail four servicing companies since Deo..'"eiiiaer<Jf 

2003 should have photocopies of the Defendant's complete file. 

The Defend<mt also questions how Defendant has been given copies of two totally 

different versions of the mortgage, one submitted as Exfiibit A oftfie Compfaint to 

Foreclose Mortgag<' (see enclosed Exhibit 6) vs. one mailed to the Defendant from 

American Home M< lrtgage Servicing, Inc., 02/01/10 ("AHMSI") (see enclosed Exhibit 

7). The Defendant questions how many other versions ofthe mortgage fiave been 

created. 

If the Plaintiff is unable to produce the original mortgage and the original note. 

the Plaintiff has viclated the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law. The copy of the original 

mortgage included as Exhibit A in the Foreclosure Complaint is not a "true and correct 

copy" of the mortgage, because the mortgage does not have "Original" stamped on it (see 

enclosed Exhibit 6) ... as the note included as Exhibit B in the Foreclosure Complaint does 

(see enclosed Exhibit 8). 

Per the Illim lis Mortgage Foreclosure Law, the Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage 

also alleges that tht "'on the date indicated the obligor of the indebtedness or other 

obligations secure<-' by the mortgage was justly indebted in the amount of the indicated 

original indebtedne:'s to the original mortgagee or payee of the mortgage note". 

Yet on the December 18, 2003 date specified in the Foreclosure Complaint (see 

enclosed Exhibit 9, pg. 2) , the obligor was not justly indebted for any amount. See the 

correct December 3 I, 2003 date as submitted on 04/17/09 to the United States 

Page 2 
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Case 09CH3797, F'u'cd 08/26/2{){)9 

Bankruptcy Court 1 see enclosed Exhibit I 0) that was correctly based on the Settlement 

Date of I 2/31/03 (sc:e enclosed Exhibit II). 

As stated in tl'le Comp!'alnr ro Forec!'ose t~forrgage (see enc!'osed Exinm(-9, pg. 2), 

the "Capacity in w ~ich Plaintiff brings this suit: Plaintiff is the trustee for the holder of 

the Mortgar;e and l\ 'ote ". Yet, it would appear from the alleged Assignment fabricated 

by the former servi""er, Cltr Resi"dentfaf Lendt'ng (see enclosed Exliif>tl flj tfiat tfie rrust 

itself is the owner 0 fthe mortgage and note, not the holder of the mortgage and note. 

The Defend' mt questions how a land trust can own the mortgage and note, when 

the Complaint to f~Jreclose Mortgage states tliat tlie trustee Is not even tfie fiofder oftfie 

Mortgage and Not< . 

The Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law specifies the Form of Complaint at 

(735 ILCS 5/15-I 5• )4, Pleadings and Service) (holding added): 

(a) Form of Complaint. A foreclosure complaint may be in substantially the 
folio· .vingjorm: 
(1) Plaintijjfiles this complaint /0 foreclose the mortgar;e (or or her 
conv.?yance in the nature of a mortr;age) (hereinafter called "mortgage") 
here inafier described and joins rhe foiTowing person as dejimdants: (here 
inse ·t names of all defendants). 
(2) Attached as Exhibit "A" is a copy of the mortgage and as 
Exhibit "B" is a copy of the note secured thereby. 

(N) Capacity in which plaintiff brings this foreclosure (here 
indicate whether plaintiffis the legal holder of the indebtedness. a 

pledgee, an agent, the trustee under a trust deed or otherwise, as 
appropriate) 

(b) Req1 tired Information 
(c) Aile~ ations. The statements contained in a complaint in the form set 
forth in sub ;ection (a) of Section 15-1504 are deemed and construed to 
include aile: :ations as follows: 

{1) on the date indicated the obligor of the indebtedness or other 
obligations secured by the mortgage was justly indebted in the 
amo unt of the indicated original indebtedness to the original 
mot1cgagee or payee of the mortgage note; 
(2) that the exhibits attached are true and correct copies of the 
mol1e~gage and note and are incorporated and made a part of the 
com plaint by express reference; 

Page 3 
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Case 09CH3797. r ,;led 08/26/2009 

(3) that the mortgagor was at the date indicated an owner of the 
·,me·re•'t 'mim:·rell• dr.tre b~-crhreU'mirn: L"lfiiiJI'nim'l:mbirnn m u'i 
tha1 date made, executed and delivered the mortgage as security for 
the note or other obligations; 
( 4 '.• mat m<: mortgage wa!> recurtied 1rr me courny 1rr wlndr me 

me rtgaged real estate is located. on the date indicated. in the book and 
page or as the document number indicated: 

If the Coun. does not require verification of the mortgage. the note. and any 

assignment/Chain of n·n·e of ownersJ\Ip. partlcu!'an'y wl!en tile Pt'alnrlti"ilas oeen 

challenged by the Defendant to do so (and as the Florida Supreme Court has recently 

implemented in Fl< >rida). could Santa foreclose on the property. simply by recording a 

different fabricated assignment wltfi tfie WYff County Reconier (see enciose<i f:xfil61t 5.F 

WHEREFORE. DEFENDANT REQUESTS: 

Defendant l1ereby requests that this court enter an Order directing Plaintiff to 

produce the docurroents requested by the Defendant in Defendant's First Request tor 

Production. If the Plaintiff is unable to produce the original mortgage and the original 

note. the Plaintiff h as submitted no legally admissible evidence of any kind that 

Defendant's mort!·.age and note were ever part of the Ameriques! Mortgage Securities 

Trust 2004-Rl, A> set-Backed Pass-Through Certificates. Series 2004-Rl. 

If that is the case. the Defendant requests such other and further relief to which 

Defendant may be justly entitled to under the circumstances. including sanctions. for 

having to defend a frivolous lawsuit. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Lauren L. Schetfers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

Page 4 
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Case 09CH3797. \ ;,;,\:w !XJ,Qb,i:JW9 

l. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Defendant ·s First Request for Production. 12/24/09 (3 pgs.) 

Plaintitrs Hesponse and Objections to Scheffers' Request for Production (6 pgs.) 

Plaintiffs 't<esponse ro Oefena'anr Scne«ers · Mo(t.on ro t'JYsmiss Compr'arilc m 

Foreclose vlortgage For Lack of Legal Standing. pg. I. pg. 8 (2 pgs.) 

5. "Santa"" ass ignment (I pg.) 

6. Copy of pg. i of tile mortgage as su6minea' as fxth6r"t A wrh't tne Compt'aint to 

Foreclose Vlortgage. 08/26/09 (I pg.) 

7. Copy of pg . I of the mortgage as mailed to the Defendant from American Home 

Mortgage ~c;ervlcing. fnc .. (Jl!U f ITU ('"AHMSf} ( f pg.) 

8. Copy of pg. I of the note as submitted as Exhibit B with the Complaint to 

Foreclose Hortgage, 08/26/09 (I pg.) 

9. Copy of P!~S. l-2 of the Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage (2 pgs.) 

10. Copy ofpgs. 1-2 of Motion to ModifY the Automatic Stay as filed with the United 

States Bam ruptcy Court on 04117/09 in Defendant's Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case 

09-02917 r 2 pgs.) 

II. Copy of Settlement dated 12/31/03 (I pg.) 

12. Copy of the alleged Assignment dated 01/15/2009 from Town and Country Credit 

Corp. to D ~utsche Bank National Trust Company. as Trustee for. Ameriques! 

Mortgage Securities Inc. Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates. Series 2004-

R I. under tl re Pooling and Servicing Agreement Dated February I. 2004. (I pg.) 

Page 5 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS) 
)SS 

COUNTY OF WILL ) 

IN TH E CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWE WILL COUNTY LFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
. ,ILLINOIS 

u.uck(L:: B, u~ {L 1,1( It(' 
Plaint,iff 

cAsE No: ('7 (~ )/ 3 ]r( '[ 
' 

~·. ___ \_·' _-__ ,_, ~ IV 

("""' 

Entered: '".~ ----:falig\r:r. ~---

0 ' Pink- Defendant 17 D Revised (06106 
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CHICAG0\2893993.1 
IOIARJ - I 0524010028 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Candace Mandeil, a non-attorney, certifY that I caused to be served true and correct 
copy of the above Defend ant Deutsche Bank Trustee's Motion to Dismiss along with the 
attached document(s) refecrred to therein, upon the parties below, via First Class United States 
Mail, in a postage prepaid envelope deposited in the U.S. Mail Chute at I 0 S Wacker Drive, 
Suite 2300, Chicago, 1llin< >is, this March 16,2010. 

Ms. Lauren L Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Court 
Naperville, IL 60564 

Mr. Richard Elsliger & Mr. Mike Kemock 
Pierce & Associates 
13th Floor 
One North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 

~ 
Candace Mandel 
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IN THE C IRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET:. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST ) 
COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR ) 
BENEFIT OF THE CEI HIFICATE HOLDERS ) 
FOR AMERJQUEST M .ORTGAGE SECURITIES ) 

..-=tRUST 2004-RJ, ASSI ~T-BACKED PASS- ) 
f'~HROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2004-RI ) 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

LAUREN L. SCHEFFERS, NK/A LAUREN 
LEE SCHEFFERS; UN KNOWN HEIRS AND 
LEGATEES OF LAUREN L. SCHEFFERS, 
'il' 1\Wf; 'U){(K:NtfWN GWNcR"S AND 
NON-RECORD CLATh 1ANTS, 

Detima\mrs. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
J 

-~ 

Case No. 09 CH 3797 

Judge Siegel ~ 

PLAINTIFF/COUNTER-DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS AFFIRMATIVE 
DEFENSES AND COUNTER-COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO 

735 ILCS SECTION 2-619.1 

Piaintifti'Counter-Defendant, Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee in t 

Trust for Benefit of tile Certificate Holders for Ameria)lest Mmill:j'lzy Securities. '[~4.-R0 
Asset-Backed Pass-throt gh Certificates, Serfes 2004-Rl ("Trustee"), by its attorneys, pursuant to 

735 ILCS Section 2-619.1, moves this Court to dismiss with prejudice the Affirmative Defenses 

and Counter-Complaint {"Claims'') filed by Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Lauren L. Scheffers 

("Scheffers") and submit ; the attached Memorandum in support thereof. 

For the reasons stated in the attached Memorandum, the Trustee prays that this Court 

and grant such further relief as the Court deems appropriate. 
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Amy R. Jonker (ARDC i¥6283174) 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
10 S. Wacker Drive-Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 60606 
Phone: (312) 876-1700 
Fax: (312) 876-1155 

Respectfully Submitted, 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR 
BENEFIT OF THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS 
FOR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE 
SECURITIES TRUST 2004-R3, ASSET
BACKED PASS THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

l 
! 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Candace J.\/ao.i.."\1, a J.?OI.?-Tit.~'WeJ~ o:,.:rt.lf}' t..la?t J ~.&! W .re senre.O m.v: .aYJ.d £J)._f7i!Ct 

copy of the above PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO DISMISS, along with the attached document(s) 
referred to therein .. upon the parties below, via First Class United States Mail, in a postage 
prepaid envelope a~~\~ the U,~. Mti~ CW~:at.lQ S W~ Drive, Suite 2100, Chica.<y:>, 
Illinois, this March 16, 2010. 

Ms. Lauren L. Sch.effers 
1305 Momgingsta~ Court 
Naperville, IL 605M 

CHICAG0\2894152.1 
IOWU- 10524010028 

Mr. Richard Elsliger & Mr. Mike Kemock 
Pierce & Associates 
l1 th Fl<Y.l.t 
One North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Candace Mandel 
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IN THE •CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY -JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST ) 
COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR ) 
BENEFIT OF THE CERTIFICATE. HOLOE8Ji \ 

-Ji~Jli/..lllilfl!'!l~"ijS-T. Y!ORTGAGE SECURITIES ) 
TRUST 2004-R AS~·:E1'-BACKED PASS- ) 
THROUG TIFI ::A TES, SERIES 2004-RI ) 

~ ) 
, Plaintiff, ) 

VS. 

LAUREN L. SCHEFF'ERS, AIK/A LAUREN 
LEE SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND 
LEGATEES OF LAU REN L. SClffiFFERS, 
IF ANY; UNKNOWN OWNERS AND 
NON-RECORD CLAEMANTS, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 09 CH 3797 

Judge Siegel 

MEMORANDUM Ji'i SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF/COUNTER-DEFENDANT'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES AND 

t.'UtJ\<1 JI'ER-Ct)Ml"LAlNll"IJRSlJANT TO '73!1 ll..CS § 2-61~.1 

In further supp•Drt of its Motion to Dismiss, the Trustee1 submits that this Court should 

dismiss defendant/counter-plaintiff Lauren Scheffers' ("Scheffers") Affirmative Defenses and 

First, there are affirmative matters that defeat Scheffers' claims. Scheffers initiated IJd.. 
""' Chapter 7 Bankruptcy proceedings in January 2009, and not ~(lalose any of these 

claims or defenses .. bu·: ~she filed a Statement of Intent durinll, ~~~\lresentinll, !!~~C • 
she would surrender the property that is the subject of this foreclosure action. As such, each of 

fO ~rrt G!S t66U11Jf(, 
1 Plaintiff7Count· !r-Defendant Deutsche Bank National Trust Com 

Benefit Of The Certific..• te Holders For Ameriques! Mortgage Securiti 
Pass Through Certificate<· , Series 2004-R I ("Trustee"). 



• Scheffers' Claims an~ barred by judicial estoppel and should be dismissed pursuant to 735 ILCS 

5/2-619f~\(~). See C annnn-Slt>kPs ll P.NJR.r, 453 F.3JJ 4~. 44$ (7!~ c.-... 21)[16). 

Second, all ol "Scheffurs' Claims, including but not limited to Affirmative Defenses II, 

12, 21, and 22 to the • :xtent that they purport to allege violations of RESPA and TILA, are barred 

by the statue of limiu tions for bringing these actions, and must be dismissed pursuant to Section 

2-619(a)(5) of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure. ~ _.,.., 1,/4 ) C/JC,S. 
Third, all ofS cheffers' Claims, incl~ding but not lil:Mt~at~ies~I. I2, 

' 
21, and 22 to the exte nt that they purport to allege violations 9f RESPA and TILA, are barred by 

prohibition against a> ;signee liability, and must be dismissed pursuant to Section 2-619(a)(9) of -
·tne 1'limots Coile o1 C"rvit1'roceaure. 

Fourth, all of~ ·>cheffers' Claims, including but not limited to Affirmative Defenses I -IO, 

to the extent that the) • attack the Trustee's standing, are insufficient at law pursuant to Section 2-

\JC,~ 
Fifth, all of Scbeffers' Claims, including but not limited to Affirmative Defenses I I, 17, 

23, 24, 25, and 26, to the extent that they purport to allege fraud, are insufficient at law because 

they fail to set forth fcacts which would SUQQorta fmdin~toffraud QUfSUant to Section 2-615(11} 

Sixth,ali of Sclbeffers' Claims, including but not limited to Affirmative Defenses 4, 5, 6, 

7, 8, 9, 10, II, 16, which cite to provisions of the Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl 

(the "Trust"), arc insufficient at law because Scbeffers is not the bolder of the Trust certificates, 

and therefore has nos tanding to enforce the provisions of the Trust pursuant to Section 2-615(a) 

of the Illinois Code ofCi.viT Procedure. Moreover, these Claims don't point ti~tio;;, r'f ? 
events. 
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• Seventh, all of Scheffers' Claims, including but not limited to Affirmative Defenses 24, 

insufficient at law bee ause such other entities are not parties to this litigation pursuant to Section 

2-615(a) of the lllinoi~; Code of Civil Procedure. 

APPLICABLE STANDARDS 

A. Motion to Dismiss Under 7351LCS 5/2-6l9(a)(9) . 
In pertinent pa~ i, 735ILCS 5/2-619(a)(9) provides that: ·:0efen\4mt may,within the time 

for pleading, file a mo1 tion for dismisslll of the action or for other appropriate relief' upon the 
• 

grounds that "the clair n asserted against defendant is barred by other affirmative matter avoiding 

tne'tegat effect ol or a• .!teating the c1aim.'' The general standard of review tor motions brought 

under Section 2-619(a,)(9) are the same as those brought under Section 2-615(a). Section 2-

619(a)(9) of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure mandates the dismissal of a claim where the 

claim. 735 ILCS 5/2-f. ·19(a)(9); Klein v. DeVries, 309111. App. 3d 271, 273, 722 N.E.2d 784, 

788 (2d Dist. 1999). ' 'Affirmative matter" encompasses any defense other than a negation of the 

essential.~ cd the cause nf action.. IIi. "The le<yll snfficienc~ of a corm;~laint will not 

preclude dismissal under Section 2-619 where an affirmative matter such as the expiration of a 

statute oflimitation defeats the cause of action." Ball v. County of Cook, 385 Ill. App. 3d I 03, 

107,896 N.E.2d 334, 339 (1st Dist. 2008). 

B. Motion to dismiss under 735 ILCS 5/2-615 

Section 2-615 ,governs motions to dismiss with respect to pleadings. A motion to dismiss 

pursuant§ 2-615 attacks the legal sufficiency of a complaint and the court's inquiry is limited to 

whether the allegation'·' of the complaint, when viewed in the light most favorable to the plaintiff, 

are sufficient ro stare m cause ofacrion upon wiucr't ret'iefcan i>e granrea: Koplffl v. Kamenstly dl 
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• Rubenstein, 354 IlL App. 3d 930, 933, 821 N.E.2d 719 (1st Dist. 2004). "The motion shall point 

the action be dismissed .... " !d. § 2-615(a). 

In reviewing a :notion to dismiss brought pursuant to§ 2-615, all well-pled facts are 

taken as true for pwposes of the motion. Indeck North American Power Fwui v. Norweb, 316 

IlL App. 3d 416, 430-31, 735 N.E.2d 649 (1st Dist. 2000). Conclusions oflaw and conclusory 

factual ajlesations unSJupported by specific facts are not sufficient to establish a viable ca~ of 
JZ <tl4 

action. Small v. Sussman, 306 IlL App. 3d 639, 642, 713 N.E.2d 1216, 239 Ill. Dec. 366 (1st -Dist. 1999). 

BACKGROUND 

For pwposes ofrllis motion to disnliss only, the Trustee relies upon the fullowing facts: 

Scheffers enter·ed into a mortgage loan with Town & Country Credit Corporation on 

by Scheffers' property located at 1305 Morningstar Court, Naperville, Illinois. See Exhibit B to 

Foreclosure Complaint .. Scheffers apparently resides in this property. See Scheffers' Bankruptcy 

Petitioll8nd Sclmiules., attacbed.:u Exh.ilili. 1. t::'P<:tiJm'\, W. 'lil wd 11.2 Sr.bt".£rer.v.eased 

making her monthly mortgage payments in November 2008. See Foreclosure Complaint, "J5(1). 

Scheffers filed ·.for Bankruptcy pursuant to Chapter 7 on January 30, 2009. See Ex. 1. 

bankruptcy schedules c ontain 

to the listed claim. See Ex. I, p. 20. Tellingly, though Scheffers checked the box marked 

2 The Court may take judicial notice of public documents such as court records when considering 
a motion to dismiss. See People v. Grau, 263 Ill. App. 3d 874, 876, 636 N.E.2d 1085, 1086 (2d Dist. 
1994). 
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• 'unliquidatedn in am·~)unt, she did not check the box tp jpdjcate that thy clajm was "disouted" in ,. 

indicating she would surrender the mort~R at issue here, giving no intention of the 
10 ~ 46!r •• j ~- ~t) 

claims she now wishe: s to b~h, if d, wou!d.n'\1!111\tave belonged to her bankruptcy •-
. ~ 

estate. See Ex. I, p. 3- l. American Home Servicing6c. {" AHMSI'), the servicer on fut,Joao, fJI Jtf \)-
sought and obtained an order,lS-thf'il!~~y. See Order dated April24, 2009, attached . 

as Exhibit 2. Scheffel ·s received a discharge pursuant to Chapter 7 on May 5, 2009. See Order 

"""' Mey 3, 2009," """"M &hihi< 3. Tire ...... ., T-c-• 7~"tt/tJifq; 
alleged causes of acti··On and defenses to enforcement of the claim, agree to the closing o e II4A ~ 
'oatilcruptcy case, w!Uc:h occUITeil on May 8, 2009. See Docket of Bankruptcy Case, entry no. 34 ( 

attached asExhibit4. The Trus~~71~otrra:t&?ii~ 
Foreclosure Complair •t. Rather than surrend~roperty, Scheffers filed her Answer and 

. 0 
<:--umld:l~·urupnmr.·<11>.NtM:m'oer B, 2~. See hnswer ana Counl:ercCo.iiiplai'!lL 

Scheffers purp <Jrts to assert counterclaims and defenses based on, inter alia: (1) the 

Trustee's purported Ja,ck of standing to bring the foreclosure action; (2) alleged violation of 

(4) various types of fraud; and (5) asserted violations regarding the servicing of the loan which 

are apparently directed against entities other than the Trustee. 

ARGUMENT 

I. Scbeffers' C.ladms Should Be Dismissed Under 735 ILCS S/2-619. 

A. Affirm atives Defenses l-26 Are Barred Under 2-619(a)(9) For Failure To 
Disclos e Claims During Bankruptcy. 

'.'ndrei ~ •. ~A 'J. tli 'lut: 'Owhrruf1tt:y 'Coin:, lilt o'i a aedtor s propeny, 'mdu&ng 'tegat 

claims, become part of" the bankruptcy estate at the time the petition is filed. 11 U.S.C. 
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~ 541(a)(l). Scheffers failed todisclose during her b~ptcy any of the daims or defenses she ,~ 
seeks to assert here an•_ l is now judicially e.~.fmw PM~ tAr ~l-ti.?g t.~cl&.= a.-~ 
defenses. Canpon-Sr<rkes v. Potier, 453 F.3d 446,448 (7th Cir. 2006) (former debtor who failed .., ( ~.., 

to disclose legal claim during bankruptcy was estopped from asserting claims after receiving ~ 

discharge). See also LJaiky v. Smith, 292 Ill. 1\P.P- 3d 22,. 24-25, 684 N..E.2d 9.9J, 99J (lsJ .Dis.!. 

1997) (debtor lacked standing and was judicially estopped from bringing lawsuit to recover on 

undisclosed pre-petitio 1 claim). "Judicial estoppel prevents a party from asserting inconsistent 

positions before courts in separate proceedings in the hope of receiving favorablejud_gments in 

each P{Oceeding. At iu-; heart, this doctrine prevents chameleonic litigants from 'shifting 

, poslfions to sUit ihe exi" gencies of the moment"' Dailey, 292 Ill. App. 3d at 27 (internal citations 

- omitted). 

Even worse than the plaintiff in Cannon-Stokes, Scheffers not only failed to disclose her 

parputn:o cniuns "mini~ case, ~ne actwi!Jy nJcil a "S'Tin~{l speeificai!fi1esenting to 

theBankruptcyCourtti,latshewouldsl~e~property. e x. ~Th~ 
AHMSI filed a motion seeking to lift the bankrup1!iY stay so that it could commence foreclosure. wl ~ 

~>~"':!;:~. OLM,~. 
On April24, 2009, the J~;m~'j C.~ Cl;'"$ mtlli.tmMl ;;;:;-iJG. ~ 1(. 

- modifYing the stay and allowing the Trustee to proceed wi~reclosure. See Ex. 2. The ll}) 
case was closed shortly thereafter. See Ex. 3. ~ .... 

action was filed, Scheffers may not now seek to retain that property. See Blesek v. Soo Line 

Railroad Co., 440 F.3d 410, 412 (-tf> Cir. 2006)("adebtor who receives a discharge (and thus a 

personal fmancial bene tit) by representing that she has no valuable choses in action cannot tum. 

around after the bankruptcy ends and recover on a supposedly non-existent claim"). 
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.Eac'h of Scheffers' purported claims and defenses should be dismissed by this Court due 

to hir fail11re to discl~J~ .R.\O'R c.ll\\'11\f .W.7ng 0.:.• ~J' .awl.\~ .~V:;.IN ef.~· .~~ma~i6\~ U; 

the Bankruptcy Couc .. ~c. 
' 

B. Affinn..ative Defenses ll, 12, 21, and 22 Are Time-Barred Under 2-
619(a)t(5). 

Each ofScheffers' allegations under TILA and RESPA in connection with the making of 

her loan-which she <lbtained in 2003--are barred by wqute oflimiV> SJ:;IIfiJ) 
15 U.S.C. 1640(e). Specifically, Scbeffers alleges that the Trustee vio TILA luu~by: (I) 
failing to mail the packl.ge ofloan documents within three days of taking the mortgage application 

(Affirmative Defenses 21 and 22), (2) allegedly engaging in a "bait and switch" in connection 

with a mortgage she smbsequently rescinded (Affirmative Defenses 21 and 22), (3) failing to 

disclose whether yield spread premiums were paid (Affirmative Defense 12), and (4) additional 

unspecified violations (Affirmative Defense II). Scheffers may be attempting to plead violations of 

TILA and RESP A in otlher of the Affirmative Defenses and, to the extent she is, this argument addresses 

ali aiTegallims regardihg: ITLA ancf~"FA. 

Pursuant to Sec·tion 1640(e) ofTILA, actions brought under TlLA must 'i:J.~~ or:. 3 f~ 
yearfromthedateoftheoccurrenceoftheviolation." 15 U.S.C. § 1640(e). Likewise, ac aimgACJD " 
wrub-.tkaabol!:ngeu'p~r .toWT afRESPA M=iw•'w' <>:<llre-J<M.Y"Jimilmi>l'llf ~· .'2 US.Cr;!!!i 

Here, the trnnsaction Sc · heffers complains of occurred in 2003 in connection with the origination of the 

loan. As such, more thana year has passed and all ofPlaintiff's TILAandRESPAclaims are barred. t.auA4-
c. .~~l~J.1,.2).JBUJJ2.F.aiJJD.stJJJJ,.a Oaim.fur A~ 

UabilityUnder2-619(a)(9). 

Each ofScheffe ,rs' all~ons under T!LA and RESP A in connection with the origination of her 

loan fail to state a claim against the Trustee as assignee because there is no assignee liability for alleged 
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1A and RESPA viol ations that are not "apparent on the face" of the doclli!1ents assigned See 15 

fullows: • 

Except as othez wise specifically provided in this subchapter, any civil action fur a 
violation of thi'.; subchapter or proceeding under Section 1607 of this title which may be 
brought against: .a >=litnr .may he maintainfrl.ljgainst.any a<t~ ill.<;licb mrlitnr tmly jf 
the violation fi»r which such action or proceeding is brought is apparent on the face of the 
disclosure stali!ment, except where the assignment was involunt!Uy. 

See 15 U.S.C. § 1641 (a ). Congress expressed the pmpose of this subsection as narrowing "considerably 

the potential scope ofa1c;signee liability," to "make compliance easier for creditors" and to limit civil 

liability for statutory penalties for only significant violations." Ramadan v. Chctre Manhattan Corp., 229 

F.3d 194,200 (2000), c.iting S. Rep. No. 96-73 (1979), reprinted in 1980 U.S. C. C. A. N. 10,236, 

10,281. Beginning in I 998, an unbroken line of U.S. Court of Appeals and district court decisions has 

recognized that assignees are liable for the 11LA disclosure violations of the creditors who originated the 

credit transactions only where the vio1ations are ~apparent on the face~ of the documents asswnsit. See, 

ie., Balderos v. City Chevrolet, Buick & Geo, Inc., 214 F.3d 849, 853 ~ Cir. 2000). Here, the Trustee 

as plaintiff is not the ori gina! creditor and, thus, has no liability fur the TlLA and RESPA violations 

claim. 

II. Schcffers' Claims Should Be Dismissed Under 735 ILCS 5/2-615. 

k.. ~~\k'A......,.l,.-\Q.,t,_.l,.lfi., U,,-.41,.'} iWJ.ta.~ ... Oaim..lk>!,u~ 
the TJ·-ustee's Purported Lack of Standing. 

Scheffers allc<£_!e8 in Affirmative Defenses 1-IQ, 14-16. 18. and 19 that the Trustee has 

failed to establish that: it has standing as the real party in interest. However, a recent decision 

makes clear that, under Illinois law, a plaintiff in a foreclosure action does not need to allege 

fuels to establish standing. US. Bank NA. v. Sauer, 392 Ill. App. 3d 942, 946, 913 N.E2d 70, 
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• • 

,3 (2d Dist. 2009). lin Sauer, the assignee of a defendants' mortgage loan brought an action for 

foreclosure. !d at 9L45. The tr.ial row:t ,g.TJ31lJ:NJ )~.nt &If .fi:~.r .. .-.~ru:J.w ~ t);:.c- .%\.r.r-91110.'3' 

appealed, arguing, imter alia, that U.S. Bank failed to establish it had standing. Id at 946. The 

appellate court rejected this argument, stating: "Under Illinois law, a plaintiff need not allege 

· facts establishing startding. Rather, it is defendant's burden to plead and prove lack of standjng " 

Id (internal citations: omitted). t.eut. 0 , .. , ~Q Ufll.. 
' 

Moreover, th•~ Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Statute does not require a plaintiff to allege 

, any facts regarding how it became the legal holder of defendant's mortgage or attach a copy of 

the assignment to the: foreclosure complaint. See 735 ILCS 5/515-1504. See also Klehm v. 

Grecian C/uilet, LtiJ., 164 fll. App. 3d 610,618,518 N.E.2d 187 (4th Dist. 1987)(foreclosure 

plaintiff need not plead how it acquired title to loan). Illinois courts have also recognized that ;4,Ji 
plaintiff's possessiont of the note and mortgage constitutes prima facie evidence of its ownership ...... .,... 

written assignment). 

Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing, filed with the Court on or about March 3, 2010. 

Those arguments onl:·f serve to ~~rpre that her challenges utterly lack merit. The Mortgage 

and Not;e,fJ:!l!~cfZ:t. See Exs. A and B to Foreclosure Complaint. Though 

Scheffers attempts to make much of the fact that they are not the originals, she has not pointed to ..._.,. 

any requirement that -originals be attached, or even possessed by the Trustee. The initial uc.c. 
mortgage holder is "Town and Country Credit Corp." and the mortgage was recorded at the Will 

County Recorder of C>eeds. See Ex. A to Foreclosure Complaint. Subsequently, Town and 
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~~«:, 
.,_, b'"r 1"5 Jf6(..h«,. 

.:ountry Credit Corp. , by its attorney in fact, assignLrtgage and note to the Trustee, 

which brought the action to foreclose. The Assil:::ent of Mortgage/Deed was recorded on t SJ~ 
.(Le.l§p .. 

March 18, 2009. See Ex. D to the Answer and Counter-complaint This is a perfectly ~ ., 

:;:s~ 
straightforward situaKion. To the extent the Trustee is required to establish standing, these 

documents do so.U~AI(.... .. '0.,-,M."J ._,,.., NA'=f 
Scheffers' aTj, ~wnents to the contrary are without merit. She cites Ohio law, which *' £ 

lillegeilly requires so1 aething other than Illinois law, but that is entirely irrelevant here. See 

AffinnativeDefense I, p. 6. The Trustee has indisputably complied with the Jllinois Mortgage 

rights under documents that are binding on Scheffers. Scheffers admits she executed the note IJ C., 
wd. wrotqJ.Eg<- wd. •mot, wd.l;,ae. ~Rt. wad& •h,.. W?llim.<t 'P'li'Rr.Jlte.. s..~ ~Ds>v-.r. wd. <:.~mti!V'~ 

Complaint, fl)3, 6(b). It's clear that when she filed her bankruptcy petition she did not mention 

any of the manifest injustices complained of here. Instead, she stated her intention of 

surrenderin~the QTOJi>efh! to the secured creditor. See Ex. L.Q. 31. Her hollow c~ of lack of 

standingisentirelym availing~ ? ~Jn /IE;J I ~'l"Af.(. 
B. Affirmative Defenses 11, 17, 23-26 Fail to State Fraud Claims. 

Scheffers asserts in Affirmative Defenses 11, t 7, 23-26 claims for fraud, conspiracy to 

commit fraud, appraisal fraud, and "fraud upon the Court" Scheffers fails to allege the 

necessary elements onnese cfaims or aerenses. AccoraYngfy, eacli fraud-refated claim or 

defense should be dismissed. . ~ 

In order to establish a claim for common law fraud, a plaintiff must allege: (1) a false ~/tl 
statementofmaterial f&.-ot;(2)~<~&\-&'&re~'i'MWHW"f&!!>e;(J)l..woot&'ro1&retlll'-' S 
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. tatement induced p laintiffto act; (4) reliance on the truth of the statement; and (5) damages 

3d 927,933, 791 N E.2d 553, 558 (2d Dist. 2003). Scheffers fails to· allege any of those ~ 

elements in support of any of her fraud claims. Scheffers does not identify any false statements tiJJI':: 
of material fact by tl1e Trustee and does .not alleye ~~t she relied on the truth of any .nw;oorte4S}JU .,,. 
false misstatement of fact. Accordingly, any claim for fraud should be dismissed under Section 

2-615. 

Scheffers' fnaud on tl'le court claim (Affirmative Defense 26) is ludicrous and 

incomprehensible. Scheffers references several exhibits which provide no clue what Scheffers is 

asserting, nor any e~ idence to support her allegations. In Scheffers' Motion to Dismiss 

Complaint to Forecl<-3se Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing, which is noticed for hearing on 

March 16, 20 I 0 ("S,tanding Motion"), she again alleges fraud upon the court by filing a 

loreetosure comptau 1t liltegcilty villtlout'navmg posses5ton o'Hne ongmru mottgage;tne onguul.t 

note, or the original assignment. See Standing Motion, p. 9. Scheffers has pointed tolo 
authority requiring the Trustee possess the original documents. U C... C. • 

'<frm;eWimg ~"" ktlSwet 'lltdt '.::ucata:t ~mrqlaint., £n.!ll<ii",..., '2fP1J"Hi"> '& 'vt-1mildinq,.,. m<d. 

claim against the at!< Jmeys from Dykema Gossett PLLC, who represent the Trustee regarding 

Scheffers' Answer t'I>Dd Counter-Complaint. Scheffers sent the attached e-mails and purported 

~JJDC rs>J}I>I:!. ta_ '''ldQ.tlS.'Ittnmi".J}'>. at. U'}kl".ma. Gll.'>.'l<:tl.lwrl.dllims. tn have 'iJ!hmi1ted. the tel}flrt to 

the ARDC. See e-m ails and report attached as Exhibit 5.3 To the extent Scheffers alleges claims 

of fraud based on th ese documents against the attorneys of Dykema Gossett, the attorneys are n_.g1 

P.arties to this lawsu it. Thus, Scheffers has failed to state a claim against them. s;l)~ f.J/Itl 
3 The Trustee ""''Uests the Court take judicial notice of these documents as public documents by 

virtue of Scheffers all-eged submission ofthem to the ARDC. 
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C. Affi nnative Defenses 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 16 Fail to State a Claim 
Regarding Violations ofTrnst Documents. 

Affirmative Defenses 4-11 and 16 purport to cite to isolated provisions of the Prospectus 

or Supplemental Pn:>SQectus for the AmeriqJleSt Trust for which o.laintiff is Trustee. Some of 

these defenses simp y purport to quot~ from documents, without raising any specific issues. See 

Affirmative Defens es 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, and II. Others rely on the Prospectus to support Scheffers' 

general argwnent that the Trustee is not a proper party to bring this suit, which has been refuted 

above. All of them are perhaps meant to leave the impression that, ifisolated trust provisions 

were not adhered to· perfectly (and there's no evidence this occurred), then Scheffers is entitled to 

a defense. Unfortw lately, Scheffers, who has no financial interest in the Trust has no •!andins to ' ... 

object. "A third par ~uires no rights under a contract entered into by others unless the . Jl -~ "':'"': J 
proVision at issue W'as intentionally included fur c!Ie direct benefit ofc!Ie third party." ~i~~~ 
Freiburg & Thoma; I, P.C. v. Sara Lee Corp., 218 Ill. App. 3d 383,393,577 N.E.2d 1344, 1352 

(l st Dist. 1991~ !clhitions omitted). The intent to benefit a third party "must affirmatively appear 

from the langllage <',f tlle instrument when properly interpreted ami cDJ>S1med." Jd (c#ati().W; 

omitted). 

Moreover, h er objections make no sense on their face. Affirmative Defense 16, p. 12, 

purports to uncover Jlrimafacie fraud because the assiP;nment was made more than five _years 

after the Trust was "closed" on February 6, 2004. In support of this, she cites an excerpt from 

the Trust indenture ·which says that the Trust Closing Date was February 6, 2004, but this does 

• 
not refer to a date when the Trust is out of business, simply the date when the securities were 

issued. See Glossary to the Trust, attached as Exhibit 6. 

D. Affi nnative Defenses 24, 25, anil 26 Fail to State a Claim Reganfmg 
Acti vi ties of Other Entities. 
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Scheffers' l::ist suite of affirmative defenses is a smorgasbord of invective and 

accusations against American Home Mo!ig~e Serviciqg,. Inc. {" AHMSI'), the .servicer 

loan, Town and Country Lending, Ameriques! Mortgage Company, and the Trustee's attorneys, ~ 

Pierce & Associates., among others. None of these parties has been joined in this action. A,ftfl/fS I 
Scheffers al:so asserts (Affirmative Defense Z4,p. I~) that AHMSI failed to re~POnd: :• ~ d 

request for information made t~ it in Jul~ of2009, and made several dunning phone calls relating~
~:':~~ debt, presumably the debt on the mortgage note. Since AHMSI is not a~ 

here, and no allegations concern the conduct of the Trustee, these claims should be dismissed for .(/llltll 
failure to state a claim against the Trustee. ~. A"-'S I ,....., .,.... 

E. ScheJlfers' Remaining Claifa{~ ~B~~!':d. 
The above secctions demonstrate that Scheffers' Claims should be dismissed. However, 

there are a couple of other points to be made. For example, Scheffers claims there was no 

consideration for thtc ru.o~gnmem to tne !rustee. See M'lrrmmi:ve Dclense \ ?., p. D. The very 

document she refere:nces expressly declares that the assigrunent was made "for good and 

valuable consideratie.m." See Exhibit E to Answer and Counter-Complaint Even ifScheffers' 

assertion was true, sl'\e fails to allege how any "lack. of oonsideration" with respect to truo 

assignment of her m< Jrtgage from one lender or servicer another would impact her obligations 

under her mortgage. ,.,0 ~~ JiiG ~IN tl'£ 
Finalh; .. Sche ffers.claims the Tmstee "failed.ta.mutinel"!: qmte<:titselfw1~e. 

Insurance .... " Aftll: mative Defense 19, p. 13. In addition to the fact that she has waived any ,_,.~, -right to the property, as discussed above, Scheffers once again fails to offer any facts to support 

these conclusory assertions or explain how any such title issues would preclude the Trustee's 

13 
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Jght to foreclose o·n the property. Thus, Scheffers' remaining claims and defenses should be 

_cONCLUSION 

For each of the reasons set forth above, Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as 

Trustee for Benefit of the Certificate Holders for Ameriguest Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-

R3, Asset-Backed Pass Through Certificates, Series 2004-Rl, respectfully requests the Court to 

grant the present motion and enter an Order dismissing Scheffers' affirmative defenses and 

counterclaims, witt' prejudice, pursuant to Section 735 ILCS § 2-619.1, and for any other relief 

which it deems proper under the circumstances. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR 
Y&"¥-~n {W. -.;YE. cm-.;w~,.~;:~o..-.;1L 
HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-R3, 
.4SSET -B.4CK!i'D P.4SS THJWVGH 
CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2004-Rl 

B: yR. 
DYKE Gos C 

I 0 South Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 876-1700 (phone) 
(312) 876-1155 (fax) 

14 
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Case 09CH3 797, lfliled 08126/2009 

STATE OF ILLINO•IS 

COUNTY OF WILJL 

IN 1HE ClRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12m JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

J:>ELT'l'SCHE ..!M..l\lK • .\'A 'l'l(),_>\fAL TRUST C6\liPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR TifE BENEFIT OF 
1HE CERTIFICA TIE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-R1, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

'i.J\'V'KEI.~ ~e.t'iiOi"i"':"'OO. AJI.JA. 1.XIJJ(fiN 1.1'iE 
SCHEFFERS; UNK1'10WN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHE FFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND N()1;\1 REC()!Rl}CJ.AhliA.''TS; 

DEFENDANTS 

NOTICE OF FILING 

J Ca::st:Jl9CH3'?97' 
) 
) Judge R;chard J. Siegel 
\ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
") 
) 
) 
J 
) 
) 

To: Patrick Stant on, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Go.-.sett PLLC 
I 0 South W&eker Drive, Snite 2300 
Chicago, IL ,f,WJb 

Denis Pierce, David Rhodes 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floor 
11'\lorfh tleaiborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 

PLEASE T,-\lKE NOTJCE t.~ <JI." AfN&' M, 21>11>, Dt:JI\,·wd&tt/C~l'Mtn:tiff 
filed in person with the Clerk of the Circuit Court ofWill County, Illinois, the 
Defendant/Counter-P laintiffResponse to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to 
Dismiss Affirmative >Defenses and Counter-Comqlaint l'unmant_to 135 lLCS. S,Wjnn_:!,. 
619.1, a copy ofwhic. twas served upon you on Apri115, 2010. 

~tut~(Jx:/}duffv 
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
NaperviYie, TI.. 61:1504 
c 630-212-5651 
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Deutsche Bank Natlonw,"Yrust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scbeffers; et al . 

PROOF OF SEBVICE 

The undersigned certifies that true and correct copies of the foregoing instrument, Notice of 
Firing oj Dejenaant!Counter-Plailltilf Response to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to 
Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 2-619.1, to 
be served upon 

Patrick Stanton, i'uny Jonker 
Dykema Gossett : >UC 
I 0 South Wacker JDrive, Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 6060 6 

by placing a copy of sam~ in an envelope, properly addressed with postage prepaid by regular 
mail, and depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 3075 Book Rd, 
Suite 03, Naperville, IL 60564-8527 prior to 5:45p.m. this 16th day of Apri!, 2010, and to 

Denis Pierce, Davi d Rhodes 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 606C 2 

by placing a copy of same in an envelope, properly addressed with postage prepaid by regular 
mail, and depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 3075 Book Rd, 
Suite 03, Naperville, IL t·0564-8527 prior to 5:45p.m. this 16'" day of April, 2010. 

Dat / 

;;J'>f 
Sworn to and subscribed t.efore me this the ~day of April, 20 I 0. 

"'" ! flJ---C) 
l/;. 

My Commission Expires: __ ..Lr-f1!_c.•f-;1:...'...:1:...t...:~_:~'""-1_c__ 
r ' "OFFICJ<\L SEAL" 

Miguel A. Lebron 
NoiBry Public. State of llllnolo 
lilt~"''''.'' 01/08/2012 
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STATE OF D .LINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

DEFENDAN,T CERTIFICATION- DEFEND ANI/COUNTER-PLAINTIFF 
RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF/COUNTER-DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS l\fFIRMA'fiYE DEFENSES AND COUNTER-COMPLAINT 

PURSUANT TO 735 ILCS SECTION 2-619.1 

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section I I 09 oft he Code of Civil 

Procedure (73:5 ILCS 5/1 !09/from Ch. 110, par. I 109), the tmdersigned certifies 

that the statements set forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument 

are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and 

belief and as tc such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that Defendant 

verily believe;; the same to be true . 

Sworn to and S'ubscribed before me this the 

"·· ·"·'·• 

My Commissic n Expires: • ·> 

\ .~ \ o.:~ I 1 e:, . 

uren L. Schetl'ers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

/"\ . /' ,.,, \ ;r" itt'' ki I ,J .yC:> I, ) 

I 1:) day of April, 2010. 



• 

• 

• 

Case 09CH3 797, Fifl,d 08/26/2009 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN TifE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRU!;T FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-R I, 
ASSET-BACKED PAS:S-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 
LAUREN SCHEFFE~·; NKIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
w ' ... h'.'m2l'< ":1\Jlfi!:rr£98, w h'IW ·. ~KN\}Wl' 
OWNERS AND NON EECORD CLAIMANTS: 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
\ 1~ Richard I. Siegel 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Ull.J!:l!JII.UAJS.T.J.CPUNTER.-l'LA.INTIFF RESI'ONSE TO PLAINTIFF/COUNTER
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES AND 

COUNTER-( :OMPLAINT PURSUANT TO 735 ILCS SECTION 2-619.1 

in response to Deutsch e Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee in Trust tbr the Benefit of 

the Certificate Holders for Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl ("Plaintiff'), 

Complaint Pursuant ICI 735 ILCS § 2-619.1 ("P Motion to Dismiss"), and states as follows: 

Plaintiff has m' oved this Honorable Court to enter an order dismissing the Defendant's 

prejudice. Plaintiff's r '!llsoning is flawed and fails in several respects . 

Page 1 
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l. The United &rates. Banknll}IC.l! f'.ruu1. has. nn. iju:i.o;rlir.tinn.o.vf'J: IP.Jljli .tandin'b 

related to any foreclosure actions in the State Courts. In particular, Plaintiff's 

Argument Stction LA move to dismiss based on Defendant's failure to disclose claims 

Ow-my l>.onl<r...l~j i.<. .. Wbl. ""..W~ oM ~om\-......~.~ ... ~~ ........ ~· ,., ~ 
a false statem··~nt: 

a. Defendant/Debtor did, in fact, raise the issue of legal standing at the 

hearil.,~ m tM. Mw;;r..'I.'D R= M;w.%'1.~ ~~\we, \~. I{' i\.HM~\"} ~w. 

to Modify the Automatic Stay ("Stay Motion") (see Group Exhibits C-4 and C-

6) relative to this property on 04/24/09 (see Group Exhibit C-4, pages 4-10). 

The H,~li'&Ji~ ~~ w~ooK ~k'IU\'J ;,\Y&'n:.-at~:~. t\\-at ~lki-a\ iouriw'n:.tW. r,~\-at~<> 

only to the Stay Motion (see attached Group Exhibit C-4, pg. 9, lines 8-11 ). 

b. The Pierce & Associates attorney for AHMSI as servicer for the 

The Honorable Judge Wed off concurred, that any legal standing issue raised 

during the bankruptcy related to the Stay Motion only and expired on the May 

5, 200~' UTh"L'mngt: tc.nt: \;ret; 1/tracnt::b 'Vtuap rxriltitt \:.-4, -pg I, 'irrres 'l-'1>). 

c. Defendant/Debtor's former bankruptcy attorney, Stephen J. West, 

recent! y sent a letter to the IARDC, where he also stated that legal standing 

retmeo to a 'iorectosure ·,s a ~tate 'UJun·tssue \see a'rlacneo 'Vroup Ex'rildn '\:.-1, 

pgs 2-. 3). 

d. Per the Exhibits attached to this P Motion to Dismiss, neither the 

Plaintift nor its servicer, .1\HM.,'L, was 'ill.teo as a .,ecureo Creoi'lor. 'Ln ~t: tfi 

filing tl 1e Stay Order Motion, neither AHMSI nor the Plaintiff requested that 
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the bankruptcy filing be amended, when the record shows that it was amended 

twicr'. Neither was included on the Notice of Discharge to the Creditors. 

There was never a Statement ofintent by the Defendant/Debtor to surrender 

the proverty to the Plaintiff or it~ ~i.e..<:~:, AHMSl. 

2. Per P laintiff' s Reply to Request for Production, the Plaintiff not only does not 

hold the orig ina! Mortgage or the original Note, but the Plaintiff does not know who 

does(~ attached Grow;t &.bibi.t. A.2). Tb.Ps~~. t~ \'~1..\".t\ff oow.m\tt~i -n fwt.!&. 

upon this Cot 1rt in violation of the lllinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law, 735 ILCS 5/15, 

("IMFL") that requires a "true and correct copies of the Mortgage and the Note" be 

attached to tb ... fuey-J~'il.!l".P.. Cmn~a!nt.. '>.inr~ •h~t-ll1aintdf. ?ne. 'lR> kg~~, '!tantlin~ '>Z> Wte 

the Complain , the Plaintiff has no legal standing to file this P Motion to Dismiss. 

Any judicial orders and rulings related to this case are void due to lack of jurisdiction . 

In addition, a.n.'l 'b'><<m>, 1.ffv!1.'1\t~; <~~-nt~i t~ -n '""'~~>:.<~ ~~ 1Yl thl-; ~ w1\\ 

constitute perj! ury. 

3. Per the P Motion to Dismiss, Argument Section II.C, the Plaintiff states that 

the Affirmativ~ lkf~"'i'R-'"' \>iR-~ 'l/t,-ac~ Gmup £;·iJilril.t-; B-l t'muug'n B-6) "flli\ to suite 

a claim regard ing violations of trust documents." Yet, as submitted with the 

Defendant's Answer, and discussed in the November 24, 2009 hearing relative to the 

Defendant's ,..~ -u.'RR, fu ~ci,e, "i't~re, •lrre trrolt111Vl>1Jt:L'I:m; vnJlllre!l two as peers oY tne 

Illinois Conve: -'ances Act, 765 ILCS 5/28: 5/28 (holding added): Deeds, mortgages, 

powers of attorney, and other instruments relating to or affecting the title to real 

estate in this S'-Ut~to, -;M>'.\ ~ n:un 1\N. 'm t'nt: toouty in wmt'n sut'n rea\ estate is 

situated; but iJf such county is not organized, then in the county to which such 
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unorganized county is attached fur ipdicial tpJJJ}Q'lll!L N~ ~ Wl»:t'f,'l.'f,<:-, 'I.~WIM.W. 

of mortgag1'~, or other instrument relating to or affecting the title to real estate in 

this State may include a provision prohibiting the recording of that instrument, 

and any su elL !p:ll'lli.otiw. W. WJ. ill.W:IJ..QWU. w~:w! WI&~ \'!r.lt 't~Wlot, <!'lkt. W. \W. 

amendatory Act shall be void and of no force and effect (see attached Group 

Exhibit B-5 ) 

4,, l:be VD.!.'1t. <lar.lunwt.'b '!!'lR. 'lt.<itt>.. tbc.JJRF.inl[; 'JU,ot. w, "w, 'lf> 'lhRJa, 'i*'"U!!i'j f>, 

2004 (see att ached Group Exhibit B-1} The trust documents further state, "The 

Offered Certificates will be sold by the Depositor to the Underwriters on the Closing 

5, The trust documents also state that Ameriquest Mortgage Company was the 

Trust Seller {see attached Group Exhibit R2), Yet, there is no assignment recorded 

with the Will C'mR!,'J R~~de~ fi= 1: -m;y, & Cmntlry Lem'.~ng to hntt~ritfoe!>'t 

Mortgage Co mpany, Therefore, the trust is not a legally enforceable Holder in Due 

Course, 

6, The tr.w, W.X.mem'!. aho '!.t'lli~ t\'Jat t'm; "=t'rrlCltles -M.\\ mfl tepresertt an 

ownership int erest in or obligation of the Depositor, the Master Servicer, the Seller the 

Originators, the Trustee or any of their respective affiliates" (see attached Group 

£"'7ikif, '6-'4). "i'lrenfrort, 'bJt'L'l:l'irrtl;:tct'mJdrers w<:<Iill itre'k~J. 'hmy 'm 'ntrereSI, 

either. 

7. The tr ust documents also state, "The Offered Certificates will initially be 

•tt:p-~tJ".re~tttfu 'up w&; ~ Yrti'ii~ g«Jrd, =-•>f1C'll't~ n:gisterel'l m t'ne name of a nominee of 

?age4 
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Real Party in Interest (see attached Group Exhibit B-3). 

8. The Assignment of Mortgage/Deed from Town & Country Lending to the 

Plaintiff (see~ G<:~ EY>hl!Mt C.\'} -!W.~ <1\l\ Sll,),g, '""'"' 'I>YI ~ttt\-vt; l'ta'tt m 

21 II /09 was after the alleged trust had closed on or about 02/06/04 (see attached 

Group Exhilbit B-1 ). 

9. The Jl-;y;tt~-e. C.<m'fi>\'llim ~\'lltt; t'rta\ t'rJt Dlttt m fue Mortgage is Decerrioer 

18, 2003. Y et, the settlement date of the refinanced mortgage and note did not occur 

until 12/31/!)3 (see attached Group Exhibit C-6). Therefore, no party owned the 

Mortgage or\~ ~<e.\m Dtt~ \'I>, 2~3. 

10. With its Complaint and with this P Motion to Dismiss, the Plaintiff has 

submitted ab•solutely no legally admissible evidence that the Mortgage and Note for 

•hie,tJi~'fty ·we~t-e=, >'tir6'rt.~t'rirls "iTCil>t m werereportt:Ototne 'Si':(:. as part o'i'irits 

Trust prior teo its closing date on or about 02/06/04. In fact, the P Motion to Dismiss 

indicates a totally different trust (Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-R3) 

than the trust ,pt:ciflt:O in t'ne Cornp\airit I,Juneriquest Mortgage Securities 'I rust 2Dt!4-

Rl). 

II. In fact, AHMSI also sent copies of the Mortgage and the Note to the Defendant 

UIJ 'i'Jl103Pt'O '.Ynere tne 'Itrst page o'i tne 1\liongage 'ts at'fierent ihan ihe Itrst page of fhe 

Mortgage submitted with the Complaint and the first page of the Mortgage submitted 

with the Response to Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title. Note the hand-printed 

"'\'r-ainJm; -u-:,.:.': 'Dt7' ·m tne 'nealtednat 'ts nitss'mg 'from fhe .I\HM"S1 Irrst page olfhe 
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Mortgage (compare attached GrouQ Exhibits A-3 and AA with. att.ac..bP.d Gr.<ll~ &bmit • 

C-2b.I)) 

12. Securitized mortgage notes are investment securities and are subject to the 

provisions of the Uniform Colll!lle[Cial Code- lnve'it.mP.nt. Si>.I'J.u:it.iP..'!. 1,8.1.11 JLC~ '5), 

Art 8). Tht Plaintiff does not have legal standing as Real Party in Interest under the 

Uniform Commercial Code, so all Court orders or judgments related to this case are 

void. 

APPLICABLE STANDARDS 

According ho 735ILCS Section 2-619, "Involuntary dismissal based upon certain 

rlf>.fpJ'JR nr. clt>.fPJJSP-'L (a~ Oef~m. ma~, v1\thl». t~ t\W& fu< pk'&d\w5, f,'& >. WfXA'&/h f<>i 

dismissal of the acti•on or for other appropriate relief upon any of the following grounds. If 

the grounds do not appear on the face of the pleading attacked the motion shall be 

supported by affidA'<i.t'' (w.d\we, ukk<!.). 

According tc• Section 2-610, if the grounds do not appear on the face of the pleading 

attacked the motion shall be supported by affidavit (See Doe v. Montessori School of Lake 

f ~~!'1., 1.~\ J;l!, ~. Yb 1.'ID, 1.%-%.. 'iYY).1'J. }\-v 'S(a)ti 'll'ITda!v'n 'Wdl>scltmimt:O 'uy t'ne '?'m'rrlll'i'i 

with this P Motion t< ) Dismiss. 

A motion to dismiss admits all well pled facts together with all reasonable inferences 

·W.in.!h·t:mld.'vt'irnnv·Tl ~"CilT! 'SI:It,'n ~'aci.'1> me trot 'uo\ miry fot t'ne purpose mt'ne motion to 

dismiss. Mid-Town Petroleum. Inc. v. Dennis G. Dine, 72 IILApp.3d 296, 390 N.E.2d 428 (I"' 

Dist. 1979). Section 2-619 of the CCP is for involuntary dismissal of an action. 735ILCS 5/2-

619. It is for summary -lia.1JtllitcttJTt m 'a.'Sm~Hii 'arw. '&Wile mro Yo">rd Currency ~nange v. 

Hodge, 156 IIL2d I I: ! (1993). There are nine enumerated grounds for dismissal pursuant to § 
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2- 619(al of the C CP. 735 tLCS 5/2-6l9(a! Sectinn. 2- 6l9(a),('l\t'i tJmhl:cwi.tp:fl.'ii.'lin.!J.Qf 1), 

2- 619(afin which a" ... claim asserted against a defendantis barred by other affirmative 

matter. .. " 73 5 ILC S 5/2-619( a}(9) 

l:be t.eon. :uf5=atiJI'! maff.l".r. l!.'l.•Jsf'.d in.!), '2.- fi.l. CV,a\ f8 \ W.. thr., Cf'..J! i.'l. W.~ t.bao. t,l)ft. 

term affirmative defense. Ingersoll v. Klein, I 06 III.App.2d 330 (1969). The term affirmative 

matter refers to something in the nature of a defense that negates the cause of action. lllinois 

Graphics Co. v. Niclm.m, \ 'S'l11t'l-d 4<>9 IYN4). \'kM'.~ 'I'Mll!.t M.~'IWM.v'M.\\ w'A\\?. "i'4w 

toward providing !mbstantial justice between tbe parties. Bowie v. Evanston, 168 

Ill.App.3d 101, 522 N.E.2d 669 (1988) (bolding added). 

~a. Wfii~gJm,ent, ;r, •h~t-•ow.r.fm; -if.. ;dtt,Jtifiah.l~t-y.'qM'ty 'Trort. •httwcitgJRJi •a,•httwcitgJM:o 

in which the parties must intend to effectuate an assignment at the time of the transfer though 

no particular language or procedure is necessary. Buck v. lllinois National Bank & Trust Co . 

(1967), 79 Ill.App2i'. \~\, \%, 1.23 "N.£.1.n \i:.l, citing Kle'rtm "· Grec'l1lTI Cna\e\, L\o. \Y;}'I>l), 

164 lll.App.3d 610, 617, 115 lli.Dec. 662, 518 N.E.2d 187. 

The Unifom 1 Commercial Code provides that a negotiable instrument is transferred 

·W!rell'tt '~-erd.cm-seb 'uy t'netlarl!.-fetm, l'ffiO t'netllitl!.-fenre C"dffilo'l enfmceYne nmmmertt until 

the endorsement is rnade evidencing negotiation 810 ILCS 5/3-203(a). 

While the a;.signment of a mortgage note carries with it an equitable assignment of the 

mortgage by which it was secu:reO, \~n'mno Rea'1 Estate Corp. v. Q<llc ?al'K 1 ruS! & Savings 

Bank, (1983 127 IlL App.3d 535, 542,469 N.E.2d 204, 82 Dl.Dec. 670, and Moore v. Lewis, 

(1977), 51 Ili.App.3<l388, 391-392, 366 N.E.2d 594, 9 Ill. Dec. 337), it does not follow that 

an assignment of a Inmtgage COI1stitutes a nego'liation or endorsement of a no'le, and tbe 

?age/ 
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Plaintiff must demonstrate that it is holder of the note u well a~ tbf'. mnrtlyllg. 'ii.nr.~:. tbF. 

assignment of the : nortgage is merely an incident to the debt, not the debt itself. 

CONCLUSION 

Defendant prays th at this Honorable Court: 

1. Dis;miss Plaintiff's Complaint to Foreclosure Mortgage with prejudice 

3. Aw! rrd reasonable fees and costs of suit 

4. Such other or further relief as the Court deems proper under the circumstances. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant/Counter -Plaintiff Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
l\lap\."\~'i••1•'¢, lL MJ564 
c 630-212-5651 
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2. 
3. 

EXHIBITS 

Defe11dant Certification- Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Response to 
PlaiDitiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss AffirrnativeDefen.<es .aru:l 
Coumter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 JLCS Section 2-619.1 (! pg.) 
Proof of Service (I pg.) 
List ·JfExhibits (! Q!b \ 

GROUP EX! IIBIT A, DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC 
1. Defer dant'B.First.Re~urestfnr .P.rnductinn {J pgs) 
2. Plair tiffs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production (6 pgs.) 
3. Mongage, pg. I with Complaint (1 pg.) 
4. Mort~, \1'6· l 'IRiJ:b. Re~~ m MQtV;m (m Quiet Tit!£ <l opg.) 
5. Note, pgs. 1-2 with Complaint (2 pgs.) 

GROUP EXI . .:IIBJT .B,. DFIJT.SCHF.R~.NK N4TJO.N...U JJWST 
I. Trust Closing Date on or about February 6, 2004, DBT01.5 (1 pg.) 
2. Trust Seller and Master Servicer, Ameriquest Mortgage Company, DBT01.6 

4. 
5. 
6 . 

(I pg.) 
The C ertificates, DBT02 (I pg.) 
The Certificates are Obligations of the Trust Only, DBT05.1 (I pg.) 
Assigct1.<=.W Clf J.be .l~&vtswge l.ruml', DBTD:7. J ( J pg.) 
The S.eller and Master Servicer, DBT07.2 (I pg.) 

GROUP EX! nBl1' C, AHMSl ?.l> "YeN;,._,et 

1. CitiReosidential Lending Inc., as Attorney-In-Fact for Town and Country 
Credit Corp., Assignment of Mortgage/Deed dated January 15, 2009 with an effective 
date of02/I I.! 2W9 .ret<.N?.W to ,4,m,'\r,~~ Ho.= l11tg. &,.,;V;,\vg, },w. {,A}lMS11' 

2. AHM SI, servicer, package 
a. Cover letter dated February 3, 20IO (3 pgs.) 
b. C~l>\<1.¥%'>.) 

I) Mortgage, pg. I from AHMSI (I pg.) 
2) Fixed Rate Note (2 pgs.) 
J) Signllture'Nlimc Affmll•'it *'ith il di!teafDeoember 18,2003 
with a notary stamp and full notary signature, except there is no notary 
information filled in, including the date (1 pg.) 

'-· Nill.l..~"l, \IRtitm.•tu Vrtltili.·j \'rtC kcMmr.t.'tvsnty, 'i'•'tt:t. mt'MiY1i~'uy '?'ren-e 
& Associates .attorney, Christopher M Brown (3 pgs.) 

4. Report of Proceedings in Chapter 7 Bankruptcy hearing on 04/24/2009, Pierce 
& Associates &'M'l'i'ej; Y &'i\'.."ke 1\:n',~&-p-e, a.-r a.di&'f af AHMSl (8 pgl>. !' 

5. Order Modifying Stay on 04/24/2009 
6. Settlement Statement dated I2/31/03 vs. mortgage/note dates of 12/I 8/03 (I 

pg.) 
7. IARDC letter dated March I 0, 20 I 0 (3 pgs.) 



• 

• 

• 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I. Candace N:landel, a non-attorney, certify that I caused to be served true and correct 
copy of the above PLAINTIFF'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO DISMISS, along 
with the attached document(s) referred to therein, upon the parties below, via First Class United 
States Mail. in a pof tage prepaid envelope deposited in the U.S. Mail Chute at I 0 S Wacker 
Drive. Suite 2300, Chicago. lllinois. this May 7, 20 l 0. b..,. . .,. 

Ms. Lauren C S'cliet '!ers 
1305 Momgingstar ( :ourt 
Naperville, IL 60564 

C!-IICAC 02Y41\:!3 I 
·rn.:-\kJ- Yu~:::ro.tJU:'11: 

Mr. Richard Ersllger & Mr. Mike Kemock 
Pierce & Associates 
13th Floor 
One 1~on'n Dearoom 
Chicago, IL 60602 

Candace Mandel 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THJ':·J2TII JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COliNTY ,.JOLIET, ILLINOIS ~ 

. .,~:~~~~ DELFfSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST ) 
COMPANY, AS TiRUSTEE lN TRUST FOR ) 
BENEFIT OF THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS } 
l•t!R i\'W.' 1fm£' .. ~l 'f'K(IICi\il~Ufo -s·.fXJJKJTfES ) 
TRUSr2 4·R 1'SSET·BACKED PASS- ) 
THROlJG .. T1 flCATES, SERIES2004-RI ) 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

LAUREN L. SCHE f'FE.RS, AIKJA LAUREN 
LEE SCHEFl''ERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND 
.LF.CH\:f:F .£l' .D.F J.A .. VR.EN 1.. SL"'Jll!FFERS, 
IF ANY; UN~"'OV tN 0 WNE""RS AND 
NON-RECORD CL .A!MANTS, 

Detlmdants. 

) 
) 
} 
) 
) 

i 
) 

-------------------·---------···· ····- -·-----··-··· ------) 
) 

LAUREN L. SCHE FFERS, ) 
) 

Counter·· Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 

) 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST ) 

... ~ ~(i 
C\l.Se No. 09Cfi 3797 

Judge Siegel 

COMF!".J\j't', AS i"F'~C:J'STITJ'i' 1'N' r«USI'f\JK ; IJj 
BENEFIT OF Hill CERT!FICAT1l HOLDERS ) 

!':ORAMm· . _ "Tl\i.10RTGA.GESECURr.nES) , 
'i'~l!lDl - ' _ <';f"Jl~i 1?_)~-(~}fS ... ~b'r-~.f-..,- ·, 
THROU r • TIPICATES, SEIUES 2004-Rl. ) 

) 

1'1-AINTTFF'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO DISMISS Al"F'IRMATIVE 
DEFENSES AND COUNTER-COMPLAiNT llJJllSUANT TO 735lLCS $. 2.-6tCH 

Nothing in cc>unt.er-plaintiffScheffe-rs, res.pollSC ovei:-c-onleS the. fact that her scattershot of 

affim1alive de femes and counterclaims againstthe Trustee' should be dismissed because:(\} she 

............................. - ... ----~ 
· '· Plaintilt'O ·unter-Delendant Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, As Trustee In 
~ Fo. r Benefit 0 ''ll>e Certificate Holders For Am<:riqucst Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-
~sset-Backcd p, :>s Through C'.ertificates, Series 2004-RJ ("Trustee") 

~~ I 



' 

'·· II 
-f•_ 
;:. 

time-barred, (3) then is no assignee liability under the statmes upon which she purports to rely, 

und (4) her claims arc otherwise legally insutlicient. Schef!ers both ignores the Trustee's 

arguments and raise~: new issues that are ~omo.letely unsup[!Orted by the fact> and iaw. 

Argument 

L Seheffers Or;oe5 Not Rebut that Her Affirmatlv~ ~fenses and Cqll.nterclaim Fail 
Under 735 HLCS 512-619( a )(9) . 

. 'l.s sr.own 't>t!t ow, 'Scnef!ers la"fts to rebut fual.her affimmt1 ve defenses and counterc1aims 

arc defeated by a vari .cty of aftirmalive matters. 

~ (i:SPcheff:~rs has not rebutted (!) that she initiated Chapter 7 Bankruptcy proceedings 

· in January 2009, ( 2) 'l.w. <Avdi,;,'&oi '-<> &.~Wm<. <w.;i <>{ """""' "'"""""'"" lk~w"'"· ·~ \';) '<'riM ~'rte 

filed a Statement oflntent during the bankruptcy representing that she would surreruler the 

propeny that i~ the subject ofthis foreclosure action. See Mot To Dismiss, Ex. l. p. 31. As 

such. each of Schetle rs · Claims are barred by i.udicial estol)~l and should be dismissed QUrsuanl 

to 735 lLCS 5/2-619( ai(9). See Camwn-Srokes v. Potter, 453 F.3d 446, 448 (7th Cir. 2006); 

Dail!!)l v. Smtrh, 292 liB. App. 3d 22, 24-25, 684 N.E.2d 991, 993 (lsl Di,t. 1997). 

me 'liustee nas matie false statements. Resp. at 1-Z. As to me renner, tilis argument is irrefevant 

and, in fuct, incorre;:t . TI;e Tmstee, however, has demonstrnted, as argued in its Response to 

Sche!fers' Motion to !(lismiss for Lack of Legal Standing, that it has legal standing to sue 

Foreclosure Act ("Fo:,ceck>Sure Act") by filing a complaint containing the s'.atut<.rrily required 

l 



• 

• 

alle!!Jllions and atta~+. in~e. · the mo~age an~.t.· ' .. 735 !LCS 5/15-l504(a); ComQl. 

I. \ ··d n R M • n· Al9.r .. ~f. · d~~ -boeJ oxs. 1 an v; • esp. 1< J . 10 •. to JSffilSS ·or •. a"" ~r! ga .. m mg. ~'f- ~ AI!;~ _ 

ScheO:ers t1Jrtl:ter responds that !h~; Trustee was not li~te<l on the notice of~}~c~--,-~ 

creditors. but she fai.ls to understand that this is because the Bankruptcy Cowt granted the 

Motion to Lift the Sta. 1 so that the Trustee could pursue !bredosure. Resp. pp. 2-3; Exs, 2 and 3 

to Mot. to Dismiss. Sclletlers afso claims she never made a statement or fntent to surrender. 

Re•'P·· pp. 2-3. This plair,)y contradicts the bankruptcy documents she signed and submitted to 

the bl>.nkruptcy court_ and she does not offer an affidavit !ti suppc•rt her contradictory claim here. 

documents tiled with the bankruptcy co.urt. See People ''· Cirau, 263 Hl. App. 3d 874. 876, 636 

counterclaims. incl·~di ng but not Hmited to Atiirrnative Defens''" II, 12, 21, and 22 to the extent 

that they purport to all ;ge violations of RESPAand TlLA, are barr~d by ti1c <me year statue of 

lirrJtations tor bringml ; these actions because she obiai;,ed lhe mongage in 2003. Siie 15 lJ.S. C. 

1640(e}; 12 U.S.C. § Z<Sl4, . 

""-~rten uUeily liliis to aililress ihat'her a!ftrm(l{•ve ael'enses and counterdaims, 

including but not limit ed to Aftirmative Defenses 11, 12, 21, and 22 to the <':X lent that \hey 

purport to allege violations of R£SPA and Til..A, are barred by prohibition against assignee 

Procedure. See IS U.S £. § 164l(a); Balderosv. City Chevrolet, Buick&Geo, Inc., 214 F3d &49, 853 

O" Cir. 2000). Scl>etft :rs' Affumative Dcfunses and Counterclaims shmud be dismissed . 

J 

I 



U. Scheffcn' Aft'innatiVe Defenses a11.d Counterclaim Fail Under§ 2'-615. 

K. @:heffet s' affinnative defenses and counterclaims_ including but not limited to 

Aflinnative Defer.se~ 1·1 0, to the extent that they attaclltrte rrustee --s stan~fing as n'lc. real' party 

in interest, are insuti:icient at law under§ 2-6!5(a) because, Ull,dedllinois law, a plaintitfin a 

Ibrec!oo'Ul'e action d0us not need to allege facts to establish standing. US. Bank NA. v. Sauer. 

In response, S chet'fers argues thai !he Trustee and it" inve~tors are not real parties in 

interest and cites to th .e alleged prospecrus for the Ameriquest MQ!"!gage Sccuritk's Trust 2004-

comprehensible expll mation of her argum<.>Jlt ore any legal support. Further, as argued above. 

Scheilhs has no finar cial interest in the Trust, thus, she has no stan<ling to object to the alieged 

_prosJ'ectus. She furtb ~r argues that no party owned the mortgage and note on the date she signed 

the mortgage (Decen 1ber 18. 2003), P.nd in support claim$ the settlement of the loan did not occur 

until December 3 I. 2003. Resp., p. 5, ''9. Scheffers lliilstoargue -how thls ·;sa ildense or a 

counterclaim and doe s nnt provide any legal support ibr her argument. 

Reaching ou;si<ie her own counten:Jaim, Scbefiors ne»t purports to assert the entirely new 

Commercial Code, 81 0 ILCS 5/8 et seq. ("UCC"), and that ihe Trust<>e does not have stam\ing 

under the UCC as a r ,,a! party in lnterest. Resp- at 6, li2- Scheffers further argues that- the 

TclStt>.e tnJJil!.demnns, tra1e tha1 it is the holder of the note and the,mort~ge because the 

assigranent ofthe mo r'.gage ls incident to the debt, not the debt itself. f<l at 7-8. Of <course. it is 

improper to assert ne w uauses <Jf action in response to a motion to dismiss, However, even if she 

we1e allowed to do s< '· SchelJers otiers no legal supp<~rtfor her claim other than a jumble of 

citations to irrelev.mt case law and statutes regarding endorsement ofncgotiable instrumen~-

) 
• 



The law in this regjird is clear: Under illinois law. a 11\aintiff is not reo;uiredto alle~t,e any facts 

regarding how it bec~·me the legal hoider of a mortgage or even attach a copy of the assignment 

to the t(lreciQiiure co•nplaint See 765 !LCS 5/28 and 7351LCS 5/15-1504: see also Kiehm v. 

Grecian Chalet, Lt<L 164lii. App. 3d 610,618, 5!8 N$2d 187 {4th Dist. l987)(fureclosure 

plaintiff need not ~lea• dhow ~{~t title to Joan)-.:.~S COilfiS MVC 8.\iazwzed that. 

plamttff's posscsston of the note and ~ut.esprim~ l:"lei:cc of 1ts ownerehlp 

.. rr.wrr ~~- Eo= if the T~ "l:l% fllX(ut.red ta da ro, t>'tc ~ Sdrd·rc:r"""~-• 

attached to her Respocnse assigns and transfers both the mort§agg and the not.e to the Trustee. 1M( 
See~Ex. C.atl. I¥JU)~JS!CJ.'>!'!J ~ 

p<. . ~ Sche!J>:j,rs • affirmative detert<es and counterclam( '!nciu£ bi.not iiatitcd to • 

Afiirmative Defenses 1\, 17, 23. 24, 25, lind 26, to the extent that they purport to allege fraud. 

are insufficient at law because they fa.il to set for'.h the elements of fraud necessary to ~1ate a 

claim. Capkcioni v. l1rennwt Naperville, Inc., 339l!L App. 3d 9'27, 933, 791 N.E.2d 553, 558 

(2d Dist: 2003). Sche ffcts makes no attempt to set .torth the.clements of fraud Qf argue against 

this prime Jbfl4\S..V FJii U \-~4t E)Htor 
~~hetl'ers rcsp<Jnds thatthe Trustee lacks legal •t!lndin,~co~a~ 

Court be.:au~oc':!oft'f1nre original mortgage and oo.!e. ln oo doing, Scheffers cites to tbe 

requirements of the Fureclosute Act. and Schdfers has provided nothing to show that the Trusttle 

is req_uired to att.qch an original of the mattg_~ and nole \O the Complaint 

mrt.."t-"111:/r -HOIR? IP)IN. tttFf: 
5 1611 AVri#OU .el)ll6d 



K ( T~i'+~l1'<-n' ~ftT!nllll'>. 'ittf&'1~o'IRIL <:mwttt.TJ~ iorJndi.'>Jb J.:>.!1.'1f». !Jmi1M.IA 

Affirmative Defer..sc"' 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10; 11, 16, whlcll cite to provisions of the Tru•·t-are 

in>'llilic)ent at law hecause Scheffers is not the holder oftb¢ Trust ~ertificat¢s, and therefore has 

w Sl>!nding to enfo:ree tr.e 11rovisions of the Trust Morel!."~et .. these ai'fintllltive def~nses and • 
claim;; don't jX)inno any actionable events. 

Scheffers responds that the trust prospectll$ somehoW '~olates the U1inois Conveyance 

in the Trustee not b<eing a holder in due course, {3) and because there was no assignment !Tom 

Town & Coum'ry t<.· Ameriqu.,'l. Resp. at3-4; 1M! 3-lt These !lfglllnents make no sense and 

Scheffers offers no I ega! justification for SciJelfers.has no flnMcial interest in the 

Thmt1a!i, P.C 1•. Stwa J;ee Corp .• 213 Ill. App. 3d3S3, 393, '377 N£2d 1344, 1352 (lstDist 

!991 ). The intent. to- bene.lit a thitd pany "must af.tiunatively appear t'rom the 
I 

lll . .'>lnllJ:lt!IlJ when ,nro,ncrly intcr,oretcd and oom.-trued:'Jd, Scheffers thlls to · . . .. . · an r-1 
intelld~d thifd pa~ty benet1c1~y of the pr~spect~s or to <lem»nstrate langUage inttle~~T ~J'V 
prospectus shov.~ng she was mtended to t:>e a thitd pany beneficiary. Scheffer.~' lack ~tend-,:: / 
as a third party beneficiary and her fail11re to connect the alleged prospectus to th~·~ )' • 
nuHify her argumer.t. Mon.-over, Seheffers has failed to show how the alleged 1JOOSpectus 

6 



'Lmr<eydl~t~ ~~ •. h~~"HWWRI~~~Ft,:;i}IS~Ii~t0fur?tt: in1.,.,~ra""~ 
foredosure ~xn:npla1r 11 how 1t became the legal hol~r ¢a mo~t.o attach a copy . . 

0 

asSigntnent to the foreclosure complaint, and a plaintiff's possession.ofthe note_{lnd morlgage ~ 

constitut.esprimafac:e "-"lrl."rone b.(ii'i<>w1lershil} ofthose instruments. See su)?ra •. J?. 5. ~Ff=' 

Scheffers has failed t o provide any suppoTt for her claim to the contrary. f ICI' )S' ~ 

Scheffers fur 1her re,sponds thllt lhe Trustee has provided no admissible. evidence thllt the 

mortgage and note Nere soldtot!re trtlstprior to its dosing date~ Resp. atS, ~ 10. Scheffers 

att~hed tl) h<:r a.'JSW• er, affirmative defenS<"s, and cmmterdain:i w1d to her motion to dismiss a 

copy of the assignment from TOWl1 & Cour1try, acting as an()mey·liHil<:t,to U1e nustee. Mot. t<i 

Dismiss. Ex. D. Iftihe Trustee was required tQ establish assignment at the pleadins stage (which 

it is not under lil.inoi 'lin.\>), this assignment does so. The initial mortgage holder is "To\~11 and 

the ;4nsw~r,Affirmative-Defenses. and Counter.,Complaint. To the extent the TMtee is required 

does not change thes,e facts. 

different trusts, but s he olrers noiliing to snpPOrt trls cllilm · .. · . . , , . . · .. . . ~-,. P 

interpretation ofthe n<llflC of the trust. Resp. at 5, '!11 0. On the contrary, nothmg m the facts set 

forth in any ple~dinJJ suggests there ate two trusts, and- &<:heifers no new facts to supP<1rl this 
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Affinnative De fen.~ es 24, 25, and 26, v;h.ich purport to stale causes of action or defenses against 

entities other than . he Trustee, are insutlkient at law because such other entities arc not parties to 

this litigation pursmmt to 735 n.cs 512-615(a}. 

Schetfers abo arg11es, briefly, that the copy of the mortgage attached to the foreclosure 

Complaint is diffen mt from the copy the Tmstee provided in discovery because the copy 

att~hed to the Corr 1plaint has handwriting on the front page stating "Nations 03-2!27.n Resp. at 

5. , II. Schetllors f iils to explain how the handwriting ha.~ on the 

Mongage itself and she points to nothing e!S<> to Sltj)P<>rl her i!r&ument. 4, 
" 

Ill. Allowing &'beffers' Motion for Le-.. ve to Amend Would be an Ex,ercise 

or the 

Many ofScheffers' respon~v~ arguments are virtoo!ly identical to the bald assertions she 

an Amended Moticn to Dismiss, in which she propo5<'s to correct the procedural deiieiencks of 

her Moti<.m lo Dismi ss tor Lack ~·f Legal Sta.'lding is futile because even hei rnotiM fails on the 

merits as arJ!.ued alx 've and in the Trustee's Re~oonse to Scheffers' Motion to Dismiss. For these 

rea.wns, the Courts .. 1ould grant the Tmslec's Motion to Dismiss Defendant's Affirmative 

Defenses and Count' "'Claim, should d<..-ny Scheffets' Motion to Dismiss the Foreclo:;ure 

Complaint for Lack of Legal Standing, and should deny Schefters' Motion for Leave lo file an 

Amended Motion to Dismiss . (.bt'-JJJI.D_l""'"l I b ~ tlliTH 
Conclusion ,..ll£Aft'Jt:.-

For the reasons set forth above, and as more fully stated in its motion and supporting 

memorandum, Deu~ ><;he Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee for Benefit of the Certificate 

Certitkates, Series 2 004-Rl, respe<:tfuliy requests the C rt grant its Motion rc, Dismiss 



Defendant's Afiipmative Defenses an CoWiterdairu, deny Scl>effers' Motion for Leave to File an 

and for ruzy · otfler reliel which it deeriis proper. 

Res;=tfully Submitted, 

DE\J"''SCliE :UAl'iK NATIONAL TRUST 
COMl'ANY, ASTIUJaTEE TN "t'R1JST Jroll 
Bl!:l'III,t<'i'f OF rtiE CE.RTIFl<::ATE HOL.DERS 
FOR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE 
S¥£U'9nW.£ T!Ml!i"r 1..Qil.(.W3, A.S.'>E.'t
BACKI!:Dl'ASS THROUGH (,."ER'I'J1nCAD;S, 
SE~004-Rl 

/(~'.Y J ---= 
------. .. 

B · ny C416283l74) 
1:ff'!U!J .. - ·\)"( ni'YJ:tL 
10 So •ke1· Drive, Suite 2300 
Chlcago, Dlino.is 60606 
pJ,;>)Jt.7£i-j .7f,O .[,nlw1e) 
(312} 876-1155 (fax) 
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A Nttomey l~~~· j.pP_t q:presented by Attome 
arne I d'tl. 1.. 'J1 Y 
~ # ft,tJ'Y('?:, I L/ . I 
FmnName 1V o:..~v:i f-r~n 
Attorney for \fJ ~ Jl 
A~ I() 'Z. lA ,,/, it!A :JF/f... 1N_) 
City&Zip !lh"•' Ai~ . 1 I /i;),/_.7)7. 
Telephone \../ ..::, i-1 'r-"7/ - I ~ rJ). _, 

. ../ ..... v .... 

CASE NO: ()9 ( J-! 3717 
' 

<? - I)... 
Dated: ----~20 I(..) 

Entered: ~ --,':fui~Retud~!BC"------

PAMELA J. MCCGUIRE, CLERK OF THE -
White- Court Yellow- Plalatltr --:-Piak- Defeadaat ClltCUIT COURT OF WILL COUNTY 

17 D Revised (06/06) 
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STATE OF II UNO IS 
COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12n' JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE c IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTll' lCATE HOLDERS FOR Jl.MER..V~_lEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACI<ED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
'ili_!M£'!, 'J.QRA-Ji,', 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

PLAINTIFF ) 
) 

FS ,' 
) 

LAUREN SClHEFFERS NK/A LAUREN LEE 
'if\}I'£'i'i£¥-'S, '0'H'i~.'llf0'Jm WE.¥-'S hl\'j} L£"";.Th£'S 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AI\ D NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) 
) 
) 
) 

t 
DEFENDANTS ) 

To: By USl'S Priority Mail 
PBtrick. St.rotarr, Amy lanker 
Dyken 1a Gossett PLLC 
I 0 Sol<th Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 
'\:'ria:l!g '(}, 'lL 'ff'~ 

By USPS Priority Mail 
Denis Pierre, Da•·id Rhodes 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floor 
'. 'Htcrta. ~ucr;y, 
Chicago, IL 60602 

PLEASE TAKE ,,l()TlCE o'nrt o3lT ,l~Mdr W, WI}, 8t •' :Ji} {J' • .W. ,',y R- } :Jj) ,..~ t.i;e 

Joliet Court He use Annex, 57 N. Ottawa, Uoliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned v.1ll present 
before the Honorable Judge in Room 129, the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Motion to 
Dismiss Compi'nlntw l'orocl<lre M<>rtg«gefat' lm::k af Legal Standing, aCOQ',' o{,.:hicll is 
included hereto and served upon you. 

>._/ . d.·· ·-~ - ~ . ' -
.Xfhr<t(i. J<>/Yi4ptuo 

Lauren L. Scheffers ! · . 
13\J:i Morningstar Ct. J 

Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 



Case 69CH3797, riled 08/26/2009 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee.\'. Lauren Scheffers: et at. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned ceniiies that true copies ofthe foregoing instrument, De[endattt·Coumer-

Plaim!ff"Morion w .Dismiss Complailllw Foreclose Mongage/(1r Lack of LeJ.:ai S1anding, to be 

served upon 

Denis Pierce, David Rhodes 
Pierce & As sociates 
Thit1eenth F loor 
l Nonh Dea rbom 

Chicago, lL 60602 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail envelope with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

0309 2690 0001 51 ~ 7 \ 5242, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 

depositing said enve:iope at the United States Postal Service location at l750 W. Ogden Ave., 

Naperville, lL 605'!0 prior to 5:45p.m. this 3rd day of March, 2010 and to 

Patrick Stant 01~ Amy Jonker 
Dykema Goo :sett PLLC 
J n .Nu.~r.b w~ .. d·e.r D.<ive, &•i<e ;]}[;\/;> 

Chicago, iL 60606 

by placing a copy oi ·same in a USPS Priority Maii envelope with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

0308 2690 OOOi 5i7 i 5235, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 

depositing said enve'.io,P<'.ai r.be. U:1.i.tc.O St.a.tesPm\J;ll.l SINvice .ioc.'lt.itA'l.:.>t J 'J5i) W ~v A•"'-, 

Naperviile, IL 6054 0 prior tO 5:45p.m. this 3rdiay ofMarch, 20i !' 

·c 



Swom 10 and subs ::rib"d before me this th 

Mv Commission f' xoircs: c; SI5J.'b!t;K:/ .?(_ 

"OFF! CIAL SEAL" 
Salva tore Esposito 

Notary Put Jlic, State of Illinois 
My Comm~,;ion Expwes 8/28/12 



STATE OF ILLINOIS 
COUNTY OF WILL 

Il'l" THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12rH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHI:O BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTJEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTlFJC4TE .1-IDLDERS POR .4.MER1QVEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
'>.FJ1JE'>. W!Jti.-IU 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN S CHEFFERS AIKJ A LAUREN LEE 
'Y::!WfVB1, b'. 'J.W{~\Q.'Jm \W-Ws. ~~m. T,£t;;I'."W.££, 

OF LAURE:N SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS .A.ND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~ 
) 
) 

J' 
) 
) 

" ) 
) 
l 
) 

To: By or ·dinary mail By ordinary mail 
Pat.?'v'k St.:nWO.'l, A.WJ' .J&Yker 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
I 0 S<)uth Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 
'~}lif\.,rtgU,lJ... ~ 

l:MYl~ Pierce, D<£•\\1 &~ 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floor 
'• 't\vi','r. ~'rlcrrr. 
Chicago, IL 60602 

PLEASE 'l'.4KE NDT.TCE t.la?t& .Week M, :JI»b, at ,t.')!)p..w. ,\-. R.swm J25'd~ 
Joliet Court lclouse Annex, 57 N. Ottawa, Joliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned will present 
before the H"'norable Judge in Room 129, the D<ifendant/Counter-Plaintiff Motian to 
Dismiss Coml'lai.nt 111 F lJteclo.re Moro{.ll.f,e f<K lA&. lJf lq,aJ. St.tmdittg. a ""'\''3 Q.t "'l\.icll. '"' 
included heret o and served upon you. 

I 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1'30~ Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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Deutsche Bank N. ational Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren SchefTers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies tha: true copies of the foregoing instrument, Notice of Motion-

Amended Date, to he served upon 

Denis Pierc·e, David Rhodes 
Pierce & A ssociates 
Thirteenth JFloor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 

lJ]' p.l.:N:,\?g a <:Oflj' ,n,fs&we j,o; &"t em~'afM. ~'y· ~'lMJ' win'r pu:ffil~ prepaid 0y regular 

mail, and depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden 

Ave., 'Napei'Vifle, ·n_ btJ'S40 prior t·J 5:45p.m. tliis ·Sh' day of March, 2010, and to 

Ifa e 7 

Swum rn mm' suoscrloeo' oefore mt: this tile ,-:· y-1, o'ay of Marcil, :ZIJfu. 

\ --~ l _,-~. "'\ \I,---..,, ~~~N-~-"",.·,r:;'~:-)~~~1-~.--~; 
lltly·Carrrrrrn,··slUrr Ex-:~·-_,_. '=:.>c..·_· __ -_·--~-'_''-_·_· --f ~lOTP)::;~~:I;_:<~-

~ ~:JY CC\:'J~r-~:::~-i~: . 
~-)" <· ·:-., ¢ •) -~ <,) 1> {'" -;. ~ ... 

~9 :·~~~~~G06'~•: 

·:· ,~=- ~ .: " •• 
.. , __ ::-;-o;·.: ~ 

,·;;:or-- :Lu.~-:ors g 
. -.,. -~;~.}~:r;:::~;._~j 



STATEOFJ UNOJS 

COUNTY OF \VTU. 

M.R"!'tbl\tU 0.\\"0F«:-1\~ - '!M)~ "i~ 1n3~~ ~UM.7Ll\lli''i: 
TO FORECLOSE MORJGAGE FOR LACK OF LEGAL STA@ING 

Under penalt ies as provided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code ot"Civil 

1-roceaure ('/:>:> 'llX::~ ':ll"t 'ft&Yirom Cn. 't'ltl. par. 't 'ttf'll. fne unaerstgnea cer'it'i'tes 

that the statet uents set fonh in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument 

are true and { ·orrect. except as to matters therein stated to be on information and 

·beftel anil as : o such matters i11e understgned cerflf1es as aioresa.Id that Deiendant 

verily believe ; the same to be true. 

1JU3 ~~onilngstar Ct 
Naperville, lL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 3 day of March. 2010. 

"OFFICIAL o';EAL" 
,5G.~•<9r,.0,r..;> .E_<:, ~ltJl 

Notary Public, Sta te of Illinois 
My Commission Ex:p;1 ·es 8/28/12 Ill..<-----



STATE OF JL LINOIS 

CDLINJY OF WJJ.L 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12111 JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
~lJ.LCfJIJW.'X- T.QJJ£'T.:, lJJ...J:OOT.~ 

DEUTSCHE HANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
.4S 'l'RVS'l'EE. IN 'l'RVS'l' FOR THE BENEPlT Ol' 
THE CERTIFllCATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
h'iJ>.£1:-¥-~'t.;:ED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

VS 

JL~0'?.£~\ '1£\Jli_.T/."''i_.TJ..'S N'f~ h TLh\9?£~- JL£,£ 

SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN :5CHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OH'l'I'ERS rLV D iVfAV RECORD CLANtfA}>.'TS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
'J 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDAN1!f/COUNTER-PLAINTIFF MOTION TO DISMISS COMPLAINT 
TO FORJ'[CLOSE MORTGAGE FOR LACK OF LEGAL STANDING 

Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Pro Se, moves to dismiss 

in Interest/Holder in Due Course pursuant to the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law 

(735 JLCS 5/Art. XV) and the Illinois Conveyances Act (765 JLCS 5/0.01), and states 

GENERAL STATEMENT RE: NOW AIVER OF RIGHTS 

Defend ant/Counter-Plaintiff expressly states that (a) Defendant/Counter-

Foreclosure Cc >mplaint that could be raised and (b) the failure to raise such legal 



issues here is not intended to waive the raising of the many additional legal issues, 

Report of Proceedings. 

Specifkally, the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff is not waiving the many legal 

Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant on 11/13/09, to which the Plaintiff has failed to file a 

responsive pleading to deny any referenced exhibits. 

all legal issues, including Fraud upon the Court, attorney malpractice, and 

commission of a crime under the Illinois Financial Crime Law, Public Act 093-0440, 

& Associates I LC and Dykema Gossett PLLC and the individual attorneys from both 

law firms. 

f'LA.J.WTlFF ~'lOLA 'l'l<AV Of' THE lLL&'OlS i!tKJI?.T6AG£ F()RECLQSl]RE 

The Illimois Mortgage Foreclosure Law specifies the Form of Complaint at 

(?35lLCS 51'1 S-15(}4, fl'e'.ru'ings and Servit;ej (lrol<iirrg aoldeti/: 

(a) Form of Complaint. A foreclosure complaint may be in substantially 
,•J.a f-MkwP">,g j{wm: 
, (/) Plaintiff files /his complaint to foreclose the mortgage (or other 
.conveyance in the nature ~fa mortgage) (hereinqfter called 
':~,.~~ ~l,-M.r~Ji,\1.'9{{9,,. .Wg;rjAOJI .~nWJ~~-\IF .. tfu:>J~{~~~vg p.r ... ~rv .fLI\ 

defendants: (here insert names of all defendants). 
(2) Attached as Exhibit "A" is a copy of the mortgage and as 
. ~hlMt "E" ?.; -& 'l.'llfiJ ~ t+& ~ ~'l.'M''l.'.! Uva'l.~. 

(N) Capacity in which plaintiff brings this foreclosure (here 
indicate whether plaintiff is the legal holder of the 
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indebtedness, a pledgee, an agent, the tmstee under a tmst 
deed or otherwise, as appropnate) 

(b) Hnp1i.red J~~wmo.lkw 
(c) Allegations. The statements contained in a complaint in the form set 
forth in subsection (a) of Section 15-1504 are deemed and construed to 
include «Lleg«tioKs w; fmlows: 

(I) on the date mdicated the obligor of the indebtedness or other 
obligations secured by the mortgage was justly indebted in the amount 
.. f.!w .m.f0&\i<W61'lgrnm'·i...tMru~ ,\7 ,lfl,>61';~,.mm~.,.. 

payee of the mortgage note; 
(2) that the exhibits attached are true and correct copies of the 
~ ..-l ~ ..-l "''"'~...,.,.,.neil twal mmlf, "pan ~ 1be 
complaint by express reference; 
(3) that the mortgagor was at the date indicated an owner of the 
,\ntftr&.Jil ·"'2 Mt-... , .. ani e..r.ti\0 ~£1"'i~ ,Y,:• '~ v"'l»»pllftffl1 umi ,_sitn'~' a:r q-4 tika.,_ 
date made, executed and delivered the mortgage as security for the 
note or other obligations; 
f4} w.m Wa w,c.r~ '"""' nemdffi >Yr -.ta, emmty iYr ·Mrieh 1m 
mortgaged real estate is located, on the date indicated, in the book and 
page or as the document mtmber indicated; 

Per the: Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production 

the original amignment (see Group Exhibit A.2) at the time of filing this Complaint to 

Foreclose Mottgage "Complaint" on August 26, 2009 and "investigation continues". 

signatures on the back of the note that assigned the note to "blank" to demonstrate 

noteholder staws. 

Not only 'nas t'ne l"lairritff'oeen umio\e to stiorrin any admissib\e evidence t'nat 

the Plaintiff ha s legal standing as Real Party in Interest or even that this note was ever 

sold to the Plai ntiff, the Plaintiff has violated the allegations related to the filing of 
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PLAINTIFF VIOLATION OF THE ILLINOIS CONVEYANCES ACT 

to Chapter 76 5 Property (balding added): 

"Deeds, mortgages, puwers of attorney, and other instntments relating to or 
affecti. ng the title to real estate in this state, shall be recorded in the county 
.W .wlti'-".b ....... .b n.t:AJ...-.M ~- Jut• ~<:mt-'W~'mlft>J' ,it' nm'orgumlMi. Mlm
in the .county to which such unorganized county is attached for judicial 
purposoes. No deed, mortgage, assignment of mortgage, or other instrument 
~~:~ w..w ~~ iM ~'It> nm ~umm1lm Stme nurymclude a 
pr01•isi on prohibiting tlte recording of that instrument, and any such 
provision in an instrument signed after the tiffective date of this amendatory 

.4.!'1 ...W..&U k "''"'"""'~ .tu'fo>"n<" ....... ~..: " 

P.«r. •hR:.· Supplement Prospectu~ of this 1rust, "Jhe Deposilor will not cause to 

be recorded auy Assignment which relates to a Mortgage Loan in any jurisdiction ... ··· 

(see Group Ex hibit B.6). In addition, "the Depositor will deliver to the Trustee ... (iii) 

recourse, refle• oting the transfer of the Mortgage Loan " 

Instead of using such a "securitized assignment", a defective assignment was 

effective date c ,f 02/1 J/2009 and a recording date of 03/18/2009 (see Group Exhibit 

D.5), when the Trust had closed years before on February 6, 2004 (see Group Exhibit 

Y....\). 

In addit ion, Town & County Lending was the Originator, while Ameriques! 

Mortgage Company was the Seller to the Trust (see Group Exhibit B6), when the 

•aas, -rr.m:te '~> h.nrei'Jqo~'t l-'tmtg'<~ge ?>ecuitries. 'f er, 'inere are no recorl!el! 

assignments frc •m Town & Country Lending to Ameriques! Mortgage Company or 
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Ameriques! Mortgage Securities for either Ameriques! entity to have legal standing to 

sell the note tr,. t.re t . .-,.u;t. 

Therefore, due to the stated requirement to not record assignments per the 

Propsectus (se'.e Group Exhibit B.6 as quoted above), the Plaintiff not only has 

FW..Ia.W t.re l}h\w;Ys C&w~\i'il\.,~ Act, Ot.t .r ~-rive m.>Tgmtrent was created ro 

record with th<~ Will County Recorder to cover-up the failure to record prior 

assignments, tu perpetrate a further Fraud upon the Court. As a result, there is no 

legally enforc.,.dbl'e lkhl:kr «r lJm: ClJUI"lre. 

The Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff moves to dismiss Plaintiff's Complaint to 

Foreclose Mort gage for lack oflegal standing. The Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff also 

(mfj:StMt tlit: <: ,\10rt will <.·um;iu\lr an order ro aYsmiss i"fainritrs Compfaint to 

Foreclose Mort:gage for lack oflegal standing with prejudice due to Fraud upon the 

Court by filing without having the original mortgage, note, or assignment and then by 

t'r.r•irrg its >1-'rVi <.-er; 00: Resia'enriat' f.enaYng, create a a'etective assignment on its 

behalf 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The D'el':ima'antlt:bunter-i"faintiffretinance<f three mortgages witfi Town & 

Country as Originator for Ameriques! Mortgage Company in December of 2003. 

Group Exhibit I) includes the legal documents related to the closing and Citi 

Rt:l>1'u'tmrtiu' Len o'lng/1-tmerican ffome r Mortgage Servicing fnc. CA.ffl\1Sf} as 

servicers (see Giroup Exhibit D. I for a Timeline of this property). 
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Althottgh the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff signed the mortgage and note on 

Group Exhibit D.2) 

Citi Re,sidential Lending sent a letter to the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff on 

De~-.· 2J, 2'v'O? ~lit,'.-rg· t.'rlit t.~ ''C~(O:J wirorrr dre ooNgadon is owed is 

Ameriques! tv !ortgage Securities, Inc., Asset Backed Pass Through Certificates Series 

2004-RI" (see Group Exhibit D.3). Yet, there was no record of any assignment by 

Town & Country· Loemiiag f'roe.t wilir lire WtW COUI!(y Recorder. 

After unexpected financial problems related to tenants in the properties, as 

well as the det•·!riorating job market for Information Technology Professionals, the 

Defendant/Counter-f\\riatiff Wl!S' umn'n'e (0:] VIIY l'wO mortgages. On Oecemoer Z, 

2008, Citi Residential Lending sent a letter of Notice oflntention to Foreclose (see 

Group Exhibit 0.4). 

Oti t.'rdt u'are, lire &&nu'aooCoum:er-i'l'aintiffmet wini a bankruptcy attorney 

and paid there quisite deposit to begin the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing, which was 

filed on January 30, 2009. Per ScheduleD, Citi Residential Lending was listed as the 

.~-urea' ~.--reo'i1'nrrortnis property (see Group Exilioit D.6J 

On April 17, 2009, AHMSI filed a Motion to Modify the Automatic Stay (see 

Group Exhibit~:::: 3). The motion states that the Creditor is: American Home 

Mortgage Servicing, fnc., as successor in interest to Option One Deutscfte Hank 

National Trust Company, as Trustee in trust for the benefit of the Certificateholders 

for Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-Through 
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Certificates, S eries 2004-Rl. Nowhere is there any reference to AHMSI acting as 

2. American Home Mortgage Sen•icing, Inc. holds the first mortgage lien 
on the f'~'<'¥t1'.:r !ocw.v& m ~ Y&S l~wgs-.m {'m.rl, Ntl}YI'rvi!l-t, !L 

3. The debt is based on a December 31, 2003, Mortgage and Note in the 
origillf .. .i-r1 .nnw 6J1 .S/ 7_9, _~W, 6\9. 

Note", which: s the Settlement Date. Yet, this Complaint indicates the debt is based 

on a December 18, 2003, Mortgage and Note. Yet, Pierce & Associates was the same 

law firm for tir e!>t:t'li'i'O ffifferertl dierllb. 

Per the Report of Proceedings for 04/24/2009 (see Group Exhibit C.4), the 

Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff appeared at the hearing to question the legal standing of 

AHMSl. The t'1erce & f\ssoc'unes attorney, ao an \Yfficer o'l'I'ne ~uan, bTdtrotutne 

Honorable Jud ge Black, "The motion is brought by American Home as servicer for 

Deutsche Ban: k as trustee for the Ameriques! Securities Trust, so Ameriques! still 

owns !ne 'toan." (see uroup Exriili1t L.4, pageS, 'imes 't2-'2't). 

Yet, th•·ere is no mention of the status of AHMSI as "servicer" in the Stay 

Motion, only as "as successor in interest to Option One Deutsche Bank National 

Trust CompaLny~. 

The Honorable Judge Wedoff, presiding in the absence of the Honorable 

Judge Black, a:pproved the Order Modifying the Stay on 04/24/2009 (see Group 

'Ex'riio'it L.S) k·r a 'oariKruptcy t'nat c'wsea on MayS. '2\Jml \see uroup Exn1o'tr D."i). 



Despi·, re the urgency of AHMSI with its Motion to Modify the Stay Order, just 

) »~5 be,_yr, <: {,re tJtnWu'ayNCj' c.\:7s(x}, t.'n's li:Jt•.x.\:m.\·~ ~.:ti>J<T did t1\3t b'eg!~T u·trtn1 4 

months later, when the Plaintiff, through its legal counsel, Pierce & Associates, filed 

a Lis Pendens on August 26, 2009 and served the Defendant with the Foreclosure 

C&W(JM,~w 8tT.d Su:mmmrs <J>T S~ t'O, 2W9. 

The C•efendant served the Plaintiff with the Answer and Counter-Complaint 

on November 13, 2009. 

Tire D>e&rru'dll( >'l:~Veu' die fl.'luirn'ff wt'dr die H'rsr Request rur ftou\rcrion on 

December 24 , 2009, requesting the Plaintiff to produce the original mortgage, the 

original note, and the original assignment (see Group Exhibit A I) 

On re-bruary 3, 2010, the Defendant received a package of document copies 

from AHMSI (see Group Exhibit Cl) 

On Felbruary 13,2010, the Defendant replied to AHMSI with a lengthy list of 

t'egat' issuestcr mtraa'ictions witri wriat riaa' oeen sent oy AffMSY vs. wliat Jiaa· oeen 

submitted wit h the Foreclosure Complaint and the Motion to Modify the Automatic 

Stay, when bo th legal submissions were prepared by the same law firm, but for two 

ct'i!lerent cftimtts (See Group £xftifni C.Z). 

On February 23, 2010, the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff was served the Notice 

of Motion and related Motion for Extension of Time to Answer or Otherwise Plead. 

n Iilc!uaea· an Actoihonaf Appearance triat appears to nave oeen recorctecf on Feflruary 

5, 2010, but \vas not sent to the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff until this February 23, 

20 I 0 mailing. 
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On February 24, 2010, the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiffresearched this new 

Chairman, IV !r. Rex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr. to the Chicago Managing Member, Patrick T. 

Stanton to att .omey James Dougherty who appeared in the January 28, 20 I 0 hearing 

before an apcJI!'a·nr•l\-'"1:" ,'oo;j m:.m {f,W, 4mi ro .nt\mrey· Amy ilJlli.~(•= Group Exmrrit 

A.9) with notification of the Fraud upon the Court in relation to the IARDC Code of 

Ethics. 

"Reac'1 Re..:dpe;" were retunred !ry· dre Ct'raimrarr 4mi dre Cmc-dgo t\>IIDmglrrg 

Member ( se( Group Exhibits I 0-11 ). 

I also forwarded copies of that e-mail to numerous attorneys with Pierce & 

A,.-,;o.,,i!M; irrvm'veo' wid! rlre court nt'ings for two ct'ienrs in rlre Cl'!aprer i' Barul::ruprcy 

and for two c Iients for the two Complaints to Foreclose (see Group Exhibits A.IZ-

16) 

Oh f'e,bruary 26, ZOlO, the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff received Plaintiffs 

Response to Defendant's First Request for Production (see Group Exhibit A.2) 

ARGUMENT 

Per the fl'aintirTs Response to Oefendanr's First Request for J'toauction 

("Response"), the Plaintiff, through its law firms of record, Pierce & Associates and 

Dykema Goss .ett, has admitted to committing a Fraud upon the Court, by filing a 

f"orect'osure Compl'aint on August Z6, 2\JO'l wi1:iwut ilaving possession of tile on"ginat' 

mortgage, the: original note, or the original assignment (see Group Exhibit AI) . 

Per thr~ Plaintiff's Response (holding added): 



I . "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the mortgage and 

wjJJ produce Jt to Scbeffers upon .locating it. lrn'effigtlt«m roatiaaes-. " 

2. "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the note and will 

prod uce it to Scheffers upon locating it Investigation continues." 

3. "Tn1s~ae ,:tt&+e.s' t.turt i .. · is ~cn'-"1T0tg IDr all oogtiral' of the assignment 

and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it Investigation continues." 

The Plaintiffs Reply to the Defendant's First Request for Production makes 

.T.I!.ww.rm.'.f k l,se statements·. 

I. The use of the word "an" vs. "the" in relation to "originals" implies 

that tihere is more than one "original" of the mortgage, the note, and the 

assig\nm-~w. 

2. The Response makes a totally false statement that the Defendant/ 

Coum•:er-Plaintiff already has the original mortgage and the original note, as 

giver ro ti're ~diii/Coum:eH')'aintlffat the dosing in December ot":lUUJ. 

Mortgagees never receive the original documents. 

3. The Response makes a totally false statement that the original 

fTRJTtg :age is on tii'e witt\ tne county recoraer. The Wt"ff County Recorder 

return s all original mortgages to the sending party; no originals are kept at all. 

4. The Response makes a totally false statement that the original note is 

on file with the county recorder. Not only does the Will County Recorder not 

record notes, it returns all original notes; no originals are kept at alL 



Case 09CH1. 797, FX'<Xl 08/26/2009 

5. The Response makes a totally false statement that the original 

returns all original assignments to the sending party; no originals are kept at 

all. 

subrr-•itted with the Complaint meets the request for production of the 

assigt1ment signatures on the back of the Note. 

i'. Tire R~>;pure;~ irn--.\:tu'es" two, Mmti...<r•' URLs ro tire au-.'t u\J\--om1> .U 

SEC gov that are invalid, because they do not even specify the actual CIK or 

2004- -Rl/trust name in the query. The Response indicates no knowledge that 

tile l>eteno'antlt:bunter-l'raintiffnas inet'ua'ea' 3\Jf pages orexMin'rs ret'ateo'to 

the prospectus of the alleged trust in support of the Answer and Counter

Complaint, as well as in support of the Motion for Quiet Title. 

«ega ro'ing muthpt'e ~onginat'" copies or tile mortgage, there is a cnttcat' 

discrepancy between Page I of the mortgage as submitted to this Court by the 

Plaintiff with the Complaint (see Group Exhibit A.3) and, again, with in relation to 

tne Oet'tmd"arti/Counter-f'faintitiMohon tor Quiet ritfe (see Group £xnifni A.4j, 

when compared with the copy of the mortgage that AHMSI sent to the 

Defendant!C< Junter-Plaintiff on February 3, 2003 (Group Exhibit C.l.b.2)) 

One page f oftne Mortgage as recorded Wltn tne Wi"ff County Recorder nas a 

handwritten 'Nations 03/21237" on it, but the one that AHMSJ sent does not have 

that handwrit ten note on it. Instead, it has certification that the document is a "true 
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copy". Yet, the included Signature/Name Affidavit with a date of December 18, 2003 

Exhibit C. I b.S)) 

In addition, the notary initials on each page of the mortgage and note sent by 

AHMSlu\7 .-wt match the initials of the notary. 

SUMMARY 

Will :REFORE, the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiffrequests that this Court enter 

standing. A nd for any other relief which the Court deems proper under the 

circumstancus. 

order to disrniss Plaintiff's Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for lack oflegal 

standing witl t prejudice due to Fraud upon the Court by filing without having the 

on'gina!' mongage, nore, or assignment and rnen oy naving 1'rs ,'IJIV]cer; C1'ri 

Residential I "ending, create a defective assignment on its behalf 

Respectfully Submitted, 

(X;f;/ (Lc ;)(f/"44'<. 1 
~ . ..-urj, 

&(_' 

Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant/Counter
Plaintiff Pro Se 
f.N5 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

Page \2 
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pg.) 
12. E-rne>,\\ <!.?.t~ 01125/'ZI.HQ, \I;_ I}? ~.m., tQ l'i~~ &. A.'i.roci.at.e'i. Seo.imfFo,.uuitQ>b 
Partner, Den is Pierce (1 pg.) 
13. E-mlti I dated 02/25120 1 0, 8:06 a m , to Pierce & Associates Managing Partner, 
Awirew J'l(e,l .W.Q i! p,g. ,' 
14. E-m< 1il dated 03/02/2010, 2:06p.m., to Pierce & Associates attorney, David 
Rhodes (I p g.) 
1, ~. ~..Wi~;~t,l~ ~v~ Q,1J,1:1.1,'1Q,VJ.., ~·.Q,q tp.w~., t.Q. q;m;~ &.. ~WY-Jat~~ s:at.Qml!.'J, Q,ir..b;u:d 
Elsliger (I p g.) 
16. E-m< til dated 02/24/2010, 5:09p.m., to Pierce & Associates attorney, Mike 
_._1\"~~lt .f J 1':-'W) 
17. E-mail dated 02/25/2010, 10:08 a.m., to Deutsch. Engel, & Levy 
Senior/Four .ding Partner, Earl A. Deutsch ( 1 pg.) 
ll ~. li..-.wk•l}J 1-'ttcl '.11 . .r1.:Y,1.Q,I/.1, IJ lJ ·.Qft ~.WJ., tR., ~d~'Y"..b .. fWb~· .&... l...ft\"} V!Ql:"QI!.'J, 
Robert J. En mnuel 
19. Read Receipt tor E-mail dated 02/25/2010 from Robet1 J. Emanuel (I pg.) 
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EXHIBITS (con't) 

GROUP D ~HI BIT B, DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
I. Tru ;t Closing Date on or about February 6, 2004, DBTO 1.5 ( l pg.) 
2. Tru,;t Seller and Master Servicer, Ameriques! Mortgage Company, DBTOI.6 

(I pg) 
3. The Certificates, DBT02 (I pg.) 
4. The Certificates are Obligations of the Trust Only, DBTOS.l (1 pg.) 
5. Assi,gnment of the Morw<We Loans> DBT07.1 {l p,g.) 
6. The Seller and Master Servicer, DBT07.2 ( 1 pg) 

GROUP E)Ui!BIT C., AHMSI as servicer 
I. Am€ •rican Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. (AHMSI), servicer, package 

a. Cover letter dated February 3, 2010 (3 pgs.) 
b. Copies j3l pgs) 

l) Fixed Rate Note (2 pgs.) 
2) Mortgage (IS pgs.) 
1\ LellJll De'i<'J:iJlt.inn n£ t.be Qr<lQertl( ( l Qlb \ 
4). 1-4 Family Rider (4 pgs.) 
5) Signature/Name Affidavit with a date of December 18,2003 
wjib _a not.ary .stamp and full not.ary .si~matmf\, hut no nntaJy date f J 
pg.) 
6) Settlement Statement, Optional Form (2 pgs.) 
7 \ 1.: DJt.b.-i.oc LJ> .. mli.!J.'b Oi.'i<'Jn.'!l.ll:e S!.:U.~:mr • .m. '>(iJ.b. a 0~~ nf 
December 18, 2003 (I pg.) 
8) Customer Account Activity print-out for period 01101/06 ~ 
il.I/2_'\/J{J [5 ~&) 

2. Rep•ly to AHMSI dated February 13, 2010 (6 pgs.) 
a. Letter (4 pgs.) 
b. 1:,,-,Q,\~i.t£. li£1. ~1 jl.g'>.) 

3. AHI\ 1SI Motion to Modify the Automatic stay, filed on 04/17/2009 by Pierce 
& Associates attorney. Christopher M Brown (3 pgs.) 

4. R.epr.i'!.[.\fP.r.rx.e.e.d.\wp• ,i,r,o C.~e.r 'J &'ak"J.>p'te)' b.ea.r.Wg .[.\Q !l~I)..V2DD9, .P.i.e.rc.e 
& Associate •S attorney, Yanicke Polycarpe, on behalf of American Home Mortgage (8 
pgs) 
~. Qr.U..•'i ""t~RRi.?J'nrs 'tta1y w.rW,'l-11t1!~~q. 
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GROUP EXHIBIT D 
I. Timdine (I pg.) 

2. Settl ement Statement dated 12/3 1/03 vs. mortgage/note dates of 12/18/03 ( I 
pg.) 

3. Citi Residential Lending letter dated October 23, 2007 stating that the 
''creditor to· whom the obligation is owed is Ameriques! Mortgage Securities, Inc., 
Asset Backed Pass Through Certificates Series 2004-Rl." (l pg.) 

4. Citi I {esidential Lendin_g letter dated December 2, 2008 of Notice of Intention 
to Foreclose ( 1 pg.) 

5. Citil: tesidential Lending Inc., as Attorney-In-Fact for Tow7 and Country 
Credit Con;> . AssifYlment of Mortg,a~e/Deed dated January 15. 2009 with an effective 
date of 02/ I i /2009 returned to American Home Mtg. Servicing 

6. ScheduleD- Creditors Holding Secured Claims on filing date ofO l/30/09, 
Citi Residen tial is listed as creditor (I p_g._) 
7. Discharge of Debtor, Chapter 7 Bankruptcy, May 5, 2009 (l pg.) 
8. AIDA'S! Current Loan Information (I pg.) as of March 3, 2010 (1 pg.) 
9 AI:U\ASl View Me.~s List as of March 3., 2010 (I Ql& l 

10. AHl'dSI Secure Message dated 08/25/2009, E-AH5.1 - AH5.5 (5 pgs.) 
11. AHJ\.1SI Secure Message dated 09/02/2009, E-AH6.1 - AH6.3 (3 pgs.) 
12 ~c •rt ofProceedirws, Ol/28/20!0 {33 .oss.) 
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Cl il(.'.a.{.H)\~~?lJ (ii)tl_! 

lD\(!_RJ- 10524(1/({eS 

L Candace Vlandel, a non-attorney, certifY that 1 caused to be served true and correct 
copy of rht: above ~ 'l .. .-iU?\"''l'}l:P~S }?}3SP&VtL9B T!) DEF,E1\f,Q4)\!T .Sf'JJ.LFEfRS' }\~{l]](F< TO 
DISMISS fOR Ll.CK OF LEGAL STANDING, ulong with the attached document(:-) referred 
to therein~ upon th.~ p.a;ties belowj viet First f'la_-.;.s Unile.d States \tali, in a pc1stage prepaid 
envdope deposited l.Q.1.bg U.S.. ~"la.i.J. CbJJt.e iit lQ S. \Vacker Drive. Suite 2300._ Chicago" 11linois~ 
this April I 5, 2J I 0. 

Ms.. Laun;n L. St-h effCrs 
1305 f\.1orngingsw:: ~ Cm~rt 
Nn!Jen-ilk~ lL 605- &4 

Mr. Richard Etsliger & Mr. Mike Kemoek 
Pierce & A-ssociates 
!3"' Floor 
One North Dearborn 
Chicago, TL 60602 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE. UTI:l.lll01ClA.LClRClil1: 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DHiTSCI.IF .BA-~X .t >.4J:IDNAL TJWST ) 
COMPANY, AS TRliSTEE IN TRUST FOR ) _j) 2 
BENEFIT OF THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS l ./ ~ 
li0R\_ ~\1}1h'H,Y~~l0£S~ ~~/Yl..._T.J0~.f::lL ~£CT...!.li\.\~TJ.J:L'b ) / 
TRUST 2004-R3, AS~~ET-BACKED PASS- ) 
THROUGH CERTIFI CATES, SERIES 2004-RI ) 

) 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. 09 CH 3 797 

vs. ) 

LAUREN L. SCHEF! ERS. A!K!A LAUREN 
LEE SCI JEFFERS; U '>!KNOWN HEIRS AND 
LEGATEES' Of' LAL' K'Eil{ L. SCH£FfERS. 
IF ANY; UNI<l"'IOWH 0\VNERS AND 
NON-RECORD CLJ\ IMANTS, 

Defendants. 

'! 
) 
) 

J 
) 
) 
) 
) ____________________________ ) 

LAUREl\' L. SCHEFl-T'RS, 

Counter-Plainiitr, 
vs. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
DEUTSCHE BANK \IATIOJ'<AL TRUST ) 
COM!' ANY, AS TRl JSTEE IN TRUST FOR ) 
BENEFIT Of THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS ) 
fOR AMERIQUEST MORTGAGE SECURITIES ) 
TRUST 2004-R3, AS SET-BACKED PASS- l 
TI-IROUGII CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2004-RI, ) 

Counter-Defendant. 
) 
) 

Judge Siegel 

l'LAINTIFF'S RE SPONSE TO DEFENDANT SCHEFFER'S MOTION TO DISMISS 
COMPLAINT TO. FORECLOSE MORTGAGE FOR LACK OF LEGAL STANDING 

Defendant Lat uen L. Scheffers' ("Schcffers") Motion to Dismiss should be denied 

because (I) her motion is procedurally improper, (2) the Trustee 1 has standing to sue for 

1 _PkJ,intifi?Ccwnte~,'~. <>,fB.'i\!a\.1\:rll...\:'.!.'/..-fC,~ B.:n~k ;l\Tat,\5\ru>.l ~r.'{.'.f.t C81~WP.-, T,r.l'.f.\.~ A...-. 'f.r&.'..f..t F'l!JI.r &.W!'K.1,.t Dl 
The Certificate Holders For Ameriquest Mortgage Securities Trust 004-R3 Asset-Backed Pass Through 
C~rtificates. Series 2004-1 tl (''Trustee"). 

't 
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Illinois Conveyances, \ct. 2 Thus, Scheffers' Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Legal Standing 

should be denied. 

Section 2-615 t !OVcms motions to dismiss with respect to pleadings. A motion to dismiss 

pursuant § 2-61 S attack·; the legal sufficiency of a complaint and the court's inquiry is limited to whether 

·1m: illregJimns Ui ine WI npra'nit, wncn viewed ·mine 'lrgnt most favorao'le to the p'llimilff, are sufficrent to 

state a cause of action upon which relief can be granted. Kopka v. Kamensky & Rubenstein, 354 

Ill.App.3d 930,933.821 N.E.2d 719 (1'1 Dist. 2004). "The motion shall point out specifically the defects 

comptamca o'l, ana snail a5k for appropriate re'ftef, such as ... ihat ihe action be dismissed .... " !d. § 512-

615(a). 

[n reviewing a r notion to dismiss brought pursuant to §2-615, all well-pleaded facts are taken as 

true for purposes of tl1e motion !ndeck North Ame1ican Power Fund v. ;Vonveb, 316 lll.App.3d 416, 

430-3 L 735 N.E.2d 649 (1 '' Dist. 2000). To withstand a§ 2-615 motion to dismiss, a complaint must 

allege facts suftlciently :sening forth the essential elements of the cause of action. Shaper v. Bl)'an. 371 

lll.App.3d 1079, 1086. 8 64 N.E.2d 876 (I" Dist. 2007). A legally sufficient complaint sets forth a legally 

recognized claim upon v ,·hich the plaintiff is entitled to relief, while a factually sul1icient complaint must 

plead sufficient facts es:;ential to the alleged cause of action. Wieseman v. Kienstra, Inc., 23 7 IJI.App.3d 

721, 722, 604 N.E.2d I L26 (5th Dist. 1992). 

Se-ction 2-619(a )(9) governs dismissal based on defects or defenses. It states, "Jd.lcfendant 

may ... file a motion for dismissal of the action or for other appropriate relief upon any of the following 

::! To the extent tha1 Scheffers' Motion to Dismiss raises issues the Trustee addressed in its Motion to 
Dismiss Afflrrnative Defen~ ;es and Counter-Crunplairu- .and !be .Me.rnnr.aru:lutu .i:o .S...~ .tb.f' J:rJ.t.'\J".t>.e: .\ur£\r,nn.r.atf's 
those documents here by rc ference. 

2 
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the legal eJlect of or dt ~teating the claim."' 735 lLCS § 5/2-619(a)(9). Section 2-619 of the Illinois 

Code of Civil Procedure allows for the dismissal of a complaint based on issues of law or easily 

proven 'tssues o'i 'iact. Mtvocdte 'fteddn & 'ftosp.ildts 'Corp. v. 'banK '()ne, iv. iL, 'Jlils 'ilL 1\pp. 'Ja 

755,759 (1st Dist. 201 )4). A section 2-619 motion admits all well pled facts in the complaint, as 

well as any reasonabl e inferences which may be drawn from those facts, but asks the court to 

conC!ui!e that there ·ts no set of facts which wou1d enftt1e fhe p1aintiff to recover due to a defense 

or defect. ld If th< · grounds do not appear on the face of the complaint being attacked,~ (1 

motion shall be suppc,'rted by affidavit stating that the claim asserted against defendant is ba;:~ ~ 
by an affirmative matt er avoiding the legal effect of or defeating the claim. See 512-61 f;p~ '1)A.\J 'Jt 

Section 2-619. I governs combined motions under 2-615 and 2-619 andeuires a movant 

to delineate the parts' md specify which part is brought under which provision. It states: 

'·;\·lotion with 1 ·espect to pleadings under Section 2-615, motion for involuntary 
dismissal or ot her relief under Section 2-619, and motions for summary judgment 
under Section .2-1005 may be tiled together as a single motion in any 
combination. A combined motion, however, shall be in parts. Each part shall be 
limited to and shall specify that it is made under one of Sections 2-615, 2-619, 2-
1005. Each pt trt shall also clearly show the points or grounds relied upon under 
the Section up< m which it is based." 

735 !LCS § 5/2-619.1 

Argument 

I. Scheffers' Mo tion Is Procedurally Improper. 

As a threshold matter. Scheffers' Motion to Dismiss fails to meet Illinois' procedural 

requirements for amotion to dismiss in that Scheffcrs failed to specify whether her motion is 

brought under 735 IL< ~S 2/5-615, 2/5-619, or 2/619.1. "Meticulous practices dictates that a 

lawyer specifically de signate whether his motion to dismiss is ,oursuant to section 2-615 or 2-

3 



• N.E.2d 888, 895 (2nd C>ist. 1985). 

The Trustee i' prejudiced by Scheffcrs' procedural failure. "[The failure to specifically 

not be countenanced by trial judges, and although not always fatal, it will require reversal if 

prejudice results to th•' nonmovant." !d. Scheffers' procedural failure prejudices the Trustee by 

requ'1img ·u to respond to ·ner motiOn w't1hout ru'fly uniterstan<'img 'ner attacK on ine 'Comp'tan1t. 

Scheffers' failure to d< 'signate the procedural provision under which she brings her motion to 

dismiss should result .n her motion being denied. 

/\. Schetrt ·rs· Motion Fails Under 2-615. 

Scheffers' mot ion fails under 2-615 because the Trustee has properly stated a mortgage 

• foreclosure claim and failed to argue the legal insufficiency of the complaint. 

Section 2-615 governs motions to dismiss with respect to pleadings by attacking the legal 

suftlciency of a complaint and the court's inquiry is limited to whether the allegations of the 

complaint. when viev. cd in the light most favorable to the plaintiff, are sufficient to state a cause 

of action upon which nlief can be granted. Kopka v. Kamensky & Rubenstein, 354 Ill. App. 3d 

930. 93 3. 821 N .E.2d 719 (I st Dist. 2004). Scheffers does not specifically state that her motion 

to dismiss is brought under 2-615, but she argues that the Trustee lacks legal standing and 

requests dismissal wit h prejudice. Where a motion to dismiss does not specify the statute under 

which it is brought. it" reguest for dismissal with _pr~judice suggests it is brought under 2-615. 

Burnert v. Donath, l :n Ill. App. 3d 131, 132, 468 N.E.2d 50 I, 502, (4th Dist. 1984)(court 

considered unspecific< 1 motion to dismiss as brought under 2-615 where the prayer was for 

• dismissal with _pr<':i udi Cl" ) . 

4 



• Trustee has properly s rated a cause of action for a mortgage foreclosure. See Section II. In 

reviewing a motion to dismiss brought pursuant to § 2-615, all well-pled facts are taken as true 

416. 430-3 L 735 :--I.E. 2d 649 (I st Dis!. 2000). Thus, the Trustee has sufficiently stated a cause 

of action. For these rc~asons, Scheffers' motion should be denied. 

B. Scheffe rs· Motion Fai'ls Dnaer2-o'J'9. 

Scheffers' mot ion fails under 2-619 because the affirmative matters Scheffers has raised 

arc not defects or defe nses to the mortgage foreclosure complaint and she has failed to support 

those arguments with' m affidavit.L~.l(a,. -NJ... E).f.U' )-rs t-'l1::f 
Section 2-619( ~)(9) permits motions to dismiss based on defects or defenses based on an 

• "at1im1ative matter." ''Affirmative matter" encompasses any defense other than a negation ofthc 

essential allegations 01 'the cause of action. Klein v. DeVries. 309111. App. 3d 271,273.722 

KE.2d 784. 788 (2d [list. 1999). Scheffcrs does not state whether her motion to dismiss is 

brought under 2-619. If it is, however, Scheffers' motion should be denied because she fails to 

raise any legitimate af tirmative matter that could lead to a dismissal, as argued below . . ')ee 

Sections III-IV. 

Moreover, Sd •effers has failed to support her arguments with an affidavit as required by 

Section 2-619(a). Iftl1e grounds do not appear on the face of the complaint being attacked, the 

motion shall• ,;.b;;.e;;.s;l!P;;.P;;,;~r1ed ~Y affidavit stating that the claim asserted a,gainst defendant is ';:rred 

by an affirmative matLer avoiding the legal effect of or defeating the clajm. See S/2-619(a)(9). 

• 
yheffers' failure to sup' port her claims with an affidavit should result in her motion being denied. 

w ~ 
UH,UUM,&, 166'1'-
otst..C~ w tK.r s 
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Section 2-619. ; requires a movant to delineate the parts of the motion and specify which 

part is brought under which provision 2-615 and 2-619. Scheffers has failed to designate her 

I ler failure to do so renders her motion procedurally improper and, thus, it should be dismissed. 

II. The Trustee Has Standing to Sue for Foreclosure. 

The Trustee has stanaing to sue 'Sehe!Iers for mortgage Yorec'Josure 'oeeause it has 

complied with the lllir 1ois Mortgage Foreclosure Act ("Foreclosure Act") by filing a complaint 

containing the statuto ily required allegations and attaching a copy of the mortgage and note. 

See 735 fLCS 5115-15•04(al; Exhibits A and B to Foreclosure Comp1aint. Pursuant to 735 lLCS 

5115-1504(b) "A forec losure complaint need contain only such statements and requests called for 

• by the fonn set forth i11 subsection (a) of Section 15-1504 as may be appropriate for the relief 

sought." Section 15-1 504(a) provides the form a foreclosure complaint may take. 

Comparison of the Trustee· s mortgage foreclosure complaint shows that the Trustee 

complied with the req•Jirements of Section 15-1504(a). Paragraph I of the Trustee's mortgage 

foreclosure complaint natches the required allegations in Section 15-1504(a)(J ). See mortgage 

foreclosure complaint "Complaint"), -,r1; 735 ILCS 5/15-1504(a)(l ). The Complaint contains 

allegations that the m< 'rtgage and note are attached as Exhibits A and B, just as Section 15-

1504(a)(2) requires. S ee Complaint, ,2; 735 ILCS 5/15-l504(a)(2). In paragraph 3(a)-(p ), the 

Complaint contains all egations that correspond to all the information reguired under Section 15--l504(A)-(P). See Cor nplaint, "3(a)-(p); 735 ILCS 5/15-1504(a)(3)(A)-(P). In the prayer for 

relief, the Complaint r' equests relief pursuant to the appropriate requests as stated in Section 15-

• 
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l504(a )_ Sec Cotupb .. .= iJJJ .. w. 1-4 .. T.bn..'t., tbft. 1' ~.!St.P.ft ?a..s r:J~wfiinit, t~ ~~ M.Jl'Rtt'f?w<-., fi~ W(iYt,f;Ub"t 

f(>rcclosure and has P' ·operly alleged a mortgage foreclosure complaint/)e;;,.~ IN~/(,!:> 
Scheffers argt tes that the Trustee lacks legal standing because there was no assigtm1ent 

1/Uat'J. ~ 101.. ,, . . . ' . . '* ~~--- ~1 ~.~·=· '· ~·m. ·& r~~mz., .'i, 'iiJt. '=• wqsnamn ... ~!1,.ffi:S<, t:.:q;tj!V• •Vdl> uwner. l~U'I.i~' IN 
UCC.I'~~M.:.se~ ... -w 

Dismiss, pp. 4-5. She has offered nothing to show that this has any impact on the Trustee's !ega'!"'-
-;, ?8i(f 

standing. Illinois law does not require a plaintiff to allege any facts regarding how it becamRhe 

't~a'> 'rtckill.1 T.li.<t murt:·;<~ge or even aliacn a copy m·tne asstgnmem to (he 1orec'iosure complamt. 

See 765 lLCS 5/28 an l 7351LCS 5/515-1504. See also Klehm v. Grecian Chalet, Ltd., 164 Ill. 

App. 3d 610. 618, 5 I: l N.E.2d 187 (4th Dist. I 987)(foreclosure plaintiff need not plead how it 

acqtitreb 'illte 10 'wanJ. nrmo'ts courts nave a'! so recognized fhat pla.mtiffs possession of the note 

and mortgage constitu tes prima facie evidence of its ownership of those instruments. See Lundy 

v. Messer, 25 111. Apr. 2d 513, 167 N.E.2d 278 (2d Dist. 1960) (upholding right ofplaintilfto 

foreclose based on po~ ;session of note and mortgage without written assignment). Sche~ 
failed to provide any s upport for her claim to the contrary. 

Moreover. Scheffers attached to her answer and affirmative defenses and her motion to 

~dismiss a copy of the' tssignment from Tov.n & Country, acting through its attorney-in-fact, to 

(.U the Trustee. Mot. to C •ismiss, Ex. D. If the Trustee was required to establish assignment at the 

~pleading stage (which it is not under Illinois law), this assignment does so. In filing this motion, 

.:>c;~"'"'"'-" has repeated ly ignored the straightforward allegations and documents in this 

mortgage was recorded at the Will County Recorder of Deeds. See Ex. A to Foreclosure 

Complaint. Subscquet1tly, Town and Country Credit Corp., by its attorney in fact, assigned the 

• mortgage and note to t he Trustee. which brought the action to foreclose. The Assignment of 

J,:S, ~~-~,.~,~lr(;;\.... ... .sfJJ -~ ~tx:Jy 
I 
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\1ortgage/Deed was recorded on l\1arch 1 &. 2009. See Ex. D to the Answer and Counter-

Complaim. To the ''xtent the Trustee is required to establish standing, these documents do so. 

III. The Truster! Compli<'<l with the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Act. 

Contrary to ~}cheffers' claim. the Trustee did not "violate" the Foreclosure Act_b;c~ ., 

the Foreclosure Act doe.> not rei,uilreit 1n .a.ttnch or.iginals to the foreclosure cot~nlaint~r 

SchetTers cc ntends that the Trustee violated 7351LCS 5/15-1504(c)(2) ~orccll 
Act by not filing wit h the Complaint the original mortgage, note, or assignment. Mo~~ 
Dismiss, pp. 2-3. Sl1e fi.trther claims that the Trustee committed a fraud upon the court by filing 

a foreclosure com pi aint without having possession of the original mortgage, note, or assign:::.... 1~ ~ 
·Mot.toDisnitss.p.CJ. ~~~A~lt#/l~-\~ 

Nothing in 7 35 ILCS 5/15-1504(c)(2) suggests that original documents must be attached 

to a foreclosure con tplaint or even possessed by the plaintiff. Subsection (c)(2) states "that the 

made a part of the c< >mplaint by express reference." See 735ILCS 5/15-1504(c)(2} (emphasis 

added). The Mortg .1ge and Note are attached to the Complaint. See Exs. /\ and B to Complaint. 

Scheffers has provided no support for her argument that subsection (c}(2} should be interpreted ~! 
to require that origin ill documents be attached to a foreclosure complaint. She also has failcd to 

offer any legal support for her contention that attaching copies of the mortgage, note, and 

assignment is a "!fa ud on the court." Thus, the Trustee did not violate the Foreclosure Act, and 

............ .LI!" 
Schcllers' Motion 1< ·Dismiss should be denied. ';>)II#'$ NO"'f' +'A ~ 

Qf u.:~.,.u,.\J 
8 



• IV. The 'fruste< Complied with the Illinois Conveyances Act. 

Schetfers· < rguments that the Trustee violated 765 ILCS 5/28. the lllinois Conveyances 

Act ("Conveyance~ Act"). fail because the Conveyances Act does not address the alleged 

violations. 

-'~ First, Schet1ers argues o\a( ole rrustee IS no( a noi'a'cr is a'ue course o{n\e mortgage ana' 

.~ ... \ ~jfJ note because the as,ignrncnt v..'lls recorded after the Trust closed. Mot. to Dismiss, p. 4. In her 

estimation, this is a violation of the Conveyances Act. However, Scheffers has failed to show 

~ 

~ • 

• 

• 

how this violates the J;J;c~J]Jje arul Jailed Jn t:>;nlain .bnw ibm wnwd affectibe TrLL'<!.ee heing a 

holder in due cot1rs '· 

Second, Scht ,ffers argues that the alleged Trust prospectus violates the Conveyances Act 

because it contains < 'reference to not recording assignments. Mot. to Dismiss. pp. 4-5. "') 

Scheffers has failed to offer anything to show that the alleged prospectus has any connection t:-\ ~~ Y, • 
this mortgage. Mon 'over, Scheffers ·has no fmancia] ·mterest in the Trust. ihus, she has no J 
standing to object to any alleged prospectus. "A third party acquires no rights under a contract ~ 

entered into by othe rs unless the provision at issue was intentionally included for the direct .,C -
1?R-7&1i.'. '<);<htc •hin·~ ., '!lli'cj ." w~;;,, 'in'mm'l, & 'flrRmr&", 'l.C. '1. "'"~"' f.Jt'L V.>l'f'., 'l.','l, 1,1,1,, ~·'liP·~ ~ 

383,393. 577 N.E.2 d 1344. 1352 (1st Dist. 1991) (citations omitted). The intent to be~ d --third pmty "must affirmatively appear from the language of the instrument when properly 

intcrl?reted and com-;trued." ld. (citations omitted). Scheffers fails to argue that she is an 

intended third party beneficiary of the prospectus or demonstrate language in the alleged 

prospectus showing she is. Scheffers' lack of standing as a third party beneticiary and her failure 

to connect the alleg od prospectus to the mortgage nullify her argument. 

9 
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J"".S'C.~.,. / .. MN.,.. ...,n~lP~•~, 
Third. Sche: :Tcrs argues that the Trust~ks legal s~in: b:'::use ther~.,.. 

assignment tfom Town & Country to Ameriques!. Mot to Ot'smiss, pp. 4-::>. I" t 'ir-~ 
the Trustee docs nut lack legal standing as argued above in s~!7l~er. elieffers fails to 

show how this is a· liolation of the Conveyances Act. for these reasons. Scheffers' motion 

'"""-· UtG ~~,.-,. JAZ\L 
CONCLUSION ~c "A.J"rlts' 

For each of the reasons set forth above, Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as 

Trustee for Benefit of the Certificate Holders for Amcriguest Mort_gage Securities Trust2004-

R3, Asset-Backed 0 ass Through Certificates, Series 2004-R 1. respectfully requests the Court to 

deny Schcffcrs· Me >lion to Dismiss for Lack of Legal Standing and for any other relief which it 

deems proper unde1 ·the circumstances. 

By: 

Respectfully Submitted, 

'D'i'.'t','J'S'\::'t\'C, 'DhlV"-'!U>'i'RM1.~ ...,.'i\\%'~ 
COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR 
BEJ\'EFIT OF THE CERTIFICATE 
HDLDERSFDR AMERJQHEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-R3, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS THROUGH 
CERTIFICATES .. SERIES 2004-Rl 

'IU 'Soufh ·wacker Drtve, ~tineTJUO 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 876-1 700 (phone) 
{J t12/8?6-t1 

J
1J5 (l{.'J.~t"/ 
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STATE OF ILLll'iOIS 

COUNTY ( )f WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 121!1 JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COU1'>.;TY -JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCIII~ BA,'\iK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS TRUST EE IN TRCST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
Tr--r'F C£r'<T 1'Fi'CA T£ l'i'O[D£r'<S I" Or'< rtMEIU'QUEST 
MURTGA< iE SEL'URITTES TRUST 2004-R I, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-HIROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
<ili}/.!li..S '!.~d'AJ?,•. 

PL\lKTIFF 

VS 

LAL:REN 5-;CHEFFERS A/KIA LA!JREN LEE 
SCHEFFEF~S. U:--.KJ'\OWt\ HEIRS A.1'>:D LEGATEtS 
OF LAL'RE N SCHEFFERS, IF ANY UNKNOWN 
OWNERS /\O.'D NON RECORD CLAJMA.J\iTS. 

DEFENDANTS 

NOTICE OF FILING 

) Case 09CH3797 
) i Jo~Sgt· f?.,'c,~.,-d l Si~:;'f!,<:N *' 
) 

~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 

By I SPS Priority Mail By USPS Priority Mail 
PatricK Sranrun, Aury iOmtcr i9t:?tn=s A~ .. ~"', l>d'(' 1\:1 R.~'N'"Yk-...r 
Dvk erna Gossett PLLC Pierce & A;so<:iates 
lO ~outh Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 Thirteenth Floor 
Chit.-":?(~~·, \t. ldYdJk, _ .J' I~ ~b. D~tbJJr.r.t. 

o'S1~ flO Chicago, fL 60602 

PLE \SE TAKL'\OTJCE 1hat on \lay 5. 2010. Defendant/Counter-PiaintiiT 
caused to bv liled with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Will County, Illinois. 
Defendant(', nmter-PlamllffReply to P/amlllj's Response to !Jelimdant Sche{kr "s<sic · Motum 
to Dl!itniss ( 'f ,mplaint to J-.Oreclose lvlortgage lor La1.:k ~.~(Legal Standing. a copy of which was 
served upon you on May 5, 2010-'(- --

~!'l&x ,?f • .:::LL~ 
Lauren L Schdfcrs =tJU 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
NaJ)erville. IL 60564 
c 630-2 J 2-_::i65l 
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Case 09CH.3797, f "iled 08/26!2009 
l.h:·utscht< Bank i'i.:i: tlot1al frust ComJ>aiiJ. as 1rustee~ "'Lauren Schefi~rs: N ai. 

PROO.FOF SERVICE 

T:1e understgned cc.-r. 1ties thar true copies of the foregomg msutm1enL /)t!.ti!ndom ~ ullnrer-r'wnu~f.i Rt'pt) 

f(; Piainr~?f\· Rt:Sf}O!/S -..· [(J D~feniJom ~)ti?eJfer s<r:l( .. '1\·iorrnn !(; Thm:,·ss c·omplanr ro ForeL ?o.r:e 

AlortgagtjDr L,:_,~_·k oJ i.egal .\randing_ to be servt:!d upon 

P.n.'s'i~lt- il&N'tl.'.i:~'l', _4,'i'•)'' }0)'{K"C1'. 

D~--kcma Go ssctr PLL C 
TO .South \V,_lcker Drive. Sune .:300 
Chic<'t~o- n. 6i)OC/(, 

b~ ~h,c!i!g '-1 ,.::upy •J! ·same in a l'SPS Pnoritv i\1ail maile1 witli Ddivery C ,!ni:lrmation Receipt 
ll3U<J ::t;l')U IJOOij --1--4-....;_ -_i SYi 5_ pn~nertv adctresstd \.\ith posta~e prepaid b;v F ·ionty \\ia1L and 
d~pos.iting :;aid en\·;_::Jope at the Lnited S!ates ~ostaJ Sen·jce location at !7:·U \\' Ogden Ave, 
:\laperviiie, IL (r05-+0 prior to 6:-15p.m this 5u1 day of\1ay. ~010 and to 

Den1s i?1erce. Da\'ld Rhodes 
P;e(ce 8:. :\ss oclatcs 
Th:neenth n JOf 

I .'\onh Dea torn 
Chn.:ago. 1L 6\)l.:.u:::. 

l,_v IJia\2ing a cop_v 01 · ::..cune 111 a 't_-~PS Pr'tor'tty ·:wla'Jl ma-iler w-~(JJ Defl\ e: ~, C•JnfinnafiOll Rece.tpL 
\).309 2880 0000 -1-P _; 0Y~ J. propedy addr~ssed with pos1age prepa1d by P-·tor:ty l\1ad, and 
dq)Oslting said eJr-.-el ope ar the United States Postal Service location at 17~·0 \;\· Ogden Ave. 
Napen·iile. IL 60~4\/ pn0r ru 6:'-f'-S p m rn1·s ')-tbu'ay u{lt"tdy, llJ'!'C? 

I 
,I I I 

. ----~~- /-~~-·-- ~-- l {-,.....i...___/ -----

'"· - . 
~~}'~~~..J.::'..,.o:---"....'S,. ·"-...:,.. __ )Ljl.).i.'.L-i_- -- .i,_ ~~"-'~~-~--

' {·. 

.-. -_,,.,. 
,. 

·~:.V;<,J.:.-" ; 
,· -':->.-., ~ '"' ,(, •) 

' 



Case il9CJ:I3'Z90, FjJe.d 0812612009 

CERTII 'ICA TION- DEFENDANT'S REPLY TO PLAINTIFF"S 
«ESf(JhSE ro DEFE~'DANT5Cfll:IFER''S <:Jic> itlQ'['[(}~' ro 

DISMISS C( )MPLAINT TO FORECLOSE MORTGAGE FOR LACK OF 
LEGAL STANPING 

Under penaltiec; as provided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (73:) JLCS 5/f f09'ifrom Ch. f W, par. f fiN), uie una'ers1gnea' certJ'r'ies 

that the statem.~nts set forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument 

are true and co, rect, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and 

belief and as t< , sucfi matters tfie undersigned certities as atoresa1o tfiat Detend·ant 

verily believes the same to be true. 

Lauren L. Scheffers ' 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

j' 
I / ,-

Date 

Sworn to and su. bscribed before me this the t"-') tL day of May, 201 0. 

My Commissi011 Expires: ·.· ·.·, 
a ( . • 

\ 
-:::' 

1
· i \ -. 

-,_, Q '3\. i. .L..='-':...."' --

··' 0 
* . · .. _._"-~ ;::·( F'.:: .. 

f ;,_. 

. ·.- .: .. ; ::; 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

1.~\. \WU;'_W£1,!J,T, t;:J:».!Jl,T, 'iQil, W£ 1.1.111 [IJI)If.J.t\L ClijCIJIT 
WlLL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLI'iOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK N, \ TIONAL TRUST COMPAJ'\JY. 
AS TRUSTEE INTRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE l:IOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURJ TIES TRUST 2004-RL 
A~~ '"E., -lsA'LX'ED 1'.~~ 3-Yft'.i\'\1WY1 'LT.'kl'ftY~J.'\""iffi. 
SERIES 2004-R I 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LA.LREN SCHEFFERS A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS: IJNKNO WN HEJRS AND LEGAIEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFF ERS. IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON I {ECORD CLAIMANTS: 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Richard J. Siegel 
) 

', 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 

) 
'j 

) 
) 
,l 

DEFENDA!"TS l 

DEFENDANT'S REPLY TO PLAINTJFF"S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT SCHEFFER'S <sic> 
MOTION TO DISMI!·>S COMPLAINT TO FORECLO!>E MORTGAGE FOR L!\CK Ol' U!.GM.

STANDJNG 

Defendant/Com~tcr-Piaintiffs ("'Defendant'") Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose 

Mortgage should be gra ntcd for the many reasons belo" 

The Plaintiff /C. mntcr-Defendant ("Piaintrff'') continues to make many false statements in 

pr'cadings submrcreo' co t.m>c Dmn'. olr ofu--r. ,,,.,. ~\~\m\'i" s.iat."S J\>a' Jll<- ·""""'" .9of ~ru· !.r.u<f .l!'AMERJQUEST ~ 
MORTGAGE SECURJ TIES TRUST 2004-RJ. when the Complaint states TRUST 2004-RI (''R I 

Trust"'). 

Given the tact t' 1at the Plaintiff has already ad nutted to not ha\'ing the original Mortgage or the 

original Mortgage Note (sec attached Group Exhibit B.2), the Court must now ask whrch Trust Rl or R3, 

This proper!\ h; IS had four different sefVIcers. Ameriques! Mortgage Company. AMC Mortgage 

(~"AHMSJ ''). Each one of those scrvicers should have maintained photocopies of the complete physical 

closing file. including tlte Mortgage, the Note. and all closing documents signed b~ the Defendant. The 

Pa"e I 



Case 09CH3797, Fil<"d 08126/2009 

C'AU.rt must\\{)\.'; 3.'£.k oo~··. thtt., ll1ai.ntlffi "3thmittctt. '"+uut;atri.a 1 .. :t~l t...uprt.~' l.fiirre ~lor'Igage ana ·tnc '.Note, 

• if the Plaintiff docs not l mve possession of either_ 

The Plaintiff st: lies that the Defendant tiuled to submit an affidavit mth the Pleading. Yet, per the 

record Defendant has s ubmittcd all Exhibits m support of all pleadings under Section I I 09 Certification 

The Plaintiff alleged with the tiling of the Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage CComplamt') that Exh1bn A 

adm1ts that ··invcstigatit m continues·· (sec attached Group Exhibit B.2), to determine who holds them, 

thereby having committciJFraud upon ihe Court 

Clearly, the Plai1 1tiff has no legal standing as Trustee for the holder of the note, if the Plaintiff 

k admits to not kno\\ ing ". ho holds the Note. It is ihe unknown actual holder of the Note who has the legal 

(.1 ,,., ~'-. standing to sue the Dcfc1 tdant for forcclosur~ 

The Defendant q u>!St•ons whether the Federal Reser.e t·Fc'd") is no" the holder of the Note. 

} 

The Plaintiff has submitted no legallY enforceable evidence that this Mortgage and Note were 

even sold to the R I Trust pnor to the R I T~st's closmg on Februar• 6. 2004. If ihe Mortgage and Note ~ 
were, in fact. sold to ihc HI Trust prior to the Settlement Date of December 3 L 2003 (sec attached Group 

ospectus (see attached Grouq Exhibit C.2l- AmeriOJtCSt Mortl@.ttC ComQ3Jl'.' 

was the Seller. Without t he Note with poss1ble endorsements on the back. Amenquest Mortgage 

Company r\aa'no t'cgaf n~~!lt to sctrtfte I'lOtc to the Rf rrust. ~I t+L 
If the Note has St_ gnatures on its back that endorsed ihe Note to Ameriques! Mortgage Company, 

then the Assignment fabri catc'd by CRL (see attached Group Exhibit A.ll) is prima facie fraudulent for 

two reasons: I) it states th at the Assignor was Town & Country Credit. not Ameriques! Mortgage 

Company and 2) tht! effcc-.:tivc date of 02/ I I /200~ was more than 5 years after lht! R I Trust closed (see 

04-(,., C44 ~ £J406~ 

• 
Pa"e 2 



Case 09CH3797, Fikod 08/26/2009 

•n.'1druttR.rt,. •ht~..-· iMt'c:cdwt; ~ 'i:XIiiUm -scltmittct--it ·mdwt ~irut1 ·~ WJ~ u.-rifrrt'Ui.run :adilt.".:itl::"Urt 

• many legal violattons c Jmmttted bv the originator of the Mortgage and Loan (see attached Group Exhibit 

A.2-A.7 and the entire attached Group Exhibit F). the Plaintiff(scc the entire attached Group Exhibit C), 

• 

• 

tts former scrvicer. CR L (sec attached Exhibit A 9-.11 ). its current scrvicer. AHMSI (see entire attached 

Group Exhtbtts D and E :) , and its two law finns. Pierce & Associates (see entire attached Group Exhibit 

On Apnl 27, 2. l 10, Defendant appeared in Court to present the Motion for Loa'c ("Motion for 

Leave-) to Amend the !\-Aotion to Dismiss. Although both of the Plamtiff"s law finns. Pierce & 

Assoctates and D'kema Gossett. had been sened wJ[h Dehvery Confinnation ofsemce (see Group 

Exhibit B.l2), Dykema Gossen failed to aepear as '!fi!J"joo sg"QUI. 

Per the Order on April 27. 2010, ,!• Co'(ontinu?':s:ondant' s Motion for Leave until the 

previously scheduled May 13. 2010 hearmg. when the Plaintiffs Motion to Dismiss Affinnati"c Defenses 

.nnf l®m'-T-Corrrrnkri":< ·-p MutMr '" Or.mm> 'i' ,;, "'"' , ... ,n:ulnl..t '" m:·,n:a.u. 1:~~ • 
C The Court h~ mt the Defendant in an untenable positio Since the Defendant has no m<licatton ~ 

as to \\ hethcr a straight- forward Motion tOr Leave "ill be granted on May I 3. 20 l 0. the Defendant muJ J! 
prepare to defend the on g•nal Motion to Dtsmiss. even though Plaintiffs counsel refused to discuss an .. 

Agreed Order related to both Motions to Dismiss (sec attached Group Exhibit 12 .b). 

ln addition. the Defendant must o.rCQarc for the P Motion to Dism~~-;:~c ~\ 

PlamtJtf's legal standing to file such a Motion ts ad1udicatcd
9 

., 

LEGAL STANDARD 

On pg. 7 of its 1 {t.!sponsc, the Plaintiff cttcd Luna}· v. Messer as support for t.ht: Trustee's legal 

stan<ling with two rcfcrc necs to the Plaintiffs having posscsston of the Note and Mortgage Yet. Plainttff 

has already admitted to l taving possession of neither. It would appear that Lundy v .. Messer actually 

supports the Defendant',; pleading that the Trustee clearly does not have legal standing to foreclose . 

Paue 3 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

~tt; r..:.rrit.i:tmtJ'{~umtttL11:rclt 'Luia; \ "'Lf(.'C"} -ptU\:r&,-s "Or.n a negafr.ldt~ 'mb'trumcrn. ·IS lrd.ll51cm::O 

• when it is endorsed b~ the transferor. and the transferee cannot enforce the instrument until the 

• 

• 

endorsement is made evidencing negotiation (810 ILCS 5/3-203(a)). 

The UCC stat cs on PART 3 ENFORCEMENT OF INSTRUMENTS (X I 0 ILCS 513-30 I) (from 

Ch. 26. par. 3-JOI) S<e 3-301 

·:P.!-1"-Ul~ e.n1.\t,le· .... 1.t.f.."J."..n.'(t.)r.c.t~ ,\..,~t.'<.\\m:.Vi.\'". ".0.51~\"1.?..\\t,\.t..lc& .\!;-.;1'1\\<;\~~u ..a"' ,i,..,...j\.1;'",!.m1.:;m.t .~\"..f .f,i1\ the 
holder of the i:nstrument, (ii) a nonholdcr in possession of the instrument who has the rights of a 
holder. or (iii) a JP.:rson not in possession of the instrument who is cntitkd to ~nforcc the 
mstrumcnt pur suant to Section 3-309 or 3-41 R(d). A person may be a person entitled to enforce 
the instnuncnt ::vcn though the person is not the owner of the instrument or is in wrongful 
possess1on oftl 1e mstrument. (Source: P A. 87-582.) (81 0 ILCS 513-302) (from Ch. 26, par. 3-
302) Sec 3-30: ~. H<>lder in due «>urse. (a) Subject to subsection (c) and Sectwn 3-1 06(d), 
''.~-;.'r dq...~~ ~'' trlte'Str:f' t.re-~"' 8it Nr.rt~ (...-_· ( i 1' &\\:...,. ,\T:rtti'ln"A .. "\u' ffi'it,'1-r .~:rolW 

or negotiated t1.l the holder docs not bear such apparent evidence of forgery or alteration or is not 
otherwise so irregular or mcomplct~ as to call into question its authenticity, and (2) the holder .I( 
took the instrurncnr (i) tbr value, (ii) in good faith. (iii) without notice that the instrument is 
overdue or ha~:; been dishonored or that there is an uncured default with respect to payment of 
another mstrun 'Cnt lssucd as part of the same senes. (n,) without notice that the instrument ..&. 1 
contains an un authorized signature or has been altered, ~l'rjl~- / f""_ 

~~ 
The Plamuffd earl~ docs not meet the CC dctinition of"Hold~:r m Due Course'"_ since the 

•~P~Ia;m;t~lff·d·o·c·s·no·t·h·oildatb~No/1 6 u 
Also. the onJ~ clocumcnt ment10mng tht: Plaintiff prior to the Stay Order Motion filed on April 

24, 2009. is the Assign:nent fabricated by Cit on January 15.2009 (sec attached Group Exh1b1t A.IO) that 

was after CRL had scm the No1n:e of lntent,,;sc to the Defendant on December 2. 2008. the Note 

was overdue and had bt: en dishonored_ n « '-.. . _.--
While the assi~ nment ot~a mortgage note carnCs wttll.Jt an equti:a6fc assignment ofuie mortgage 

b' which it was secured, (lnland Real Estate Corp. v. Oak I' ark Trust & Savmgs Hank. (19~3 127 

IILApp.3d 535, 542. 46' I N.E.2d 204. X2 IlL Dec 670. and Moore v. Lmis. ( 1977). 51 IILApp.3d 3~8. 

39!-3'Jl, 366 N.E.2d 59 4, 9 lll.D<e. 337), it docs not follow that an assignment of a mongagc constitutes 

a negotiation or endorse ment of a note, and the Plaintiff must demonstrate that lt is holder of the note 

debt itself. (boldmg addud). 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

briber:: 

"A person who 
(4) knowingly and fraudulently presents any false claim for proof against the estate of a 
debtor, or U'.;;es any such claim in any case under title 1 l, in a personal capacity or as or 
through an a gent, proxy, or attorney; (holding rulded) 
shall he fined I under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both. (holding added) " 

A tirneline related to this property bas been included (see attached Group Exhibit A I) 

Motion to Di smiss Under 735 ILCS 5/2-615 

Plaintiffs Cor nplamt to Foreclose Mortgage Should Be Dismissed Under Section 2-615 because 

in Interest/Holder m [Jue Course or as the Trustee for the Real Partv in I ter as failed to state a 

cause of action based on its Trustee status . 

L ldenti··t)' the identitv of the Real Party in Interest the owner and holder of the subject 

Note. 

2. ldentif y the relationslup of the Plaintiff as ·Trustee for the holder of the Mortgage and 

Note" to the R eal Party m Interest, the owner and holder of the subject Note, 

3 SUIIP.O ':'the anewion that the subifCt Note was ever snld to the R1 Trust 

On its face. the Exhibits Plaintift' attached to this Complaint do not support this Complaint: 

L The M1orrgage sullrmnea·as £xfu6tl A spectnes tfie Lender as rown ana· country Credit 

Corp. not the Plaintiff. 

2. The Nc •te submitted as Exhibit B specifies in point I that the Borrower· s Promise to Pay 

is to the order c--fthe Lender, Town & Country Credit, not to the Plaintiff. 

Motion to Dis miss n er 735 [LCS 5/2-619 
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Case 09CH3797, I 'iled 08/26/2009 

"Vnr&t~m .. 111 .. --intdft ~~ '1ttt...1«Jdt•lrre ui!!iafi:l, ~~rtm:gagt urine rnlgma1 )~Ole ano.···mveslJga:Uon 

• continues"' (see attached Group Exhtb!t 8.2), as to who the holder of both ts, the Plaintiff does not have 

legal capacity to sue _ 

The only ce·tificate holder for all certificates per Form 15-150 Certification and Notice of 

Termination of Regis tration as Plainllff filed with the SEC on January I, 2005 (see attached Group 

Exhibit C. 1) is a nom inee for the D~n.ctitruy Imst C.ntJVl.<liiy 1-~.e.att.ac""lli'.d Gr..ru'P Exb.\hi.t CJ,l. .Pc.r .th? 

Rl Trust Prospectus "The certtficates will not represent an ownershtp mter\- (see attached Group 

Exhtbtt C 4), there ai o no mvestors that quahfy as Real Part) m Interest. ~ 

( B. Mot on to Dismiss Under 735 ILCS 5/2-619(a)(7) 

Since the As·..;ignment to the Plaintiff IS prima fi~:cie fraudulent, the claim asserted is 

unenforceable under '!he provisions of the Statute of Frauds. 

Per a Umted States Supreme Court Opinion decided on April 21, 20 I 0 (see attached Group 

• Dykema Gossett, havco committed explicit acts that violate the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act 

("FDCP A'). 

The collection letter states that Pierce & Associates was retained by AHM.SI with no reference to 

a trusL yet, AHMSI is not named in this Complaint as Plaintiff on behalf of the Trustee, as it was in the 

Stay Order Motion fikod with the United States Bankrul)tcy Coutt on AQril 17 .. 2009 ($C(! attached GrouQ 

ExhibitD3) 

As o\e Y'fu.mn"ff"'s serviCJhg agent, Affi\.fSf ana· rts raw finn, Plerce & AsSOCiates, VIol3ted" the 

FDCPA and the Unite, d States Bankruptcy laws by sending a collectiOn letter dated September 16, 2009 

(see attached GroupE_, Jllbit A 15) after the Mortgage and Note were alreadv discharged in a Chapter 7 

bankruptcy (see attacht-'<1 Group Exhibit A.l3), as knO\m by the Plaintiff and its law firm with its filing of 

the Stay Order Motior . 

As the Plaintilfs servieinl;"%ent._ AHMSI violated the United States Ban tcvlawsbv~ 

• dunning phone calls aft er the Mortgage and Note were already discharged m a Chapter 7 bankruptcy (sec 

Plll!e 6 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

at\ached Group f.:~ili\i. '"-it& Q .fa.-.~~. ~k'hl~~., ·wR. ;t, ':un f'];m., f1-iMI'-'L-&. :. ..... ~.ur..c:~, 11F.R. tmJftd.. ta. r,.~~~ ta_ 

• Defendant's Qualifie< l Written Request ("QWK') (see entire attached Group Exhibit E) 

• 

• 

At no time p110r to the semce upon the Debtor of the Sta~ Order Motion on or after Apnl I 7:1 ~ 

2009 was the Defend ant ever notified that this Note has been secunnzed as requiTed b~ the Truth m • ........ _ 
Lendmg Act ("TILA. ) 

CRL fubricat<c:d the Assignment dated January 15. 2009. \\lth an effective date of february II, 

2009 and a recording date \'l.'ith the Will County Recorder of March 18, 2009. The Assignment was from 

Tm'n & Country Credit to Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee for, Ameriques! Mortgage ___ .... __ 
Secuntles Inc., Asset- Backed Pass-Through Certificates, Series 2004-RL under the Pooling and Serv1ce 

Agreement Dated Fet >ruarY I, 2004 (sec attached Group Exhibit A I I) 

Since the Oct endant rcce1ved no notice of that Assignment until the Defendant performed 

research related to thi! ; Complaint after having been served v.ith the Summons and Complaint on 

This Mortgag e and Note were part of the Ameriques! Settlement with 49 State Attorney Generals 

(see attached GroupE xhibit F.l-FJ). To receive a restitution payment, the Mortgagorhad to stgn a 

Release of Claims, (se e attached Group Exhibit F.2). Per the letter (sec attached Group Exhibit F. I) from 

the Attorney General of the State of lllmois, Lisa Madigan, the Release of Claims was valid, unless the 

property "'in the future goes into foreclosure", which did not occur until the Complaint was served 

upon tbe Defendant • m September 10, 2009. That was subsequent to the discharge of the Defendant's 

that bankruptcy. 

Clearly, 49 St.Jte Attorney Generals believed that Ameriquest and its many affiliated entities 

>1olated TILA by eng:: <ging in fraudulent, misleading, and deceptive practices that concealed the TILA 

violation occurring at the time of closing. When the consumer has an extended right to rescind or 

qursue other statutm;y remedies because a violation occurs, the statute of limitations for all the 
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v. Jrwm Umon Bank { Tmst Co. 21 ~ f.R_D 26, 30 (D. Mass. 2003) (bolding added). 

The Plaiotifi : AHMSL and its law firm, Ptercc & Associates, clearly violated the fDCPA with 

full knowledge ofha ving done so, bv filing the Stay Order Motion m the United States Bankruptcy Court 

Credit to 

SEC clearly indica!">; rhar Arneri e Company was the SeHer 'see ,.... 

i"ne'Plin'fitl't J\fi'MSJ, anO.Jts·lawt:mu, ""¥1erce & AssoCmtes, continued to violate the FDCPA 

with full knowledge c ·f doing so, as clearly documented in the e-ntails to the Semor/Fow1ding Partner, to a 

Managing Attorney, and to other Pierce & Associates attorneys, with ·'Read Rccetpts" indicating receipt 

(see attached Group I ixhibit G.6) 

The Plaintiff: AHMS!, and its second law firm, Dykema Gossett, also contmues to violate the 

FDCPA w1th full kno•:, .. \,;>~<>.+'4%.-rgS<i', ""c.L"l!Ylj·.ru~:-own.'>».\..,. f..r,>k.,..,,..,:,\r ,furrr ~f!U('fcying 

• the Chairman and the Chicago Managing Member of the ISSues (see attached Group Exhibit G. 7). 

Class action s~earus has been granted in Illinois with Codilis & Associates LLC as the Defendant 

for violation ofthe FD CPA (see attached Group Exhibit G.2). The debt collection letter Defendant 

received from Pierce & Assoc1ates (see attached Group Exhibit A.l5) similarly violated the FDCPA (sec 

attached Group ExhibitG.3) c:A-m CA-<.... "' 
ln particular, tlre Pierce & Associates Collection Letter (see attached Group Exhibit A.l5) 

conflicts with the debt >-uiDmin:u'widr ll\e S<ay Ol'aer Monon (see attacJlea'Group E:xMDii O.J} ana'rn{!S 

to speedy the detail supporting the total amount of the debt due in etther action. Any adclitwnal charges 

for mortgage interest ar·1d other fees, such as late fees, subsequent to the filing of the Chapter 7 

Batikruptcy on January 30. 2009 violated the terms of the discharge of the debtor on May 5, 2009 (see 

attached Group Exhibit A 13) 

V.'hen AHMSI s legal counsel submitted the Stav Ordg oogpgp rhs f!'jgtjft' l!'U nr listed au 

• secured creditor in the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy (see attached Al2), even though the Plaintiffs law firm 
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fiie.d the Sta~ Order ,~RJin:n •. 'r.'t~t.. 9'ainti.ffi ~ 1rdh 7nn, cr.iltt:b --cu teqrreSL arry wrrenfrrrn..'Jtt iU ine 'oa.rlKIUptcy 

• filing prior to the May 5, 2009 Discharge per the list of those notified of the discharge by the Court (see 

attached Group Exh•bit A.l3. pg. 3). 

Since the Plaintiff does not have 

its debt without committing pcl]UI}', as the Plai»bif and its two law firms are doing in tlUs Complaint to 

Foreclose 

l'cr the 'Mcct:.mg of ihe Creditor notification (see attached Group lixhib1t G A), the "Deadline to 

File a Complaint Objc·cting to Discharge of the Debtor or to Detennine Dischargeability of Certain Debts. 

l\iay 4, 2009." Since the Plaintiff failed to file such a complaint, the Plaintiff was an unsecured 

creditor and the deb twas discharauch. Therefore, the Affirmative issue of Judicial Estoppel 

applies. ,,., Cit-<.... 
Tilt' J:.V.1ci..W .4 ... ~N,ln.~F .C~~~r..?.l.haf .~n~\at.:N..t« J>&m!0 COl\".fiu\l\.."\ .. -:~.~~IDW .~r~t.%I.~g-.:ru\1\'1' Ul+' 'Olwof 

• the largest foreclosure firms in the State" which "appears to be fabricating and/or presenting fulse and 

misleadmg documents m foreclosure cases" (sec attached Group Exhibit G5) It would appear that the 

• 

Illinois Attorney General should also invest1gate CRL, AHMSI, Pierce & Associates, and Dykema, 

0 -Gossett 

CONCLUSION U/'1..,CI\a l 
Since the Plam·[!ffhas failed to deny any of the Defendant's Exhibits submitted unde~ion I 

NJ'!J'ct:rtiO\.:atr\m, a~ IS"IIO riTdL'en:aJ' faa' a( ISsue regarorng n\e Praintitrs facK onega! standiilg as tfie 

Real Pany in lmeresul -!older in Due Course. 

'"loreover, the Illinois Appellate Court has held that the proper pleading ofthe Plaintiff's 

standing to bring a fo1 :recfosure suit as the owner and holder of the indebtedness is of paramount 

importance and in th·e event the Plaintiff is not the correct legal entity to bring a foreclosure action, 

the entry or summa!'} iudvnent and orders of foreclosure and sale are imQm\}er a• a maJ:tel: n£ law 
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·'?mJ~ ~,. '\~~··~V(t'H i.-ocu, hl'1'i'flilf'fJ;. LLC. •j.. i)WJ,_"'.:fm,, '\5ib. QJa .. , bmR.. '·~- 1.Q/JX.\,, lbUr..., 1.1 19.4:--..r. 

• Filed Mav 2L 20011. 

rr I~ Since the Plaintiffs'"" finn has already admitted that the Plamtiff does not have th 

cJ, Mortgage r the ongmai Note and "invesugation continues' (see attached Group Exhibit B.2), the 

• 

• 

Plaintiff has no legal! v enforceable standing, so the Court has no jurisdiction over the Plaintiffs 

Complaint to Foredo se Mo~~e. Consequently. anJ• judicialjud_gments or orders related to this 

Complaint are VOl .D. 

\\ih'"EREFORE, the Defendant respectfuiiy requests that this Court grant the Defendant· s Motion 

Defendant also prays that the Court will consider entering an order to 

Defendant's Motion to Dismiss >w·ifh prejudice under the Doctrine of Unconscionability due to the 

Piaintiff' s filing of a f ·hvolous lawsuit that violates the IMFL, the Illinois Conveyance Acl the FD PA, 

'FilA, RE.Sl'A, ~lr.\\?·J 5.\a<e-s .lla'llk"'l"'<'!' .lm:< .awi .<\\ruo..- .&.<koal.aru! ~·-"'""' .a.•.•ulwuiM.d wJih .the ( 

General Statement re No Waiver of Rights (see attached Exhibit 3). ~ m (:)4.,(_, , 

RespC<.'Ifully Sub1~ 
~;· Lt7, 

~i£1.PM ~deL__~ 
Lauren L Scheffers, Defendant Pro Sc 
!305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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STATE OF IT.. LINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN 1 'HE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY - JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE I lANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BAClKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004--Rl 

PLATh 'TIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SOHEFFERS AIKJ A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS.: 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Richard J. Siegel 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDAL'iT'S REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT 
SCHEFFER'" S <sic> MOTION TO DISMISS COMPLAINT TO FORECWSE 

MORTGAGE FOR LACK OF LEGAL SJANDING 

GENERAL STATEMENT RE: NOW AIVER OF RIGHTS 

Defend: ant expressly states that (a) Defendant is not raising all legal issues 

related to Plaintiffs lack ofleg:al standing in its Foreclosure Cmri,Diaint that could be 

raised and (b) the failure to raise such legal issues here is not intended to waive the 

raising of the rnany additional legal issues. 

S.oecifi· cally, the Defendant is not waivirw the many legal issues raised in the 

Defendant's Answer and Counter-Complaint served upon the Plaintiff/ on 11/13/09, 

to which the Pl!aintiff has failed to file a responsive pleading that denies any 
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reterenced exlubits that were submitted under Section I I 09 Certification by the 

Defendant_ 

Specili"ically, the Defendant is not waiving the many legal issues raised in the 

January 28, 2( n 0 hearing regarding the Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title to which 

the Plaintiff h:,1s failed to file a responsive pleading to deny any referenced exhibits 

that were submitted under Section I I 09 Certification by the Defendant and that were 

discussed duri ng the hearing per the Report of Proceedings with participation by legal 

representative: s from both of the Plaintiff's law firms. 

Defen• iant also reserves the right, at any future hearing or trial in a state or 

federal court r elated to this matter, to raise all legal issues, including multiple 

intentional vio- lations/attome_y malpractice under the Fair Debt Collection Practices 

Act ("FDCPA"), the Truth in Lending Act ("TILA"), Chapter 96/Racketeer 

Influenced andti Corrupt Organizations ("RICO"), Mail Fraud, Ponzi Scheme, Real 

Estate Procedu•res and Settlement Act ("RESPA"), .and commission of a crime under 

the lllinois Financial Crime Law, Public Act 093-0440, effective 08/05/2003 (720 

ILCS 5/16H), by the Plaintiff and its two law firms, Pierce & Associates LLC and 

Dykema Gossett PLLC, and the individual attorneys from both law firms. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Lauren L Scheffers, Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Moming_star Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS 

Nbr Descriiption 
I. Defendant Certification- Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Response to 

Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage (T pg.) 
2. Proof of Service (1 pg.) 
3. General Statement re: No Waiver of Rights (2 pgs.) 
4. List ot'Exhibits (9 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, GENERAL 
Nbr Description 

1. Timel.ine (I pg.) 
2. Town & Counf.ly Credit required RESP AITILA/GFE notification package 

datedlDecember 17,2003 with a postmark date of December 18, 2003 from 
Califormia for the closing date of December 18, 2003 in lllinois 
NOTE :PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED UNDER I 109 CERTIFICATION 
WITH[ ANSWER 
a. Cover letter with incorrect property address w/bad bar code (2 pgs.) 
b. Understanding Your Loan wlbad bar code (2 pg.s) 
c. Truth-in-Lending Disclosure Statement dated December 17, 2003 

w/bad bar code, estimated 9.377% fixed rate, payment; $1433.84 (1 
pg.) 

d. Good Faith Estimate (I pg.) 
e Appraisal/Property Valuation Disclosure dated December 17, 2003 

wlbad bar code, not available until after closing/settlement 
f Privacy Policy wlbad bar code that lists affiliates that borrower 

information will be shared with (2 pgs.) 
g. Application Disclosure dated December 17, 2003 wlbad bar code, non

refundable ( 1 pg.) 
h. Notice to Applicants dated December 17, 2003 w/no bar code 

requiring Applicant to make copies prior to mailing them (I pg.) 
1. Borrower Information Document dated December 17, 2003 w/no bar 

code (I pg.) 
j. Items Required for Underwriting w/no date and w/no bar code (1 pg.) 

3. Undat<;:d/unsigned Settlement Statement Optional Form w/finance charges 
from I 2/18/03 (2 pg.s) 

4. Finai1rruth-in-Lending Disclosure Statement dated December 18, 2003 with 
8.223'} o fixed rate, payment; $1315.86 (1 pg.) 

5. Loan application dated December 29, 2003 (4 pgs.) 
6. Settlen lent Statement dated 12/31/03 vs. mmtgage/note dates of 12/18/03 

(2 pgs.) 
7. Check dated 01/06/04 for settlement proceeds for Closing Date of 12131/03 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS Ccon't.) 

GROUP EXIHIBIT A, GENERAL (con't.) 
Nbr Descr-iption 
8. Notifi cations regarding changes in servicing companies from 12/3 I/03 to 

prese11t 
a. RESPA Joint Notification Letter, Notice of Assignment, Sale or 

Transfer of Servicing Rights, from Town & Country Credit Corp. to 
Ametiquest Mortgage Company, dated January 05, 2004, effective 
12/3!/03 (2 pgs.) 

b. Letter dated March 16, 2003 re: Ameriques! Mortgage Company name 
change to AMC Mortgage Services, Inc., effective March 31, 2005 
(I pg.) 

c. RESPA Joint Notification Letter, Notice of Assignment, Sale or 
Transfer of Servicing Rights from Ameriques! Mortgage Company to 
Citi Residential Lending Inc., dated September 14, 2007, effective 
I 0/01/07 (3 pgs.) 

d. RESP A Joint Notification Letter, Notice of Assignment, Sale or 
Transfer of Servicing Rights from Citi Residential Lending Inc. to 
American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. ("AHMSI"), dated January 
23, 2009, effective February II, 2009 (6 pgs.) 

9. Citi R~:~sidential Lending letter dated October 23, 2007 stating that the 
"credi tor to whom the obligation is owed is Ameriques! Mortgage Securities, 
Inc., P\sset Backed Pass Through Certificates Series 2004-RI." (I pg.) 

10. Citi R-esidential Lending letter dated December 2, 2008 ofNotice oflntent to 
foreck •se (I pg.) 

II. CitiRe >idential Lending Inc., as Attorney-In-Fact for Town and Country 
Credit Corp., Assignment of Mortgage/Deed dated January 15, 2009 with an 
effective date of02/ll/2009 returned to American Home Mtg. Servicing 

12. ScheduleD- Creditors Holding Secured Claims on filing date ofOI/30/09, 
Citi Residential is listed as creditor (I pg.) 

13. Dischauge of Debtor, Chapter 7 Bankruptcy, May 5, 2009 (3 pgs.) 
14. Fax dated August 4, 2009 to the Office of the Special Inspector General for 

TARP ("SIGTARP") regarding its FBI raid on Taylor Bean & Whitaker Mtg. 
a. Fax cover letter (2 pgs.) 
b.. Screen prints of the assignment to Deutsche Bank National Trust with 

the Will County Recorder, indicating that the assignment was returned 
to Taylor Bean & Whitaker Mtg., c/o Nationwide Title Clearing {I pg.) 

15. Pierce & Associates collection letter dated September 16, 2009 (2 pgs.) 
16. Report of Proceedings, 01/28/2010 (33 pgs.) 
I 7. Copy t:>fCorporation Assignment of Real Estate Mortgage, Document 

R95-0•6854 notarized on June 2, 1995, from Preferred Mortgage Associates, 
LTD. rto Hinsdale Federal Bank for Savings (2 pgs.) 

18. Copy c >fRelease Deed, Document R95-165097 notarized on June 22, 1995, 
from Home Savings of America FSB as successor in interest to Reserve 
Saving s and Loan Association (2 pgs.) 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS (con't.) 

GROUP EX HffiiT B, DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC 
Nbr Desc• iption 
r. Dete1 1aant's First Request tor Production (J pgs.} 
2. Plaimtiff' s Response to Defendant's First Request for Production ( 6 pgs.) 
3. Mortgage, pg. I with Complaint (I pg.) 
4. MortL,age, pg. I With Response to Moiion lor Qtitet Tiile (1 pg) 
5. Note, pgs. 1-2 with Complaint (2 pgs.) 
6. DykePna mailing (by UPS and by USPS mail) 

7. 

8. 
9. 

10. 
II. 

12. 

a. Cover Letter dated 02/23/2010 (I pg.) 
b. Notice of Motion (I pg.) 
c. Motion for Extension of Time to Answer or Otherwise Plead (2 pgs.) 
d. Certificate of Service (I pg.) 
e. Additional Appearance (I pg.) filed February 5, 2010 with 
Copy of Court Order dated 11124/09 with no date, illegible attorney signature, 
and no attorney ARDC number on a Peoria County Order form for the Tenth 
Judicial Court (1 pg.) 
Copy of Court Order dated 01/28/10 (I pg.) 
IARnC Request for Investigation, 03/10/10 
Copy of Court Order dated 03/16/10 (I pg.) 
IARD•C Request for Investigation/Update, 
a. Case 201 OINO 1102: Patrick T. Stanton 
b. Case 20 I OINO II 03: Amy R. Jonker 
Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Motion for Leave to Amend Defendant/Counter
Plaint iff Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of 
Legal Standing (14 pgs.) 
a. Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Motion for Leave to Amend Defendant/ 

Counter-PlaintiffMotion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage 
for Lack of Legal Standing (2 pgs.) 

b. E-mail exchange dated 4/14/10 between Defendant and one of 
Plaintiff's attorneys, Amy Yonker (7 pgs.) 

c. ProofofSe1vice as filed on April20, 2010 (I pg.): 
1) Delivery Confirmation for 0309 2880 0000 4443 8920 to 

Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker at Dykema Gossett PLLC (I pg.) 
2) Delivery Confirmation for 0309 2880 0000 4443 8920 to Denis 

Pierce, David Rhodes at Pierce & Associates (I pg.) 
d. Delivery Confim1ation e-mail from USPS confirming delivery to 

Dykema Gossett at 9:56 a.m. on 04/22/10 (I pg.) 
e Delivery Confirmation e-mail from USPS confirming delivery to 

Pierce& Associates at 10:15 a.m. on04/22/IO(I pg.) 
13. Copy ·of04/27/IO Court Order with no date, no attorney signature, and no 

attom•ey ARDC number on a Peoria County Order form for the Tenth Judicial 
Court 1 I pg.) 
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GROUPID{ BIBII C, DEl!ISCHE "BANK NA110NAL TR1JSI 
Nbr Descr ·iptioo 

I. Trust Closing Dale on or about February 6, 2004, DBT01.5 (1 pg.) 
2. Trust Seller and Master Servicer, Ameriques! Mortgage Company, DBTUL6 
3. The ( :ertificates, DBT02 (1 pg.) 
4. The ( :ertificates are Obligations of the Trust Only, DBT05.1 (i pg.) 
5. Assig mnenl of the Mortgage Loans, DBT07.1 ( 1 pg.) 
6. The S eller and iv1aster Servicer, DBT07 .2 (I pg.) 
7. Form 15-15D Certification and Notice of Termination ofRegistration under 

Secti< m 12(g) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 or Suspension ofDuty 
to Fil<e Reports Under Sections 13 and 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, filed 01/26/2005 (3 pgs.) 

8. Legal Actions are Pending Against the Seller (2 pgs.) 

GROUP EXJBIBIT D, AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE SERVICING, INC. 
("AHMSI") 
Nbr Descr ·iptiou 

I. AHM SI, servicer, package of documentation 
a. Cover letter dated February 3, 2010 (3 pgs.) 
b. Copies (31 pgs.) 

I) Fixed Rate Note (2 pgs.) 
2) Mortgage w/no notary date ( 15 pgs.) 
3) Legal Description of the property (I pg.) 
4). 1-4 Family Rider (4 pgs.) 
5) Signature/Name Affidavit with a date of December 18, 2003 

with a notary stamp and signature, but w/no notary date (I pg.) 
6) Settlement Statement, Optional Form (2 pgs.) 
7) Truth-in-Lending Disclosure Statement with a Date of 

December 18, 2003 ( l pg.) 
8) Customer Account Activity print-out for period 01/01/06-

01/25/10 ( 5 pgs. ). 
2. Reply to AHMSI dated Febmary 13, 2010 (7 pgs.) 

a. Letter ( 4 pgs.) 
b. Exhibits List (2 pgs.) 
c. Delivery Confirmation tbr 0309 2880 0000 4452 0878 (I pg.) 

3. AHM:'SI Motion to Modify the Automatic stay, filed on 04/17/2009 by Pierce 
& Ass•ociates attorney, Christopher M. Brown (3 pgs.) 

4. Report. of Proceedings in Chapter 7 Bankruptcy hearing on 04/24/2009, Pierce 
& Ass•e>ciates attorney, Yanicke Po1ycarpe, on behalf of American Home 
Mortgage (8 pgs.) 

5. Order Modifying Stay on 04/24/2009 
6. AHMSI Secure Message dated 08/25/2009, E-AH5.1 - AH5.5 (5 pgs.) 
7. AHMSI Secure Message dated 09/02/2009, E-AH6.1 - AH6.3 (3 pgs.) 
8. AHMSI Current Loan Information (I pg.) as ofMarch 3, 2010 (I pg.) 
9. AHM~>I View Messages List as of March 3, 2010 (I pg.) 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS (con't.) 

GROUP EX HIBIT E, QUALIFIED WRITTEN REQUEST TO SERVICER, 
AHMSI 
Nbr Descrription 

I. Quali tied Written Request (QWR)- Dispute of Legal Standing to Foreclose 
Based on Missing and/or Possibly Fraudulent Documents (8 pgs.) 
a. Letter dated July 31, 2009 (4 pgs.) 
b. Timeline (4 pgs.) 

2. Signanure Proof ofSetvice on August 3, 2009 (I pg.) 
3. Pierce and Associates, P. C. 

a. E-mail Subject: Qualified Written Request to AHMSI re: Will County 
property 
I) E-mail dated 7/31/2009, 06:09p.m. to Pierce & Associates 

Senior/Founding Partner, Denis Pierce (I pg.) 
2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 8/01/2009, I 0:03 a.m., from 

Pierce & Associates Senior/Founding Partner, Denis Pierce 
(I pg.) 

3) E-mail dated 7/31/2009, 05:59p.m. to Pierce & Associates 
Managing Partner, Andrew Nelson (I pg.) 

4) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 8/06/2009, 09:26a.m., from 
Pierce & Associates Managing Partner, Andrew Nelson (I pg.) 

GROUP EX •HIBIT F, AMERIQUEST SETTLEMENT WAIVED UPON 
FILING OF FORECWSURE ACTIONS IN FUTURE 
Nbr Descr iption 

I . Illinoi: s Attorney General, Lisa Madigan, letter regarding Ameriques! 
Settler nent Restitution Payment {I pg.) 

2. Settlement waiver requirements (2 pgs.) 
3. Ameriques! Settlement, pgs. 39-41 (3 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT G, FAm DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
VIOLATIO!'~S 
Nbr Descriuption 
I. Syltab us of United States Supreme Court Opinion of the Court decided April 

21, 20 10, No. 08-1200, JERMAN v. CARLISLE, MCNELLIE, RINI, 
KRA1viER & ULRICH LP A (3 Q@>.) 

2. Shea v . Codilis 99 C 0057 in the United States District Court for the Northern 
District of Illinois, Plaintiffs motion for class certification is GRANTED for 
defend ant Codilis & Associates, P.C. for violation of the FDCPA, because it 
does not state the "amount of the debt" as required by 15 U.S.C.@ l692g 

3. Fair Debt Collection Practices Act ("FDCPA"), 15 U.S. C. 1692e-g (5 pgs.) 
4. United States Bankruptcy Court.. Meeting of Creditors (7 pgs) 
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GROUP E:\CHIDIT G, FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
Vlm..A,1D~S (con't.) 
Nbr Desc1ription 

5. Attmmey General of Florida, BiD McCollum, Active Public Consumer
Refa ted fuvestigation: 
a. Case Number: LI0-3-!095, 
b. Subject of investigation: Florida Default Law Group, PL 
c. Allegation or issue being 'invesiigated: 

Appears to be fabricating and/or presenting false and misleading 
documents in foreclosure cases. These documents have been 
presented in court before judges as actual assignments of mortgages 
and have later been shown to be legally inadequate and/or insufficient. 
Presenting faulty bank paperwork due to the mortgage crisis and 
thousands of foreclosures per month. This firm is one of the largest 
foreclosure firms in the State. This firm appears to be one ofDocx, 
LLC a!k/a Lender Processing Services' clients, who this office is also 
Investigating. 

6. Pien-·e and Associates, P.C. 
a. E-mail Subject: RESEND (typo) Request for copy of Mortgage 

Note! AHMSI Lien related to 4/24/09 Motion in Chapter 7 Bankruptcy 
Case No. 09-02917 
1) E-mail dated 4/21/2009, 12:59 p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, Christopher Brown (2 pgs.) 
2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 4/22/2009, I :32 p.m., from 

Pierce & Associates Managing Partner, Andrew Nelson (I pg.) 
3) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 4/2112009, I: 14 p.m., from 

Pierce & Associates attorney, Christopher Brown (I pg.) 
b. E-mail Subject: NOTICE: Is Taylor Bean & Whitaker Mtg. liable for 

fraudulent document creation? 
I) E-mail dated 7/29/2009, 07:09a.m. to Pierce & Associates 

Senior/Founding Partner, Denis Pierce ( 5 pgs.) 
2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 7/29/2009, 09:39am., from 

Pierce & Associates Managing Partner, Andrew Nelson (I pg.) 
3) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 7/29/2009, 8:26a.m., from 

Pierce & Associates attorney, RR Whitehouse (I pg.) 
c. E-mail Subject: Fwd: #I NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT FRAUD 

UPON THE COURT, IL/Will County/09CH3797 
I) E-mail dated 2/25/2010, 8:07a.m., to Pierce & Associates 

Senior/Founding Partner, Denis Pierce (1 pg.) 
2) E-mail dated 2/25/2010, 8:06a.m., to Pierce & Associates 

Managing Partner, Andrew Nelson (I pg.) 
3) E-mail dated 2/24/2010, 5:09p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, Richard Elsliger (I pg.) 
4) E-mail dated 2/24/2010, 5:09p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, Mike Kemock (I pg.) 
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GROUP D~IT G, FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
VlOLA,lONS (con't:) 
Nbr Desc, ription 

6. Piercce and Associates, P.C. (con't.) 
<f_ E·maif Suf>ject: Fwd #l NOITflCAITON OF CLfENr fKA(JU 

UPON THE COURT, IL!Will County/09CH3797 
I) E-mail dated 3/02/2010,3:06 p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, David Rbodes (2 pgs.) 
e_ E-mail Subject: Fwd: #2 NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT FRAUD 

UPON THE COURT, IL!Will County/09CH3797 
l) E-mail dated 3!9/2010, 4:01p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

Senior/Founding Partner, Denis Pierce (I pg) 
2) E-mail dated 3/9/2010, 4:02p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

Managing Partner, Andrew Nelson (I pg:) 
3) E-mail dated 3/9/20IO, 4:02p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, David Rhodes (I pg.) 
4). E-mail dated 3/9/2010, 4:02p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, Richard Elsliger (1 pg.) 
f. E-mail Subject: Fwd: #3 NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT FRAUD 

UPON THE COURT, llJWill County/09CH3797 
1) E-mail dated 3/9/20IO, 4:04p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

Senior/Founding Partner, Denis Pierce (I pg.) 
2) E-mail dated 3/9/2010, 4:04p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

Managing Partner, Andrew Nelson (I pg.) 
3) E-mail dated 3/9/2010, 4:04p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, David Rhodes (I pg.) 
4) E-mail dated 3/9/2010, 4:04p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, Richard Elsliger (I pg_) 
5) E-mail dated 3/9/2010, 4:04p.m., to Pierce & Associates 

attorney, Mike Kemock (1 pg.) 
7. Dykf'oma Gossett PLLC 

a_ Dykema Chairman's Message/Rex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr. web page 
screen print ( 1 pg.) 

b. Dykema Chicago Office/Patrick T. Stanton, Office Managing 
Member, web page screen print (l pg.) 

c. E-mail Subject: Fwd: #1 NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT FRAUD 
UPON THE COURT, IL/Will County/09CH3797 
1) E-mail dated 2/24/2010, 12:19 p.m., to Dykema Chairman, Rex 

E. Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office Managing 
Member, Patrick Stanton; Dykema attorneys, Amy Jonker and 
James Dougherty (4 pgs.) 

2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 2/24/2010, 12:59 p.m., from 
Rex E. Schlaybaugh (I pg.) 

3) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 2/24/2010, 2:05p.m., from 
Patrick Stanton (1 pg.) 
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GROUP E:X~HIBIT G, FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
VlULATIO "NS (con't:) 
Nbr DescJription 

7. Dyke-ma Gossett PLLC (con't.) 
d. £-maif Su6ject: Fwd': #Z llltHITICAITON OF CLfEliiT FRAuD 

UPON THE COURT, IL/Will County/09CH3 797 
I) E-mail dated 3/8/2010,5:31 p.m., to Dykema Chairman, Rex 

E Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office Managing 
Member, Patrick Stanton; Dykema attorneys, Amy Jonker and 
James Dougherty (7 pgs.) 

2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 3/9/2010,9:31 a.m., from Rex 
E. Schlaybaugh (I pg.) 

3) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 3/8/2010, 05:56p.m., from 
Patrick Stanton (1 pg.) 

e. E-mail Subject: Fwd #3 NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT FRAUD 
UPON THE COURT, IIJWill County/09CH3797 
1) E-mail dated 3/9/20 I 0, II :48 a.m., to Dykema Chairman, Rex 

E. Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office Managing 
Member, Patrick Stanton; Dykema attorneys, Amy Jonker and 
James Dougherty (I pg.) 

2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 3/9/2010, 11:58 a.m., from Rex 
E. Schlaybaugh (I pg.) 

3) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 3/9/2010,08:11 p.m., from 
Patrick Stanton (I pg.) 

f E-mail Subject: Fwd: #4 NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT FRAUD 
UPON THE COURT, IL/Will County/09CH3797 
I) E-mail dated 3/I I/2010, 09: I4 a.m, to Dykema Chairman, Rex 

E. Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office Managing 
Member, Patrick Stanton; Dykema attorneys, Amy Jonker and 
James Dougherty (I pg.) 

2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 3/1112010, 09:20a.m., from 
Rex E. Schlaybaugh (I pg.) 

3) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 3/11/2010, 10:36 a.m., from 
Patrick Stanton (I pg.) 

g. E-mail Subject: Fwd: #5 NOTIFICATION OF CLIENT FRAUD 
UPON THE COURT, IL/Will Cowlty/09CH3797 
I) E-mail dated 4/6/2010, 12:01 p.m., to Dykema Chairman, Rex 

E. Schlaybaugh, Jr.; Dykema Chicago Office Managing 
Member, Patrick Stanton; Dykema attorneys, Amy Jonker and 
James Dougherty (2 pgs.) 

2) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 4/6/2010, 12:48 p.m., fi·om Rex 
E Schlaybaugh (I pg.) 

3) Read Receipt for E-mail dated 4/6/20 I 0, 12:06 p.m., from 
Patrick Stanton (I pg.) 
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GROUP EXHffiiT G, FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
VIOLA"IION8 tcon't.) 
Nbr Descllliption 

8. Dent sch, Levy & Engel Chartered 
a. E-maii S'u6iect: Fwd': II'( NOID'TCAHONOFCL~TfRAUO 

UPON THE COURT, IL/Will County/09CH3797 
I) E-mail dated 2/25/2010, 10:08 a.m., to Deutsch, Engel, & Levy 

'SeriJOrlFounomg 'Pa1tner, 'Bait A. DeutsCh 0 pg:J 
2) E-mail dated 2/25/2010, II :00 a.m., to Deutsch, Engel & Levy 

attorney, Robert J. Emanuel 
J) Read Receipt for E-maiT dated 2/25/2010, II :06 a.m., from 

Robert J. Emanuel (I pg.) 
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ll\ THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12 Til JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE I lANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS TRUSTEI' IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-RI. 
ASSET-BAO~ED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES. 
SERIES 2004- Rl 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Richard J. Siegel 

i 
) 
) 

PlAINTIFF ) 
) 

VS ) 

\ 
LAUREN SCI iEFFERS A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
DF L.-iVREN SCHEFFEJlS. J.F .4.1\IY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS Al\JD NON RECORD CLAIMANTS: 

) 
) 
) 
) 

To: 

) 

~ 

i"'O'TJCE OF MOTJO.~ 

By ordinary mail 
~'lJl:irJ;. 'S!avtnn .. ~m.') lnnk<>.r. 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
I 0 Sou th Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 

C.hi.c->w,£\ .1! £.[16[1£. 

By ordinary mail 
Qp_n;,.,_ ~ir.r.~. O:l.'lili J?.bmk'h 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floor 
.I .1\I.cv:tb De.ar!;mw 
Chicago. IL 60602 

J?I.Ei•.'i- '<. 1; ~,I{E OOW::£•J>at.-m. ~.mlll'.r. 1/i., 1.1!.1.Q. ;n.liWml.. n!l Q[.tbr. W!ir.J.IJ>Ju:t. 
House Annex, 5 7 N. Ottawa, Joliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned will present before the 
Honorable Jud ge Siegel, the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment .a copy of which was 
served upon yo11 on September 8 .. 2010. 

' / ·, / 

l;c, (( .. / 
L~uren L. Schetfers 
rJIJ) Mom•ngstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifiec; that true copies of the foregoing instruments. Defendant Motion for Summary 
Judgment, to be served u pon 

Patrick Stanton .. Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gosset t PLLC 
I 0 South Wacker Drive. Suite 2300 
Chicago. IL 6(1606 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail Medium Flat Rate Box with Delivery 
Confirmation Receipt 0•309 2880 0000 4444 8851. properly addressed with postage prepaid by 
Priority Mail. and depo >iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Ave .• Naper ville. IL 60540 prior to 6:55p.m. this 8"' day of September, 2010 and to 

Denis Pierce. D avid Rhodes 
Pierce & Associ ates 
Thirteenth Flo01c 
l North Dearbotn 

Chicago. I L 60 ·602 

by placing a copy of sa me in a USPS Priority Mail Medium Flat Rate Box with Delivery 
Confirmation Receipt 0 309 2880 0000 4444 8~44, properly addressed with postage prepaid by 
Priority Mail. and depo: >iting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Ave., Napeniille. IL 60540 prior to 6:55p.m. this gth day of September, 2010. 

Lauren L. Scheffers L ~ 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 

c Si9f. 212-56p. ' (_" . . . r). 0/ .I 

Date " 

( _>-7/--" 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this the :'\ 1 day of September. 20 I 0. 

------; 
/ • .· I~ 

"'·· ;'i !. v' 1 '' i . bb vf k ·\ 
' • f <= 

.II -~. - I -i-, • //L~ ... My Commission Expire·s: ___ _c~::_ _ __;=-·--, 



['.ru;to 09['HJ7'9,7. J'.i.le.d f)J!.Q£,Q£lf)9 

DEFENIOANT CERTIFICATION- DEFENDANT MOTION FOR 
S'UMMAtn· .«J'OGMi'I'T 

Under penalties as proviaea by law pursuant to SectiOn 1 'JfJ9 of ine Code of C'!v'Jl 

Procedure (73 5 ILCS 5/1 109/from Ch. 110. par. I I 09). the undersigned certifies 

that the statements set forth in. and the exhibits submitted with. this instrument 

are true and cr >rrect. except as to matters iheniin stated to be on information ana 

belief and as tu such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid ihat Defendant 

verily believes the same to be true. 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 

Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

,J~.1J '7,. t)c;O 
Date 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the ) f<,_day of September. 2010. 

~ I,-
./ , ' I r .. 
IJ;': : ·~ c c(/( ~;< ( ~- ~~ ~ ~<+'~ ·-, 

My Commissi<On Expires: 



Case 09CH379?, FnWO'&llii~ 

IN TH0E CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12 Til WDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-RI, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUG'H CER11FICATES, 
SERIES 2004-RI 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFf 'ERS AJKJA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Richard J. Siegel 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEF.ENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Lauren L. s:cheffers, Defendant Pro Se, moves this Court to grant Defendant's 

Motion for Summa ry Judgment ("Motion") to deny the Plaintiffs Complaint to Foreclose 

Mortgage ("Compluint") (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.l4) as a matter 

of law and states the following and submits the attached Memorandum as additional 

support thereof. 

The Defend:.mt specifically points out that all documents submitted with this 

Motion are submitted under Section I I 09 certification (See attached Exhibit 1.5): 

a. The Notice of Motion of the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment. 

b. The Proof of Service to Pierce & Associates and to Dykema Gossett with 

Delivery Confirmation numbers indicated, 

c. The Defendant Motion for Summary Jud!llllent .. 

d. The !Memorandum in Support of Defendant Motion for Summary 

Judgment, 
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Case <J9CH3797, hied 08/26/2009 

e. The: List of Exhibits with legal points relating to the referenced Exhibits, 

f. The Exhibits, pleadings, orders, and reports of proceedings with 

Defendant ·commentary added to highlight the relevant legal points. 

NOTE: Tht~ Defendant specifically requests that the Court return the extensive 

courtesy copy for the Defendant's appeal to the Third Appellate Court if this Court grants 

an Order of Forecl.osure and Sale. 

ARGUMENT 

The Defendant submits the primary arguments below. There are extensive 

additional legal grounds in support of the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment to 

deny the Complaint in the attached Memorandum. 

I. As a matter·· oflaw, the Plaintiffs Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage is invalid. 

I. The 12th Judicial Circuit Court has assigned this case to the incorrect 

courtroom. The Plaintiff is not a Land Trust. The Plaintiff is a Securities Trust, 

as stated in its name, Mortgage-Backed Securities ("MBS"), whether the trust is 

the one specified in the Complaint as Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 

2004-Rl (''Trust 2004-Rl ")or the different trust specified repeatedly by the 

Plaintiffs I itigation counsel as Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-R3 

("Trust 20( l4-R3") (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.15). 

2. P.P.r. 71 i lLCS 'i, Sedillo. 1.5-1.1.06 (See attached Exhibit 1.1 .. Qg, I. 

•••holding added): "Applicability of Article. (a) Exclusive Procedure. From 

and after the effective date of this amendatory Act of 1986, the following 

shall be fox~\1A!d. i.u a (Qt"~W.t"e ptm~uant to this Article: (3) any collateral 

assignment of beneficial interest made on or after the effective date of this 

amendatory Act of 1986 (i) which is made with respect to a land trust which was 
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Cilse <NCH3 19?, Filed 08/26/2009 

created contemporaneously with the collateral assignment of beneficial 

interest, (ii:) which is made pursuant to a requirement of the holder of the 

obligation to secure the payment of money or perrormance of onier oMigarions 

and (iii) as to which the security agreement or other writing creating the 

collateral a ssignment permits the real estate which is the subject of the land 

trust to be ,sold to satisfY the obligations. 

(b) Uniform Commercial Code. A secured party, as defined in Article 9 of 

the Unifonn Commercial Code, may at its election enforce its security interest 

in a foredo sure under this Article if its security interest was created on or after the 

effective dmte of this amendatory Act of 1986 and is created by (i) a collateral 

assignmentt of beneficial interest in a land trust or (ii) an assignment for 

security of a buyer's interest in a real estate installment contract. 

3. Therefore, the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law ("IMFL") is not the 

controlling law for this action and all prior rulings by the Court based solely on 

the IMFL atre void as a matter oflaw. 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 0812612009 

II. As a matter oflaw, it is 810 ILCS 5, Article 3, Part 3, Enforcement of Instruments 

of the Illinois Uniform Commercia£ Code ("UCC) tfiat appffes to MBS trusts regarai"ng 

the requirements to enforce negotiable securities (See attached Exhibit 1.2, pg. 3). 

I. Per· the 08/12/10 Report of Proceeding, the Plaintiff's litigation counsel 

falsely sta1ted, "The UCC is not actually the law in the State offfifnois. Ifffnofs fias 

its own code that is similar to the UCC. But it does not apply to the mortgage." 

(See attach ted Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit F.8, pg. 27, Ins. 6-9) 

2. Yet, only a few minutes later per that same 08/12/10 Report of 

Proceedin,g, the Plaintiff's litigation counsel specifically states, "Again, she wants 

the originad. It is completely irrelevant. She has not raised any reason that she 

needs the •original. The original actually is bearer of paper. So there is no way 

that we art~ turning the original over to her." (See attached Group Exhibit 2, 

Group Exhibit F.8, pg. 31, Ins. 19-23). 

a. When the Plaintiff's litigation counsel stated that possession of the 

ori~nal "i s comQietely irrelevant" •. that totally false statement was made either 

due to inadequate legal training and supervision or as an intentional false 

statement to the Court. 

h. With. it'l. reference to the Note as "bearer QaQer", the Plaintiff's 

litigation counsel admitted on the record that the Note is a security. Clearly, if the 

Note is "b-earer paper", the UCC's requirement of"Holder in Due Course" applies 

to \hi.<;. IJlte.seiU. action.. 

3. Again, per that same 08/12/lO Report of Proceeding, the Plaintiff's 

litigation counsel stated, "Not everyone can told<sic> the original. One person 
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has to hold it and then everyone else gets a copy." (See attached Group Exhibit 2, 

Group Exhibit F.8, pg. 30, lines 14-16). 

4. Clearly, the Pfaintitr does not meet tfie ffofder in Due Course cnrenit 

stated in Section 3-302 (See attached Exhibit 1.2, pg. 3 ***holding added), "(2) 

the holder took the instrument (i) for value, (ii) in good faith, (iii) without notice 

that the instrument is overdue or has been dishonored or that there fs an 

uncured default with respect to payment of another instrument issued as 

part of th•e same series" 

a. 12/02/08, Citi Residential Lending sent Notice oflntention to 

Foreclose (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.6) 

b. 01115/09 Assigrunent of Mortgage/Deed (See attached Group 

Ex hi bit I, Group Exhibit A. 7) with an Effective Date of 02/11/09 

c. Defendant filed for Chapter 7 Bankruptcy on 01/30/09 (See 

attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit B.!) before the effective date of 

Assigrunent of02/ll/09. 

5. Yet~ the Plaintiff's litigation counsel had already admitted in the Plaintiff's 

Response to Defendant's First Request for Production (See attached Group 

Exhibit I. Group Exhibit B.6, ***holding added) that the originals of the 

Mm:t~ wd the Nnte cnuld nnt. he Q!'Oduced: 

a. "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the mortgage 

and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation 

b. "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the note and 

wi .ll produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation continues." 
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c. "Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the 

a!.;signment and will produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. 

Investigation continues." 

d . The Plaintiff's litigation counsel totally failed to produce the 

Defendant's request for the original sale or assignment documentation 

p•rior to this Trust's closing date on or about February 6, 2004 to 

support the filing with the Securities Exchange Commission. 

e. The Plaintiff's litigation counsel totally failed to produce the 

Defendant's request for a copy oftbe portion oftbe Prospectus 

s01bmitted to the Securities Exchange Commission for this Ameriques! 

M«ortgage Securities Trust 2004-RI that verifies that this mortgage 

amd note were included. 

6. A Jso, the Plaintiff's filing counsel failed to submit a "Lost Note Affidavit" 

with the filing as required per Section 3-309 of the UCC, if a negotiable security 

has been lost or destroyed (See attached Exhibit 1.2, pgs. 6-7): "Enforcement of 

lost •. dest royed •. or stolen instrument. (!I) A 11erson not in 1/0Ssession of an 

instrume nt is entitled to enforce the instrument if (i) the person was in 

possessio•n of the instrument and entitled to enforce it when loss of possession 

occurred.~(ii\ the loss. of QOssession was not the result of a transfer b~ the Qerson 

or a lawful seizure, and (iii) the person cannot reasonably obtain possession of the 

instrument because the instrument was destroyed, its whereabouts cannot be 

determine~ or it i'i in the wromiful QOssession of an unknown QeiSOn or a Qerson 

that cann< 1t be found or is not amenable to service of process. 
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7. l1n addition, the Plaintiff's litigation counsel cited the following ruling in 

two sepa rate pleadings, (See attached Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit E.l, pg. 

fl, no puragrapft number and Group £xftiflit l, Group £xftiflit D.Z, pg. T, no 

paragrap,h number), "Illinois courts have also recognized that plaintiffs 

possessic m of the note and mortgage constitutes prima facie evidence of its 

ownersh:ip of those instruments See Lundy v. Messer, 25 Ill. App. 2d 513, 167 

N.E.2d278 (2d Dist. 1960) (upholding right of plaintiff to foreclose based on 

possessic •n of note and mortgage without written assignment). Clearly, the 

Plaintiff has no ownership since the Plaintiff's litigation counsel has already 

stated that the Plaintiff does not have possession of either the note and mortgage 

and "'investigation continues" as to who does. 

8. As Defendant previously cited in the Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff 

Respons•.e to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Affirmative 

Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 2-619.1 (see 

Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit E.3 ***holding added): "While the assignment 

of a mont~a~e note carries with it an ea.uitable assignment of the mortgage by 

which it •was secured. (Inland Real Estate Com. v. Oak Park Trust & Savings 

Bank. (1·983 127 Ill.App.3d 535,542,469 N.E.2d 204, 82 Ill. Dec. 670. and 

Mnnre v. Lewi.'!,(l977),5l ULA~f}.Jd 3&&,39l-392.,366 N.E.2d 594 .. 9 Ill. Dec. 

337), it does not follow that an assignment of a mortgage constitutes a 

negotiati<On or endorsement of a note, and tbe Plaintiff must demonstrate tbat it 

is bolder- n( the oote u well as. the mn~ since the assi.yunent of the 

mortgage' is merely an incident to the debt, not the debt itself. " 
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9. rherefore, the Plaintiff's litigation counsel has not submitted a single 

legally ad missible piece of evidence to support its alleged status as the Trustee 

for tlle li•ofder oftlle Mortgage and flie Note (See anacnea' Group Exilil'lit f, 

Group b~hibit A.l4). 

I 0. Cl early, the Plaintiff does not meet the UCC requirements for 

Entorcem1ent otTnstruments stated In Section 3-301 (See attached £xfuolt I .2, pg. 

3): "'Per son entitled to enforce' an instrument means (i) the holder of the 

instrume nt, (ii) a nonholder in possession of the instrument who has the 

rights of a holder" 

II. Per the Bayview ruling ofthe Appellate Court of the Fifth District (See 

attached Exhibit 1.7, pg. 5 ***bolding added), 

a. "Nothing in the trial court record indicates that Bayview holds the 

m ortgage or note that is the subject of this foreclosure action. 

b. Additionally, because there was no basis for the entry of a 

suunmary judgment in favor of Bayview, the court improperly entered the 

judgment of foreclosure and order of sale." 

12. Si nee the Plaintiff's litigation counsel has admitted that it is not the holder 

of the prc•missory Note for this action, the Plaintiff failed to establish that it is the 

holder of a Qromissory Note secured by a Mortgage. 

13. Therefore, as a matter of law, the Plaintiff does not have legal standing to 

enforce the "bearer paper" Note. The Defendant's Motion for Summary 

Judgment to deny the ComQlaint should be fW<Illted. 
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III. As a matter of law, there are no genuine issues as to any material facts disputed 

by the Plaintiff. 

I. Pe1r the Bayview ruling of the Appellate Court oftlle Fittll District (See 

attached Exhibit 1.7, pg. 4 ***holding added), "A summary judgment is an 

appropriat•~ remedy only if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, 

together with any affidavits, show that there is no genuine issue of materfaf fact 

and that tthe movant is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. Purtill v. 

Hess, I I 1\ Ill.2d 229, 240 ( 1986). 

2. Tb,e Defendant has submitted all pleadings and supporting Exhibits under 

Section I 109 certification. Per 7351LCS 5, Sec. I 109. Verification by 

certificaticm (See attached Exhibit 1.5 ***holding added), "Any pleading, 

affidavit <Gr other document certified in accordance with this Section may be 

used in the same manner and with the same force and effect as though 

subscribe•d and sworn to under oath." 

3. Further, per 735 ILCS 5/Sec. 2 610 (See attached Exhibit 1.4, pg. 3 

***boldin ~added).., "Every alle~ation,_ exce(lt alle!l8tions of damages, not 

explicitly denied is admitted." Since neither the Plaintiff's filing counsel nor its 

litigation <counsel has ever addressed any of the Exhibits submitted under Section 

1. Ul'l cer.t. ifi~.inn. h~ the Defendant let alone denied any of the Exhibits,_ those 

Exhibits a re admitted. As a matter of law, the ILCS do not require a Motion to 

Deem AdJ[nitted under those circumstances. 

4. Uw.r.ef.m:e, a'>- a fin:tb.er matt.er of law, there is no ~nuine issue as to any 

material facts in dispute to justify a denial ofthis Dependent Motion for Summary 

Judgment against the Plaintiff's Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage. 
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IV. Most importantly, the Plaintiff's ongoing collection efforts throughout these many 

proceedings viola. te federal bankruptcy law in the attempt to collect a discharged debt. 

I. Per tlie PlaintitftCounter-OefendanCs Motion to Dismiss Affirmative 

Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 2-619.1 (See 

Group Ex hibit 2, Group Exhibit E.2, pgs. 1-2, no paragraph numbers ***holding 

added): ''Erst, there are affirmative matters that defeat Schetlers' cfaims. 

Scheffers initiated Chapter 7 Bankruptcy proceedings in January 2009, and not 

only failed to disclose any of these claims or defenses, but she filed a Statement of 

Intent during the bankruptcy representing that she would surrender the property 

that is the subject of this foreclosure action. As such, each ofScheffers' Claims 

are barred by judicial estoppel and should be dismissed pursuant to 735 

ILCS 5/2 -619(a)(9)." Note that the Plaintiff is a totally different trust, 2004-RJ, 

not the tn 1st 2004-RI as specified in the Complaint (See attached Group Exhibit 

I, Group I oxhibit A.\5). 

2. Yt!t, as a matter oflaw, it is the Plaintiff that is barred by judicial estoppel 

pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-619(a)(6)(See attached Exhibit 1.4. pg. 6, ***holding 

added): "Involuntary dismissal based upon certain defects or defenses. (a) 

Defendant may, within the time for pleading, file a motion for dismissal of the 

action or for other aQQroQriate relief UQOn any of the followin~ grounds. If the 

grounds do not appear on the face of the pleading attacked the motion shall 

be supported by affidavit: (6) That the claim set forth in the plaintiff's 

pleading has been released •. satisfied of record •. or discha~ed in bankru~,Jtcy. 

3. AI so, per 735 ILCS 5, Section 2 619 (See attached Exhibit 1.4, pg. 7. 

***holding added): "(c) If, upon the bearing oftbe motion, the opposite party 
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presents affidavits or other proof denying tbe facts alleged or establishing 

facts obvi ating the grounds of defect, the court may hear and determine the same 

ana' may grant or a'eny tne motion. ft"a mafenilf and genuine disputed question 

of fact is raised tbe court may decide tbe motion upon tbe affidavits and 

evidence offered by tbe parties, or may deny the motion without prejudice to the 

right to raise tne suoiect matter oftfie motion oy answer ana' snaff so <feny it rftfie 

action is , lne in which a party is entitled to a trial by jury and a jury demand has 

been filed by the opposite party in apt time. (e) Pleading over after denial by tbe 

court of a motion under this Section is not a waiver of any error in tbe 

decision ·•denying tbe motion. " 

4. At no time has the Plaintiff's litigation counsel submitted sworn affidavits 

as require·•d by 735 ILCS 5, Section 2 619, because doing so would constitute 

peijury b:r an Officer of the Court. 

5. Pe r the judicial notice previously requested by the Plaintiff's litigation 

counsel t< J admit the Defendant's Chapter 7 Bankruptcy public records, the 

Plaintiff\ vas not the Secured Creditor for this property per the court filings of the 

Defendan1f s Chapter 7 Bankruptcy that was discharged on 05/05/09. In point of 

tact, the F"laintiffwas not listed as a creditor of any kind in the bankruptcy filing. 

6. Si nee the Plaintiff failed to meet the U.S. BankruQtcy Court req.uirements 

to file a Complaint to correct the record before 05/04/09. the Note was unsecured 

and was cllischarged on 05/05/09. Given the admission of the Plaintiff's litigation 

counsel tl1at "investi~ation continues" as to who holds the original Mort~a~e and 

the origim.ll Note, the Plaintiff could not file the requisite documents in a 

Complain.! to have the record corrected to be listed as the Secured Creditor. 
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7. Th·e Court should note that: 

a. The Plaintiff, its former and current servicers, and its filing law 

finn have been reported to the Criminaf EnfOrcement Unit ofn'te U.S. 

Tn1stees for bankruptcy fraud due to knowingly filing a Relief from Stay 

Mc•tion in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court when, as a matter of law, the 

Plmintiffwas not the Secured Creditor for this Mortgage and Note. 

b. The Plaintiffs litigation law finn has also been reported for 

vio lating federal bankruptcy Jaw in attempting to coiiect a discharged 

debt. 

8. Therefore, as a critical matter oflaw, the Defendant's Motion for 

Summary Judgment to deny the Complaint should be granted *WITH 

PREmDI 'CE*. For the Court to fail to do so would be a gross miscarriage of 

iustice. 
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SUMMARY 

In summury, the Plaintiff's litigation counsel has itself submitted many arguments 

on oellru'f of O'le ltJefeno'anr O'lar support O'lis Det'imu'diJt MOI'ion rur Surrmnny luu'grrrerrr {lJ 

deny the Complaint: 

I. The statement that the Note is a bearer of paper, 

2. f'ihe written and oraf statements that the l'faintitr not onfy does not hofd 

the original Note or the original Mortgage, but that "investigation continues" to 

determine who does hold the originals, as required by the UCC to enforce the 

negotiabl e security. 

3. T.he submission of the Defendant's Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing (See 

attached (}roup Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit E.J) as erroneous grounds for the 

Plaintiff l o cite judicial estoppel under Section 2-61 9(a)(9), when it is the Plaintiff 

that is su lbject to judicial estoppel under Section 2-619(a)( 6). 

4. TI1e submission of the Defendant's Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing (See 

attached <Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit E.l) that clearly indicates that 1) the 

Plaintiff '·oNas not the Secured Creditor for this action and 2) the Plaintiff was not 

listed as a Creditor in the tiling at all. 

a The failure to have the bankruptcy record corrected for the Plaintiff 

to be listed as the Secured Creditor means that the Note was unsecured, so 

it was included as a discharged debt as of May 5, 2009, when the Chapter 

7 Bankruptcy was discharged. 

b. The Motion to Remove the Stay Order for this P.rOP.erty by a P.artY 

wii1th no legal standing to do so was a false filing with the United States 

Bankruptcy Court 
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c.. All parties to this ongoing action to foreclose based on an 

u1 lSecured Note that was discharged are violating federal bankruptcy laws 

in an ongoing attempt to co fleet a discnarged' cteflt. 
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CONCLUSION 

For them my reasons stated above that are further supported by the attached 

Memorandum, bod! of which refurence supporting eXhibits submitted !Hider Seceion I 

I 09 certification. the Defendant prays that this Court will grant this Defendant Motion 

for Summary Judgment to deny the Plaintiff's Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage *WITH 

PREJUDCC£" an ,d such further relief as tfle Court deems appropriate. 

Per the C. Jurt's requirements in the Report of Proceedings for 08112110, "You will 

file your propose< .l pleadings with the clerk, carbon copy to me, carbon copy to plaintiffs 

counsel. f wilf th en rufe by mail as to whetber or not a response Is necessary or whetber 

the pleadings are going to be struck." (pg. 53, Ins 8-12), the Defendant has submitted this 

pleading for judie ial review. 

The Plainociffrespectfully requests that the Court enforce its own 08112110 Order 

and instructions per the referenced 08112/1 0 Report of Proceedings (See attached Group 

Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit F.8) by replying by mail its legal rationale for determining 

whether a respon"e is necessary or whether pleadings will be struck, particularly when no 

objection has bee n filed by the Plaintiff's litigation counsel. 

The Court · s written response will be a part of the record submitted to the Third 

Appellate Court, rifthis Court errs as a matter oflaw in granting a future Judgment of 

Foreclosure and ( )rder for Sale. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
. '·/ . / 
·/- ( I / 

,·; 
/ .. 

Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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IN TJHE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
'WYL'L 'C'Ciu'NTY - )'Cf"CJ'EI, YLU'Ntl6 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS r«.usrEE t.N r«.usr m« m£ BENHTr aF 
THE CERTIFIC ~ TE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE Sl iCURITIES TRUST 2004-R I, 
ASSET -BAL:K"fJ~) 1' A'S'S-TffRODGH CEK1Tf1CXI'E'S, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHETFFERS A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SC HEFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
J 
) Judge Richard J. Siegel 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

MEMORANDlUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

In further support of its Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment the Defendant 

submits the follovving facts under Section I I 09 certification: 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

All facts below he we been supported with Exhibits. All pleadings and Exhibits have been 

submitted under S.ection I I 09 certification. No prior Defendant allegations have been 

denied by Plaintiffs filing law finn or by its litigation law finn, so they are admitted. 

I. Per the Complaint (See attached Group Exhibit I. Group Exhibit A.14): 

a. De utsche Bank National Trust is the Plaintiff. but Exhibit A states that the 

Lender is . r own & Country Credit. 

b. The Plaintiff is Trustee for the holder of the mortgage and tbe note. Yet, 

Plaintiffs litigation counsel admitted that "investigation continues" as to who that 

holder is (:~ee attached Group Exhibit 1.. Groqo Exhibit B.6). As a matter oflaw, 
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the Plaint iff cannot be acting as a trustee for a party the Plaintiff cannot even 

identify. 

b. The ait'egea' a'ate tilat tile Mortgage was owea' was Oecemoer fll', Z\1l33. 

That is a false statement 

c. Per the Settlement Statement (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group 

£xhfbft A , f). there was no debt until the Settfement Date of 12/31/03. 

d. Per the Motion to Remove the Stay ("Stay Motion") in the Defendant" s 

Chapter 7 Bankruptcy (See attached Group Exhibit 1, Group Exhibit R3 ), the 

Plaintiff's; filing law firm, Pierce & Associates. filed with the correct date of 

12/30/03. 

I) The alleged Creditor was American Home Mortgage Servicing. 

In.c. ("AHMSI") 

2) Per the Report of Proceeding on 04/24/09 related to the Stay 

M< Jtion, the Defendant/Debtor appeared to dispute any ownership by a 

tmst of this mortgage. Pierce & Associates attorney, Y anicke Polycarpe, 

appeared on behalf of American Home Mortgage (8 pgs.) 

3) The Honorable Eudge R. Wedoff erred in granting the Order 

Modifying Stay (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit R5) to a 

P.a;rty that was not listed as the Secured Creditor and was not listed as a 

ere ditor in the bankruptcy filing. whatsoever. 

4) Per U.S. Title 18- Crimes and Criminal Procedure, Chapter 9 

BankruP.tcy re: False Oaths (~ee attached Exhibit 1.12). the Plaintiff and 

its attorneys committed bankruptcy fraud 

5) On 05/18/10, the Defendant filed Defendanfs Citizen Report of 
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Vi<Olations of Many Federal Laws to the Criminal Enforcement Unit of the 

Ex•c!cutive Office for U.S. Trustees (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group 

Ex hibil B. 9) refatfve to tne Defendant's Ctiapter T ffankruptcy (See 

attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit B). 

2. On 10/23/< )7, Citi Residential sent a letter to the Defendant (See attached Group 

Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.2 with a correction, that tli.e crecfftor is Ameriques! 

Mortgage Securities, Inc. 

a. There is no Assignment recorded with the Will County Recorder to 

Amerique st Mortgage Securities, Inc. 

b. Thlere is no mention of Ameriques! Mortgage Securities, Inc. being in a 

trust with Deutsche Bank National Trust as trustee. 

3. On 05/06/08, an unsubstantiated internal memo was posted online (See attached 

Group Exlhibit I, Group Exhibit A.3) related to the shutting down ofCiti 

ResidentiaJ Lending by the end ofQI2009 with mortgages being transferred to 

CitiMort[>;age and other financial institutions 

a Subseo.uently, CitiMortgage sent an undated notice to Defendant (See 

attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.S) that verifies that CitiMortgage, Inc. 

(CMI) acquired the servicing of all mortgage loans from Citi Residential Lending, 

lru:. (CRL\ in February 2009 .. althou!W the Defendant received no RESP A 

notification to that effect. 

b. 011 02/11/09 (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.l2) Citi 

Residenti;>J Lendin!blnc. sent the Defendant a RESPA Notice of Assignment, Sale 

or Transfer of Servicing Rights from Citi Residential Lending Inc. to American 

Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., effective February II, 2009. Yet, per 3.a 
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directly above, Citi Residential Lending Inc. had already sold the servicing to 

CitiMortga;ge. Inc., but sent no RESPA statement to that effect. 

4. On f ZtiJZtlillf, Cit! Resldentlaf Lending sent tfie Oetencfunt Notice offntention to 

Foreclose ( See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.6) 

5. Subsequent to that Notice oflntention to Foreclose, CitiResidential Lending 

fabricated 1 wo Assignments related to the Defendant's DuPage County property 

and to this Will County property: 

a. On 12/12/08, Citi Residential Lending fabricated an Assignment of 

Mortgage/Deed for Defendant's DuPage County property (See attached Group 

Exhibit I. Group Exhibit A.8) 

b. On ( Jl/15/09, Citi Residential Lending fabricated an Assignment of 

Mortgage/Deed for this Will County property (See attached Group Exhibit I, 

Group Exhibit A. 7) 

1) The fabricated Assignment had an effective date ofOI/09. after the 

Mortgage had been in default for non-payment of the I 1/08 mortgage 

payment. 

2) The fabricated Assignment was not recorded until after the 

Mor1gage was included in a Chapter 7 bankruptcy filed on 01/30/09 

c. Botl1 assignments were siJY~ed by Crystal Moore .. Vice President of Citi 

Residential Lending Inc, as "Attorney-In-Fact for Town and Country Credit" 

d. Botb assignments were notarized by Bryan Bly. 

e. Yet. there is no Power of Attorney recorded with the Will County 

Recorder or the DuPage County Recorder (See an example as attached Exhibit 
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1.6). Therefore. both the Will County Assignment and the DuPage County 

Assignmencl are void. 

t: As pr(mafac(e evia'ence ora rraua'uienr Assignment, Ciri tZesia'enria~' 

Lending hud previously sent the RESPA statement on 10/23/07 (see 2 above) that 

Ameriques t Mortgage Securities Inc. was the creditor, so Town and Country 

Credit wa>' no longer the owner to be able to be Assfgnor 

g. There have been published investigative reports that both Crystal Moore 

and Bryan Bly are, in fact, employed by Nationwide Title Clearing (See attached 

Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibits A. 9 and A. I 0) 

h. Since the Will County Assignment had an effective date after the subject 

Note was ir 1 default, the Assignment is legally unenforceable as Holder in Due 

Course under the UCC. 

1. What is the difference between the alleged validity of the fabricated 

assignment to the Plaintiff in 2009, when the Trust closed on or before February 

6, 2004, an d an assignment by Santa Claus (see attached Group Exhibit I, Group 

Exhibit A. Cl I), when the Will County Record as a matter of law is not allowed to 

require veri fication of title prior to recording property-related documents. 

J. Per 735 ILCS 5 Sec. 15-1217. Recordingoflnstruments(Seeattached 

Exhibit 1.1 . n. '- ***OOI.d\""'5 ~}'. "' R=d\\\g Qf\\\£1;.~,· Qt 'tQ t=d' 

means to present to the Recorder a document. in recordable form. which is to be 

recorded int accordance with Section 3-5024 of the Counties Code, together with 

the reqtiue< 't recoriimg 'fee. Tne Registrar oY''i'Ittes smiir accepl tne 'fr'img o'i no'irces 
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or affidavi ts required or permitted by this Article without tbe necessity of tbe 

productio1n of evidence of title." 

6. On 09ii6!Vli'J, tfie P'taintitrs tiling firm sent tfie Defendant a Coliection letter (See 

attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.l3). 

a. In •, iolation of the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy discharge dated 05/05/09 

b. Hhed by AHMSl to commence foreclosure proceedings 

c. NN hired by the Plaintiff as stated in the Foreclosure Complaint 

7. On 09/05/PO. Defendant requests judicial notice of screen prints from the SEC site 

(See attacl1ed Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A.l5) submitted under Section I 

I 09 certifi cation. Contrary to the Plaintiffs litigation counsel false statements 

that PlaintLff pleadings that use a trust name ofR2004-R3, instead of the trust 

name in the Complaint ofR2004-RI, were not incorrect, clearly R2004-Rl and 

R2004-R:. represent two totally different trusts. Plaintiffs litigation counsel has 

submitted 110 legally enforceable evidence of any kind that the mortgage in this 

action is in either of those two trusts. Cle 

8. The Defendant requests judicial notice for the Trust Prospectus as publicly 

available o nline at the SEC site and submitted under Section I I 09 certification 

(See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit C. I inclusive): 

a. The trust closing date was on or about February 6, 2004 (See attached 

Grc•up Exhibit I, Group Exhibit C.l.b) 

b. The Trust Seller and Master Servicer was Ameriques! Mortgage 

Cmmo.any. not Town & Country Credit Coro.. (See attached Grou{l Exhibit 

I, ( lroup Exhibit C .I.e) 
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c. The Trustee, Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, will act as 

em ;todian, initial paying agent and certificate registrar (See attached Group 

Ex.hibft I, Group £xfiitiit C. f.<fjj 

d. The Offered Certificates will be sold by the Depositor to the Underwriters 

on the Closing Date (See attached Group Exhibit l, Group Exhibit e.!)) 

e. Th e Offered Certificates will initially be represented Ely one or more 

gl< lbal certificates registered in the name of a nominee of the Depository 

Tn 1st Company (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit C.e.2)) 

f. Thte Certificates are Obligations of the Trust Oniy (See attached Group 

Exlllbit I, Group Exhibit C.l.f)) 

I) The certificates will not represent an ownership interest in or 

obligation of the Depositor, the Master Servicer, the Seller the Originators, 

th~ Trustee or any of their respective affiliates. 

2) Proceeds of the assets included in the trust will be the sole source 

of distributions on the Class A Certificates and the Mezzanine Certificates 

g. Assigpment of the Mortgage Loans (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group 

Exhibit C.l.g) ***holding added) 

I) The Depositor will deliver to the Trustee (or to a custodian on 

the Trustee's behalf) with respect to each Mortgage Loan (i) the mortgage 

no1te endorsed without recourse in blank to reflect the transfer of the 

M·ortgage Loan, (ii) the original mortgage with evidence of recording 

i01 iicated thereon and (iii\ an assi~ment of the mortgage in recordable 

fm<m endorsed in blank without recourse, reflecting the transfer of the 

M ortgage Loan. 
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2 ) The Depositor will not cause to be recorded any Assignment 

w hich relates to a Mortgage Loan in any jurisdiction •.. unless such 

failure to record woufd resuff in a witiidrawaf or a downgrading fly 

any Rating Agency 

h. Tille Seller and Master Servicer is Ameriques! Mortgage Company (See 

auached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit C. Lh)***bofdi'ng added) 

I ) Ameriquest Mortgage Company (sometimes referred to herein 

as .. "Ameriques!". the "Seller" or the "Master Servicer") 

i. Per the final SEC filing (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit 

C .l.i)***bolding added): 

1) Certification and Notice of Termination of Registration under 

Section 12(g) 

2) As ofOl/26/05, there are 12 certificate holders, AS NOMINEE 

FOR DEPOSITORY TRUST COMPANY, NOT INVESTORS 

J. Lt:gal Actions (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit C.l.j)) 

9. Yet. there is no Assignment recorded with the Will County Recorder from Town 

and Coun·try Credit to Ameriques! Mortgage Company. 

I 0. The fabricated Assignment dated does not meet the Prospectus requirement for 

assignments (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group Exhibit C.l.g ***holding 

added): "( iii) an assignment of the mortgage in recordable form endorsed in 

blank wilthout recourse, reflecting the transfer of the Mortgage Loan." 

I I. The Pros l}ectus states (See attached Groul? Exhibit I .. GrouJ? Exhibit C.l.g 

***boldin gadded): "The Depositor will not cause to be recorded any 

Assignm•mt which relates to a Mortgage Loan in any jurisdiction" is a clear 
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violation of the 765 ILCS 765, 5, Sec. 28, Illinois Conveyances Act (See attached 

Exhibit I .3, pg. 4): "No deed, mortgage, assignment of mortgage, or other 

instrument relating to or affecting tile titre to reaf estate in tills State may 

include u provision prohibiting the recording of that instrument, and any 

such pro· vision in an instrument signed after the effective date of this 

amendat:ory Act shall be void and of no force and effect." 

12. On 0 1123·/06, there was a settlement with Ameriquest Mortgage Company and its 

affiliates with 49 State Attorney Generals (See attached Group Exhibit I, Group 

Exhibit D.l inclusive ***holding added): 

a. " .. Notwithstanding this release, we may affirmatively or defensively 

assert an y claim or defense that we have with respect to my loan with an 

Ameriquest Party in response to a judicial or threatened non-judicial 

foreclosure, including those related to the lending practices listed in this 

release" (pg. 41). 

b. \Vaiver was in effect until the Lis Pendens was f'ded for this property 

on 08/26/09 which was after the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy was discharged on 

05/05/09 

c. THEREFORE, DEFENDANT COULD NOT HAVE RAISED 

'HJ.ESE. .lSS.UF.S liS. l:RE. CHAl"rER 7 BANKRUPTCY. 

13. On 07/29 /09, Defendant sent a Qualified Written Request to AHMSI, as servicer, 

as well a.•> e-mails with the request to Pierce & Associates (See attached Group 

Ex.bjb.iJ. l , Cim.I~ fu.bjhiJ. F inclJL~ve ~ 

a. N o response was received of any kind 
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14. On 02/03/10, AHMSI as servicer sent a package to the Defendant (see Group 

Exhibit !... Group Exhibits E.! and E.2 inclusive). There are many inconsistencies 

In tl'le aocumentatlon recelvea' wltl'l tl'le aocumentatlon suomlnea' wltti ttie 

Complai11t 

15. Per the A HMSI online system, as well as the AHMSI Secure Message System 

(See attached' Group Exfubit I, Group Exhlofts £-J through £-6 

inclusive ***holding added), it appears that AHMSJ as servicer of this Note did 

not know who the owner was: 

a. 0'1/02/09 AHMSI Secure Message, E-AH6.1 - AH6.3 

1)• Who hired AHMSI, if not the NOTE OWNER? 

2) uP lease be advised, the owner and note holder of the loan is as 

fo•llows: 

AMSI 2004-R1 

Deutsche Bank ***NOT DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL 

TRUST 

c/o American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. 

1761 East St. Andrew Place 

Santa Ana, CA 92706 

16. Per a lettl:r from a City ofNaJ?erville Code Enforcement Officer on 12/12/09, 

Defendan t is liable for a fine up to $500 dollars daily (See attached Group Exhibit 

I, Group Exhibit G.J.b) Letter from City ofNapervi!le Code Enforcement 

Officer. Yet, the Defendant cannot sell or refinance this J?rOJ?erty due to its 

clouded ti tie as to what party is the Real Party in Interest per Illinois law. 
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CONCLUSION 

In conclu sion, the Defendant states the following: 

I. Since all exhibits have been submitted under Section f HJ9 certitlcation by 

Defendartt, these many hearings have been the equivalent of a trial and the 

Plaintiffs litigation counsel has never denied a single Exhibit, nor has the Court 

addressed a single Exhibit, since the Motion for Quiet Title hearing on 01/28110. 

2. Per the rrtany Reports of Proceedings that are required submissions to the Third 

Court of Appeals, it appears that the Court has consistently denied the Defendant 

the right •Jf due process, by ruling in favor of the Plaintiff without any hearing 

where the Defendant was allowed to present a single Exhibit that was submitted 

under Section I I 09 certification. 

3. In additic>n, per the many Reports of Proceedings, it appears that the Court failed 

to even read the Defendant's pleadings and admitted to not even having them in 

court. Th e Court even failed to read the courtesy copy for the Motion to 

Reconsid er. 

4. Per the many ReQorts ofProceeding_s •. the Court failed to state the legal rationale 

for granti ng/denying motions and failed to refute the legal citations in the 

Defendant's pleadings. Such denials are in error as a matter of law, so they should 

be overtwrned by the Third AI;!Qellate Court as a matter of law. 

5. Per the R,eport of Proceedings of August 12,2010, the Court even threatened 

Court sanctions against the Defendant, when the Defendant is simply attempting 

to stop the theft of her groQerly that she Qersonally desifY!ed and had built in 1985 

(see Gronp Exhibit I, Group Exhibit A. I). 
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6. If the Cc· urt were to allow the Plaintiff in this case to prevail in light of serious 

misrepre~'entation and Fraud upon the Court, it would result in a major injustice to 

rl'le Oetet1a'anr: 

a. 1\s a matter of law, the Court cannot be in a position, bath personally and 

as an Off•cer of the Court of the 12'h Judicial Circuit Court. of violating federal 

bankrupt<cy laws by enabling Plaintiff and its two law firms in this ongoing 

attempt t.J collect an unsecured note that was discharged in the Defendant's 

Chapter T bankruptcy. 

b. As a matter oflaw, the Court cannot grant a Plaintiff Motion for Summary 

Judgment nor an Order of Foreclosure and Sale. when the Plaintiff's litigation 

counsel specifically stated that the Plaintiff does not hold either the original 

mortgage or the original note. More importantly, the Plaintiff's litigation counsel 

indicated that "investigation continues" as to who does hold the originals. 

c. AHa matter of law, the Court cannot grant any Order of Foreclosure and 

Sale beca use the Plaintiff is not the Holder in Due Course per the Will County 

Recorder .. By doing so, the Court would set a precedent that the Will County 

Recorder files are totally corrupt and the property records department is no longer 

needed. 

7. For the critical reasons stated in the Defendant Motion for Sllnlrnary Jud~ment..as 

well as these supplementary reason stated in this Memorandum with supporting 

Exhibits ,.;ubmitted under Section I I 09 certification, Defendant prays that this 

Court gra.mt this Defendant Motion for Summary Jud~ent to deny the Plaintiff's 

Complaimt to Foreclose Mortgage and such further relief as the Court deems 

appropria;te under the Doctrine of Unconscionability. 
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Respectfully Submitted, 

l// ( 
'/ / /, _ / .' r J. 

Lauren L. Scheffers. Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

Page 13 



Case 09CH3 797. File"' 6\Y,Q6C'l\?9 

LIST 0 F EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

EXHIBIT 
Nbr Description 

I. Defendant Ce1iificarion - Motion (or Summary Jua"gment (f pg. j 
2. Proof of Servi;;;e (I pg.) 
3. 08/04/10 Cop~· of Court Docket (8 pgs.) 
4. List of Exhibit" (1ll pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Rei evan t Law 
Nbr Description 

I. ILCS 735 5/Art. XV, Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (6 pgs.) 
2. ILCS 810 5/AJiicle 3. Uniform Commercial Code, re: Negotiable Securities (7 pgs.) 
3. ILCS 765 5/0.0' I, Illinois Conveyances Act (7 pgs.) 
4. ILCS 735 51 ArL II, Pt. 6. Code of Civil Procedure. re: Pleading (7 pgs.) 
5. ILCS 735 5/1 I 09. Code of Civil Procedure, re: Verification by Certification (I pg.) 
6. Power of Attorney example (5 pgs.) 

a. No suciJ Power of Attorney recorded with the Will County Recorder 
7. Bayview Loan Servicing. L.L.C. v. Jeffrey Eden Nelson, Case No: 5-06-0664, (5th Dist., 

June 16. 2008), Rule 23 Order Filed May 21,2008. (6 pgs.) 
a. A smmnary judgment is an appropriate remedy only if the pleadings, depositions, 
and admissions on file. together with any affidavits, show that there is no genuine issue 
of material fact and that the movant is entitled to a judgment as a matter oflaw. Purtill v. 
Hess, I I I III2d229,240(1986) (pg.4). 
b. Nothin:g in the trial court record indicates that Bayview holds the mortgage 
or note that is the subject of this foreclosure action. (fmal pg.) 
c. Additio nally, because there was no basis for the entry of a summary 
judgment in fa,vor of Bayview, the court improperly entered the judgment of 
foreclosure and order of sale. (final pg.) 

8. Supreme Court of Florida, No. SC09-l460 in re: Amendments to the Florida Rules 
of Civil Procedure, February ll, 2010 
a. http://W'ww.floridasupremecourt.org/decisions/20 I O/sc09-1460.00f 
b. First, n~le l.llO(b) is amended to require verification of mortgage 
foreclosure cornplaints involvi~ residential real property. (pp,s. 3-4) 
c. The primary purposes of this amendment are 

I) w provide incentive for the plaintiff to appropriately investigate and verify 
its own•~rship of the note or right to enforce the note and ensure that the 
allegatio •ns to the complaint are accurate; 
2) t· o conserve judicial resources that are currently being wasted on 
inappropriately pleaded "lost note'' counts and inconsistent allegations.: 
3) to prevent the wasting of judicial resources and harm to defendants 
resulting from suits brought by plaintiffs not entitled to enforce the note; and 
4) to wve trial courts greater authority to sanction t~laintiffs who make 
false alluegations. 
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C&.:.~ ()'K;HJ 797, Fikd 08/26/2009 

LIST OF E:!ffiiBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

EXHIBIT I, Relevant Law (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
8. Supreme Cou:rt ofFforfda, No. SCU9-I461f in re: Amemfments to tlie flonifa Ruies 

of Civil Proct·dure, February 11,2010 (con't.) 
d. Appendix, Rule 1.110 General Rules of Pleading, (b) Claims for Relief 
(pg. 13) 
a. When llfiling an action for foreclosure of a mortgage on residential real 
property the c·omplaint shall be verified. 
b. When verification of a document is required, t&e document ti[ed shafT fncfude 
an oath, affirmation, or the following statement: "Under penalty of perjury,l 
declare that I have read the foregoing, and the facts alleged therein are true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. n 

9. Class Action C omplaint in the U.S. District Court. Southern District of Florida. under the 
"Racketeer Infl!uenced and Corrupt Organizations Act" or "RICO". Filed on 07/26/2010 
(pg. I only) 
a. Defend ant. MERSCORP, Inc. 
b. Defend ant. LAW OFFICES OF DAVID J. STERN. P.A 
c. Defend: ant. DAVID J. Stem. individually 

I 0. Attorney Gene1r.al of Florida investigations 
a. Againstc Florida Default Law Group. PL (I pg.) 

I) Appears to be fabricating and/or presenting false and misleading 
documents in foreclosure cases 
2) This firm is one of the largest foreclosure firms in the state 

b. Attome y General Bill McCollum News Release. 08/1 Oil 0, Florida Law Firms 
Subpoenaed O•ver Foreclosure Filing Practices (I pg.) 

I) The Law Offices of Marshall C. Watson, P.A. 
2) The Law Offices of Shapiro & Fishman, LLP 
3) The Law Offices of David J. Stem 

c. State of Florida, Office of the Attorney General, Department of Legal Affairs. 
Economic Crin 1es Investigative Subpoena Duces Tecum (I 0 pgs.) 

I) Registered Agent and Records Custodian, David J. Stern 
II. Federal Rules< >fCivil Procedure. III. Signing. Pleadings and Motions, Rule II (3 pgs.) 
12. U.S. Title 18 -·Crimes and Criminal Procedure, Chapter 9 Bankruptcy re: False Oailis 

(4 pgs.) 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT I , EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGl\,tENT 

NOTE: All exhibits below have been submitted under Section 1 109 certification to the Circuit 
Court of Will Count) , as well as having been previously served upon Denis Pierce. Pierce & 
Associates, and Patrie K Stanton/Amy Jonker. Dykema Gossett. 

GROUP EXHIBIT l\, BACKGROUND 
Nbr Description 

l. Photograph of' home as published in the Naperville Sun as a highlight of the 
neighborhood in 1 995 
a. Person ally designed by Defendant in 1 984 

2. 12/31/03 Settl•cment Statement dated 12/31/03 vs. mortgage/note dates of 12/18/03 
(2 pgs.) 

3. l 0/23/07 Citi Residential Letter with correction that the creditor is Ameriques! Mortgage 
Securities. Inc . (l pg.) 
a. No me•ntion of Deutsche Bank National Trust 

4. 05/06/08 Unsu•bstantiated internal memo posted online related to the shutting down of 
Citi Residenti11l Lending with mortgages being transferred to CitiMortgage and other 
financial instit utions, just as Defendant's two mortgages were assigned to American 
Home Mortgage Servicing Inc. ("AHMSI'') and JPMorgan Chase Bank (I pg.) 

5. Undated notice received by Defendant that verifies that CitiMortgage, Inc. (CMI) 
acquired the servicing of all mortgage loans from Citi Residential Lending. Inc. (CRL) in 
February 2009•. 
a. No RE SPA notification to that effect 
b. Subsequently,your loan was transferred to another Servicer. 
c. Verifies unsubstantiated internal memo above 

6. 12/02/08 Citi Residential Lending Notice oflntention to Foreclose (1 pg.) 
a. Not a •req_uest for full payment/acceleration 

7. 01/15/09 Assir~nment of Mortgage/Deed AFTER DEFAULT/EFFECTIVE AFTER 
INCLUDED llN CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY FILING (1 pg.) 
a. Citi Recsidential Lendil~J! Inc. as Attorney-In-Fact for Town and Country Credit 

Corp WITH NO POWER OF ATTORNEY RECORDED WITH WILL 
COUNTY RECORDER 

b. To Deutsche Bank National Trust Company. as Trustee for, Ameriques! 
Mortg,:age Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates, 
Series :2004-R l 

c. Under the Pooling and Servicing Agreement dated Februal)' 1_, 2004 
d. Signed by Crystal Moore, as Vice President of Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
e. Notariized by Bryan J. Bly 
f. Notary date January 15,2009 
g. Effecti ve 2/11/09 
h. Prepared by Jessica Fretwell/NTC, 2100 Alt. 19 North, Palm Harbor, Fl 34683 

[800)3 46-9152 
i. Return to AHMSI, C/0 NTC 2100 Alt. 19 North, Palm Harbor, FL 
j. Recorded in Will County on 03/18/2009 
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LIST OF EX.HIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1t, EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDG~'VIENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT .A, BACKGROUND (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

7. 01115/09 Assi:gnment of Mortgage/Deed AFTER DEFAULT/EFFECTIVE AFTER 
INCLUDED :IN CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY FILING (con't.) 
k. CRL L#: 0065794000 
I. Assignee L#: 4000536807 
m. lnvest•.or L#: 0065794000 
n. Custodian: 85 

8. 12/12/08 Assi:gnment of Mortgage/Deed (1 pg.) AFTER DEFAULT/EFFECTIVE 
AFTER INCILUDED IN CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY FILING for Defendant's 
DuPage Cour tty property (l pg.) 

9. 05/01109 Tarn pabay.com/St. Petersburg Times article about Nationwide Title Clearing 
employees (3 pgs.): 
a. Crystal Moore, as Vice President of Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
b. Bryan Bly, as notary with invalid notary signature 

1 0. 06/1811 0 Tam pabay .com/St. Petersburg Times follow-up article about Nationwide Title 
Clearing empl oyees (3 pgs.): 
a. Crystal Moore, as Vice President of Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
b. Bryan' Bly, as notary with invalid notary signature 

II. 07/09110 Santa Claus Assignment as fabricated/published on the Internet (I pg.) 
12. 02/11/09 RES PA Notice of Assignment, Sale or Transfer of Servicing 

Rights from C iti Residential Lending Inc. to American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. , 
effective F ebnuary 11, 2009 (I p_g.) 
a. Per Nt Jmber 4 above, CitiMortgage indicated it "acquired the servicing of all 
mortgage loans from Citi Residential Lending, Inc. (CRL) in February 2009. 
b. Subse<ll,uently,_ your loan was transferred to another Servicer. 
c. RESP. <\ from Citi Residential Lending, Inc. to CitiMortgage, Inc. does not 
exist 
d. This R:'.ESP A notice should be from CitiMortgage_. Inc. to American Home 
Mortgage Servicing, Inc. 

13. 09/16/09 Pier.;e & Associates Collection Letter (2 pgs.) 
a. In violation of Cha9ter 7 Bankru{ltcy dischan:,e dated 05/05/09 
b. Hired by AHMSI to commence foreclosure proceedings, not by Plaintiff as 
stated in the Foreclosure Complaint 
c. .As nf q;] 6/0.9_ SJ 86,.7.95.82 amoliDt due with no supporting detail 
d. Pursuant to the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, the finn of Pierce & 
Associates is deemed to be a debt collector 
e.. Pierce & A<isnciat.es File number 924974 

Page 4 



LIST OF E.X:HIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1, EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDG!'\1ENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, BACKGROUND (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
14. DSTlb){)lJiserv ed U9i1 tJ){)9 Compla"mt to rorec"lose Mortgage\ 4 pgs.'j A"F111;"R. 

CHAPTER 7' BANKRUPTCY DISCHARGE DATED 05/05/09 
a. No on e owned note on 12/18/03 
b. Refinance was not final until the Settfement Date of 12131/03 
c. Plainttiff is the Trustee for the holder of the Mortgage and the Note 
d. Amount due is $170,962.23 with no detail for costs, fees, or advances 
e. After t he Chapter 7 Bankruptcy discharge on 05/05/09 
f. Pierce & Associates, P.C. Attorney, Richard Elsliger, ARDC#6206020 
g. Pierce & Associates File number PA0924974 

15. 09/05/10 Screen prints from the SEC site indicating that the Plaintiff per the Complaint is 
Ameriques! Securities Trust R2004-R1, while litigation pleadings have a totally different 
Plaintiff as Ameriques! Securities Trust R2004-R3 (3 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT JB, Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case: 09-02917 (Filed- 01/30/09/Closed-
05/05/09) 
Nbr Description 

I. 01/30/09 Sch,!dule 0- Creditors Holding Secured Claims, stating Citi Residential 
Lending as th e Secured Creditor for the property in this case (I pg.) 

2. 03/05/09 Mee·ting of the Creditors on March 5, 2009 (3 pgs.) 
a. Dead! ine to file a complaint was May 4, 2009 
b. The b:ankruptcy clerk's office must receive the complaint and any required 

filing fee by that Deadline (May 4, 2009) 
c. Certil'icate of Notice- neither AHMSI nor Deutsche Bank National Bank 

receiv ed notice 
3. 04/17/09 AHMSIIDBNT Motion to Modify the Automatic Stay 

a. 04/17/ 09 AHMSJ/DBNT Notice of Motion Certification (2 pgs.) 
I) April 24. 2009 at 9:15 a.m. 

2) This document is an attempt to collect a debt and any information obtained 
will be used for that purpose 

3), Pierce & Associates. P.C. Attorney. ChristoQher M. Brown. 
ARDC#6271138 

4) Pierce & Associates File number PA09-2304 
b. 04/17/ 09 AHMSJ/DBNT Motion to Modi(v the Automatic Stay (3 pgs) 

l) AHMSI holds the first mortgage lien 
2) The debt is based on December 31,2003 Mortgage and Note 
3), The funds necessary to Qay off AHMSI were aQI}roximately $179,920.55. 

plus reasonable attorneys fees and costs, through April2009. 
4) The account is currently due and owing to AHMSI for the November 2008 

current moJ\Y'\!i!e payment and those thereafter. plus reasonable attorneys 
fees and costs 
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LIST OF EXJHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1 , EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGJ\ lENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT B, Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case: 09-02917 (Filed- 01130/09/Closed -
05/05/09) (con 't.) 
Nbr Description 

3. 04/17/09 AH!v ISI/DBNT Motion to Modify the Automatic Stacy (con't.) 
b. 04/17/C l9 AHMSI/DBNT Motion to Modify the Automatic Stay (con't.) 

5) The Debtor has scheduled an intention to surrender tlie property ("""per 
ScheduleD above to Citi Residential Lending as Secured Creditor) 

4. 04/24/09 Report of Proceedings in Chapter 7 Bankruptcy, Pierce & Associates attorney, 
Yanicke Polyc arpe, on behalf of American Home Mortgage (8 pgs.) 

5. 04/24/09 Eugene R. Wedoff- Order Modifying Stay (1 pg.) 
6. 02/26110 PlaiMiffs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production (6 pgs.) 

a. After Stay Order Motion had been granted to Plaintiff, when not listed as the 
Security Crediitor on Schedule D 
b. Many <totally false Trustee statements 

I) Borrowers never receive original mortgage/notes 
2) Lenders always maintain original mortgage/notes as critical legal 
documents to su_p_port foreclosure complaints 

c. Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the mortgage and will 
produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation continues. 
d. Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the note and will produce it to 
Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation continues. 
e. T ruste•~ states that it is searching for an original of the assignment and will 
produce it to Scheffers upon locating it. Investigation continues. 
f. Truste-e totally failed to produce the Defendant's request for the original sale or 
assigrunent do•cumentation prior to this Trust's closing date of February 6, 2004 to 
SUJ;~QOrt the fil in~ with the Securities Exchange Commission. 
g. Trustee failed to produce the Defendant's request for a copy of the portion of 
the Prospech1s submitted to the Securities Exchange Commission for this 
·"mer~ -~""llrl,g.»gJ»&.t'.nr.itie.< T.rnst 2004-Rl that verifies that this mortgage and 
note were induded 

7. 05/05/09 Unit.ed States Bankruptcy Court Discharge of Debtor 
~- Q;SJ,Q'Y. "Q'} Ui.'Y'.ba!:<y!Of0ehtnc (l Q'b\ 
b. 05/05Hl9 Discharge of Debtor(! pg.) 

I) Collection of discharged debts prohibited 
2) ".lwweve.r, .ll .c.re.di.tnr may have the right to enforce a valid lien, 

such as a mortgage or security interest, against the debtor's property after 
the bankruptcy, if that lien was not avoided or eliminated in the 
~'3 o::t.'iJ:-." 

c. Certificate of Notice- neither Deutsche Bank National Trust nor AHMSI 
received notice as a party to the Chapter 7 bankruptcy (1 pg.) 
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Case 09CHJ797, Fih,d ()%11()/1009 

LIST OF I:~XHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT I, EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGlVfENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT B, Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case: 09-02917 (Filed- 01/30/09/Ciosed-
05/05/09) (con't.) 

1s. History onsa rikruptcy U'9-tf2tfr7 {2 pgs.) 

NOTE: NO COMPLAINT FILED BY DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST NOR 
Af~M!o>i BY THE 05/04109 DEADLINE TO BE LISTED AS THE SECURED CREDITOR 
FOR THIS PROPERTY. THEREFORE, NOTE WAS DISCHARGED AS AN 
UNSECURED DEB\T. 

THIS FORECLOSl JRE ACTION VIOLATES FEDERAL LAWS IN AN ATTEMPT TO 
COLLECT A DEBll:' DISCHARGED IN A CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY. 

9. 05/18110 Defendant's Citizen Report of Violations of Many Federal Laws to the 
Criminal Enforcement Unit of the Exeeutive Office for U.S. Trustees 
a. Defeu·dant's Citizen Report of Violations of Many Federal Laws to the 
Criminal Enlforcement Unit of the Executive Office for U.S. Trustees (4 pgs.) 
b. Partie s to the Report, including Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett 
(2 pgs.) 
c. Proof of Service, including Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett (2 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT IC, DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
Nbr Description 

I. Deutsche Ban k National Trust Prospectus: Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-
R1, Asset-Ba•cked Pass-Through Certificates, Series 2004-RI (AMQABS2004Rl) 
a. Trust Cut-off Date: The close of business February 1, 2004 
b. Trust Closing Date: On or about February 6, 2004, DBTOI.5 (lJ?g.) 
c. Trust Seller and Master Servicer: Ameriquest Mortgage Company (not 

Town & Country Credit Corp.), DBT01.6 (1 pg.) 
d. Truste•e: Deutsche Bank National Trust Company. DBT01.6 (I pg.) 

1) Will act as custodian, initial paying agent and certificate registrar 
e. The Certificates, D BT02 ( 1 pg.) 

1) The Offered Certificates will be sold by the De\)Ositor to the 
Underwriters on tbe Closing Date 
2) The Offered Certificates will initially be represented by one or more 
global certificates registered in the name of a nominee of the Depository 
Trust Company 

f. Tbe Certificates are Obligations of the Trust Only, DBT05.1 (1 pg.) 
1\ The certificates will not reqresent an ownershil;l interest in or 
obliga1tion of tbe Depositor, the Master Servicer, the Seller the Originators, 
tbe Tr us tee or any of their respective atTtliates. 
2) Proceeds of the .assets included in the .trust will be the .snle .511D.r£e of 
distributions on the Class A Certificates and the Mezzanine Certificates 
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C951::09CHJ797, P,\1.-.:d 08/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1, EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDG MENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT C, DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

g. Ass1gmment olihe Mortgage Loans, UB1trn CJ pg.) 
I) The Depositor will deliver to the Trustee (or to a custodian on the 
Trustee's behalf) with respect to each Mortgage Loan (i) the mortgage note 
endorsed without recourse in blank to retTect the transfer oftfie Mortgage Loan, 
(ii) the original mortgage with evidence of recording indicated thereon and (iii) an 
assignment of the mortgage in recordable form endorsed in blank without 
recou rse, reflecting the transfer ofthe Mortgage Loan. 
2) The Depositor will not cause to be recorded any Assignment which 
relate s to a Mortgage Loan in any jurisdiction ..• unless such failure to record 
would result in a withdrawal or a downgrading by any Rating Agency 

h. The S.eller and Master Servicer, DBT07.2 (I pg.) 
1) Ameriquest Mortgage Company (sometimes referred to herein as 
"Arne riquest", the "SeDer" or the "Master Servicer") 

i. SEC !Form 15-15D (3 pgs.) 
1) Certification and Notice of Termination of Registration under Section 
12(g) 
2) As of01126/05, there are 12 certificate holders, AS NOMINEE FOR 
DEPOSITORY TRUST COMPANY, NOT INVESTORS 

J. Legal Actions, Preview of Ameriques! Settlement on 01/23/2006- (2 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT D, AMERIQUEST SETTLEMENT WAIVED UPON FILING OF 
FORECLOSURE ACTIONS IN FUTURE 
Nbr Description 
l. 01123/06 Ameriq_uest Settlement Agreement, pgs. I, 39-41 (4 pgs.) 

a. "Notvvithstanding this release, we may affirmatively or defensively assert any 
claim or def€~nse that we have with respect to my loan with an Ameriquest Party in 
response to at judicial or threatened non-udicial foreclosure, including those related 
to the lending practices listed in this release" (pg. 41 ). 
b. Wah er was in effect until the Lis Pendens was filed for this property on 
08/26/09 which was after the ChaQter 7 Bankruptcy was discha~ed on 05/05/09 
c. THEHEFORE, DEFENDANT COULD NOT HAVE RAISED THESE 
ISSUES IN lfHE CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY 

2. Undated letteJrs received from Illinois Attorney General: Notice of Your Ri_ght to a 
Restitution Payment (3 pgs.) 
a. $340.70 Duplex (Aurora) 
b. $517. <69 Solar (NaQerville 1 
c. $849.'14 Dawn (Glen Ellyn) 

3. 12/17/07 Amc'!riquest Settlement Restitution Settlement Check for $2590.03 per above (2 
pgs.) 
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CtlSC 09CHJ?97. Filcu'O\IIlli~ 

LIST OF LXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT l, EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT E, AHMSI AS SERVICER 
Nbr Description 

1. 02103710 American Home Mortgage Ser¥ic"ing, 1nc. (AHM~1), serVICer, package 
a. 02/03/ I 0 Cover letter (3 pgs.) 
b. CopieH 

I) Fixed Rate Note WITH BAR CODE (2 pgs.) 
2) Mortgage, pgs. I, 14 WITHOUT BAR CODE/CERTIFIED AS TRUE 
COPV, DIFFERENT THAN "TRUE AND CORRECT COPY" FILED AS 
EXHI BIT A WITH FORECLOSURE COMPLAINT (2 pgs.) 
3) Mortgage, pg. 15, Signature/Name Affidavit with a date of December 
18, 20•03 with a notary stamp and fuU notary signature, but NO NOTARY 
DATE, WITH BAR CODE, DOES NOT MATCH INITIALS ON ALL 
NOT/\RIZED PAGES (I pg.) 
4) Legal Description of the property (I pg.) WITHOUT BAR CODE 
5). 1-4 Family Rider (4 pgs.) WITH BAR CODES 
6) Settlement Statement, Optional Form WITH NO SETTLEMENT DATE. 
WITH BAR CODE. NO LENDER SIGNATURE (2 pgs.) 
7) Truth-in-Lending Disclosure Statement with a Date of December 18,2003 
WITH BAR CODE (I pg.) 
8) Customer Account Activity print-out for period 01101106-01125/10 
W1Till LATE CHARGES AFTER CHAPTER 7 BANKRUPTCY 
DISCIHARGE DATE OF 05/05/09 (5 pgs.) 

2. 02113/1 0 Rep! y to AHMSJ 
a. Letter ( 4 pgs.) 
b. Exhib•its List (2 pgs.) 
c. Proof o0f Delivery (1 Qg.) 

3. 03/03/10 AH~ASI Current Loan Information (I pg.) 
4. 03/03/10 AHMSI View Messages List (I pg.) 
5. 08125/09 Am\ISI Secure Message, E-AH5.1 - AH5.5 (5 pgs.) 

a. Who iis the owner of my mortgage note? 
6. 09/02/09 AHr\ISI Secure Message, E-AH6.1 - AH6.3 (3 pgs.) 

a. Who l~ired AHMSI., if not the NOTE OWNER? 
b. "Pleas-e be advised, the owner and note bolder of the loan is as follows 

(pg. 3)•: 
AMSI 2004-Rl 
Deuts-che Bank ***NOT DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
c/o American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. 
l76l1F'.JllttSt..Andrew Place 
Santa Ana, CA 92706 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT fcon't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1, EXHIBITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDG;MENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT F, QUALIFIED WRITTEN REQUEST TO SERVICER, AHMSI 
Nbr Description 

I. 07/29/09 Qm itifted Wittten Request {QWR)- Dispute of Lega1 Standing to Forec1ose 
Based on Mi:>sing and/or Possibly Fraudulent Documents 
a. 07/291/09 Letter (7 pgs.) 
fl. liT!Jf !09 Signature Confirmation (T pg.) 

NOTE: NO RESP( )NSE OF ANY KIND EVER RECEIVED 
2. Pierce and P\ssociates, P.C., E-mails with "Subject: Qualified Written Request to 

AHM~l re: 'Will County property" 
a. 07/3 I /09 E-mail to Pierce & Associates Senior/Founding Partner. Denis Pierce 
(1 pg.) 
b. 08/01 /09 Read Receipt for E-mail from Pierce & Associates Senior/Founding 
Partner, Denis Pierce (I pg.) 
c. 07/3 1 /09 E-mail to Pierce & Associates Managing Partner. Andrew Nelson 
(I pg.) 
d. 08/06 /09 Read Receipt for E-mail from Pierce & Associates Managing Partner. 
Andrew Nels on (I pg.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT G, NOTICE OF NAPERVILLE CODE VIOLATIONS 
I. 10112/09 Letter from City of Naperville Code Enforcement Officer (2 pgs.) 

a. These conditions must be corrected no later than November 30. 2009 or further 
enforcement action will be taken. 
b. Failu1re to abate the nuisance may result in your being cited and fined up to 
$500 dollars daily. 

2. 10/15/09 Wriitten Reply to Letter Dated October 12.2009 (2 pgs.) 
a. If necessary, I will simply abandon the property and Naperville can try to get 
American H•ome Mortgage Servicing, Inc. as servicer to maintain the property until 
the foreclosu•.re/sherifrs sale many months away in the future. 
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Case 09CH3797. Fil~ {)8/26/2()()9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT :2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS 
NOTE: TO IJES£f!BMfrfED WffH APPEAL TO THETHfRD APPELLAfED COURr 
OF ILLINOIS 

GROUP EXHIBIT .A, Defendant Motion for Quiet Title 
Nbr Description 

I. 11/05/09 Defendant Motion for Quiet Title (3 pgs.) 
2. 12/21/09 Res•ponse to Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title (4 pgs.) 

a. Illegible Pierce & Associates attorney signature 
3. 0 I /13/10 Def,endant/Counter-PlaintiffReply to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Response to 

Motion for Quiet Title 
a. Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Reply to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Response to 
Motion for Quiet Title ( 15 pgs.) 
b. De fen dant Certification - Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Reply to Plaintiff/Counter-
Defendant Response to Motion for Quiet Title (I pg.) 
c. List o,fExhibits- Reply to Response to Motion for Quiet Title (2 pgs.) 

4. ll/24/09 Order (I pg.) 
a. Briefi11g schedule for Defendant Motion for Quiet Title for hearing on 01/28/10 

5. 01/28/10 Ord<:r (1 pg.) 
a. Defendant's Motion for Quiet Title is denied 
b. Plainttiff has 28 days to response to Defendant's Counterclaims and 
Affirmative Defenses, as well as any pending discovery. ***02/25/10 
NOTE: PLAJNTIFF FAILED TO RESPOND TO DEFENDANT'S 
COUNTERCLAIMS AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES WITHIN THE COURT
ORDERED 2!8 DAYS 

6. 01/28/to Rep•ort of Proceedings (33 pgs.) 
a. James Dougherty of Dykema Gossett appeared and participated in the 
01128/10 hearinr:_BEFORE DYKEMA GOSSETT FILED AN APPEARANCE 

GROUP EXHIBIT 18, Defendant Answer and Counter-Complaint 
Nbr Description 
1. ll/13/09 Def<~ndant Answer and Counter-Complaint 

a. Answ,~r and Counter-Complaint (20 pgs.) 
b. Defen.dant Certification- Answer and Counter-Comqlaint (I Q~ l 
c. Exhibit Categories (4 pgs.) 

2. 01/28/10 Order (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit A.5 above) 
a. Defendant· s Motion for Quiet Title is denied 
b. Plaint :iff has 28 days to response to Defendant's Counterclaims and 
Affirmative l[)efenses, as well as any pending discovery. ***02/25/10 
NOTE! PLA.INTIFF FAILED TO RE..'iPOND TO DEFENDANT'S 
COUNTERCLAIMS AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES WITHIN THE COURT
ORDERED 2~8 DAYS 

3. 0 l/28/1 0 Repur:t of Proceeclieys (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit A.6 abov~) 
a. James Dougherty of Dykema Gossett appeared and participated in the 
01128/10 bean-ing BEFORE DYKEMA GOSSETT FILED AN APPEARANCE 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 0812612009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT fcon't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT C, Defendant Appeal of Denial of Motion for Quiet Title to the State of 
Illinois, Third District Appellate Court 
Nbr Description 

1. 02/05/10, Lett er from the State of Illinois, Third District Appellate Court, with Docketing 
Statement, Appellate Court No.: 3-10-0110 (I pg.) 

2. 02/11110, Det:Cndant-Appellant Motion to Disnriss (4 pgs.) 
3. 02/25/10, Letter from the State oflllinois, Third District Appellate Court (I pg.) 

a. Motio n of Appellant to dismiss appeal is Allowed 
4. 03/04/10, Letller from the State of Illinois, Third District Appellate Court (I pg;) 

a The Mlandate in the above cause has been issued to the Clerk of the Circuit Court 
for filing 

GROUP EXHIBIT D, Defendant Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for 
Lack of Legal Stamaing 
Nbr Description 
I. 03/03/10 Def<endant Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of 

Legal Standino_g 
a. Defendant Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal 
Standing ( 12 pgs.) 
b. Defendant Certification - Defendant Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose 
Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing (I pg.) 
c. Exhibits (3 pgs.) 

2. 04/J5/1 0 Plaimtiff's Response to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> Motion to Dismiss 
Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage For Lack of Legal Standing with extensive comments 
by Defendant (II pgs.) 

1. Q'iiO'iltO Deffmrlant's ReQly to Plaintiff's Resv.onse to Defendant's Motion to Scheffer's 
<sic> Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing 
a. Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Motion to Scheffer's 

<sic> .Mntjoo to Di=iss COII\nlaint to Foreclose Mort_ga_ge for Lack of Legal 
Standing (I 0 pgs.) 

b. Certification: Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Defendant's Motion to 
Schel.ff"..r.' '1. <'lir.> Mn.tjM. t.n Di.•;mis.'i ComQlaint to Foreclose Mortg_ag_e for Lack of 
Legal Standing 

c. List o f Exhibits (9 pgs.) 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS (c on't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT D, Defendant Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foredose Mortgage for 
Lack of Legal Standing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

4. 05/13110 Order (I pg) 
a. Per the 05/13/10 Report of Proceedings (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit 
D.S below), tthe Court ruled with no hearing refated to a singfe Exhibft sulimftted" liy 
the Defendamt under Section l 109 certification 
b. Plaint iff's Motion to Dismiss is granted without prejudice; 
c. Defen dant"s Motion to Dismiss is den.ied; 
d. The C ourt finds that Plaintiff has legal standing; 
e. Defen• dant is granted leave to file a Motion to Dismiss that complies with 735 

ILCS 2-619.1, that is limited to the facts stated in the Foreclosure Complaint, and 
that is consistent with the Court's rulings in this case; 

f. Deferadant has 28 days to file the Motion to Dismiss; Plaintiff has 28 days to 
respm 1d. 

5. 05/13/10 Rep·ort of Proceedings with extensive comments by Defendant (37 pgs.) 
a. The C ourt. " .. .I find their motion to dismiss is well taken. And so I am going to 
grant the mot .ion to dismiss without prejudice in that it's not clear whether or not you are 
filing under 2~-615 under 2-51 9." (pg. 13, Ins. 8-12) 

I) That references Defendant Motion to Dismiss being denied. not granting 
Plaint iff's Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses (see 
Gropu Exhibit E below) 

b. The Court. "'Well, there is nothing in front of me to be decided." (pg. 31. Ins. 6-7) 
c. Cour t ruled with no hearing related to a single Exhibit submitted by the 

Defer11dant under Section l l 09 certification 
d. No hearing occurred where Defendant was allowed to present the Motion to 

Dismkss, induding the Defendant Reply to Plaintiff's Response to 
Defen.dant's Motion to Dismiss, which the Court admitted not having in 
court at all 

GROUP EXHIBIT E, Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Affirmative 
Defenses and Counter-Comqlaint Pursuant to 7351LCS Section 2-619.1 
Nbr Description 

I. 03/16/1 0 Plai ntiff/Counter-Defendant' s Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and 
Counter-Com'.Dlaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 2-619.1 (2 p_gs._) 
a. Plain 1tiff is a totally different trust, 2004-RJ, not the trust 2004-Rl as 
specified in t:he Complaint 

2. 03116/10 Plaintiff Memorandum in SUQQOrt ofPiaintift!Counter-Defendant's Motion to 
Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS § 2-619.1 
(15 pgs.) 
a. Plain1tiff is a total!,v different trust. 2004-RJ .• not the trust 2004-Rl as 
specified in t:he Complaint 
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Cose 09CHJ 797, FihxJ 08/26/2009 

LIST' OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS(~ on't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT E, Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Affirmative 
Defenses and Coon ter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Se~tion 2-619.1 (con't.) 
Nbr Des~ription 

3. 04115/10 Def'endant/Counter-PlaintiffResponse to Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant's Motion 
to Dismiss A ffirmative Defenses and Counter-Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS Section 
2-619.1 ("D 'Response to P Motion to Di'smlss AD-CC") 
a. D Response toP Motion to Dismiss AD-CC (8 pgs.) 
b. Defendant Certification- D Response toP Motion to Dismiss AD-CC (I pg.) 
c. Exhib--its (I pg.) 

4. 05107110 Plaintiffs Reply in Support of its Motion to Dismiss Affirmative Defenses and 
Counter-Co!Tlplaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS § 2-619.1 (10 pgs.) 
a. Plain tiff is a totally different trust, 2004-R3, not the trust 2004-R1 as 
specified in ;the Complaint 

5. 05/13/10 Order (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit D.4 above) 
NOTE: Per the 05,.113/10 Report of Proceedings (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit D.S 
above), tbe Court nuled with no bearing related to judicial estoppel or a single Affirmative 
Defense or Counter -Complaint, whatsoever 
6. 05/1311 0 Report of Proceedings with extensive comments by Defendant (See Group 

Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit D.S above) 

GROUP EXHIBIT F, Defendant Motion to Reconsider 
Nbr Description 

I. 06/10110 Def-endant Motion to Reconsider 
a. Defendant Motion to Reconsider (I pg.) 
b. Mem•;>randum in Support of Defendant Motion to Reconsider (I 0 pgs.) 
c. Defendant Certification- Motion to Reconsider (I pg.) 
d. List o fExhibits (4 pgs.) 
e. Table of Contents included with Courtesy Copy to match dividers and tabs within 
the 3-ring noli:ebook. including complete copies of all_pleadin_gs ( 5 _p_gs.): 

l) Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose 
Mortgage (Section I, pg. 5) 
2) Plaintiffs Reso.onse to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> Motion to Dismiss 
Comp•laint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing (Section II, pg. 5) 
3) Defendant Reply to Plaintiffs Response to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> 
Motio·n to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose Mof\ga_ge for Lack ofLe_gal Standin_g 
(Section Ill, pg. 5) 

2. 05/13/10 Ordler (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit D.4 above) 
3. 05/13/10 Report ofProceedin~ with extensive comments by Defendant <!'lee Groul} 

Exhibit 2, G1roup Exhibit D.S above) 
NOTE: Per the 05/ 13/10 Report of Proceedings, the Court ruled with no bearing related to 
a single Exhibit submitted b,v the Defendant under Section 1 I 09 certification. 
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C&W 09CHJ 797, Fikd 08/26/2{){)1) 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBil" F, Defendant Motion to Reconsider (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
4. 06/22/10 Ord.er (I pg.) 

a. Briefi ng schedule for Defendant Motions to Reconsider. Compel Production and 
Correct the Clrder. 

5. 06122/10 ReJport of Proceedings with extensive comments by Defendant (16 pgs.) 
a. The Court was notified that "this situation bas been turned in to the 
Criminal Enuforcement Unit of the United States that this was discharged in the 
bankruptcy. And so this is an illegal collection. And that should be the reason that 
the Court do•·es not have jurisdiction over that. And that was in the pleadings that 
you didn't ruad, and it's also a defense against their thing, the bankruptcy. (pg. 1 0) 
b. The Court replied, "Well, I am presuming you put these matters in writing in 
your motions." (pg. 11) 
c. Defendant replied, "They were in the previous one you didn't read. So when 
are you goin::g to read them?" (pg. 11) 

6. 07/19/10 Tru: ;tee's Combined Response to Scheffers' Motion to Reconsider, Motion to 
Correct Orde1:-, and Motion to Compel (II pgs.) 
a. Trust<~e·s Combined Response to Scheffers' Motion to Reconsider, Motion to 
Correct Order, and Motion to Compel with extensive comments by Defendant (3 pgs.) 

1) Plaintiff is a totally different trust, 2004-R3, not the trust 2004-R1 as 
specified in the Complaint 
2) Combined Response violates ILCS Civil Statutes regarding Pleadings 

b. Emergency Motion to Vacate Court Order and for Sanctions with extensive 
comments by Defendant (7 pgs.) 

1) Plaintiff is a totally different trust, 2004-R3, not the trust 2004-R1 as 
Sllecittied in the Comlllaint 
2) Defamation of Defendant's character 
3) Libelous filing for the third time as a false allegation that Defendant 
comm1itted a Class 3 Felony regarding Defendant's Section 1 109 
Certi ;fication of Pleadings, including Proof of Service with Delivery 
Confi1rmation numbers 

7. O&/l21l0 Order (l Q'b.\ 
a. Dcfcn dan!' s Motions are denied for the reasons stated by the Court on the record. 
NOTE: THI ~ COURT GAVE NO LEGAL RATIONALE/CITATIONS TO 
SUPPORT THE DENIALS .PER THE REPORT OF PROCEF.DJNGS (See Group 
Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit F.6 below) 
b. All fil ings by Defendant Scheffers related to affirmative defenses or 
counterclaim,;~ or relatmdefunse. maJ!J!I!i mnst he SJJbmitted til till! Cnurt fn[ wrlttlm. 
approval reg: :1rding whether Plaintiff must respond or whether the filings will be stricken 
without hearing or further briefing. 
c. De.fendant Scbeffer.s i• gr.anted Jeave. over of?.ieclion,. to fiJe an A mended Answer .. 
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C&re 09CNJ i'9?, ,r:,:,•,<XJ 0812612009 

LIST OF I £XHIBITS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS (c on't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT F, Defendant Motion to Reconsider (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

1!. tllm:m U Rep,ort oll'roceedmg wifh extensive comments ·by Defendant ( 62 pgs.) 
NOTE: Yet, again, the Court ruled with no hearing related to a single Exhibit submitted 
by the Defendant umder Section 1 109 certification (pgs. 19-20) 

a. In a l'urther denial of due process for the Defendant, the court threatens 
sancUons against the Defendant: 
1) The Court, " •.• if you start going into standing issues or other issues 
that h>ave been ruled on, you are looking at the possibility of sanctions being 
impos-ed. I mean, that order, that order is of record." (pg. 56, Ins.l3-17) 
2) The Court, "Well, I am not going to enter an order saying I am 
definitely going to enter sanctions. That is a day-to-day, step-by-step deal. 
How.,ver, there is no question that this order is on record. And I will enforce 
the order. (pg. 60, Ins. 5-9) 

b. With no necessity of the Plaintiff filing an objection, the Court oversteps its 
discretion wi th its order, "You will file your proposed pleadings with the clerk, 
carbon copy to me, carbon copy to plaintiff's counsel. I will then rule by mail as to 
whether or mot a response is necessary or whether the pleadings are going to be 
struck." (pg. 53, Ins 8-12) 
c. Plaint iff's next legal action will be Motion for Summary Judgment that will be 
filed by Pierc<c & Associates; Dykema Gossett only for the counter claims (pg. 51, In 15) 

1) Tbe full Court Record will be submitted to the Third Appellate Court. 
NOTE THROUGH tOUT THE REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS THE TEN TIMES 
PLAINTIFF"S COIUNSEL INTERRUPTS DEFENDANT PRESENTATION WITH 
BURSTS OF LAU<;HTER (search on "laughing"), including, "Oh, I have to laugh to keep 
from cryin~" (p~ 4-5, Ins 12-13). 
NOTE AT NO TIM E DOES THE COURT ADMONISH THE OFFICER OF THE 
COURT FOR SUCIH BLATANTLY INAPPROPRIATE BEHAVIOR OR FOR THE USE 
OF "CRAP" in the •·•true sense of the meaning." fpg. 18, Ins 18-24 .• pg.19 .• Ins 1-3) 

GROUP EXHIBIT ·G, Defendant Motion to Correct the Order 
Nbr Descri1,1tion 

I. 06/10110 Dt!ft~ndant Motion to Correct the Order 
a. Defendant Motion to Correct the Order, including List of Exhibits (2 pgs.) 
b. Defendant Certification - Motion to Correct the Order ( I pg.) 

2. 08/12/10 Order (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit F.7 above) 
a. Motio·n to Correct the Order denied 

NOTE: Pe~ the 05/13/tO Rel,lort of Proceed in~ <,See GrniJJl Exhibit 2., GrniJJl Exhibit D.5 
above), the Court naled with no hearing related to a single Exhibit submitted by the 
Defendant under Section 1 109 certification 

3. 08/12/10 Rep•ort of Proceeding with extensive comments by Defendant/See Group 
Exhibit 2, GJroup Exhibit F.8 above) 
a. Motion to Correct the Order discussion (pg. 38, In 6 through pg. 48, In 4) 
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Case 09CH37'17, Fik:d 08/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS - MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT .1, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS (c•-on't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT H, Defendant Motion to Compel Production 
Nbr Description 

1. 06/1 011 0 Defi~ndant Motion to Compel ProductiOn 

2. 

" .). 

a. Defendant Motion to Compel Production (4 pgs.) 
b. List o fExhibits Included (1 pg.) 
c. Defertdant Certification - Motion to Compef (T pg.) 
08/12/10 Ordler (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit F.7 above) 
a. MotiCJn to Compel denied 
08112110 Rep ort of Proceeding with extensive comments by Uefendant (See Group 
Exhibit 2, G u oup Exhibit F.8 above) 
a. Motic 1n to Compel discussion (pg. 31, In 15 through pg. 33, In 22) 
b. The Court: "I have already ruled. Standing is proper, and they don't have 
to supply th~ original document.'' (pg. 38, Ins. 3-5) 

GROUP EXHIBIT I, Plaintiff Emergency Motion to Vacate Order and for Sanctions 
Nbr Description 

1. 06/23/10 Plai ntiff Emergency Motion to Vacate Order and for Sanctions with extensive 
comments b) ' Defendant (See Group Exhibit 2, Group Exhibit F.6.b above) 
a. Plain tiff is a totally different trust, 2004-R3, not the trust 2004-Rl as 
specified in il:he Complaint 
b. Defar nation of Defendant's character 
c. Libel• ous filing for the third time as a false allegation that Defendant 
committed a Class 3 Felony re_gardin_g Defendant's Section 1 109 Certification of 
Pleadings, including Proof of Service with Delivery Confirmation numbers 

2. 06/24/10 Orcler (1 pg.) 
a. Non-(emer~ency briefing schedule for Plaintiff Emergency Motion 

3. 06/24/10 Ref •ort of Proceedings with extensive comments by Defendant (7 pgs.) 
4. 07/06110 Defendant Response to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to Vacate Order and for 

Sanctions 
a. Defe1 1dant Response to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to Vacate Order and for 
Sanctions (1 •S pgs.) 
11-. Defet 1dant Certifi.catiDn - Defendant ResQonse to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to 
Vacate Order · and for Sanctions (1 pg.) 
c. List o f Exhibits - Defendant Response to Plaintiff Emergency Motion to Vacate 
O.rd.f'.r .and fm~ Sanctions { 4 pgs.) 
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C&>"e' 09CH3 ?9?, Fii oo 08t'26t'2VIJ9 

LIST OF l !:XHIBITS- MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (con't.) 

GROUP EXIDBIT 2, PRIOR PLEADINGS, ORDERS, AND REPORTS OF 
PROCEEDINGS (c on't.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT I, Plaintiff Emergency Motion to Vacate Order and for Sanctions 
(con't.) 
Nbr Description 

5. 0711 4/ 10 (De utsche Bank National Trust Company) Reply in Support of Emergency 
Motion to Vacate Court Order and for Sanctions (8 pgs.) 
a. Plain tiff is a totally different trust, 2004-R3, not the trust 2004-Rl as 
specified in tthe Complaint 
b. Defamation of Defendant's character 
c. Libelu:ms ftling for the second time as a false allegation that Defendant 

commtitted a Class 3 Felony regarding Defendant's Section 1 109 
CertiJiication of Pleadings, including Proof of Service with Delivery 
ConFirmation numbers 

6. 07/22/10 Ordler (1 pg.) 
a. Plaint.iff s Motion to Vacate Court Order and for Sanctions is denied without 
prejudice 

7. 07/22/10 RepJort of Proceedings with extensive comments by Defendant (19 pgs.) 
a. Nume rous slanderous statements by Plaintiff's litigation counsel 

1) "This is the second time we have not received Notice of Motion", 
(pg. 3 , Ins l-5) 
2) "But in this case, we believe there was a specific purpose for it." 
(pg. 1. 2, Ins. 6-8, 
3) "The point is that there is an enormous discrepancy between what the U.S. 
Postal Service tells us and what Ms. Scheffers tells us." (p_g. 14, Ins. 5-9) 

b. The C ourt found, "According to what is of record, notice was in accord with 
what Practir-:e Act requires." (pg. 12, Ins. 15-1 7) 
c. The C ourt stated •. "Le~ally 1 can't irnQiy from what I see in front of me that 
there was any intent to confuse or to take advantage of legal process here in the 
manner in which notice was sent." (pg. 13, Ins. 2-5) 
d. T he C ourt failed to read the Defendant pleadings,. even wjth .a conrtes.,v copy 
in advance (Jpgs. 9, 16, 17) 
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lN 1\-\E. CIRCUIT COURT FOR Th'E r 2 Tn JUOIC1'AI_ CIRCUI'T 
WILL COUNTY. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK .NATIONAL lHU~1 ) 
COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE, ) 

) 
\ 

' 
PLAINTIFF ) Case No 09 CH 3797 

) 
vs ) 

) 
.l 
) 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS; ET AL. ) 

\ 
DEFENDANTS ) 

NOTJCE OF FJLJNG 

To: (See Service List Attached) 

PLEASE TM"E NOTICE that on October 5, 2010, Plaintiff filed with the Clerk of 
the Circuit Court of INill County, Joliet, Illinois, its Motion To Strike Defendant's Motion 
For Summary Judgmem, a copy of wi'Hcll 1s enc1\:Jseo' nerew1i'l'l ana' serveo' upon you. 

Name 
Address 
Telephone 

PIERCE & ASSOCIATES 
1 N. D•·3aroorn, il13DD 
(312) 2~46-9088 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
G1ty Ch1cago 
ARDC#6286572 

PROOF OF SERVICE BY REGULAR MAll 

I, Norma QUIroz, non- attorney, certify I served this notice and the document 
referred to therein, by causing a copy to be sent by regular mail, to the parties listed 
above, at their respective addresses, from 1 N. Dearborn, Suite 1300, Chicago, IL 
60602, with proper postage prepaid, at or before 5:00p.m. on October 5, 2010. 

~ 



SERVICE LIST 

Lauren Scheffers A 1K/A Lauren Lee Scheffers 
1305 Morning Star r:~ourt 
Naperville. IL 6056l1 

Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gossett Pl_LC 
10 South Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago. Illinois 60E >06 



IN THE cmcnn: cnua:r EOR_l:llE. um .mm.r-l.AL cuu::Jln 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK N '· Hl.O.NM :un !S:r 
COMPANY, AS TRUSTEE, 

v. 

LAUREN SCHEFFER'S, et al., 

'De'ienilant. 

MOTION TO STJUKE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NOW COMES the Plaintitl. DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY. AS 

TRUSTEE. by and thn 111gh its attomeys, Pierce & Associates. P.C.. and moves this Honorable 

Defendant has n Joved this Honorable Court fm cntn of summary judgment in her favor 

based upon various arr~uments relative to the transfer of the Mortgage and Note in this matter. 

Defendant's arguments essentially amount to a claim that Plaintiff does not have legal standing 

in this matter. Howeve r. the Court has previously addressed similar arguments on two separate 

occasions in this matte r. Specifically, on April 13, 2010 the Court entered an Order granting 

Plaintiffs Motion to di >miss Defendant's At11rmative Defenses and Counterclaims and Denying 

Defendant's Motion to Dismiss. (A copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A.) The 

arguments raised in De fendant's Affirmative Defenses, Counterclaims, and Motion to Dismiss 

dismiss these argument~ , but it specifically found that Plaintiff has legal standing in this matter. 

Furthenmore, on Augw>t J 2. 2010 the Court entered an Order denying a subsequent motion to 



\ 

reconsider filed by Defendant. (A copy of the Order is atlached hereto as Exhibit B.) The Order 

specifically provides th.3t all filings by Defendant relating to affinnative defenses, counterclaims. 

or related defense m;atters are required to be submined to the Court for wrinen approval 

regarding whether Plai.ntiff must resgond. Defendant never obtained a Court order specifically 

allowing her to raise th<ese arguments, upon which the Court had previously ruled. Accordingly. 

Defendant's motion is improper in that it was filed in contravention to the August 12, 2010 

they have been raised i n a Motion for Summary Judgment without having first been raised in a 

proper pleading. Acc<Hdingly, Defendant's motion must be stricken as it was improperly tiled. 

WHEREFOlfr fhe l'lamiln, TJECfT5CffE l:IAWJ\. )-<JA!Yu'I"A't. !'K'uS"i 'L'i'Mli'h.Wi. h.S 

TRUSTEE. prays that ~ehis Honorable Court strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment. 

with prejudice. 

PIERCE & AS SOCIA li'ES, P.C. 
Anorneys for Plaintiff 
J' J~: U'eanlom, ::\'mite 1'.' -NKJ 
Chicago, lL 60602 
312-346-9088 

2 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: _/~-;3~~ 
.,-./PIERCE & ASSOClATES,]>C) 

Anomeys for Plaintiff 
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i ST A -:-E OF ILLINOIS) 
)SS 

COUNTY OF WILL ) 

EXHIBIT 

IN THE CI RCUIT COURT OF THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS 

VS 
CASE NO: 

While- Court Yellow- Plointifl Piak- Ddendaal I 7 D Revised (06106) 



1 ., 
ll:'~~~-;,""""' .. .....,""""'"""""J EX HI BIT 

' ST A.lE OF ILLINOIS) _i /1 )SS j /'~ 
COUNTY OF WILL ) ~ 

ELFTH JUDICIAL c IN THE CIHCUIT COURT OF THE TW 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS IRCUIT 

Oud->ck£ ~~ {/ TVI4l1 (!_ 
PlaJDtiff 

~ vs 

~ c;cift#A s_ 
DefeodJIDI 

1 = 
CASENO: ()q {II 3H7 

Dated: 
<? - I\-

20 JU 

Entered: ~ 
PAMELA J. MCGUIRE, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COUR 

While- Court Yellow- Plalnllff p· k D T OF WILL COUNTY 
tn - efendant 17 D Revised (06/06) 



• 

• 

• 

Ca;..,-\l'K't't'.>'I'?J: fii\:..d 08/26/2009 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY -JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHe BANK 'NF\"'rJONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRU:ST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERJQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECURr rlES IRU5J'T 2(}04-RI', 
ASSET-BACKED PAS.S-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-R I 

PLAINTIFF 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFFER~; A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNC>WN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFF ERS. IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON HECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) Case: 09CH3 797 
) 
) Judge Raymond A. Bolden 

DEFENDANTS 

} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

To: 

NOTICE OF FILING 

BY USPS PRI< >RITY MAIL 
Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gosse111 Pl.LC 
I 0 South Wackur Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago. IL 60•606 

BY USPS PRIORITY MAIL 
Denis Pierce 
P.ier.r~ .& .4._«sor.iat.r.< 
Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 18, 20 I 0, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff filed in person 

with the Clerk of the Ci.--cuit Court of Will County, Illinois, the Defendant Response to Plaintiff 

Motion to Strike Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment, a copy of which is served upon you. 

'.;utrtm.'L..>.<tr ... ~ftfffC'f., ' . i, ' 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 



• 

• 

• 

Case 09CH3797, Filet! 08/26/2009 
Deutsche Bank Nati onal Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned cercifics that tme aruiclltte.ctco',lie.<; Q{ the (Q{C~,<ltt\g tQ.&~>.>.ffii'J.'.t., Oc(cnd<mt. 
Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike De(endam 's Motionfor Summary Judgment. to be served 
upon 

Patrick Stante m. Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gos;;ett PLLC 
LO S1111tb. W:1cko!T. (ki-"P-,SJuJe_1Jflll. 
Chicago, IL f 0606 

-h,.v )llru:iqg .8 .!'J)P.,.V .nf ("'.aooe i"Q .~ VSPS P.r.0 . .r .. iJy .lli..lJ.mal..le .. r w .. it.~ .I:.)e),i~t.e .. ~")' COt"tfifJ.wM!#Ol1 Rxeipt 
0309 2880 0000 444--l R431, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority MaiL and 
depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave .. 
~lvfi"J.'<;J,It<., TL t;I),Wv• \'"'"' t" ?·.(\(\p.m. this \l',th day "f Ol:t"ber, 2Gi G. and \o 

Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Assn£'.b'\te5-' 
Thirteenth Fl<oor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago. IL v'C/W2 

by placing a copy of sa me in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0309 2880 0000 4444. 8417, pro(Xdy iiddres=f with postage pcevaid IJY Priority Mail. ami 
depositing said envelnpe at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave., 
Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 181

h day of October. 2010. 

_,.·1 (,<• f r I'. 
i ' •;.' / 

•./< '{, ,., 

l.rul::t!<' l. Sr.ht>JQ·.rs 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
CJi¥¥'Hl-YiS1 •... 

\ ~. i / \/ ,i( ' • 
·, , ' I _ I j ; "( \1 .' /_ 

Date 

Sworn to and subscrihcd before me this the--"'=-- day of October, 2010. 

-./., 

' 

My Commission Expil ·es:_~~·;-J-/_. -'--'.~'_,_'_ 

!· ;.·-
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C.awll9CHY/97. Filed 0812612009 

DEFEN,OANT CERTIFICATION- DEFENDANT RESPONSE TO 
PLAJNTTFF MOTION TO STRIKE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Under penalti,es as provided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (73 5 ILCS 5/J 109/from Ch. 110, par. 1 109), the undersigned certifies 

that the staten Ients set forth in. and the exhibits submitted with. this instrument 

are tme and cr m·ect, except a:; to matters therein stated to be on information and 

belief and as kJ such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that Defendant 

verily believe;; the same to be tme. 

Sworn to and .'>ubscribed before me this the 

I. •• • \ l ',.' 
---'---~~ 

. :. ' 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

• • ,. I\ 
. i ( 

Date 

/ 
-!·. < 

\ · .. 
\ \. da.y of O<:.tJJbcr. 2Q J.Q. 
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Case 09CH3 797. fil'ed (J8!'2tS12(J(J!J 

STATE OF ILUNOJS 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN TI-•[E CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE I 21
H JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK N ATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRl iST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE~ J0111ERS.FOR.AMF.RI{)HEST 
MORTGAGE SECURJTIES TRUST 2004-RI, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-R I 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS A/KJA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS: UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
Of LAUREN SCHEFf'£'ii.S. W 1\Wf·. ~'KK1«Y'#1' 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS: 

DEF.FJ'IIDA1\ITS 

) Case: 09Cfl3797 
) 
) J.L$f: RJtvmond A. Bolden 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
,) 

UE.f@II.UI ~Nl.: lJJiS.l'Q~SE. l.:Q l.'L\.ll'l.l.:l..li'li' M<\l.:IDN l.:Q S.l.:IJJ.If .. ~ 
DEFJENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Deutsche Bank National Trust Company. as Trustee in Trust for the Benefit of the Certificate 

Holders tor Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-RJ ("Plaintiff'). Plaintitl'Motion to 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

I. The Plaintiff> Motion (see attached Exhibit A) is procedurally incorrect It was tiled 

court date for present ation to the Court . 
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Case 09CH3 ?97, Fi.hed 0812612009 

2 . 

signature, and no att• Jrney number to research the attorney name for service of this Defendant 

Response. 

1.. 'Ilm. l?l....Untj£1. ~ <t.MlltiAJl,.1ncJud.AN tballJU,l ~'"'.J~1Jt~ut'" Qni.a,.~ f~'ltt(l;(l,lttdl JC,.,"tilUt~ 'V ,•hnh 

references "per tram 'cript", but the transcript is not included as an Exhibit with the Plaintiff's 

Motion, not even th,e relevant pages. 

J.. ":~R. fl 1aintil't• ~ ", "mitm• T.ilfl> •a. 'lf<!..:ra.rw~ \'rtt ~erdnrrn'-;; ',1n!t'mn tu ~irlKe ine 

UNRECORDED Plaintiff Motions (see attached Exhibit B) for Summary Judgment. for 

Default, and for For, eclosure and Sale that includes the full Report of Proceedings of the 

'lf'dH'li{IJ 'Ire-dimg 'm :";uppol't u'i ine'iaL'l inm inose \J't\j'i'Qo'C'Cf'KJ:fi'.D 1-'uimitTI M.oi10ns inemse'tves 

violated that 08/12/1 ) Order by serving the Defendant with those UNRECORDED Plaintiff 

Motions prior to the 28 days granted by the Court for the Defendant to file an Amended 

Answer or a Motion. 

5. The Plaintiffs Motion appears to be confused as to what the 08/12/10 Order with 

referenced Report or' Proceedings required of the Defendant. Per the 08/12110 Report of 

Proceedings (see atta,ched Exhibit Din its entirety): 

a. The C ourt: "You will file your proposed pleadings with the clerk, carbon copy 

to me, carbon copy to plaintiffs counsel. I will then rule by mail as to whether or not a 

response 'is m~cessary or whether the pleadings are going to be struck." (pg. 53, Ins 8-

12) 

b. The Court: "I am going to give you 28 days to file your responsive pleadings, 

whether that is an answer or a motion." (pg. 54, lns.5-7) 

Page2 



• 

• 

• 

Case 09CH3797, Hied 08/26/2009 

6 . The Plaintiff's Motion. ~ve'i nn rationale, whai">Oevet, fur it'>. t~'""-'i.t t"' '>.ttii{& 

Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment WITH PREJUDICE. instead of submitting a 

Response to either the Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment or the Defendant's Motion 

t(b '>!r.;k,_thf'-P.laintiJ. 1;., M4Y.w,., t,'if'.Jt att~w. £y.W.\Y.t B)~~ to& IYi~'>\'i'l% ""'\>&-&uk '"' t\>& 

09/14/10 Order (see attached Exhibit E). 

APPLICABLE LAW 

1,. T.7t<-t;:_'<><n'• 71"'' no such category as "proposed pleading" that may be filed with the clerk 

to not be included as part of the Con.rt Record for an appeal. 

2. As a matter< 1flaw, the Court's 08/12110 Order itself violates the IJJinois Civil Statutes. 

"lln;'Luun -ext:1::1:in:U 'tts oiscreiwn w'Ii'n an oroer tnat specW!es tne Con.rt w't)) aec'tae whether tne 

pleading will be stricken in full or in part/that the Plaintiff will not be required to address with 

no Motion to Strike submitted to the Court by the Plaintiff. Clearly that is a violation oflLCS 

~ec. ~ b't') \a). Wwiwns with respect to pleadings: 

(a) All object ons to pleadings shall be raised by motion. The motion shall point out 

specifically the defects complained of. and shall ask for appropriate relief, such as: that 

a pleaamg or porflon fhereorbe stricken ·because substantially insufficient in law, or that 

the action be dismissed, or that a pleading be made more definite and certain in a 

specified panticular, or that designated immaterial matter be stricken out. or that 

necessary par1ies be added, or that designated misjoined parties be dismissed, and so 

forth . 
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Case 09CH3797, Fi,bJ6'8tZ6/26\19 

The Court h:.is no jurisdiction to decide whether any pleadings will be stricken, in full or 

in part, without aM lotion to Strike filed by the opposing party and a briefing schedule to allow 

2. Per the man;-' Reports of Proceedings submitted to the Court, the Court previously 

denied Defendant A.tftrmative Defenses without reading the Defendant pleadings and with no 

owu:im5 'H~irJJ. illmwed the Defendant to present the many supporting Exhibits repeatedly 

submitted to the Court under Section I I 09 certification. 

3. Per the man y Reports of Proceedings submitted to the Court, the Court has totally failed 

Process for the Defendant's future submission of this instant case to the Third District 

Appellate Court for review . 

CONCLUSION 

WHEREFOI {E, as a matter of law, for the reasons stated herein, the Defendant prays 

that this Honorable Court will deny the Plaintiffs Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion for 

Summary Judgment and such other or further rer1ef as the Court deems proper under the 

circumstances. 

Respecttully Submitted, 

' 

Lauren L Scheffers, Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

Page4 



I 

• 

• 

• 

LIST OF EXHI. BITS- DEFENDANT RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

EXHIBIT 
L Defendant Rt sponse to PlaintitTMotion to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary 

Judgment ( 4 pgs.) 
2. Defendant Ct rtification- Defendant Response to Plaintiff Motion to Strike Defendant's 

Motion tor Summary Judgment (I pg.) 
3. ProofofServi ce (I pg.) 
4. List of Exhibi1ts (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT A: Motio n to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment 
l. Motion to Str ·ike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment (4 pgs.) 

a. Notice of Filing (2 pgs.) 
b. Motior 1 to Strike Defendant"s Motion for Summary Judgment (2 pgs.) 

I) The full Report of Proceedings for 04/1 1/10 is submitted with Defendant's 
Motion for Summary Judgment 

NOTE: Per the ma•lY Re11orts of Proceedin~, the Court has never heard any Defendant 
Affirmative Defense~' nor has the Court addressed any Affirmative Defenses per the 
Defendant pleadings as recorded with the Court. 

EXHIBIT B: Defendant Motion to Strike Plaintiff's 09-14-10 Motions Pursuant to 
735 ILCS 5/2-615(b) 
1. Defendant Motion to Strike Plaintiff's 09-14-10 Motions Pursuant to 735 ILCS 

5/2-615(b) (5 J!lgs.) 
a. The full Report of Proceedings for 08/J 2110 that was submitted as an Exhibit with 

this De fendaol Motion bas heen "~uhmitted again as Exhibit D. 
b. The full Report of Proceedings for 09/14/10 is submitted with Defendant 

Memocandum in Support of Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment 
(19 pgod, 

EXHIBIT C: 08/12/JaO Order 
1. 08/12/10 Ord<..,rf.l ,tW,l 

a. Defendant's Motions are denied for the reasons stated by the Court on the 
record!. 
1) !!~ .. t.lm'W-\.1.1\Q.IJ&~ 'lf..ll .. ~~~ .. ,.__ W/.-u:.'mli ~Y.h.i.WJ. u 

below), no such reasons were stated. 
b. All tili1 •gs by Defendant Scheffers related to affirmative defenses or 

counte•. c.W.;ms. o.r .re.W.te.d .de.IC.ru<e .roi'f.te.•s l»J»> be .l'Jibmitin! no .tJu> CJ.Wrl fw' 
written approval regarding whether Plaintiff must respond or whether the filings 
will be stricken without hearing or further briefing. 

c. DefeniA'M'/. ~~ffU'O w, %"ant«\ ~a .... , 'IW'<" oo)«di.\w., \\1. f"\k an A-'1\d«d 
Answer . 
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Case 09CH3797, Fi"led'O'lfil6illJW 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- DEFENDANT RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (CON'T.l 

EXHIBIT D: 08/1 t/10 Report of Proceedings 
I. 08/12/10 Rt port of Proceedings with extensive comments by Defendant (62 pgs.) 

a. The Court: "You will tile your proposed pleadings with the clerk, carbon 
copy to me, carbon copy to plaintiff's counsel. I wiU then rule by mail as to 
whetl!ter or not a response is necessary or whether the pleadings are going to 
be str ·uck." (pg. 53. Ins 8-12) 

b. The C 'ourt: "I am going to give you 28 days to file your responsive pleadings, 
whet her that is an answer or a motion." (pg. 54, lns.5-7) 

c. The Court: "However. there is no question that this order is on record. And I will 
enforce the order." (pg. 60. Ins. 8-9) 

NOTE: The Court has no such category as "proposed pleading" that may be tiled with the 
clerk. The Court h,as no jurisdiction to decide whether the pleadings are _going to be struck 
without a Motion to Strike from the opposing party. 

EXHIBIT E: 09/14/10 Order 
1. 09/14/10 Order (I pg.) 

a. Each .Jarty may file a response to any outstanding motion filed by the other party 
withi11 28 days (Oct. 12. 2010) 

b. Each party may file a reply in support of outstanding motion filed on their behalf 
within 14 days thereafter(Oct 26. 2010) . 

c. All matters herein 9Cnding will be heard on November 18. 2010 at 9:30a.m . 
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Case oJ9LttTNT, frt'ea' IJ812612009 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 

COUNTY OF WILL 2n OCT 18 PM 12: 2Q 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

) Case: 09CH3 797 
) 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOL[ >ERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
!ViOK:IGJ\G£ Sf'CUK:IIif':'> IK:UST ZUIJ4-K:i, 

) Judge Raymond A. Bolden 
j 

ASSET -BACKED PASS-T!HROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-R I 

) 
) 

) 
VS ) 

) 
LAUREN SCHEFFERS All <lA LAUREN LEE ) 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES ) 
OF LAUREN SCHEFFERS . IF ANY: UNKNOWN ) 
OWNERS AND NON REO )RD CLAIMANTS; ) 

) 
DEFENDANTS ) 

NOTICE OF FILING 

To: By USPS Priority ll'·'lail 
Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
.IJlSrutt~ W.ar.kfl' .[), jve, SWe 23DIJ 
Chicago, IL 60606 

By USPS Priority Mail 
Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Associates 
Th!J1eenth F!Dor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 

PLEASE TAKE NO TICE that on October 18, 20 I 0, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff filed in person 

with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Will County, Illinois, the Combined Respon<e to Plaintiff 

Motion for Order Q/De.fa;·Jlt, Motion for Judgmentfor Foreclosure and Sale. and Motion for 

Summary Judgment, a cop:< of which was served upon you on October 9, 2010. 

' ...• 
\/.. ' 

. __ }' 
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
,,l<)m-.1\\~ .'l .W5M 
c 630-212-5651 

l I '"" 
·, 

, ·- '·_, ' 
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Case 09CH3797 ,_Filed 08/26/20119 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scbeffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

Tb.e unde-.. .r:8.U;~prui ~.i.tiR......_.:: .that._trJI..fL 'lllfL··\..~l "-"-"P~ Vl--h rt"'"IDregdmg·tnsrrument, 'IV oru:e o] 
Filing, Dejimdant Combi ned Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order ofDejault, Motion for 
Judgmenr for Forec/osur e and Sale, and Motion for Summary Judgment, to be served upon 

Patrick Stanton,' \my Jonker 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
T,Q, Wah~ 'Hw!F...~ r.cn=H-c, S·Utn: 2.~110 
Chicago. IL 606( 16 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority JIICaii maaer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0309 2880 0000 4444 84 31, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 
depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave,, 
Naperville. IL 60540 pri< >rlO /:t!U p.m. itits Tllh. day of October, 20!0, and to 

Denis Pierce 
Atrt:c- oe- AssOCiar es 
Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
'Critcago:fL 'D1f60 2 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0309 2880 0000 4444 841 I, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 
depositing said envelope 'lt the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W_ Ogden Ave., 
Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00 p_m_ this 18th day of October, 20!0. 

J'.aurenLScne@rs 
1305 Morningstar Ct 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 6p0-212-5651 

. I 

' _, 

< ·: 1 -. ~-"eo''-'''-'·~~· o_i ---------

Date 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the~- day of Ocwber, 20 I 0. 
,- . 

I 

_',' 

My Commission Expires:_ --"-'-~'-'--~''-"''-"''·-"oc' 'cc·-_· __ 
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Cas~ O'!CH.17 97_ Filed OR 26 2009 

m:FF:I';OANT CF:RTIFICA TION- OF.FENI>ANT COM HI NED 
RESPO'i~iE TO I'LAI,TIFF '\IOTIO'i FOR ORDER OF UH.\CLT, 

MOTION FOR ,JLID(;VIENT FOR FORECLOSl'Rf: AI\/ I> SALE, AI\/ I> 
:\-lOTION FOR SL M:\-1.\RY ,JL,I>GME\T 

Untl~r pcnaltjt· s as prn,·idcd hy Ia\'. pursuant ro SL'ctinn I 109 nftht• Code of Civil 

Prol:~.:Jurl: (7J 5 II.CS 5iJ J()<)tfrom Ch. 110. par. I l09).1hc L!llJer:-.ignt·d certilks 

·inc.ll -!'IlL' Sl~ilelll ._'IllS St..'[ 'iorfn. Ill. anb ·trle t.':\riJrirts !i:tlnniltlt..'U- \\tln. '/Jir:-; ·m~rrtmll'11t 

an: trut: and en rrect. l'.\Ct.'pt as to mauers therein stated to he on intiJrmation and 

heli~.:fanJ as t· 1 such mauas till· unJt:rsigned cl'I1ilic-s ;:Is ai(Jre~aid that Ik.'tbllJam 

,Xfd-' _uL,__,__,L_ .l L ;_L~ 
I aurc•n L. Sdwlkrs ,___T( . 
1305 \lorningstar l't. 
'Japcnilk_ II. 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

{ _!'_!_~ ___ cj_Jr 1 j__, __ _ 

I )ate "" 

J.a: of Octohcr. 20 I 0. 

' ' _,.·. 

------ __ . __ .· __ -;:;;_ ---
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Case 09CH3 797. File·d 0%12612009 

STATE OF lLUNOl:" 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THL CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12111 JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NP\TIONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRW~T FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HO.LL\F.~.S .FO.~ .4M£.~JQLI.f.ST 
MORTGAGE SECURI f\ES TRUST 2004-RI. 
ASSET-BACKED PA~ S-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-R I 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFER~; A/K/A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS: UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
ifr 'd\'u'i\'i'M?>'C.'r'fr:.'f'i'l"oRS.IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS: 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3 797 
) 
> .P.r~s.W.i.~ J.t.J.dg.t> 
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

l;WXJVlol,\\"-~1: CQMI_Wl'nm. 98JtRQJWtX. 1:Q. 'l\A.W-1:'.'1'1 ~-.; 'RM '1.Q.9. Wl..WiJl.. QR 
DEFAULT, MOTI,)N FOR JUDGMENT FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE, AND 

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NOW COMES Lauren L Scheffers. Defendant Pro Se ("Defendant"). in response to 

Holders for Amerique;;! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-R\ ("Plaintiff'). Plaintiff Motion for 

Order of Default. Motion for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sal, and Motion for Summary 

!ratl},'ITrell'l. ano >'tllres a c follows: 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

1. On 09; '0911 0, the Plaintiff served upon the Defendant a Notice of Motion for 

Wt'1 4iWJ wtin a 'Pui1mi•'i'i i-'u:l'iton 'for 'Uraer o'i 'De'iatln. Moiton 'for ~uagmem 'for 't orec'10sure 

and Sale. and Motion 1 or Summary Judgment (see attached Exhibit 1 ). The motions were 

served under Section l 109 certification. 
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Case 09CH3 797. File·d 0812612009 

2 . 

12/01/09 for Plainti!T Motion for Order of Default and Motion for Judgment for Foreclosure 

and Sale (see attached! Exhibit 2). 

b. Those •·notions were filed under Section I I 09 certification. 

c. Those motions were in violation of the fact that they were filed subsequent to 

'/r«: '?fb'Riiit Y?J h.:pp=-dTtt:eWtea 'uy '/r«: 'i:n'i-erllrdTt• \>-ee «<att.'rrelt 'i::x'ri/rit, 7>). 

3. Based < m the Notice of Motion for 09/14110. the Defendant was required to 

appear at the 09/14/10 hearing. 

a. Plainti('f s '1ega1 counse1'm com'r on 'U'It'l 4Uo was unaware o'i ·tne ~acr·tnal'iriJs 

case was placed on the · docket by the Plaintifr s legal counsel per a phone call with the Circuit 

Court clerks to get a c ourt date for the Notice of Motion. The Court Order of0911 4/10 (see 

attachea "Exliiti1t)) err oneous'Jy states. ··-rnis cause coming to be heard on Defendanf s 

motion"". when the No1:ice of Motion for that day"s docket was by the Plaintiff. 

4. On 09r 14/10, the Defendant filed and presented the Defendant Motion for 

Leave to File Motion t J Strike Plaintilf's 09-14-10 Motions Pursuant to 735 ILCS 512-615(b), 

Instanter (see attached Exhibit 4 inclusive) for violating the Court Order of 08/12110. 

5. The N< >lice of Motion for the Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment (see 

attached Exhibit 6) was for November 16,2010 to allow the Court adequate time to respond 

in writing to the Defen dant regarding which defenses the Court would allow, as stated in the 

08/12/10 Court Order 
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LEGAL ARGUMENT 

As of1 his filing. the Plaintiff has never recorded the Notice of Motion or the 

three motions (see alltached Exhibit I) with the Court, in violation of the Section I 109 

2. The PI aintiff Motion for Order of Default should not have been served at alL 

since it is in direct contradiction of the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment 

3. Per the 'Vt!lt:rnrdftt ~~unun 'iur 'u:ave\u 'i'i'te Wt<1i10n \u ~liiKe 'i"uiu:n't'IT s '(!9-'t4-

I 0 Motions Pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-615(b). Instanter (see attached Exhibit 4 ). the Plaintiff 

violated the Court Ot der of 08112110. "I am going to give you 28 days to file your responsive 

pleadings, whether th: It is an answer or a motion." 

Court: 

CONCLUSION 

WHEREFOR IE. for the reasons stated herein. the Defendant prays that this Honorable 

I. Dismiss Plaintiffs Motion for Order of Default, 

2. Dismis.s Plaintiff Motion for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale. 

3. Oismis s Plaintiff' Motion for Summary Judgment, and 

4. Such 01. her or further relief as the Court deems proper under the circumstances. 

Respectfully Submitted. 

> ,> (.; ( ( I (I 

Lauren L. Scheffers. Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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Case 09CH3 797. Filed 0812612009 

LIST OF EXHIIIITS- DEFENDANT COMBINED RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF 
MOTION FOH ORDER OF DEFAULT, MOTION FOR JUDGMENT FOR 

FORECLOSUR E AND SALE, AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

EXHIBIT 
Nbr Description 
I. Defendant Combined Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order of Default, Motion for 

Judgment for Fc•reclosure and Sale. and Motion for Summary Judgment (3 pgs.) 
2. Defendant Certi fication- Defendant Combined Response to Plaintiff Motion for Order of 

Default. Motion for Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale. and Motion for Summary 
Judgment)(! pg.) 

3. Proof of Service (I pg.) 
4. List of Exhibits (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 1: 09/09/10, Plaintiff's Motions as served upon Defendant under Section 1 109 
Certification 
Nbr Description 
I. Notice ofMotio'n for September 14,2010 submitted under Section I 109 certification 

(I pg.) 
2. Motion for Orde r of Default (I pg.) 
3. Motion tor Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale (I pg.) 
4. Motion for Sum maJ)' Judgment with references to affidavits that were not included: 

a. Affidavi t of Prove-Up 
b. Attorne) Fee Affidavit 

5. EnveloQC with ~;•ostmark date of September 7, 2010 
NOTE: PLAINTIFF J'IEVER RECORDED THESE MOTIONS WITH THE CIRCUIT 
COURT IN VIOLA Tl ON OF SECTION 1 109 CERTIFICATION 

EXHIBIT 2: 11117/09, Plaintiff's Motions as previously served upon Defendant under 
Section I 109 Certificmtion 
Nh~ De.'""'~ 
I. Notice of Motion tor September 14, 2010 submitted under Section I I 09 certification 

(I pg.) 
2. Motion for Orde..r o.f De.U,...,l,t f.1 pg) 
3. Motion for Judg:ment for Foreclosure and Sale (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 3: 08/06/09 Defendant Appearance (1 pg.) 

EXHIBIT 4: 09/14/10, Defendant Motion to Strike Plaintiff's 09-14-10 Motions 
Nbr Description 
I. Defendant Motion for Leave to File Motion to Strike Plaintiff's 09-14-10 Motions 
Pursuant to 735 lLCS 5./2-615(b). Instanter (2 pgs.) 
2. Defendant Motil'w. '"' '&~\~ P~a\~A\t'f'> Qq. \4-l.Q MYJAA".'> P>J.<mw.~ \Q HS U.C.'S. Y.2-
615(b) (5 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 5: 09/14/10 Order (I pg.} 

EXHIBIT 6: 09/09/10 Notice of Motion/Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment (I pg.) 
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IN THIC: CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12'n JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY iLLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST 
COMPANY. AS TR USTEE 

PLAINTIFF 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFF ERS: ET AL. 

DEFENDANTS 

} 
) 
) Case No 09 CH 3797 
\ 

,I 
) 

NOTICE OF FILING 

To (See Serviu' List Attached) 

PLEASE TAhE NOTICE that on October 19. 2010. Plaintiff filed with the Clerk of 
the C1rcu1t Court of Will County. Joliet, IllinOIS, its~sply In Sppport 'Met's Em a 1~ 
Summary Judgmen~ copy of which is enclosed herewith and served upon you•i ~{).6/) 

Name PIER< =E & ASSOCIATES .&... Attorney for Plaintiff p- . 
Address 1 N. C •earborn. #1300 ~ City Chicago 
I elephone {:Jl:i) :-.46-9U88 t'\R'DC#b'i1:!r47:!2 

PROOF OF SERVICE BY REGULAR MAIL 

I, Norma Qu, roz, non- attorney, certify I served this notice and the document 
referred to therein, by causmg a copy to be sent by regular mail, to the parties listed 
chiuVB, cla"'hrt:!n F~1Jt8t.tt'¥E: a'O~n=~~~~. ~100'• '\H. r;)eo~Vun·,, W\Yc VYY0. \:}i'i'I'C~, ~·'-

60602, with proper postage prepaid. at or before 5:00p.m on October 19, 2010. 



SERVICE LIST 

Lauren Scheffers A. /KIA Lauren Lee Schet!ers 
1305 Morning Star Cour1 
Naperville, IL 6056·1 

Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gossett F J LC 
10 South Wacker 0 rrve Suite 2300 
Chicago. lllino1s 60f \06 
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LJ~Bf.FA'~ 
S I AreM.SU?$-... 

IN TJ IE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12 111 JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

DrlilSCIIF Hi\l' K NATION-\I~~~~<;~OUNTY,ILLINOIS ~1/l •IJIICJ!, 
C0!\11'ANY .. \S TRUSTEE. 

l'laimiff. '-.0. 09 Cll 3 7'J7 

\. 

1. \UREN S<.lll:F TRS. et al.. 

Dc-h:nd;mt. 

REPL) .· IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NO\\ CO~lES the Plaintiff.DElTSCIIE BANK N.\TiltN.\1. TRl:SI CO\IPA:"Y. AS 

summary juJgmt·nt as mattn of law if plcadjngs. depllSitions. and ailida,.-its rc·vC"al no gcnuint.' issue 

of material loct. \if,,son ,. Conrinmral ,\/ach .1{/g C ".:'51 lll..'\pp.3J 4!5 (2d Dist.\993) 

Complaint to Forecl osc Mortgage. 7 35 ILCS 5/15-1504. Plaintilfhas to I lowed this short Jorrn. In 

paragraph 3(1) of its Complaint. Plaintiff states that the mortgage has been in default since the 

January 199R payn~~~1'f1. S<.id.J &!f'dilrl ~l\."t"l;6't 'l'i:J\7tt C:m-;qJa:it;h 1t,1R.~ \'R."i.··~5n,. 1~~ 'A . ..f::.5, '5.-~l,"S---1, ~h., 

fA.I•AJ',~ ?!1 
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• I 

.. I '-1 )()(, _; udpnenl "' 1 h idence. In the trial nl a lnrcclosure. the C\ ider"·c tn "iii !he· 
:!lkgatiom oft he lomplaint shall he taken in open court. c_xcepr: - IJe ~ 

; 4fll_--'-
! l \ wiL~rc an allc..:!;mion of fact in the complaint is not Jenit'J b: a ran:· s ,·crifieJ ans~'e;:-'1 .... 

or v. ~ri lied coumcrc laim. or '' hc:n a party pursuant to subsect 1on <h) or Section 2-61 0 
11f tl tc Code of CiYil Procedure states. or is deerneJ to haYe stated in its pleading that 
it h; lS nn kno\\ kdgt: of such allc~ation su11icient to form a belief and ;Jttaches the 
n..'<-1' ;ired at1!d~n-it. a sv.om \'eriflcntion nfthc 1.:omplain1 (lf .1 -:>crarJlc .Jffida,·it.o:.:;etlin~ 

fort!1 such J~lCt. is sufticient e,·idcncl' tht'rl'cJf against such pan: and no further 
cYi· knee 1lf such fact ~hall he..: re4uircd: and. 

1.:.) ''ilL' n.: as alkgations of fnd m the L"omplaint han: been pHI\ L'd h~ \Critlcati\111 of1he 

a1w mnt '' l11ch ~~ dut' the mnrtg<~ge..:. "hJII enter a JULi~mt:~·t~ll~~~~ 
rc4· JCS!i.:J in the ct,mplaint." 

In addition. 73511.1 :s :'.·::!-1005 ~tates in Section (i\l: 

For Pbintiff .-\n: time i.lfl~r the opposite party has ~tpp~arcd or ant'r the tim~ within 
\\hi..:fl f1c or ~he is rcqulreJ to appear f1a~ e:--;pm:tf. a pfalntl1l may mo\'c wJ'tJ1 or 
will• out supporting affidavits for a summary judgment in his or her favor for all 
relief sough~" 1 emph"sis addeded I. 73) Jl.CS ':2- 100' 

Fm1her. Section ~.':·:-1 005(C) states in rekYant part: 

··The _(uo'~m.cnr soug~f snm'l' Oc rcna~rcd '' t·o~?_ur a·~,·ay _~·:·n~c pl'cauYngs. o'epo~it:l·t.ms.J~ 
and admJSsJons on hie. together With the affldants. II an~-- shnw that tlll're 1s IH' 

gen-.L1inc issue as to any matt:r\al fact and that the movln~ party ls entllkd to judgment 
as a inaner ona\\· . .'-\ summaryJuOgmcm. ·mlcr'tocutory'm c'naraclcr. may'oe renGereO 
on tlle issue 0f liability alone. although there is a genuine issue as tn the amount of 

Janugc> ·IJifA/,., pp • /1 W JDflll' fJ1 • 
Indeed. it is well es<ablished that" mortgagee may foreclose its interest in real pnopertv upon .~:~&It~~ 
the deht ·s nwturitv ··Jr Oelau'n o'J comrn·wn ·m 1'ne ·mstrumem:· Heri7af!e .PuHman Hunk,,_ :'Jmerican 

Na!ional Bonk an:! Trust, I 64 lii.App.3d 685 (I" Dist. I 9881 r\cco~:t;,Ja JeJe9~!ssf:!!!"''J''. 
J!lld production in o evidence of a note and mortgage and the production of evidence whi-·~ •c, 
establishes a delauh '•> a prima facie 'oas·IS 'im ruu<tl) irr 'imm o'i \~'" ho'n'rc:t. rurthcrrrmre. U• MlGt 



• I 

,__.,.. .,..,.,_., 
N• IU•-r& .,,...._, 

lllL'rtsagc and nott. . then the burden of proof shifts to the mortgagor to prove payment i-l1r111 

c·rl'dif ilonkof Sr louis y liit'llmum .. =:62111_,\pp_.':,d !1\-l (~th [)jq_ 199--\). 

ARGUMENT 

In the imtc' nt case-. Plaintilfhas alleged in it> Complaint that D~fendant ;, in ddi!ultr>n the' -

subject mo11gagc loan. end it has submilled intr> the record an aff1davi1 ,•,iJcncinf Ikfendant·, '""" 

dchult and the illll•-'llll\ '''"·d '"a result nlth,·cklault lkknd'yt' failed lo <>ikr« «t.t .,..,.... 
. J. I PI . 1 ,.,., ..,... . . . . 

prnnl to (L1lllm 1c I amtdt ~ t'\'1 t'nce. and~" nn~erWJSL' pru\·Jtkd proo! that lull and 

tillll.'ly pa~ ments \ .. ere 1nad~. Ratlwr. Defendant a jumbled ar~·Hmenl in n:spon:-;e \(I 

Plaintiffs motion i n \\hich she claims lhm l'laintiJIJJin is snmehm\ improJ1<'r bee a us<: Plallltifl .......... 
neYl.'T reC.:()fdcd the notice ofmotlt1ll. :\.s nn initi:1l m:Hler. Plainliff is un:1war(' of any statue or rule 

that re4uircs notic<·s of motion to be n:conktL rurthL"mwrc. any ptu ported i:--~uc:-- \\-ith tht: notice 

are now moot as]). :tcndanl appeared on the date thatl'lamti tr s motion""' presented and ohlained {1/\.(/(ffl/jll 
time tn resp0nd to Plaintiff~ mnti0n rursu:mt tn the CDllrt nrdc.:r entered nn Sc:rtemhcr 1 ·-L 20 l 0.. 'f'!l! 
Accordingly. Defendant has failed to estahlish the e'istenec nf a genuine issue of materialt<~et in' $• 
thi5 matter. and PL .1intiff ls therefore entltled to judc.ment as a matter of ·law. , . _, lf4t.a..~ .,.,. 

\\W'REFt !RF :he l'laintii"C. DELTSCliL i\,\;-.JK "-:.:>.TIONAL TR\.IST COMPANY.~ .,... 

TRUSTEE prays 1 hat this llonorabk Cou11 enter summary judgment in its tinor against n,M 
LAl"REN SCHEF FERS. 
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PIERCE & ASS< >CJ:\TLS. !'.C. 
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I ~'- lk:.ubon1. -"'Ll ill.' I ~(HI 
( 'hil'<I);U. J I__ 60(1()= 

_; 1 ~--;-16- 1 )0XX 



S.TALE.OF lLLINOIIIS. 

COUNTY OF WILL 10 GC1 25 F'r\ 12· Q~ 

TN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUI,.....---). 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, JLLINOIS G&"'--' . 

Ci__£}~ . .-.: 
\1... t . - ~ 

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TIH:.UST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SEL'L1IOTJESTK01ST2UII+Rr, 

) Case: 09CH3797 •:·: . -
) 
) Judge Raymond A Bolden 
J 

ASSET -BACKED P ASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-RI 

) 
) 

'l'd~'<'im ., 
) 

w ) 
) 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS AIKJA LAUREN LEE ) 
SCHEFFERS; UNK'NOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES ) 
OE LAURENSCHE:FFERS...IF ANY: UNKNOWN \ 
OWNERS ANDNOJ'~ RECORD CLAIMANTS; ) 

To: By ordiaary- mall 
Patrick Stant lO. Amy Jonker 
(Jyl<ema Go' ;sett PLLC 

) 
DEFENDANTS ) 

NOTICE OF FILING 

By ordiaary mall 
Denis Pierce 

I 0 South W< lCker Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 60606 

f'lerce & Assoclld:es 
Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
C~,\L~'l 

PLEASE TA .KE NOTICE that on October 25, 2010, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff filed in person 

with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Will County, Illinois, the Defendant Reply in Support of 

which was served up"()n you on October 22, 2010. 

~tdat·l klc4ft3 
Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Ne,pervillt<, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 



Case 09CH3797, Filied 08/26/2009 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigp.ed cert ifies that true and correct COJ?ies of the fore~oing_ instrument. Defendant 
Reply in Support of L >efendant Motionfi>r Summary Judgment Pursuant to 735 ILCS 512-1005-
( 'orrecteJ, to be serv ed upon 

Patrick Stant• m, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gos·;ett PLLC 
I 0 South Wa;.:ker Drive .. Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL ( i0606 

by placing a copy of'"=" in .a USJ>.S PrjnrjJy .Mail .mailer wjlb Delivery Confirmation Rece~nt 
0309 2880 0000 4444 8455, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority MaiL and 
depositing said en vel ope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave .• 
Naperville. IL 60540 7-W. t.Q. 5,·.00. ?>m .. t.bi'>.l1'd da.';: Q(QcJn.bf'.r..llll.Q.awitn 

Denis Pierce 
Pj.er.ce & .4.f.~··' ,\C.U\tes 
Thirteenth Fl< 1or 
I North Dearborn 
C~iR-'t£b.IO. 1~~ ~ 1"' '-Qklt1 

by placing a copy of "arne in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0309 2880 0000 4444 8462, 0~"1"<'!' a.M,..,,-s.:x} ..,,;th {XJ'Sta{;e p<e(XA\!l b]' P,•,\w.~J' Ma.;,1, a.w! 
depositing said envel.ope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave .• 
Naperville, IL 6054(1 priorto 5:00p.m. this 23'•day of October, 2010. 

'j · · .. ! ! ·I ' I 
lt£tti(,L. / .1/(d.•/'f.<j 

Lauren L. Scheff;(rs · i ' 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

(; ) r· I , 
'--"'. \.._ ' '---

Date 

"~ Sworn to and subscril Jed before me this the ~, -' day of October, 2010. 

) I ~ ~ 

• v v-·-:'l <....--- c 

i ......._\ . " I . 
My Commission Expires: __ ,'___'_:'-_._->_·_'-'_··_ 

.. 



Case 09CHJ'191. Fi\ed 0&126/2009 

DEFEND A NT CERTIFICATION- DEFENDANT REPLY IN SUPPORT 
OF fJ£f'ENOA~T MOITOI~f AJR SOMMARt' JUOGME~T 

PURSUANT TO 735 ILCS 5/2-1005- CORRECTED 

Under penalti es as provided by law pursuant to Section 1 1 09 of the Code of Civd 

Procedure 0"'5 ILCS 5/1 I 09/from Ch. II 0, par. I I 09). the undersigned certifies 

that the statements set forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument 

are true and c·orrect. except as to matters therein stated to be on information and 

belief and as t o such matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that Defendant 

verily believes the same to be true. 

~j 

XQ u (, · )/xi 1), ~i....l 
Lauren L. Scheffers n. -
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, lL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

(u J) F 1C 
Date 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the day of October, 2010. 

I 

I 

·-"LI .._i Li>k"-1 ·~"'-'{"( _ _,L'-'. _.c.V_.::~_.::~:::"-::J<'~.'/t'-'t:'~ ( ~· r 

My Commiss: on Expires: 
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STATE OF ILUNOL'i 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 121
H JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK N!\ TIONAL TRUST COMPANY. 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
TJ.l-IE CEl?.TlPK'A TE J.'-l'l»~DERS ,r::.cw A;~IEl?.N.~)EST 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-RI. 
ASSET-BACKED PAS.S-THROUGH CERTIFICATES. 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFER:-> A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS hNi) L£Gh1EES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFF! C:RS. IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON F~ECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
l }.:.-dt;v: RoJim'hwl A. &n.I:A:w 
) 
) 

) 
) 

J 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 

J 
) 

DEFENDANT REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

fif'RS(fAI'IT ro T5'5 fLCS '5/Z- IIJIJS- CO.R.RECTEO 

NOW COMES I ~auren L. Scheffers. Defendant ProSe ("DefendanC). and as its Reply in 

support of the Defendanrt Motion for Summary Judgment states as follows: 

The Plaintiff an<l i·ts two law tlrms. Pierce & Associates and Dykema Gossett. and their 

several attorneys have perpetrated a Fraud Upon the Court with this instant case against a prose 

litigant. as supported bel ow and as submitted by the Defendant under Section I I 09 certification. 

As a direct result. the Defendant prays that the Court will grant the Defendant Motion for 

Summary Judgment to deny the Plaintiff Complaint to Foreclosure Residential Mortgage. as a 

matter oflaw . 

Page I 
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Case 09CH3 797. filed ()Sr'Z6iZIJU"J 

~A TFMF.NTJlF_FACJ~ 

I. Per the 09/14/10 Court Order (see attached Exhibit B. "Each party may file a 

response to any outst~mding motion filed by the other party within 28 days (Oct. 12, 20 I 0)." 

2. Plaintifn>.;kd ~" 1"\k w.:~ t'<~ IYJ VM\11\t,i ~"\~ D'<f-<oo'M'l\ 'tkni= f<>t 

Summary Judgment. 

3. PlaintiJ ffai1ed to file any response by 10/12/10 to the Defendant Motion to Strike 

Pla1ntiff 091 I 41 I 0 UNY\'i:.'\:.'VR'iYi'.'D '-'nfirurr.; m. tir.;-c:us~ti. Ut 'rerrgt~r uaimg 1m: Wl'r4l't'o 'ne-dl'mg 

(see attached Exhibit ( '). 

4. Yet, the Plaintiff filed a Reply in Support of its (Plaintiff) Motion for Summary 

~uagmem \see anac'ne< \ rt:x'riitill 'Li! w1fn many ra1se slatements: 

a. False statement that the Plaintiff"has submitted into the record an 

affidavit evidencing Defendant's default" (Argument. pg. 3) 

l) No Plaini1ff Affldav·rts subm.Jtted under Seciwn l 109 cert.Jfrcafwn 

'1re part of the record. a Fraud Upon the Court. 

b. False statement that "Plaintiff is unaware of any statue <sic> or rule that 

requires notices of motion to be recorded" with no reference to the three motions 

not be in g recorded (Argument, pg. 3 ). 

I ) Defendant also stated that none of the 09/14/1 0 Motions 

t hemselves were recorded and remain unrecorded to this date. 

:~) Plaintiff's counsel is apparently unaware of the Local Court Rules. 

H2th Judicial Circuit Court, Will County (***bolding added) that "All 

rnotions shall be in writing, and a copy of the motion and a statement 

t hat it has previously been served upon all counsel of record shall he 

Page 2 
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Case 09CH3 797, Filed ()8/26/2(J()IJ 

c. 

served with. the~ IUlli t:i.IM. 111i.tb. ~ <:.W:If..." \'lf'..Jt fi..-o;.himt, '· _-, "llw~ • 

pg. II, Section C. Content of Notice) 

The Plaintiff cites rulings from 1988 (***bolding added) related to "a 

lende•"'~> \W~>'IR. .. WM\ -..w! ~w-.w.tV.W. W.w. <t'lilk=<t m-;, M>\<t "Aoo tMYrt~' 

(last paragraph of pg. 2) and from 1994 "the Mortgagee only needs to submit into 

evidence the mortgage and note" (top paragraph ofpg. 3). Yet, 

'.) l:\YC 'i'\a;ntiiT); -.:o\-e:m'•Y Trot the ~ender, 

2) The Plaintiff is a Mortgage-Backed Securities Trust, not a 

Mortgagee, 

:0) The ?'nim'tiff canmfl e;'\a'or1s'ned "Ho~aer ·m Due Course·· due to 

missing assignments and a fabricated assignment, and 

4) The Plaintiff has already admitted not having possession of either. 

a Frauallpon tbe Court. 

5. Per an e-mail exchange between the Defendant and Pierce & Associates regarding 

the Defendant's DuPage County property (see attached Exhibit E inclusive), Pierce & Associates 

is well aware of there< JUirement of the Plaintiff to submit a Lost Note Affidavit, if the Plaintiff 

does not possess the original note. Yet, no such Lost Note Affidavit was submitted to the Court 

in this instant case. 

6. Per the 'Will County Treasurer (see attached Exhibit F inclusive), the Defendant is 

accruing ongoing finan- cia! harm for failure to pay approximately $500/month in real estate taxes 

for all of2008. all of2•009, and through current 2010 . 

Page 3 
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LEGA-L A.ll.GUME.NT 

l. According to ILCS 735 5/Art. XV, Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (see 

attached Exhibit 1.1 ) .. the Plaintiff may not elect to enforce its security under the Illinois 

Trust. 

2. According to ILCS Uniform Commercial Code, 910 ILCS 5/Article 3 re: 

J:.ln.!g<ti.m!R. ~m'tiKo 11.,.,._ "llta&'la:i. £:A'rihif, '1 .1.), •lrtt '1-'r-.icrtiti'i t.-d!rrltfl erfiuru: its ID'tege6 secuiny 

under the UCC. The !Plaintiff does not hold either the original mortgage or the original note. and 

"investigation contim 1es" to determine who does (see attached Exhibit A. pgs. 2-3). 

:,. ~t."t:tm'img~u 't'L'C';l. 1if.J Si'0:0'1 re: Ylimots 'Conveyances J\ct '(see anacnea "Exriion 

1.3), the Will County property records determine property liens. Since there is no legally 

enforceable "Holder i n Due Course"/chain of title recorded with the Will County Recorder from 

i'ne ongma1 '1eniler, 1 o ·wn & (:.ouritry t:reiftt to A.mertquest Mortgage Company to Ameriques! 

Securities to Deutsche Bank National Trust, the Plaintiff is not "Holder in Due Course" (see 

attached Exhibit 1.2, ~'>ec. 3-302, Holder in due course, pgs. 3-4). 

4. Additic mally, the Defendant requests the Court take judicial notice of the Illinois 

Department ofRegistr ation website that indicates that Deutsche Bank National Trust is not 

licensed to do business in Illinois (see attached Exhibit 1.7). Therefore, the door to the Will 

County courts is close•d to the Plaintiff. 

5. According to ILCS 735 5/Art.ll, Pt. 10. Code of Civil Procedure. re: Summru;v 

Judgment (see attached Exhibit 1.56) as implemented by the Local Court Rules, 12th Judicial 

Circuit Court, Will County, IL, Section 4.04 re: Notice of Hearing of Motions, requirements for 

Summary Motions, .PJ2.'.- l,pgs. 10-12(see attached Exhibit 1.6), the Plaintiff has failed to file: 

Page 4 
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Case 09CH3797, Fil·<XI 08/26/2()()l] 

a . A Response to the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment or 

b. A Response to the Defendant Motion to Strike the Plaintiff Motion for 

Swnmary Judgment. 

6. At llCl t.Uw. n...,. U... Pl:a.i.ntiff'"' fil~ ~ "" it" <\ti<,;'illi.""" -~ ""'*'m\tt...d 

sworn affidavits as required by 735 ILCS 5, Section 2 619, because doing so would constitute 

perjury by an Office,- of the Court. 

7. 

investi galion of the Illinois Attorney General into foreclosure fraud. 

b. Due to the many reports of foreclosure fraud across the country, the New 

'f m'-. ~">uprerr~t: 'LuCII't 'uas "rrnp',ernertudJ new 'f1'img requtremen~s. e'ITec'iJve 

immedliately to "ensure the integrity of the home-foreclosure process" (see 

attach~d Exhibit 1.8) . 

Per 73. "' 't'L'L'I> S/1,ec. 2 o Yo \see attac'nea "Ex"tiititt '!.II, .,....,.boJ(fmg addeif), "''Every 

allegation, except all ~gations of damages, not explicitly denied is admitted." 

a. Since neither the Plaintiff's filing counsel nor its litigation counsel has 

ever a( '!dressed any of fhe "Exliititts submitted under Seciion I I 09 certification by 

the De fendant, let alone denied any of the Exhibits. those Exhibits are admitted. 

b. Since neither the Plaintiff's filing counsel nor its litigation counsel filed a 

Response to the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment, there are no material 

facts in• dispute . 

Page 5 
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SUMMARY 

I. In sun 1mary. by the failure of the Plaintiff's two major law firms, Pierce & 

Associates, Dykema Gossett and their attorneys, to even file a Response to the Defendant Motion 

justify a denial ofthi,·> Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment against the Plaintiff's 

Complaint to Foreclose Residential Mortgage. 

2. Furthe=e, \he DefttJd<YrA M.1>'6m. fl:fl '2;arnrrtlii'Y 5udgmem to derryt'ne ?-'taintllfs 

Complaint to Foreclose Residential Mortgage should be granted *WITH PREJUDICE* for the 

following reasons: 

a. 1'rn: 'i"nirrttTI'i trus'! ·Is ndr a 'tana 'trust, so l'ne 'Puimtli:I cannot enlorce 'tts 

interes t under the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law. 

b . There is no legally enforceable way that the lack of recorded assignments 

with the 'W'!'J\ County Recorder can be •·corrected" to demonstrate the Plaintiff is 

"Holde:r in Due Course". 

c. The assignment from Town & Country Credit to the Plaintiff is clearly 

labi:tca tea, ·because ihe Seller to the Plaintiff trust was not Town & Country Credit 

per the Trust Prospectus filed with the Securities Exchange Commission. The use 

of that assignment in this Court is a Fraud Upon the Court. 

d. The Plaintiff's counsel admitted that "investigation continues" as to who 

holds '\an" original of the mortgage or "an" original of the note. Yet, the Plaintiff 

did nm withdraw the Complaint to Foreclose Residential Mortgage. That failure 

is a Fra ud Upon the Court, as welL 
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Case 09CH3 797, Filed 0812612009 

CONCLUSLON 

WHEREFORE, for the reasons stated herein, the Defendant prays that this Honorable 

Court: 

Complaint to Foreclose Residential Mortgage *WITH PREJUDICE*, 

2. Such other or further relief as the Court deems proper under the circumstances, 

printing costs, and an hourly rate for Defendant's hundreds of hours spent over the past year 

researching and crea ting the many "term paper" pleadings and preparing for/participating in the 

07/03/10,07/22110, CJ8/l2110, 09/14/10, when the Plaintiff never had possession of the original 

mortgage or the original note at all, a gross waste of judicial resources, as well, 

3. Refer t'ne 'i'\aimiff, its \aw fmns, 'i'ierce & Assoc·Jates, Dykema Gossett, and their 

several attorneys, tot he Illinois Attorney General under ILCS 720 5/Art. 16H, Illinois Financial 

Crime Law (see attac·hed Exhibit 1.9), and 

4. Rerer nine T'lamfJIT·s 'law f1rms, T'Jerce & Assoc·~ates,TJykema Gossett, and tbe.ir 

several attorneys, tot he IARDC for investigation related to attorney ethics violations, false 

statements to the Cot art, Fraud Upon the Court and Class 3 Felonies for serving the Defendant 

ine {)t!I'J 4/J t! Mof10ns with references to affidavits under Section I I 09 that were not served upon 

the Defendant nor were they filed with the Court . 
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Case 09CH3797, Fil-ed 08/26/2{]()l} 

The Defendant SQecificaJl';' resecves. tbe r.i;Wt tn SJ!hmiJ.'l. MmJoo. fhr. 'S:mr.JJoo.s ;,,. tbi.s 

instant case. since the sanctionable actions continue to escalate. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

'. / ./ ' . ,, I /I 
j ·- ( 

Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
~-.T,WR., l,fL 'iR,Y<A 
C 630-212-565 I 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed (]giZ6tZ(J(]9 

~Oii' ILKKlJY.:(~- UllX!i:NU;\N1: REI.'LX lN WI?I?OIJ..1: Oli 
DIIEFENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PllRSUANT TO 735 ILCS 5/2-1005- CORRECTED 

EXHIBIT 
Nbr Description 
I. Defendant Re(>\'j '•?• 'i>"'fli"V'l'• -c,f 'lkf-e'lYilw.'. M<Y.'M. f-;y; 'i'n:Nn'iWili'j ~~r,mt.W.. T/-a;•;;~?t• t-c, T'-5 

ILCS 5/2-\00:i- Corrected (8 pgs.) 
2. Defendant Certification- Defendant Reply in Support of Defendant Motion for Summary 

}u~Ytte~.w Pu\W:'~IDiltt &I '?J j U .. CS .5,12- ~S\?5- C~.T~.TC\.'\t-ed < ~ ~- J\ 

3. Proof ofServi ce (I pg.) 
4. List ofExhibi ts (3 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Relevamt Law 
Nbr Description 

1'. tY.CS ?S5 5tA n:. Xv'. t'tWnols Mortgage Fon:do>-urt: [aw ( t' pg.J 
2. ILCS Unifomt Commercial Code, 9\0 ILCS 5/Article 3 re: Negotiable Securities (7 pgs.) 
3. ILCS 765 510. OJ re: Illinois Conveyances Act (7 pgs.) 
4. YLL~ /'J) )/f\J '!. Yt. h. b, LOGe o! C'tvil T'roceaure. re: 1'1eaiimg '0 pgs.'j 
5. ILCS 735 5/Awt.II. Pt. \0. Code of Civil Procedure. re: Summary Judgment (I pg.) 
6. Local Court Rru\es. 12'h Judicial Circuit Court. Will County. IL. Section 4.04 re: Notice of 

Hearing ofM(ltions, requirements for Summary Motions pg. f. pgs. fU'- CZ(4 pgs.)· 
7. State of!llinoi s Corporation/LLC Search Results re: Plaintiff not found (I pg.) 
8. Wall Street Journal article. 10/20/10. regarding the New York Supreme Court new filing 

requirements t•;J ensure ihe integrity of fhe 'home-forec'Josure process {2 pgs.'j 
9. ILCS 720 5/AI-t. \6H.lllinois Financial Crime Law (4 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT A: 02/26/10 Plaintifrs Response to Defendant's First Request for Production 
(6 pgs.) 
Nbr Description 
I. Many totally t: 1lse Trustee statements 

a. Borro'~< ers never receive original mortgage/notes 
b. Lender:-; always maintain original mortgage/notes as critical legal documents to 

support foreclosure complaints 
2. Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the mortgage and will produce it to 

Scheffers upo11 locating it. Investigation continues. 
3. Trustee states that it is searching for an original of the note and will produce it to Scheffers 

upon locating i t. Investigation continues. 
4. Trustee states that it is searching for an original ofthe assignment and will produce it to 

Schetfers upm1 locating it. Investigation continues. 
5. Trustee totally failed to produce the Defendant's request for the original sale or assignment 

documentation prior to this Trust's closing date of February 6, 2004 to support the filing 
"'ith the Securi.ties Exchange Commission. 

NOTE: Trustee faikd to produce the Defendant's request for a copy of the portion of the 
Prospectus submitted to the Securities Exchange Commission for this Ameriquest Mortgage 
Securities Trust 200'4-Rl that verifies that this mortgage and note were included 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 0'8r26/.Z\m 

LIS1. OF EXHIBITS- OEFEN.OANT REPL. Y IN SUPPORT OF 
DIHENDANT MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PUI l.SUANT TO 735 ILCS 5/2-1005- CORRECTED (con't) 

EXHIBIT F: Unpaid Real Estate Taxes 
Nbr Description 
1, • ~w!r,J!. QJ: o\Jj'T,:.•I.;r.M!w. wi! ~ft. Q.f. r.w.;nflJ!rJJl.l!r.QJ}t'".mJ W: •hi!. X= 'l.Qf))!J, 1. 'Pb·\ 
2. Notice of Application and Sale of Delinquent Property for the Year 2009 (I pg.) 

.,'DTE: ~~ .. w ~.ln•s & ..... e,\5\\?g ,l,~ig.N,i.o..? .. W w1wo-sl ~ Jre"& ... , De£~w:ki.W ~s acc,r~,'-'¥,~ &?E,Ylt\'¥; &ra'nw:.:.& 
damage of approximately $500/mon1h. as well as damage to the Defendant's credit rating after the 
Chapter 7 Bankruptc~: was discharged on May 5, 2009 . 

Page 3 



r 
TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
CIRCUIT CouRT OF WILL CouNTY 

u »'6'l:r..·~'S.w.'S1~· 
Jolie~ Illinois 60432 

(815) 727~ 
Fax (815) 727-8817 

Ms. Norma Quiroz MON 
Pierce & Associate'; 

1 North Dearborn, :Suite 1300 

Chicago, Illinois 60b02 

March 22, 2011 

RE: 09 CH 31797 I Deutsche Bank vs. Scheffers, et at. 

Dear Ms. Quiroz: 

RAYMOND E. ROSSI 
Circuit Judge 

~.,... 
Sl'AlE..S 

o 1/.JJ. J,, f:)3 !JII" 
ltiD A)O.,.,O/! ~ 
~lWT~Aet 

... ,.. .. ,.. 
Mit'~~ 

.F.o.t.~.l<'D ,£>1•e.i'J<> f.v:>D .., .r.qt~)l nf .t.l:\p .MP.ronr.andum Derision and Ord"r ent"r"d b)l Judg" 

Raymond Rossi in t h" abov.,-captioned cause. 

S"cr,tary, Chief Judge's Office 

Cc: file 1 
Mr. Richard Ka11anagh, 111 N. Ottawa St., Joliet, ll60432 

Ms. lauren Sch>"ff"rs, 1305 Morningstar Ct., Nap.,rvill", ll60564 

Enclosure 
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STATE OF ILLNOIS 

ss. 
COUNTY OF\ VILL 

IN THE CIRCillT COURT OF THE TWELFTH .NPJCIAL (\.:IR<i:QNJ:S 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS'tn~·L 'c•'·', .,. ·--· 

DEUTSCHE B,.<\NK NA TJONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE ;IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE 
CERTIFICATE. HOLDERS FOR AMERJQUEST 
'MORTGAGE 'S:EC'\JRIITI::S TROST 2004-'Rl, A'S!>B
BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, SERIES 
2004-Rl, 

Plaintiff, 

-·~-

LAUREN DEFENDANT alkla LAUREN LEE 
DEFENDANT; UNKNOWN HEIRS ,'\ND LED.4 TEES 
OF LAUREEN DEFENDANT, IF ANY; UNKNOWN 
OWl\'ERS AND NON-RECORD CLAIMANTS, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)' 
) 
) 
) 'Case No. \:JH::'H :>nl 
) 
) 
) 

) ' 
) 

l 
) 

MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 

This cawse coming on to be heard on five motions of the parties: Plaintiffs 

Motion for Sum mary Judgment, Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment, Plaintiffs 

Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment, Defendant's Motion to 

Strike Plaintiff's. Motion for Summary Judgment and Defendant's Motion for Sanctions, 

the Court hearm g the arguments of counsel for Plaintiff and of Defendant, rev1ewmg the < Motions and :\1emoranda submitted in connection with each motion, requesting of ~~ 

Plaintiffs couns e\ 'l'mn 'ne provia<~~)I 'ine ongina) note toge'iner wifn an affiOavit/ r
evidencing the I< }Cation of the original note and the assignments made from the original 

IA~L IJ£4f.t(.lf6 "1'* AI o ~ 
..,,. ,.our.Aeif, Ctf.~t/~1:! ~ 

IJ6\ Of'h~~--



~ mortgagee and servicer to the Plaintiff(s) in the above-referenced cause, and the Court 

A. Prior l\1otions and Rulings 

This ac'tion has seen an inordinate amount of motion practice by both parties and, 

in parti.,;u)ar .. documents and exhibits submitted b_y Defendant (see March 3, 2011 

Report of Proceedings, p.6: "There's II [binders]") considering the instant 

action i;s one to foreclose a residential mortgage of some $200,000.00. Prior to 

the instant motions, Defendant filed a motion to quiet title, which was previously 

denied by Judge Richard Siegel, an Answer, Counterclaim and Affirmative 

DefenSI-~S. Plaintiff filed a Moiion to ThsrriiSS ihe Alfuma:tJve 'De'ienses ana 

Counte rclaim and Defendant filed various motions to amend and to reconsider 

thereto . In general, Defendant alleged the following host of wrongdoings in 

various. moi10ns anll p'n,atirngs: 

~-----
w.»tUI.fC)9 ce,a.,~ 

I. that Plaintiff is not the real party in interest, .,...... 
2. that Plaintiff's attorneys have committed fraud on the court and filed 

3. that Plaintiff has no legal standing, 

nwe 
't#'E p 

4. th;!:evlotii ileen ~c~ the referenced 

action~~-~~~~~n•....... , 

5. that the mortgage was sold in violation of numerous federal and state U 
laws AW'r YA-YD S'a'"'AGt ~~ 

6. that Defendant was forced to pay predatory settlement costs~ ,.a, ~ 

? . .. ifiiif!.~~J fd,. 
A~ IAAUI'r Of=,..,.._, 



8. that the aslii£~rded with the Will County Recorder is 

fraudulent; JC1fc JI'M)A~AJ 
9. that Plaintiff failed to protect itself with title insurance '.At"'~ 
10. (hat the noilce of intent to foreclose did not meet the notice or0:'9 't... 

requirements; TIIJE.. • ~ 
11. that Plaintiff violated numerous requirements ofRESPA in 2003; , • 

Yl. \'mn 'Pr.irrtiti'i vJdia)eb!YLi\ ·m:!(ftJ); anil t=fML). ,_. ___!.~ 
13.thatPlaintiffv•mtr ~ 

Defcn dant adm1ts m her Answer that but ~ 

tf!_ ~ ~dr.-:n·J·t:.·,..·Q)·!J·e.·:r.··.ill-J.,. _ .. ,-""' ...... , ..... ,. ........... ~r::~ 
~ is not the real party in interest. Further, Defendant filed 26 affirmative defenses alleging 

~fraud and attached well over 200 pages to the answer and counter-7~plaint. Many of a lbiU t' ~AS.,., 
the exhibits < rre thoroughly irrelevant, mcludmg AT & T Qhone "a::.._::;,...,. 

a 
picture", and Naperville codes, to name a few of the many exhibits. 

Note" orthy to the instant cross-motions for summary judgment was Plaintiffs 

Response to I )efendant's ~otion to Quiet Title which allegedly attached as Exhibit B a 

copy of thew ritten assignment of mortgage evidencing the transfer. The assignment of 

Recorder of Deeds on March 18, 2009. The assignment evidenced the intent that the 

mortgage and note be transferred to Plaintiff and describes the instrument number 

.·a.-mm)..-g u'd\\-c., NN trorrn'n:r iiiRI' 1'ega!' descnintun. lile assignment cannot now oe touna 

by this Cou.rt and therefore this Court requested that Plaintiff provide such .C,, ..... . 



r 
Defem \ant further ar"ued then and now that Plaintiff does not have standing 

........ twr5AIA 
hec11use !here m,;en no evjdence nf lhe JISSignm~ lherefore ~<ilie cnndudes 1he 

original mortgage lien should be released. However, as pointed out to Defendant, even 

.,. toHiD?eu.;.d)"''ff "'lock:;; ~·~=-;r"-. 
~a valid· su ststins lien on the_propertyC,..II"Y -~V T ~ ,... -

Also noteworthy to the instant cross-motions for summary judgment is 

April 16, 20\1) Response to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss that stated that Defendant's ~--r 

Motion to Di,.miss should be denied because 1.) the motion was procedurally improper; 

-~ / 2.) the trustee has .nr fN~,stee did not violate the lllinois Mortgage \ ~ ~ 
~- tifo;p. ~ .... e 111ino·ts Conveyance c . Furfher, Plaintiff correct'Jy argued that fl'-!:-:.,_, '*"' . there is no obl.igation to attach ft:ls to a foreclosu.e c m laint. PJajntiff also argued ,.-tJII!."· ~.,_ IIIIIMll ~/U~.t-1? 
... that Defendant fatled to show how Plain~edih~ mo~~~ecause 

• 'lilt w;>i.-grmre!F\ 'W"£ 1tl-vt'iitb .Ntr!~..,~~~ r.it'ren \u expnim 'now 'irirs 

~ would affect the trustee being a holder in~'so, th":~nt'-!~he 
~ Illinois Conv eyance Act w( violiJ" and that there are differences in the trust 

~-'" prospectus, but. wr.. fa.iJrA •n ucgJJ>. QT. wnw. wr.. is."- •b:<ir~~_,r.J?cjw.,;; r.!Jr.. mw. 

\ S and therefore lacks standing. .) /fiN llRA ... 
The R·eport of Proceedings from January 28, 2010 before Judge Siegel are not 

only relevant and at issue in the instant cross-motions for summary iudgjllent.. but are 

somewhat typi cal of the colloquy between the parties and the Court: 

> Defendant immediately demands a business card and ARDC number of 



referen ces of cases to other agencies. 

> The Court asks Defendant 

motion. to quiet title. 

he cou.1d not produce !be origma) mortgage, 'out ine Court Sl:a'les inat fue .rrnV.~ ...... 
r•~~,..,,.,_, ~ 

require-mentJsthatatruecopyofthe attached.~· ~W 

n".u"~lt states that they are foreclosing one mortgage and that the PU 
mont. arm '/rlt '\::uut. -sc.t= ·~rr.t, •&ao "UI!«:i 'l'l&d<g!Lg<:"o "Jm.~ 

irrelev.ant. P.9. P.'r ~ IC..,t://tl C..WM£ S Ae.r 
> Plaintiff states on tha~e trJ;:!t~f the mortgage was recorded. 

a trust that closed in 2004. P.ll 

> Plaintiff states that the action was filed August 26, 

Thmt."'-'1>, li!:wk. '"'!£. tbJ<. tjtJJ<. l7alilr..r.: n( the !nan.. Defundant admits there are 3 ~ 
mortg,•ges on the property. P.l6. ~ ~·.., 

.~~ _...l,. t • 
~ ~ 1 > The Court states that the banlaUptcy court had no authority to alter the 

.S. 1T ci..yrt ln 9roceed in rem "4',3inst the QrOQerty. Defendant continues to argue that 

~IJ i) there i s fraud and the Court responds: "Don't give me internet stuff. Ok. Unless 

-:-...0/Jt!l# ""om ,.n., • whok '""' ofiof-'>o """"""' ilio o~r;," go 

~ ... ;wzr """''''"""'""';"-·"'" ~W'~AIT tit~ , ~ 
5 
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Deutsch Bank. The Court and Plaintiff have a discussion that the Plaintiff is 

asks D•efcndantto explain any inconsistency. P.\9. 

>The Court denies the motion to quiet title because Defendant is seeking 

the wrong remeoy. 1-."'.>'V. ,.,, ""'-~,_~Ncr 
In spit e of the protracted arguments and rulings, Defendant has again raised many 

A de fendant who aQQears Qro se bears the consea,uences of his or her 

representation and cannot complain on appeal about the quality of his or her defense. ,., 

faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806.95 S.Ct. 2525.45 L.Ed.2d 562 (1975). The right to J 
represent oneself cannot be allowed to justify the defendant disrupting a hearing or trial~ I ~ 
or as an exc~,;e not to comply with procedural and substantive law. People v. Anderson.~ 3_ '- l 
262 Ili.App.::d 349. 198 Ill.Dec. 858. 633 "l.E.2d 699 (1992) Pro se ht1gants arei~~ 
pres;WJ111J$ge"p,~e(Po;,.,c;-..,and must~~~~ 
~·~ OJI~h· ~ • WL., -AD ,..,.,.,~ 

f:ctL t~ 6 



comply with the same rules and procedures as would be required of litigants represented 

by attorneys. l'n re Estate ofPellico. 916 N.E.2d 45 (2"' Dist.,200<)). 

B. The Instant Motions 

Tumin g attention to Defendant's instant motion for summary judgment, 

Defendant cogently sets forth her arguments on pages 2 and 3 of her motion. She states 

that the com;olaint to foreclose 

incorrect corn::troom, that 

been flated and that the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law ts not the controlling law 

_.yft.fiiJ De'ien<)an\ 'iul'iner SJ<!les ·lnat 'PtRrrlit'i'i'-,; Ki\il"'li:d'"iV'~ 
~m """"" •• '"'="' b' '"""' ,_.,, "b<o- oOg oo ~ohlro•:-.,,'1.1 -~~~ 
.,- an officer of the court." Defendant's motion for summary judgment, p. 1 I. She then 

fl slates that "sw. = •bo ''""""' """""'-<< 'J' """"CI~.jJt:" 
fift:apwt lcuti»Jfllr•· i".M: ec and was_ .. 

discharged 011!%5/09". Defendant then admonishe~urt to enforce its own 

is necessary o r whether the pleadings will be struck," 

After filing a 15-page motion for summary judgment, Defendant files a 

memorandurr' in support of the motion for summary judgment that is 13 pages. 

Defendant co ntinues to make statements such as: "waiver was in effect until the Lis 

Pendens was filed for this property on 08/26109, which was after the Chapter 7 

Bankruptcy ''-'as discharged on 05/05/09. Therefore, THE DEFENDANT COULD NOT 



Memorandum m Support of the \1otion for Summary Judgment p.9. [Emphasis not 

added.] 

reconsider ... " Defendant's Memorandum in Support of the Motion for Summary 

Judgment pl ·1. ···As a matter ollaw, the Court cannofbe ·m a postilDn,·bofh persomiOy and 

as an officer of the Court of the Twelfth Judicial Circuit Court, of violating Federal 

Bankruptcy I aws by enabling Plaintiff and its two law firms in this ongoing attempt to 

coll~-seccrre nUl. mit "WdS titsdmrrgeil 'm im: 'Ue'ientmitt'" 'L:nap'ler l1sariKruptcy." 

Defendant s Memorandum in Support of the Motion for Summary Judgment pl2. She 

also makes a ·n allegation that to grant "any order of foreclosure and sale ... the Court set a 

8 



~~\~ 1-:J -~ 
factual alleg; \lions of plaintiff's foreclosure complaint The Court further note~at fi,ff...l .,.. 

• Defendant faJ.if'D Jr>.ai.IN.b .ao.affidavJJ by .a party with personal knowleqge orCaueged F,,~. 
l ~~~ facts. Further, the Defendant's allegations of fraud also failed in spite of an affidavit, 

~..fit ~ k of specificity. The Court summanzes tts decision to affirm the judgment 

~~ of foreclosure in statin_g that the conclusory allegatto:n:s~c~on~t:a~in:e~dj::,,lll.:iJ::ii.\j~~ii..,..; 
V msuffictent to controvert the factual allegations ofP's foreclosure complaint, citing First 

Federal Savings & Loan Assn of Ottawa v. Chapman. 116 Ill. App. 3d 950 (1983). ? ~~ 
In tht ~instant matter, both parties agree that there are no issues of material fact. ~~fJ 

,;1 "( 'iii!'' 20 H -" o""""";"~'" """;" "'" •=·mm;oM fm ..; "I~ 
~~ mary judgment, (hey ·mvtte the court to itec'tite (he ·tssues presenteit as:.iiliii .. onaw~ 

'Did""' 

)\em:rJ/ry .,..,..,/, ><itt>:b \u u";pustirur, 'uy >unrnmr; 

v. Fl Liquidation Com., App. 1 Dist.2005. 294lll.Dec. 348. 358 Ill.App.3d 324. 830 

N.E.2d 760, appeal denied 298 III.Dec. 391. 216 Il1.2d 737. 839 N.E.2d 1038. "f~, 

'IHE COTJKf. B.F.JN.G. OT.RERWlSE. fULLY ADVl.S.ED UN THE PREML'>ES., ~ -.1 
IT IS HERE BY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS: .I 

Plaintiff's Molton to Strike the Motion for Summary Judgment of the ~~ _ 

Dofrod'<rt" d~<ol ""DofMW'o Motioo <o Smko •o Motioo :R~f' 
Summary Judgment of the Plaintiff is denied. The cross-motions 

summary judgment have heen fully briefed. There does not appear to be ~ 

~ ,., good cause either in law or in the facts of the inslant matter to deny either of 

the parties the opportunity to file its or her motion for summary judgment. 



r 
AI'- 10- • AFif' Acw 

Moreover, the respective Motions to Strike are either based upon hyper- • 

the incorrect courtroom," 

That "the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law ("IMFL") is not 

fne contro'limg 'taw 1or ttits actiOn ana rut priOr niimgs 'oy ·me 

Court based solely by the IMFL are void as a matter of law", 

That Article 3 of the Illinois Uniform Commercial Code 

standing to enforce the "bare paper note", 

:» Thai the pleadings and supporting exhibits filed by 

Defendant has not beert denied b~ Plaintiff, and therefure all 

of the exhibits submitted by Defendant are admitted, 

J> That the "Plaintiffs ongoing collection efforts throughout 

these many proceedings violate Federal Bankruptcy Law". 

10 
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this Defendant is found to be insufficient and 

affinnative defenses and counterclaim, which were previously 

the Court. Therefore Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment is denied. 

Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment is problematic. Defendant filed 

an Answer admitting that she signed the promissory note and mortgage and 

ile1atittea ·m mlilCmg payments 1or a consJilenio·Je amount ol ilme. 

Summary Judgment have been previously addressed and denied by 

SiW.. Stt M111c!, ), 1~', ', R~, t.i:\'-roceel'im~ 4-5, W-ui$Lneome, 

Defendant has further failed to offer any competaadict that 

she is in default on the subject note and mortgage. 'W!tiiJ";tfl 
BrJ¢!1. '"' l?lmntiff'" r.aJu;r. ;·" tbm. ;J, J,as. fullt>.'W.Ji tbr.'llum;:.'11r.Ji wm:t. ,, 

• • fonn for a complaint to foreclose mortgage, as found in 735 ILCS 5/1504. 

Further, attaching a copy of the note and mortgage to the complaint meets 

Nevertheless, Plaintiffs motion must be ~;ed 'F\Ja,,.. 
,...::laintiffs failure to provide a copy of ed the mortgag~he 

chain of assignments, requested by this Court during oral argument of the -··-----motions. The request was made on several occasions during the 

3, 2011 oral arguments on the five instant motions (March 3, 2011 

Report of Proceedings pp 52-55, 64, 66, 69, 74-77. By letter dated March 

II 



I 6, 20 I 1, counsel for Plaintiff stated that a copy of the affidavit that was 

filed by the Plaintiff evidencing the current location of the original note is 

attached to the letter. Affidavits of attached .,Y.JI 
... ,., .. .._.. ___ an;.OtiMof the ~ ~ 

::::~-=-~lo~c~a~ti:o~n~off~thd:e~:;~ the present Pl!ff(s) are 

connected to the Additionally, in spite of this Court's 

denied. It appears to this Court that Plaintiff's defects could be cured by 

,, " providing the documentation requested by the Court, but if it fails or cannot 

, ..-,,. "'"~ m, t;>;al Qf. thi'i. r.;uJSr. i.'i. ~ anda.shru:J= r;n:ncess than the motion 

~ [ practice that has taken place. ~) 1!!" > m """" ;, '" fu< '"""" - nn AJ>'i1 4, 2011 • 9>00 • m m --

,. ~ . Courtroom 401 at which time the Court will set this matter for trial. . . ~· f 
DATED TH IS 22"• DAY OF MARCH, 20 I I ' 

.--~ /. ~ 
ENTER /S4L (/~ g: 

1 )V; YMOND A. ROSSI 
CIRCillT JUDGE 

12 
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I, 

STATE OF ILLINOIS) 
)SS 

COUNTY OF WILL ) 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF TilE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILl. COUNTY,ILLINOIS 

l)c.Ji',(h !?,,.,k_.l\(,f-. . ._.,1c.,l1, .. •_t"( /!· ·t, .. '.\·t.-t.. 

~. -... 

Plaintiff 
-n 

Defendant 

( 

'' '' 

\ " \ ' 

,. \- ,, ' CASE NO: __ '_· ··.:..1 _1_1~ __ ' _i_.,_l-'----

COURT ORDER 
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/\priJ5,201_., W ItA ,,, 
llonorable Raymond E. Ro ssi 
Counhouse for the Circuit 'Coun of the Twelfth Judicial Circuit 9•V. 
14 West Jefferson Street 

Joliet. JL ~2 'lt)fdfll/' 
Re: l!!fche Bat~~l!"fers. er al., 09 CH 3797 

Dear Judge Rossi: 

a.. ~if Mailing C'Jidenciithat a ·~ar~ll order was mailed 
... 'IN .. If ,. ~.-

Very truly yours, 1 

ends 
cc: Lauren Scheffers 

I 305 Morningstar ( · t. 
Naperville, lL 605M: 



ST;..;::-E C:? ::.LLINCIS 

fN THE CIRC 'UIT COlJRT Ft)R THE L··TH JUDICJl~L CJJ\CU~ll 

DSUTSC"BE BJ>.J•JK NATIO: JA.L ':RC~;T COf•':PP.J,JY, 
/i.CJ TFUSTtE IN TKUST FC·F TP.E B.?.N~FIT c~? 

THE CERTIFTCl\TE HOLr ERS ?OR i\MERIQlE·ST 
fv'JORTC.:~GE SECURlTlES TRU~~T :~rJ04-Rl, J 
·''S.'Tl'- RJ'..CKED PASS- T!-' ROUGH CERTI FI G.'1TS, ) 
SERIES 2004 -Rl .1 

PLi'.INTIH 

VS 

~,.\UHEU SCHE?FEPS ~/K 1 .:~ J.;..UKFH LFF 
CiCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN .-JEJ.l!..S ANil .UCG4n·.;cc: 
0~' l.)>.TJREN SCHEFFERS. IF P.J,JY; UNK.l\JO>T1'l 
OWNERS ,'..ND NON RECOI D CL.~.I~IicNTS ; 

INC·. 

· . .:;·cfDGE 

Judqe 

} 

I 

PLAINTIFF moves ct1is Court for the entry of Summriry Judgment 
Aga1r1st Defendant(s) 

and 1n support :.here of states a~ tollo\v::;;: 

1. That DefenCant {s) ha'·Jt:- fil.:::rl tht:-ir responsi':E plt:-a.dings to 
Plaintiff' E C!=:Hnplaint to Fcnec:l•,·;se Mortgage. 

That the re..:_,-pr .. ::/N2>'C }:.l'C..~.d:..r:'./-j'.:, ~:c.~l r~a l.:-2-is_e a m%tF~'J@l jssu.e. of 
fact, and Plaintiff i!:: entttled t.o Summa:!:·y Ju gment pursuant 
to 735 ILCS S/2-~005 ct the 11~ i:-:oi~ Code of ci·.'i l Procedure. 

~ :>. That 1n suJ.=port of th1c- Pe:1~1on, Pla1nt1ff submlts 1ts 
~ l-\ffldavlt cf Provt-Up dild J>,ttorney Fee Affidavit. 

~Oifl",mEREFORE, Pla~ >o.':.cE:. '-"'"'i~"'s•_s_ c_lo.<J.t rhi.'·'· Co•n':. "'"t.er Sumrna:cy 
udgment aga111st Defendant(s) 

LAUP.EN SCHE FFERS ,;:-,/K/ !'. LAUREN LEE :"CHEFFERS; 

PIERCE & .'ISSOCI.l\TES 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Thirteenth Floor 
1 North Dea.rtorn 
Chicago, Illinois 60·502 
Tel. (31:) 34G- 9088 
Fax 13121 3-16-1557 
PA0924974 
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IN Ctl.c ORCUH COUKT FOR !Be l21
" YUDlC1AL ClRCUYT 

WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

0£0TSCff£ BANK NAfiO['{AL TRUSTCOMPAN'Y~ 
AS TRUSTEE IN .TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICA 1 'E HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MDKIDAGE1'>cC'\JRTI1ESTRGS12utlii-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

) Case: 09Cff3797 
) 

PLAINTIFF 

vs 

) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 

) 
) 
) 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNI<:NOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCH EFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

To: By USPS Priority Mail 
Denis Pierce· 
Pierce & As,c>ociates 
Thirteenth F loor 
1 North De&.rborn 
Chicago, IL 60602 

DEFENDANTS 

NOTICE OF MOTION 

By USPS Priority Mail 
A1TN: David Co, Director 
Deutsche Bank National 

Trust Company, as trustee 
1 7 61 East St. Andrew Place 
Santa Ana, CA 92705-4934 

By USPS Priority Mail 
Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
10 South Wacker Drive 

Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 60606 

PLEASE T AE.E NOTICE that on June 22, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 401 of the Will County 
Court House, 14. W. Jefferson Street, Joliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned will present before the 
Honorable Judge Raymond E. Rossi, the Defendant Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and 
Sale, a copy of which is served upon you. 

' ' 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-305-3401 

' . 

. , ; 



CG:re"JIPCNJ?9';', F ikd 98i2612lNJ9 
Deutsche Bank Na tiona! Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

The undersigned certi fies that true copies of the foregoing instruments, Defendant Motion to Vacate 
Jf.Jugrnl!Tiz]urrurec1L'•,'71rl!'lmu'Saie; 1\J 1ft, =voo' opmr 

Denis Pierc< ' 
1?'/C'il-'l. \'x. }c,:;oc;>'lt..~ 
Thirteenth fl: oor 
I North Dem·born 
Chicago, IL 6()6()2 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0310 2640 000 I 7648 7742, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 
depositing said enve ~ope al ihe Uni'lea ~unes 'i'os'la~ ~erv1ce 'wcalion al Y/5\) W. Ogaen Ave., 
Naperville, IL 6054 0 prior to 5:00p.m. this 7th day of May, 201 I and to 

A ITN: Oa~ ·id Co, Oirector 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as trustee 
1761 East St . Andrew Place. 
~anta Ana, t' A "!f£/lf).!(l/)4 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0310 2640 0001 764 8 7766, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 
depositing said envelope at the Unfted States Postaf Service focatfon at I75U w: Ogden Ave., 
Naperville, IL 6054~0 prior to 5:00p.m. this 7th day of May, 2011 and to 

Patrick Stant on, Amy Jonl<er 
Dykema Gos.sett PLLC 
I 0 South Wa.cker Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 60606 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0310 2640 0001 76--l8 7759, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 
depositing said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave., 
Naperville, IL 6054 0 prior to 5:00p.m. this 7th day of May, 2011 . 

...__ ' - \_ / . 

Sworn to an'V!.@AAr~J.i.bef~.lll<;J4i5'c~e 

~ ·, ~ ' ~~ 

R~-~~->~~ .. ""·)'"~~-·~·~-~~--~~~~~ 

•.. ~~ •. 7' t J ! ·' 
c V/• , _ :. _ j/ - !' 1/ I .. 

La:;;e~ ~.\i~h~tl'e~~ ,• 
1 

r.• rtf I' " 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
1'11apen'I'I'Je, YL blf:>&4 
c 63~-.:p2-5651 ' 

d !-10 .~ · . ~;·~·!I 

I --) -·"'I 

My Commission Ex•pires: __ -''r_' _-~_·_J;;;.=:> ___ _ 



DEFENDAN" . CERTIFICATION- MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT FOR 
FORECLOSURE AND SALE 

Under penalties as p rovided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (735 ILC S 5/1 1 09/from Ch. 110, par. 1 1 09), the undersigned certifies that the 

statements set forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument are true and correct 

except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such matters the 

undersigned certitie'; as aforesaid that Defendant verily believes the same to be true. 

Lauren L. Scheffers C [ " 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 1J Ik, day of May. 2011. 

My Commission Ex,pires: 
. i - ' 

t" ~) I ,:J o I " c~-, 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 0'1/26/2009 

1N THE ClR.CUlT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

.1)!'.!,T;r5\C.lli' .E*'~~ .1).1~ lfJD.l\1.41 TJWST f'D.MJ>A .. NY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRus· f FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HO LDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
w~;r;.QA RJL 'illfJ.!,l?J..T.'.'lL'>-WJ.!.'>-T. 1.QAA.. J?,l, , 

ASSET-BACKED PASS--THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-RI 

vs 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS ;VK/A LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNO\VN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
()£ f.Au'!i:EiV SCH£FF'£'RS, lF' ANI':· UNKNOWi'l' 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) C.a<t>: 09CR1797 
) 
) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 

\ 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DEFENDANT MOTION TO VACATE 
JUDGMEl'lfT fU.R fU.RECLOS{JRE A~'D SAt.C 

Lauren L. Scheffe rs, Defendant Pro Se ("Defendant"), moves this Court to vacate its 

erroneous April 8, 2011 Jmdgment for Foreclosure and Sale (see attached Group Exhibit C.IO), 

as a matter of law. 

Defendant requesas judicial notice for the many exhibits available online, particularly the 

many recent rulings since the April4, 2011 hearing (see attached Group Exhibit A inclusive) and 

the major Congressional1 md regulatory investigation results that have also been released since 

the April4, 2011 hearing (see attached Group Exhibit B inclusive). 

NOTE: As a profe ssional courtesy, the List of Exhibits submitted with each pleading acts 

as a Table of Contents to the many Exhibits submitted under Section I I 09 certification. The 

bullet points summarize tihe key legal issues/rationale for the Court with the complete Exhibits 

submitted for the full contcext with extensive emphases/commentary added by Defendant on the 

Exhibits themselves. 
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Case 09CH3 797, Filed (]l'l.l'2ul'2\)\)<} 

LRELEVANT LAW -ILUNOJS 

I. With each of the many pleadings throughout this instant action, Defendant has 

submitted Exhibit I of the many laws relevant to this instant action. Due to the failure of this 

Court throughout the man.y hearings over the past 1.5 years to rule based on foundational Illinois 

Civil Statutes and the Co·de of Civil Procedure, Defendant has repeatedly submitted the same 

relevant laws as the man:y grounds for appeal. 

1.. <dn~t •&"' \:vur t clearly has failed to read the laws it was elected, and assigned by the 

Honorable Susan T. O'Leary, to enforce, the following have been submitted, recorded, and 

served at significant cost to Defendant, yet another time (see attached Exhibit I inclusive): 

11. 'lL~'i> "'/':h'J\'J \W, C. ode of C.ivl\ 'i'rocethrre, n:: \ieriftcation by C.ert1ftcat1on \stt 

attached Exhibit I .I) 

b. ILCS 735 5/A.rt.II, Pt. 10, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Summary Judgment (see 

anacnea "Ex'riitin 1 .'2) 

c. ILCS 765 5/0. 01, Illinois Conveyances Act (see attached Exhibit 1.3) 

d. ILCS 735 5/krt. XV, Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law ("IMFL") (see attached 

Exhibit 1.4) 

e.ILCS 810 5/Article 3, Uniform Commercial Code ("UCC"), re: Negotiable Securities 

and Part 3. Enforcement oflnstruments (see attached Exhibit 1.5) 

f. lLCS 735 5/Ar-t.II, Pt. 6, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Pleading (see attached Exhibit 

1.6) 

g. Bayview Loali1 Servicing, L.L.C. v. Jeffrey Eden Nelson, Case No: 5-06-0664, (5th 

Dist., June 16, 20< l8), Rule 23 Order Filed May 21,2008 (see attached Exhibit 1.7) 
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Glise ~'1'1:5' N'i', rii\:u'L')8/26/2009 

II. RELEVANT LAW- RECENT RULINGS 

I. There have been many. very recent rulings and depositions in support of Defendant's 

Motions to Dismiss and Motion for Summary Judgment since the March 3, 2011 hearing (see 

attached Group Exhibit A \<>£~\!.'b\'<-e}. ~'<-e<-M sr..cif~!J~ <e~W<d W. Ge\!.t£icl\e ~Ge\!.t£icl\e 

Bank National Trust. Severa! include detailed legal analysis by the various judges relative to 

securitization of notes b: { endorsements and what must be supplied to the Court to establish 

Jll'mr"'C&tlt-eviliet«-t'itn a hrt'.gmtm tm Fm-edm-ure "in'~~'. \',ak. 

NOTE I: These n:nany rulings by experienced federal and state judges include appellate 

court rulings and suprem.e court rulings that validate the many issues Defendant has raised in 

pn,atirngs Wtln 'Cxnrons ';Llommea unoer ':'>eciwn '1 Wf>l ceriiY1caiwn. 'f a, per"lne many 'i\epons 

of Proceedings, the 12th ( :ircuit Court judges have failed to reference a single Exhibit as 

competent evidence of material facts at issue, while the Plaintiff has failed to submit any 

competent evlilence fhat flils mortgage 'Joan ·,s ·m fne l'llilllflff· s aflegeil trust or wnen the trust 

received the mortgage lo:311 into the trust. 

NOTE 2: The ke~• legal issues relevant to the judicial errors in this instant action are 

documented in the List o. 'Exhibits (see attached Exhibit 6). 

a. 2011/05/03 North Carolina Court of Appeals, North Carolina Court of 

Appeals, No. COAl0-361, Rex T. Gilbert, Jr. and Daniela L. Gilbert (see 

attached C iroup Exhibit A.l) 

b. 2011/0~U28 The Supreme Court of New Hampshire, Deutsche Bank 

National Trust Company v. James Kevlik & a. (see attached Group Exhibit A.2) 

c. 2011/04 .. /26 State of Minnesota in Court of Appeals, AI0-1144, Barry Wayne 

Beecroft, •~t a!., Appellants vs. Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, eta!., 
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Resqom Ients .. Ameriques! Mortg,age ComQany. et al.. Defendants (see attached 

Group E xhibit A.3) 

d. 201 L'04/25 Superior Court of New Jersey, Chancery Division, Bergen County, 

Docket -"i:Q. ·. F-l.il8Jl.Q-Q9. &mk.Qf Al:t=i.ca., NA, Pl.aiuti.ff ""· Mcli-...a Uro.a.~o. 

Defenda:nt (see attached Group Exhibit A.4) 

e. 201 l/tJ4/14 In re: Cesar M. Doble, Debtor, Cesar M. Doble, Plaintiffvs. 

JM.'llffl.lr.·~ JA.'fRk.. 'l'.'t/J. 1:"No'll.<:RRNfiNA'j 't& 1:~ •. :mfi. Qm~.•m-'1/, 'SUlk.., 1i' .\;.Ji!.., 

Defendants, Bankruptcy No: I 0-11296-MM 13, Chapter 13, AP: I 0-90308-MM, 

United States Bankruptcy Court for the Southern District of California (see 

urrut.'rreD. 'V!uup '2xriltitt ".S) 

f. 20 II /C 14/12 Fourteenth Court of Appeals, No. 14-1 0-00090-CV. Mortgage 

Electronic Registration Systems, Inc., as Nominee for Greenspoint Funding. 

Appellant v. Nancy Groves, Appellee, Memoranaum Opin'wn tsee anac'nea Group 

Exhibit J \.6) 

g. 2011/( )4/08 District Court of Appeal of the State of Florida. Fifth District, 

Case No. 4DI0-32l!l!, Shakil Khan and Dina Khan, Appellant, vs. Bank of 

America N .A., Appellee, No Appearance for Appellee (see attached Group 

Exhibit . c\. 7) 

h. 2011/(14/07 United States Bankruptcy Court, District of Massachusetts, Central 

Division. Case No. 06-42476-MSH, In Re: Sima Schwartz, Debtor/Sima 

Schwartz. Plaintiff v. Homeq Servicing, Agent for Deutsche Bank National Trust 

Company·, as Trustee and Deutsche Bank National <sic> Company, as Trustee 

(see attac hed Group Exhibit A.8) 
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a.,.., (fi}Ch'31'1Ji', f'f1W 08/26/2009 

i.. 20LV04/06 The Su.Qreme Court of Ohio, Case No. 2011-0218 •. U.S. Bank 

National Assoc. v. Antoine Duvall et al. (see attached Group Exhibit A.9) 

j. 2010/12/30 Court of Appeals of Ohio, Eighth Appellate District, County of 

Cuyahoga, kYJma.l. ~ aM. Opi.uism Nn. 94 714, IJ .'L Bank Natinnal Assn., 

Plaintiff--Appellant vs. Antoine Duvall, et al, Defendants -Appellees, Civil 

Appeal l rom the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas, Case No. CV-

k. 2011/( )3/25 Circuit Court of Russell County, Alabama, Case No. CV 08-362, 

Phyllis 1-lorace, Plaintiff, vs. LaSalle Bank National Association, et al., 

Dcieninmts (see attached Group Exhlbit A.\1) 

l. 2010/1 0/13 Affidavit and Testimony of Thomas J. Adams (see attached Group 

Exhibit. 4..12) 

m. 'Ltfi'll"(fl rLo 'l:lliitell '&lates 'ban'Kruplcy Coun, TiJStilc'l o'i '\:OJmel,'iJCIIt, 

Bridgep< 1rt Division, in re Tiffany M. Kritharakis, Debtor, Chapter 13, Case No. 

I 0-5132 8 (AHWS), U.S. Trustee Tracy Hope Davis (previously part of the 

record) 

o. 2010/( 16/24 Superior Court of the State of Washington In and For the County of 

King, N• :J. 09-2-25191-6 SEA, Christine Provost, Plaintiff, vs. [long list], 

Defendants (see attached Group Exhibit A.l4) 
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Case ()'}CH3797, Fi\ed 0812612009 

III. RELEVANT LAW- RECENT FORECLOSURE INVESTIGATIONS 

I. There have been many, very recent publications of findings related to Regulatory 

Agency and Congressional investigations relevant to this instant action since the March 3, 2011 

i?IVWn15 l,'if".J:, Wtar.bM. ()r.Q>Ul- ~.bihii. 13. inrJJJSi.,e.),. 

NOTE I : Of pa,rticular relevance to this instant action is that the two primary 

"Investment Abuse" ca se studies in the 650 page report were Deutsche Bank and Goldman Sachs 

\"lstt'lttGll..'rlcl. vroup 'L·x '-i..mt B.<l.). Mt~ t~ ·dm.~<; ~dat<:. t~ ~ '""e~QO;.,, lJ:> tmo ey,t~ the 

loans were never de live· red to Deutsch Bank means that any foreclosures in any mortgage-backed 

security trust with Deutsche Bank National Trust Company as trustee are VOID ab initio. 

a. Finan<;;.ulJ Cnsis lirne'frne \see mt~ Gtmtp B.\) 

b. 2011/105/03 Deutsche Bank faces US mortgage fraud lawsuit, U.S. v. Deutsche 

Bank AG et al, U.S. District Court, Southern District of New York, No. 11-02975 

(see atta•cheit Group 11.2) 

c. 2011/( )4/27 IRS weighs tax penalties on mortgage securities (see attached 

Group B.3) 

d. 2011/04/13 Wall Street and the r'inancuil Cnsis: Anatomy o'f a 'Fmanc·Jal 

Collapse, Majority and Minority Staff Report, Permanent Subcommittee on 

lnvestig ations, United States Senate, subset of 650 page report (see attached 

Group B1.4) 

e. 20!1/t04/13 Federal Reserve Press Release (see attached Group 8.5) 

f. 201J/c04/13 Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ("FDIC") Press Release: 

"FDIC Statement on Enforcement Orders Against Large Servicers Related to 

Foreclm;ure Practices" (see attached Group 8.6) 
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'b.2ilLLl04 lnte~nc'j' Review of Foreclosure Policies and Practices .. Federal 

Reserve System, Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, Office of Thrift 

Supervision (see attached Group B. 7) 

h. 20 I 1/I)Ai,Q,l, C'il.'S ~~R11q;t115-- 'PUr'"'Jm~. wr..•>:>J\if'.!:. 'll!m;hr.J! Qr.Q!!J1- 8..~\ 

i. 2011/( 14/07 Defendant submittal to 60 Minutes regarding Ameriques! to Citi 

Residemtial/fabricated Assignments by Nationwide Title (see attached Group B.9) 

2. As stated in t he record, Defendant has met personally with Karen Stukel, the Will 

County Recorder, reg& rding the assembly-line creation of false and misleading assigmnents. Ms. 

Stukel contacted an As:.sis'lartt U -~- Attorney on \'ne 'om.1s ill my researt:'n fmt'img;, -;)Tffi'aa to 

Defendant's web form contact with 60 Minutes (see attached Group Exhibits 8.8-B.l 0), as well 

as Defendant's Second Request for Production (see attached Group Exhibit C.l4) that included 

sevenil o1 the requests for production in Defendant's 'First Request l'or l'ro<l.uction tsee attac'ned 

Group Exhibit C.24). 

NOTE 2: Defendant intended to file a Motion to Compel Production of the items 

requested in Defendant 's Second Request for Production that go directly to the failure of tbe 

Plaintiff to produce connpetent evidence. 

3. Therefore, the Court's sudden granting of the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment 

at the status hearing of April4, 2011 blatantly violated Defendant's right to due process, as a 

matter of law. 

4. Relevant to tihe REMIC issues, a simple online query for the category of 

"Assignments" by "Citii Residential" or by "CitiResidential, quickly generated a list of many 

assignments (see attached Group Exhibit 8.11 inclusive). 
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Case 09CH3797, Fik•u'Jlllrui~ 

NOTE 3: Ther·e are two significant batches of assignments that were submitted to the 

Will County Recorder for March 23. 2009 and March 3, 2009, where the document numbers are 

in sequential order. A.s previously submitted, an unsubstantiated memo from CitiMortgage that 

w;1s. ?Jili.Usbr.dnoJjnr.. .'talr.Ji tbal. Citi lk'iirlr.JJtiaJ. l.r.JJdillJb wn•Wi hi! cJa'iinJb h';' the end nf the first 

quarter in 2009, which, would explain these batches and the "assembly line robo-signers" who 

created them. 
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IV. STATE!\ 1ENT OFF ACTS -.JUDICIAL SABOT AGE OF DEFENDANT 

I. On Friday, h1arch 26,201 I. Defendant was served with the Court's March 22,2011 

Memorandum and Or der (sec attached Group Exhibit C I 0 inclusive) that set a status hearing date 

<if. ,\¥-i). 4. 'm 1.1., QJl)") 1- lm.<Vnr..'ili. <ti.'.)'b latro; . 

2. On March 2 7, 2011, Defendant notified the Court of that service failure (see attached 

Group Exhibit C.9 inclusive) and expected to receive a phone call from a Circuit Court clerk that 

3. Since no such status hearing date changed, on March 31. 20 II. Defendant recorded 

and served a Supplemental Briefre: March 3, 2011 Hearing and Order (see attached Group 

Exhibit C.8 inclusive) 

4. Defendant c• :mid not submit the pleading with a title of Motion to Reconsider the 

Cross-Motion Summary Judgment Orders due to the failure of the Court to properly serve its 

'1\ilarc'h '22. 2trn Memuranilum anil Order upon afl parftes. 

5. Given the in unediacy of the April 4, 20 II status hearing, there was also no way for 

Defendant to meet the service requirements to notice up such a Motion to Reconsider for what 

the Court stated was status call hearing on April4. 2011 to set a trial date. 

6. Instead ofth e stated status call purpose. the Court allowed the Plaintiff to surprise 

Defendant with many documents that had not been previously recorded or served upon the 

Defendant. 

7. The Court sttddenly stated. "I am going to grant plaintiff's motion for summary 

judgment provided thmt you have a notice of filing of- "just a notice of filing of the note and

the front and the back and whatever you have for the mortgage" (see attached Group Exhibit C.S, 

pg. 20). 
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8.The Court's 1lJ11Iltin~tofthe Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Jud~W~ent at a status 

hearing with nothing pending was in direct violation of the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law 

(see attached Exhibit 1.4). the Illinois Conveyances Act (see attached Exhibit 1.3), the Illinois 

Uniform Commercial Co& ( ~ a.t.tacl>.cl E¥.hibi.t l.S) and the Uli.ooi.,. Co& Q( Civil Ptocedure 

(see attached Exhibit 1.6). 

9. The Court sabotaged Defendant by ordering the Plaintiff (see attached Group Exhibit 

Exhibit C.4) after the Court had already erred in granting the Plaintiff Motion for Summary 

Judgment 

I 0. The Court 'fat,'rli:I ·s!luu~ 'l'lt'rer«t"dft• 'uy mtrer'mg t'rll; ?'!'drrtili.'i to -sdurrit, 'irre 

Judgment for Foreclo!·ure and Sale only to the Court (see attached Group Exhibit C.6). so 

Defendant did not even see the Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale until the Court had already 

signed it, with its nurnerous ~a)se statements \see attac'ne6 Group Ex'ni'oit) .c). 

Page 10 



Case 09CH3797, Fik'ti' M/26'206'9 

V, STATEMENT OF FACTS- JUDICIAL PRO-PLAINTIFF BIAS 

1. Based on tl ,e Reports of Proceedings for December 29.2010, March 3, 2011, and April 

4, 2011, as well as the Court's orders and rulings, the judicial pro-Plaintiff bias continues in this 

instant action, even after J~ Siefbel recused himself. 

2. In its March 22,2011 Memorandum and Order, the Court refers to "hyper-technical 

violations of procedure" (see attached Group Exhibit C.IO.b, pg. 10). 

3. Yet, the Pk,;m;,Q; ~6m;RJI, lW: 'iinmmal:') f.ol~Ygnr..w. •lmJ. •.ruo ">P.T.'l~ '.'Jj'R».GPJJ".»tiwtJ,~ 

attached Group Exhil •it C.4.a) after the Court had already granted it at a status hearing with no 

Motion to Reconside:r by the Plaintiff for the prior denial of both Cross-Motions for Summary 

one that was served wpon Defendant in November of2010 that was never recorded with the 

Court. 

4. The Court ~'ltatea a singk sernence re~ative to tne Defenaant Motion fur Sanctions t'mtt 

the Court had denied on March 3, 2011. "There is no sound basis for the imposition of sanctions 

against Plaintiffs and Defendant is confused in her interpretation of the law and regarding the 

Iactulil a:ftegaftons sh•e 'has maile''(see attacheil C.roup 'Ex'liititt C."t1:.t."b, pg. 't'o). 

5. The Court dearly has allowed the Plaintiff's alleged counsel, both Pierce & Associates 

and Dykema Gossett, to routinely violate the Illinois Civil Statutes and the Illinois Code of Civil 

Procedure. 

6. The Court ltolds Defendant to higher standards than the attorneys for the two major 

law firms aligned against Defendant. 

7. Also, the Pltaintiffviolated the March 3, 2011 order, so it was in contempt of court. 

Yet, the Court "rewar ded" the Plaintiff by granting the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment 
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w.b?.Jl.iJ.badQT.evinus.h; deniedit.and there was no Motion to Reconsider the denial before the 

Court in the April 4,: ~0 II status hearing. 

8. The Court' s judicial bias was blatant with its use of"considerable animus" and 

"·vtdwia}l!llrg~, ·•Aw:;~,tr~e.C%rt \-,?.W.\?f6 ?.W! UY>Jt.\v,'b~ ~~ft.Q{ Dcl'~t'<> bmue thai 

Defendant personally designed. 

9. The Court documented Defendant's request of Mr. Dougherty's business card. Yet, 

"inat business c'"dr61s cv'loem:::et'na\ 'i)y'•:=m Gm~t ymz\~~~ \y, 'ihe h.n>u"M"J 1~, lQ\Q ~W6 

before having filed ar 1 appearance with the Court (see attached Group Exhibit D.l6 inclusive). 

10. The Cour~'s discussion of II courtesy copies from Defendant vs. the Court's 4 or 5 

expansion file folder~ c1ear'1y ·mat cates ·tnat ·tne'l:-oul'l·r~rutmw.m:imtl'!Hert: 1i1"t "'i l:XJYdlrSllJil 'lilt 

folders, since the Cot rt had signed out the first 5 expansion file folders on December 29, 2010 

(see attached Group Exhibit C.ll ). 

II. It would a. ppear that the Court totally lrulea to revtew any "Exriltiits stionirnelt untrer 

Section I I 09 certific ation in support of the Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment for the 

March 3, 2011 hearing. 

12. Per the A1oril 4, 20 II Report of Proceedings, the Court stated, "'know you have sent 

me a letter in the last week stating that there's got to be fraud because your II binders are more 

than the five brow litigation court files" (see attached Group Exhibit C.5, pg. 18, Ins. 13-16). 

12. The Cout1· 's judicial bias is blatantly apparent in its totally incorrect statement, yet 

again (see attached G. roup Exhibit C.9 inclusive). 

13. Defendar ,t's response was, "I said audit it. I am an auditor background. My entire 

career has been an auditor" (see attached Group Exhibit C.5, pg. 18, Ins. 17-18). 

14. Per the Atpril4, 2011 Report of Proceedings, the Court stated, "And my advice to you 
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is don't sweat the littJe tbffiJ8'i'' ('iee attached GmuQ Exhibit C.5, Q'b 1 I., ln. I 0\, and then the 

Court proceeded to g1 ant the Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment when there was nothing 

before the court. 

15. Per the A['ri~ A,, l(H ~ R~ Q{ P~<=PJ!i.'J.~'O, tb.e GYJrt '>f.a.t<:d, "A.rui as ~='ve 'laid 

several times through out, this is your home that we're talking about. But as you can also 

appreciate, every other case is important" and "And if we are devoting all of our time to reading 

your material when tfore-tt '10 '1Rthinq, ·tq)' \'1M, 'lttac~7tt.-l. '-'rmup 'i-'A7ihit, C.'S, 'J%. 1/l., 1nr •. d,-1,'!-',. 

16. The Court bias was equivalent to "the Court doesn't have time to review so much 

evidence, so to be fai r to other litigants, the Court will grant the Plaintiffs Motion for Summary 

~ uogmern 'inm is m.li ( <!iure us<utmy' . 

17. Although· he Court clearly has not read the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Act 

regarding mortgage-backed security trusts vs. land trusts, when Defendant stated, "Can I -- read 

fhe actmil acf!'' tsee uttac'hea Droup 'Ex'tiib'Jt C:.S, pg. 'J''J, 'ln. Us), ihe LOurt ·,mmeaJate'Iy 

responded, "No, you can't" (see attached Group Exhibit C.5, pg. 19, ln. 19). 

18. The Court bias was equivalent to "the Court has already made up its mind- don't 

confuse it with the fa< .:ts". 
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VI. STA Tlii<;MENT OF FACTS- JUDICIAL LACK OF BACKGROUND 

I. When Judge Siegel recused himself and a new judge was assigned. Defendant was 

surprised it was not< tssigned to Judge Bolden due to his prior involvement in this instant action. 

2. Given the Jt'act that Defendant had been told that the Honorable Susan T. O'Leary had 

an extensive backgro md in foreclosure, Defendant was surprised to learn that the judge who had 

been assigned to this instant action for the December 29, 20 I 0 hearing had no apparent legal 

w.k.ogmmrl.;n,rr.al.Pc.'W,.. Ql; tl£ U<'.if<m». C=cial. C<Yk a~:~d b.ad<ml~ ~ t~..ntl~ der..wi. 

3. Based on the Reports of Proceedings for December 29,2010, March 3, 2011, and April 

4, 2011, as well as the Court's orders and rulings that are totally erroneous and violate the 

foundational Illinois .<;:,·;',\ <s•at,YM.'O ~ C~ ~f. C'•;\\ '?n,.,~liou'i~ \'.'>e~ at\~\w.d £y;.m\Y.t I 

inclusive). it would appear the Rule of Law and the right to due process are no longer followed 

in the foreclosure court of the 12'h Circuit Court. 

~'. 'Ve'ienoa.rtl s" cunoemmtimn" lfi 'ine ·,2'h 'C'rrcu'tt 'Cuutt TI; t!re·dl'ry :rm:ifireo uy 'lire 1~·ur6 

for the past 1.5 years in this instant action. 

4. The Court blatantly clearly demonstrated its total lack of knowledge relative to 

negotiable securities· ¥Jtn ·ns use o1"'oare paper note' vs. =oearer paper' '(see anac'neo uruup 

Exhibit C. I O.b, pg. H 1). 

5. The Court' s Memorandum and Order is procedurally incorrect with its use of"arrows" 

tor Tists (see attached Group Exhibit C.1 O.'b, pg. 10 ), so Defendant cannot reference ·maJv·Jdua] 

points. 

6. The Court's Memorandum and Order references many pages from the March 3, 2011 

Report of Proceeding s, but failed to include such pages as an Exhibit. 

7. The Court' >tales. "Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment does not address the 
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merits of the complaint. but rather makes assertions that have no basis or that are simply untrue 

(see attached Group Exhibit C. I O.b, pg. I 0). That list of issues is cogent list of the many 

grounds for appeal the Court has given Defendant. 

8. The Court stales, "Each of these assertions by this Defendant is found to be insufficient 

and Jacking" (see attached Group Exhibit C. I O.b, pg. II). 

9. Yet. the Court tails to state any rationale for such grandiose statements, particularly 

'1i>V<..'!, •ht<.'0vU1: ~ WmiiD. \'1k.mew. m \'~a\w.\(f., a~~'<!! =-m'ild il""' ~~ R~ "{ li'<~, .... ~., {"' 

April4, 2011 (see attach•.!<! Group Exhibit C.5, pg. 6), " ... as long as you can show me how it 

went from point A to poi.nt D or Z, so be it. And if you can't show me that, then there is no 

1t:<C>'tlt• m 'rlll.-t a trt!l •. "1\ ·rer, '• 'b'IWto. •irtt:rr• -so:mmlllrJ' -; -gtwt. \.?it>'l> ':'.t.'rltlfte~'l> -sunmllll'J 'J«&gm~?t:'. 

I 0. The Court is 1 maware that the endorsements on the back of the Note have nothing to 

do with its requirement for "chain of assignments" that must be recorded with the Will County 

't\ecorber perine 'li~·mo1s Conveyances Act (see attached Exhibit l.3.d). 

II. Opposing counsel even corrected the Court, ""It's an endorsement, not an 

assignment" (see attache·d Group Exhibit C.IO.b, pg. 33, ln. 10). 

l'Z. Tile Court als•. > c1tei1 a case ·m the 'JIIlarcn '21, Llfn 'neaimg ana·m ·ns 'JIIlemoranoum ana 

Order that is not final, is 1npublished and was not included as an Exhibit. 

13. Defendant ha s submitted numerous Appellate Court and Supreme Court rulings in 

support of Defendant's c:hallenges to legal standing that the Court has ignored per the many 

Reports of Proceedings. 

14. The Court staled, "Finally, contract consttuction and interpretation are generally well 

suited to disposition by summary judgment" (see attached Group Exhibit C.IO.b, pg. 9). 

15. Clearly, the Court has no comprehension of the Illinois Conveyances Act (see 
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attached Exhibit 1.3 ine'lusive) or the req).lirements for a iudgment of foreclosure o.er the Illinois 

Mortgage Foreclosure A ct (see attached Exhibit 1.4.b). 

16. Given the su rprise submission of a Note with endorsements in the April4, 2011 status 

hearinll, that indicated th e Note was "securitized", the Court has no co~rehension of newtiable 

securities under the Illin .. ois Commercial Code and the requirements for enforcement of such 

securities (see attached Exhibit 1.5 inclusive). 

1.? . T.bP.. CmJJ:t."-'-'P.I>. 'ltatP..'b t.bP.. P.lai»t#J: ;n. ti>i."""""- ;,.., "tli<J.!J.'l!'J>i"'.0R> Ji!Rnk:'. •Hf..r-». •i>aJ. ;,.., ._ 

totally different corporal e entity than the actual Plaintiff, Deutsche Bank National Trust, as a 

trustee for a specific tru~·;t (see attached Group Exhibits C.l.a and C.1 O.a). 
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VI I. ARGUMENT- APRIL 4, 2011 STATUS CALL 

I. Per the April •+. 2011 Report of Proceedings (see attached Group Exhibit C.5, pg. 9, 

Ins. 21-22 and pg. I 0, Ins. 9-1 0), the Court stated, " ... when there is nothing pending" and 

"".when there i~ oothinQ,uQ''"so theCow:t.cleacl.v failed to read Defendant Sul;ll;llemental Brief 

re: March 3, 2011 Hearing and Order (see attached Group Exhibit C.8 inclusive). 

2. Per the Report of Proceedings tor April 4, 20 II (see attached Group Exhibit C.5, pgs. 

1. 1.-1.1\, t.br., CQJ.u:t. 'llJft'><<>Ji tbr., P.lmnti.ff 'ft •t.w:op:i.'il!. tbr., CQJ.u:t. :wJil)p.f.f'.mlan1. "'itb. 'il!.'<'!r.'ll. ~Jk.al. 

documents that had newc:r been recorded nor served upon Defendant prior to the April4, 2011 

status hearing (see attached Group Exhibit C.7). 

3. What had bet;;l:H~~""''ik"" w. ci M'M~'n \1 '"w. \~"'IT"'"""'"''··>~\\\\"' ~<Yi':l -.:>f\~ N<Y.~ \""'~ 

attached Group Exhibit •C. 7.a) that displayed the full Social Security Number of Defendant. 

4. Defendant was required to get a court order (see attached Group Exhibit C.3) to redact 

'Oe'ienumll ?>oc'I'J• ?>ecurity )varrloer 'irom "lne two )~ure uucmnerlls "lr!lll ·were sdonimw ~ur 

recording 

5. Based on thos e documents that had not been served nor recorded, the Court suddenly 

staten.'"! am gomg to grant p1amtHf s mot"lon for summary judgment provided that you have a 

notice of filing of- 'jus1! a notice of filing of the note and -the front and the back and whatever 

you have for the mortga ge" (see attached Group Exhibit C.5, pg. 20) 

6.The Court's gr. mfing ol"the Plaintill's Motion !or Summary Judgment at a status 

hearing with nothing per tding was in direct violation of the lllinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law 

(see attached Exhibit 1.·-l), the Illinois Conveyances Act (see attached Exhibit 1.3), the Illinois 

Uniform Commercial C< ·de (see attached Exhibit 1.5) and the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure 

(see attached Exhibit 1.6 ) 
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7. The Court alf ;o violated the Bayview Loan Servicing 51
h District Court ruling (see 

anached Exhibit 1.5). 

8. As a direct r< suit, the Court ruled without reading the critical Section Ill. Statement of 

Facts- Ma,jor Discrep:a.ncie"- with the related. <mpt;>Ortill\!, E.xhihi.t'< <:uhmitted. UDder SectU:!n l 109 

certification in the Supp lemental Brief re: March 3, 20 I I Hearing and Order (see anached Group 

Exhibit C.8. pgs. 8-11 ). 

0.1 ). Pierce & Associ at 's the amount due was $186,795.82 vs. the Complaint amount due of 

$170.962.23 as also doc:umented in the two Affidavits of Prove-Up (see attached Group Exhibits 

0.12 and 0.13). 

I 0. Given those major discrepancies, the Court clearly erred in suddenly granting the 

Plaintiff Motion for Sur nmary Judgment at the April4, 2011 status hearing, as well as granting 

1m: :rutrgrm:m 'iur 'tureCI· osure an6 ':'>a\e on 1\pri\ %, '2\)'' t'nat De'ien6ant was not a\\owe6 to see 

until it had already been signed by the Court. 

II. In fact, per the Court Order of April4, 2011 (see attached Group Exhibit C.6), the 

Court clearly erred in ordering ihe P1a'milff to send a copy of its Motion for Summary ludgment 

to Defendant after the Mlotion had already been granted. 

12. When Defendant was copied on a mailing that Pierce & Associates sent to the Court 

(see attached Group Exhibit C.4) dated AprilS, 2011, the day after the Court had already granted 

the Plaintiff Motion for :<;ummary Judgment. the Motion for Summary Judgment (see attached 

Group Exhibit C.4.a) wds significantly different than the one Defendant had been served with 

dated September 7, 201C (see attached Group Exhibit C.l5.d) that was never recorded with the 

Court. 
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13. The origina I Motion for Summary Judgment stated ··verified Complaint" with a check 

mark in a Section I I 0~ > box on the Notice of Motion (see attached Group Exhibit C.l5.a), 

neither of which was in the Motion for Summary Judgment granted by the Court. Yet, per the 

Code of Civil Procedw.·es .. "!fan-,: Qleadin'bi'isn verified.. ever., suh&eapent Ql.eadi.n'bmustalso be 

verified" (see attached Exhibit 1.6.b). 

14. As Defendant discussed in the April4, 2011 hearing, the 18'h Circuit Court apparently 

r.P.IJIDF.P..'1.Ix1nt!m>.'1. JW: <;;,_ •mml!L'} l•uugmwJ. •a Wt<f>J. t,l}ft_ 'iJ!J»ft- ?Jr.!lili»Jb r.P.IJIWoP..Wf'.J>}.<;. ~'if'.!'- v!acl>r..d 

Exhibit 1.6.a) as any other Motion, while the 12'h Circuit Court apparently accepts Motions for 

Summary Judgment with only 3-4 sentences. 

(see attached Group Ex hi bit C.4) dated AprilS, 2011. the day after the Court had already granted 

the Plaintiff Motion f01· Summary Judgment, the Court blatantly erred in violating the Illinois 

'COUl: ID 'Civ't'I 'hot:eUUI'l: Tl:g'dJtirng Tl:COrOt.ng ariD ;;ervn;e TeqUrretnerill; pDOT\0 'nearmgs. 

16. Additionall) . the Court advised Defendant to file a Motion to Reconsider, while 

suddenly granting the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment that the Court had also already 

aeritel! on 'Marc'n j. 7\fi .•. 

17. The PlaintifJ;' had no such Motion to Reconsider before the Court. 

18. Therefore, tlhe Court erred in violating the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure by 

granting fue PhiiniillM ofion for Summary Judgment. when there was no such Motion before fue 

Court for the status heaJring of April 4. 2011 that the Court had ordered itself. 

19. Additionally. the Plaintiff was in contempt of court for failing to follow the Court 

Order of March 3, 2011 (see attached Group Exhibit C.l3) regarding affidavits as to the 

whereabouts of the orig ina! Note and the original Mortgage and an Attorney affidavit within 21 
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days of that March 3. 20 II order (see attached Group Exhibit C. II). 

20. At no time has the Plaintiff recorded or served an Attorney affidavit in support of the 

$1,850 in attorney fee~; in the Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale (see attached Group Exhibit 

C.l\.. 

21. Per the Rep ort of Proceedings of March 3, 20 It (previously submitted in full with the 

Supplemental Brief re: March 3, 20 II Hearing and Order- see attached Group Exhibit C.S.f, 

Exhibit I 0), the Court .'l.~m ~P.<~,•J.\~W. ~M. P~'i'.\W.\ff \.Q 'i~JiJm\t ~M. dw.iQ, Q( w;:;J..<W=ki. fr<m~. tim. 

original mortgagee to t he Plaintiff, although the Court failed to have that requirement included in 

the March 3, 2011 ordt~r. 

1-6), the Court admoni shed the Plaintiff for its failure to honor the March 3, 20 II order and 

agreements. 

'l'J. 'i'et't'ne 'i\.ep• un u'i 'hot:t:t:Oings fur hpiTl 4, ~·, ., \st:e Hrrdt!ne6 'Vruup 'i':;x'riiOtl 'C. 5' pg. 

6), the Court stated, " ... as long as you can show me how it went from point A to point D or Z. so 

be it. And if you can't show me that, then there is no reason to have a trial. Then I gmnt them 

summary- 'J grant Mis:<:Schef!ers summary juagmenf'. 

24. Clearly. the Court erred by denying Defendant Motion for Summary Judgment at the 

March 3, 20 II hearing that was briefed for the two Cross-Motions for Summary Judgment and 

Plainiitr s alleged coun sel brought no competent evidence of any kind, more ihan 1.5 years after 

the Complaint was filed and Defendant had raised lack of legal standing because there is no 

legally enforceable cha1in of assignments to the Plaintiff. 

25. At the April 4, 2011 status hearing, the Plaintiff suddenly produced the original Note 

with the two sets of em lorsements on the back (see attached Group Exhibit C.5, pg. 7), but failed 
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to produce the original Mortg!ig,e or a Lost Affidavit regarding it. 

26. When the P'i aintiff suddenly produced the original Note with the two pairs of 

endorsements on the buck. I) from Town & Country Credit to Ameriques! Mortgage Company 

wti 1.~ (r.Qm. ~mrJ.illJli!.'c't. Mro:t!!,:w.,r- f'.JlJIJ!pU!JoO ta "h.lank:' , tbt:. Ovu:t. failed. to. onte. that the 

endorsements were not "wet ink signatures". 

27. The endors<!ments were ink pad stamps, apparent on the face as false signatures, so 

•htt. 'l1llinriff.7ar,'1R> 1tt.'!;•".\l:~ ·m1\Yi-.:t'lkk <;\awd\W5 .,;w;k~ t~;o& 1\\ioo\<; TJmfum\ C=wt:.~'-ia\ C~ 

(see attached Exhibit I 5 inclusive). 

28. The alleged' copy of the Mortgage submitted to the Court (see attached Group Exhibit 

'U .'1>) -was mA t!venat:uyy tli ·wmn w·dl; ;c/rmilliw ·wtlr• \'r<t '\::urrlf}rdrrt, '~Co £:A'rirot. ?.. 'o'>tt 'lft•?1!.1il~:b 

Group Exhibit D.7) or what was served upon Defendant in the AprilS, 2011 package (see 

attached Group Exhibits 0.9-Dll). 

79. Tne Court e rrea·m accepimg ine copy o'i tne Wtortgage stlonirneb. on ~pnt 4, -:&'t'l, 

because it does not eve 1 have the Will County Recorder stamp in the upper right hand comer. 

30. When the alleged copy of the Mortgage was displayed in Court but not served upon 

Defendant until the Ap·r'll 5, 2011 maifmg (see attacheo Group 'Extiititt 1::.4'), ihe Court errea·m 

suddenly granting the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment, when Section 15-1506 of the 

IMFL states, "In the trial of a foreclosure, the evidence to support the allegations of the 

complaint shall be take n in open court" (see attached Exhibit 1.4.b) 

31. Since the 0 mrt failed to follow through with its March 3, 2011 requirement to 

demonstrate the chain of assignments and the original, certified assignment recorded with the 

Will County Recorder see attached Group Exhibit D.2) was not produced by the Plaintiff, the 

Court failed to note tha t the recorded assignment was from Town & Country Credit directly to 
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the Plaintiffs alle[ed t rust. 

32. Therefore. t he Court failed to question the material, critical discrepancy as to how the 

endorsement on the ba•ck of the Note is from Town & Country Credit to Ameriques! Mortgage 

Cnm.zym:o:5 ~ro: ta F.P.hr:"IJaT.'51i, 1JY14., "'bi.lr.. tnr.. ~P.>.m:dr.il.<issiwmr.J.!t. i.miimr..'i. tha1.1:o.w.u.& 

Country Credit assigne d the Note and Mortgage to the Plaintiff with an effective date of 

February II, 2009, wh ich is a prohibited transaction for a REMIC trust that closed in 2004. 

Defendant failed to shc•w how Plaintiff violated the Illinois Conveyance Act because the 

assignment was record ed after the trust was closed and failed to explain how this would affect 

'lnt: trCIS•tt 'uerrtg 11 'rJtlrJ,n 'rr• twt: '-"Ucml!' \"l>tt V!tJcrp 'i::A'riJr.ir, 'C.'J'o, ·pg. ~). 

34. Clearly, the Court erred in seeing no legal issue relative to assigning a Note and 

Mortgage in 2009 to a REMIC trust that had closed on February 6, 2004. 

CIS. t'er "Its Marc 'n <2. Yon Wlemoranoum anll Drller, tne L.oUI'l Sta1ell, ~yoe'ienllannumeo 

Plaintiff in to the IRS for tax fraud)" (see attached Group Exhibit C. I 0, pg. 6). Apparently, the 

Court is unaware of Misprision of Felony. Defendant was required to notifY the IRS of likely tax 

fraud relative to REMJ•C trusts. 

36. Defendant l1as been vindicated by recent reports that indicate the IRS is investigating 

whether the strict lRSt REMIC laws were violated by the mortgage-backed security trusts like the 

one in this instant actio n (see attached Group Exhibit 8.3). 

37. "For theIR~~- one of the main issues will be whether REMICs actually owned the 

mortgages from which they received income ''(pg. 2). 

38. If the IRS d•oeterrnines that any REMIC did not actually own the mortgages in the 

mortgage-backed secur ity trust, then all foreclosures in that REMIC trust would be VOID ab 
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ignitio. Per its Prospe.;;tus. this single REMIC trust allegedly has more than $1.3 *billion• of 

loans in it. 

39. Yet. in this instant action, the Plaintiff has been unable to submit competent evidence 

of any kind that: I! thact this loan was even submitted in the mortf£a!£e loan schedule to the SEC. 

2) it meets the UCC requirements to enforce a negotiable security as Holder in Due Course (see 

attached Exhibit 1.5 in-clusive), and 3) the Note was properly negotiated and transferred. and if 

'>!)., b. ';I wbjr..b. ?JIXI-'.1 wd wbt>.J! .. 

40. The Plaintiff cannot even produce the original Mortgage or the original Assignment 

tbat conflicts with the ~ndorsements on the original Note. 

signed the Judgment fo ·Foreclosure and Sale. 

42. The Court atlso erred in failing to address the material fact that the Assignment was 

'i<luia:<t~ "lira:~ \'rre '\w<-e ·w£ '«• Wrdilt, wd. ·w£ 7ttt. 1tt-VJ&:I. ·crrti•'• "lira:~ •lrre '\Wtt: 'rad. 'lln~·; 

been included in a Chajpter 7 bankruptcy. Again, the Plaintiff has no legally enforceable 

standing under the Illinois Uniform Commercial Code (see attached Exhibit 1.5 inclusive). 

43. A related crcttica:t. materm~ ·mcons"tstency is that fue 't'rospectus of fue a~~egea trust of 

the Plaintiff as filed with the Securities Exchange Commission states that the seller to the trust 

was Ameriques! Mortgage Company prior to the trust's closing date of February 6, 2004, not 

Town & Country t:reifi t as (he recorifeif Ass"tgnment states. 

44. Per Section 31 oftbe Illinois Conveyances Act (see attached Exhibit 1.3.e). the 

Assignment from ToWll & Country Credit directly to the Plaintiff (see attached Group Exhibit 

D.2) that was recorded with tbe Will County Recorder does not meet tbe requirements to ·be 

legally enforceable as evidence (see attached Exhibit 1.3.e). 
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VIII. SUMMARY 

I. From the out:>et of this instant action. the Court has allowed the Plaintiff to avoid 

admitting/denying a single allegation of Defendant, all of which were submitted under Section I 

I 09 Certification and ··rna~ he used in. the same manner and with the same force and effect as 

though subscribed and · ;worn to under oath" (see attached Exhibit 1.1 ). 

2. Since the Platintiff failed to deny any Defendant allegations. they are admitted, "Every 

-ll.k'!,Viw •. ~YF-R-7J. -llht!gw,iws, <#.. 4unaqs-.s, w~J. ~'!.?),ir.W.'J -lr..»irJ!. i,s '!JlmiJtr.rl:' < 'ii'J:- <Utac.brJi &.bil:lit. 

1.6.e). 

3. The Court hHs failed to realize that the extensive litigation related to this instant action 

pleadings and supporti11g Exhibits. 

4. Yet per the many Reports of Proceedings, the Court has failed to consider few. if any, 

o'i 'Ue'ienaarn' s 'i':xrilo'ir: .5m v'tdtai!On o'i ~ec'iwn z-u'ifo o'i tne 't't'itmin; 'Cone o'i 'Cm'• 'hm:eaure '(;;ee 

attached Exhibit 1.6.d). Therefore. the Court's many substantive rulings against Defendant 

represent judicial error s. 

5. Per ·,Is own l''o'fleciwn Letter (see attac'hea Droup Exliib'tt t::."J'), 1'terce & Assoc'tates 

was not retained by the Plaintiff to file the Complaint and to litigate this instant action. so Pierce 

& Associations filed a Complaint and litigated this instant action for a Plaintiff that is not a 

client. 

6. Per the trust'~> name, Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-RI. and the Trust 

Prospectus submitted t<J the Securities Exchange Commission when the Trust was created in 

2004. this trust is not a land trust. It is a mortgage-backed securities trust. As a matter of'law, 
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the Plaintiff cannot elect to enforce the securitized Note per Section 15-1 I 06 (b) of the Illinois 

Mortgage Foreclosure Law (see attached Exhibit 1.4.a). 

7. The Plaintif: f has produced no competent evidence of any kind that it has legal standing 

to. t>.nfurr.t>. thr_ mrutl1itie'e loan in this in~tant action.. 

a. No C< )mpetent evidence that this mortgage Joan was included in the mortgage 

loan sc 'hedule( s) submitted to the Securities Exchange Commission when this 

b. Nati{ mwide Title Clearing Inc., the company that fabricated the Assignment 

(see attached Group Exhibit 0.2) from Town & Country Credit directly to the 

'f'r'<irrtiti': -stltmitt~ •lttt <II~ tvrpurlttt ·=Untitm. ~mm, ~'ti, '?,"C"jdJl.>JtiaJ, 1u-t.'ldim~; 

(see attuched Group Exhibit 0.3) to fabricate assignments. 

c. The Assignment Assignor of Town & Country Credit conflicts with the 

enoorscments on fue ){jure wnL>re 1uwn & 'Cuurtrry 'Creiin'mm "lln-.:-.dry -ermur~~ 

the Not e to Ameriques! Mortgage Company and with the Trust Prospectus 

submit :ted to the Securities Exchange Commission that the seller to the Trust was 

Amenq,uest Mortgage Company. 

d. The 'Will County Recorder records conflict; the summary information (see 

attached Group Exhibit 0.4) states that the original Assignment was sent Taylor 

Bean & Whitaker Mtg c/o Nationwide Tide Clearing, while ihe actual 

Assigru nent states that it was returned to American Home Mtg Servicing C/0 

NT C. 
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e. No Pooling and Servicing Agreement that gave legal authority from the lender, 

Town l>:C Country Credit, to any other party, such as Citi Residential Lending, to 

assign the Note and Mortgage to another party or to litigate a foreclosure. 

8. This instant action violates the Deutsche Bank Cease and Desist orders in its several 

communications with its servicers (see attached Group Exhibits D.I7-D.20,judicial notice 

requested). 

'l . l?<".r. its. Q.w.D.l' Q))-'b-'itanmn'b r.P.frJ.r.!ll. ~~ rrJliVTI'.mr.nt.'>. r,'if'J:. 'lt.!ac..llr.!! Qr.QJ~q- EY.Jljmt. 

E.2.c.judicial notice requested), Pierce & Associates stated, "We must have the original 

Mortgage, Note and Assignments for entry of Judgment". 

l 0. Yet, the Co..m 'l}?Ol&i \t<; 1~m fl.'n -~\we-..1=-e w&. £.'1>k -..:.tWoYut tm l.'nVe,~-n'l>\ 

Mortgage or the origin al Assignment or "a copy of the chain of assignments from the original 

mortgagee down to the present plaintiff' as required by the Court on March 3, 2011 per the April 

1,.1.Wt1
t 'i\.~, -di.'hu.::tt"Jacr;. \"!ott 1/tc-<it-'rrci. vruup '211.'riltit• ~ S, pg. "l). 

II. Pierce & A:,sociates submitted no Lost Affidavits regarding the original Mortgage 

and the original Assignment. 

12. No Notice < >f Defauh or acce'Jeratwn aeman6 was serve6 upon Del'en6ant by t'ne 

lender. 

13. On February 26. 2010, the Plaintiffs alleged counsel stated that "investigation 

conimues- as to ihe whereabouts ohhe original "Note, ihe original Mortgage and the original 

Assignment (see anach>ed Group Exhibit C.23). Therefore, the Plaintiff did not hold any of the 

requisite originals whe n the Complaint was filed on August 26. 2009. 

14. As of April 4, 2011, over 1.5 years later, the Plaintiff has been unable to produce the 

original Mortgage or the original Assignment. 
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15. Clearly, the Court erred in granting the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment and 

the Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale in violation of Section 15-1506 of the lllinois Mortgage 

Foreclosure Law (see attached Exhibit 1.4.b), "In the trial of a foreclosure, the evidence to 

support the allegations of the C:Oill9laint &hall be taken in OQell court". 

16. Per the Apr i113, 2010 Report of Proceedings (see attached Group Exhibit C.20), 

Judge Siegel ruled the Plaintiff had standing in its order (see attached Group Exhibit C.21). 

I. 1 . V. <:~., In~ ."Yr~. 'lllm#tM. -m. •Jnt r.~.m:<i t,lmt., w>!. -mJ.') <:m.!!Ji l}r.. qf>f, fonli t,l}r.. <>T.;.'bwal. 

Defendant Motion to Dismiss, he did not even have the May 5, 2010 Defendant's Reply to 

Plaintiffs Response to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> Motion to Dismiss Complaint to Foreclose 

Mortgage for Lack off ~-e.t;a'• S~>Yq; \">tt'ltt\<tdm'.<)tmq:, £'A'tt.>mt C.22). 

18. The first tin 1e the endorsements on the back of the Note were submitted to the Court 

was on April4, 2011, ,;o all prior rulings by Judge Siegel regarding legal standing of the Plaintiff 

were juiin.'ul1 errors, pa rilctlJatJy smce ~u6ge~1ege'1 6en.Je6 'De'ien6arit i"ioiwn to ~ompe'1 

Production of the origiual Note for that very reason (see attached Group Exhibit C.l8). 

19. Defendant submitted the May 5, 20 I 0 pleading a second time to the Court in support 

of Defendant Motion I<> Reconsider (see attached Group Exnlbit C.l9), but the Motion was 

denied. as was Defendunt Motion to Compel per the Court's Order of August 12,2010 (see 

attached Group Exhibi t C.l6) with the briefing schedule changed per the Court's Order of June 

22.2010 (see attached •Group Exhibit C.17). 

10. Critical mat erial fact discrepancies (see attached Group Exhibit D inclusive) 

a. The first endorsement on the back of the Note states that Town & Country 

Credit endorsed the Note to Ameriques! Mortgage Company. 
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b. No n~Iated Assignment was recorded with the Will County Recorder as 

required by Section 30 of the Illinois Conveyances Act (see attached Exhibit 

I .3.d). 

c. On Octnbet 21, 2JlQ7, Cit.\ Re'iident.ial L:rui\u'b. t.b.e 'li:Dii.cet at. t.hal time, =tt a 

RESPA correction letter to Defendant stating, 'The creditor to which the 

obligat on is owed is Ameriques! Mortgage Securities, Inc." (see attached Group 

Exhibit G-11\. 

r:t) There is no mention of Deutsche Bank National Trust as trustee. 

2) There is no such assignment to Ameriques! Mortgage Securities, Inc. 

n~'V'i~-.'. ·~'.w, t~ W \II Cmiff,'j Rtt'V'ioo. 

ci) The 2007 date is after the PlaintiffREMIC trust closed on February 6, 

:2004. 

II. 'l-cr~•o:li10n Yt o'f"t'ne 't't'imots "Conveyances Act \see attac'nea cxriiott '1.'J.e), tne 

Assignlilent from Town & Country Credit directly to the Plaintiff(see attached 

Group [exhibit 0.2) that was recorded with the Will County Recorder does not 

meet fhe· reqtiuements to ·be ·lega:fly enforcea:tlle as ev.idence (see attached ExhTblt 

1.3.e). 

e. See tlte e-mail response to Defendant from the DuPage County Recorder (see 

attached Group Exhibit 0.5). 

f. See a previous corporate assignment (see attached Group Exhibit 0.6) with the 

notarization by the requisite Illinois notary. Per Section 20 of the Illinois 

Conveyunces Act "When acknowledged or proven within this State, before a 

notary public" (see attached Exhibit 1.3, pg. I). 
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IS- The "true and correct CO\)y" of the Mort[age submitted to the Court on AJ?ril 4, 

2011 (see attached Group Exhibit D.8) does not include the Will County Recorder 

stamp, while the copy of the Mortgage submitted as Exhibit A with the Complaint 

has tht Wi.U OJ.uut;' Rt:rotdcr =-9 (see ll1laehed GroiJ9 Exhibit D.7). 

h. The two Affidavits of Prove-Up clearly indicate that the affiant had no personal 

knowk:dge that the Note had been included in a Chapter 7 bankruptcy that was 

interest charges and late fees are a violation of state and federal debt collection 

law. as well as being an attempt to collect on a discharged debt. 

i. No A ttomey Affid-<N)\ ·was e'\lt:t St:I"V~ t11 -:';a'om)ttcd \~:> \ne (:1)'1)"1\ prim\~:>)\-, 

AprilS. 2011 Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale. Only the amount of$1,850 in 

legal fe es was included for this instant action that has had many pleadings and 

'neaimg s over 't.S years. 

NOTE I: It appears that Pierce & Associates and/or Dykema Gossett are billing 

legal fe-es to a party other than the Plaintiff, presumably the servicer, American 

Home ~vlortgage Se!Viclng, lnc. 

j. As the.! record shows, Dykema Gossett participated in the January 28. 2010 

hearing: before having filed its appearance on February 5, 2010 that was not 

served •upon Defendant until February 23, 2010 (see attached Group EXhibits 

D.14-D .16). 

k. The Court violated Section 24 of the Illinois Conveyances Act (see attached 

Exhibib 1 .3 .b and 1 .3 .c) by failing to file a certificate that the affiant was 

persona lly known to the Court. 
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IX. CONCLUSION 

I. As a matter of law relative to numerous Illinois Civil Statutes and the Illinois Code of 

Civil Procedure (see attached Exhibit I inclusive) and for the many reasons stated above and 

supported with Exhibi.t\>. 'iiJ.l:!m~t..t~ o.J.WiP.J.: Sw.W..:.. l t()9 <:l!ct.if~i.Qu ttQffi t~ QIJ.t.'>J!l, Oefet:t.d.ant 

prays that this Court \Nill grant this Motion to Vacate the Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale due 

to the many grave errors by the Court on April4, 2011 as documented above, as well as the 

Group Exhibit C.5). 

2. Based on the verified Exhibits repeatedly submitted to the Court by Defendant, as well 

as the fact that the Phr 'util'n tmuogn 'tn; 'rwo J;ep"&rd\t <Ut<:gt:O 'raw 'i'mrr.; -.rever treritt:O a "Srrrgre 

allegation by Defenda.nt, thereby admitting them (see attached Exhibit 1.6.e). there was no 

material fact for the ( .:ourt to deny Defendant's Motion for Summary Judgment with the Court's 

'l\llemoranitum ana Dr· der of March 22, 2Dll {see attached Group Exhibit C.lQ). 

3. In addition, the Court's Memorandum and Order of March 22.201 I failed to address 

Defendant's extensive list of"matters of law'' (see attached Group Exhibit C.l2), a clear 

indication ofpro-Plair1tifl"bias on the part of the Court. 

4. Therefore. Defendant prays that the Court will stop this wrongful foreclosure action 

with an Order to vacate its gravely erroneous Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale of April 8, 20 II 

WITH PREJUDICE. 

5. Defendant, liS an indigent person, also requests reimbursement for the ongoing cash 

outlays for the copy/print costs at home and at Staples for the II notebooks of pleadings with 

supporting Exhibits tir nes 4 or 5 copies: I) court, 2) courtesy, 3) Pierce & Associates, 4) Dykema 

Gossett, and 5) Deutsc he Bank National Trust (see attached Group Exhibit E.!). 
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6. Defendant he'YJD. servin~& the Plaintiff directly, since the Plaintiff did not hire Pierce & 

Associates to represeJ'lt it in this instant action per the Pierce & Associates Collection Letter (see 

attached Group Exhibit D.!). 

7. Defendant ·"·~""' Mo%\m ='i\>;.>.'b \l>.P..l'I!Jiu.ti.ff directl)', sin.ce this instant action violates the 

Plaintiff's repeated in structions to its servicers relative to Cease and Desist orders, with explicit 

instructions related tn court proceedings and state laws (see attached Group Exhibits D.l7-D20 

inclusive, judicial nof'<L't1~liW~',. 

8. Defendant: llso requests reimbursement for the many hundreds of hours of time 

Defendant has spent in legal defense, possibly at the $75.00/hour that Pierce & Associates billed 

.ItS ciJe!liS 1or par;iJeg: .US 'm ":LUQ':, '(see lt(tacnetJ 'V:JullJJ'bbihitL 'C:l.1!J. 

9. Defendant : tlso requests reimbursement for the many trips Defendant has been required 

to make from southern Naperville to Joliet over the past 1.5 years for hearings and to record 

Detendanfs many p'I«~aifmgs, as we'fl as ihe re'ta:teo pal'img costs '(see anm.'rreil 'VIu11J1 'C·t..'rihit, 

D.4). 

10, MOST IMPORTANTLY, Defendant requests that the Court order the Plaintiff 

to return the $75,000+ in mortgage payments (see attached Group Exhibit E.3.b) 

Defendant made to 1the various servicers of this loan, since the first payment in February of 

2004 through the Ia st payment Defendant made in October of 2008. 

II. Under the Illinois Conveyances Act (see attached Exhibit 1.3), In coriJunciiOn wiih 

the Illinois Uniform Commercial Code (see attached Exhibit 1.5), there was no legally 

enforcement lien agacinst this property/no Real Party of Interest/Holder in Due Course, as a 

matter oflaw. The v arious servicers were illegally billing Defendant, when there was no.legalty 

enforceable owner of 'record. 
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12.. Oefendan::J alsn T.eJlllests. an'\C other. and further relief fur which Defendant may be 

justly entitled due to 1 his wrongful foreclosure action that has been in litigation for more than LS 

years, when the Plair:ntiff has never submitted any competent evidence that the Plaintiff is the 

that the Note was incl! uded in the mortgage loan schedule this alleged trust submitted to the 

Securities Exchange •Commission in February of2004 as required when this REMIC trust was 

13. Per the General Statement of No Waiver (see attached Exhibit 5), Defendant 

specifically states that no other legal remedies for this wrongful foreclosure attempt are waived. 

Lauren L. ~cneners v v 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
C 6JO-lil-565I 
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EXHIBIT 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE 

Nbr Description 
I. Notice of Mohon- Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale (l pg.) 
2. Motion to Vac.t~Or..<lf'J. W.Ew.P.rJa'iJ.o=WJJiM.IP.. 
3. Defendant Certification- Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale (I pg.) 
4. Proof of Service- Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale (J pg.) 
5. General Slalen.,>e.W ,re: .~· Wah-e.r oflVg.\!!s {2 {J5's.) 
6. List of Exhibits- Motion to Vacate Order for Foreclosure and Sale (35 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Relevavt l~ \.Wf;, "M. T~~l;y ~W~o\}m\Wd. W!. IWI~~ £."%.\\ili\t'!. v;\t\\ 
variations specific to the multiple pleadings 
Nbr Description 

11• 1~C..f ,7.JJ'J$ 111 V&9, C~afCi~l;t1 A1.J\..,~-e, J.~.·l'edli-cBUVh-rO.,·Ccl'tl~s~c.ro.W(t1 f1'6-J' 
a. Any pi eading, affidavit or other document certified in accordance with this 

Section may be used in the same manner and with the same force and effect 
1lll 'hroll'-gb ~n'm>u 'mt:i\ ani\ swtm~ t111m"im-1lllt'n 

2. ILCS 735 5/Art.II, Pt. I 0, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Summary Judgment (I pg.) 
3. ILCS 765 5/0.C H, Illinois Conveyances Act (7 pgs.) 

a. ':s'a;. 9. Deem. rur o're corrveyam:e ufJ'arru' may Ire sm'lsGirm'ait'y in me rui/uwirrg 
form'' 
I) "(l) that at the time of the making and delivery of such deed he was 

·~ne'mWidt uwner o'i an'mtnlieaSldte es'la're'm 'iee ·simJire, 'manti "'mine 
~remises therein described, and had good right and full power to 
:onvey that same" (pg. 2) 

ti. ·•sec. I 4. No j'ud'ge or otlier officer stiatltafl:e tlie acfl:nowfed'gment of' any 
person to any deed or instrument of writing, as aforesaid, unless the person 
offerin g to make such acknowledgment shall be personally known to him to 
'be fbe .--.~al person who and in whose name such acknowledgment is proposed 
to be m ade, or shall be proved to be such by a credible witness, and the judge 
or offic er taking such acknowledgment shall, in his certificate thereof, stat 
that such person was personally known to him ... " (pg. 3) 

c. "the jutdge or officer shall grant a certificate thereof stating the proof 
aforesaid" (pg. 4) 
NOTE: Without such judicial certificates as part of the recorded foreclosure 
records,, any court orders for Default, for Summary Judgment, and/or for 
F oreelo•sure and Sale are VOID ab initio 

d. "Sec. 3'0 All deeds, mortgages and other instruments of writing which are 
author:ized to be recorded, shall take effect and be in force from and after the 
time of f'ding the same for record, and not before (pg. 4) 
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LL"T OF EXlUBlTS- MOTION TO V A.CA.TE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Relevant£ J.lliJuW, l..»w, .l!1' F#'pl'JIIN}Jy ~ ""'~ EzlmNt§ wNk 
variations specific to the multiple pleadings (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
.3, lL.CS 76.5 .5/0.01, Illinois Convey,.ncesAcl (can't,) 

e. "Sec. 31. Deeds, mortgages and other instruments of writing relating to real 
estate shall be deemed, from the time of being filed for record, notice to 
suhse.qu·..-:nt purchasers and crerluitors, t.'lough not acknowledged or proven 
according to law; but the same shall not be read as evidence, unless their 
execution be proved in manner required by the rules of evidence applicable 
Vt. -.wt.lr. "f+~, "Ob "M> 'Th -.TiJilhy '\'m: ~ ll'i 'li'01!rJ l<Umuw'rettgmtm\ ur 
proof. 

4. ILCS 735 5/Art. XV, Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law (6 pgs.) 
a. 8-."\:>. 15- 11.%'(.7): ''A :saoureu'f".m"y' ... anry·atmrelh."l'iun.:mun,~J'i>r,~l.'llTii:y 

interest in a foreclosure under this Article if its security interest ••. is created by 
(i) a colllateral assignment of beneficial interest in a land trust" (pg. I) 

~"''~~ M.ttrtgr- :g~:-'mn.'Kro wcumtes 'trusts '~'"J are not'tanlt 'trusts, so ·tne 
secured parties may not elect to enforce tbe security interest under the IMFL. Any 
court orders fo r Default, for Summary Judgment, and/or for Foreclosure and Sale 
related to MB~ trusts are ~"'iiJ a6 mmo 
b. Sec. 15· 1506. Judgment. (a) Evidence. In the trial ofa foreclosure, the 

evidence to support the allegations of the complaint shall be taken in open 
court 

5. ILCS 810 5/Arhcle 3, Urnform Commercial Code, re: Negotiable Securities and Part 3. 
Enforcement of Instruments (7 pgs.) 
a. Sec. 3-302 Holder in Due Course. (2) the holder took the instrument (i) for 

value, (ii) in good faith, (iii) without notice that the instrument is overdue or 
has beeu dishonored (pg. 3) 

6. ILCS 735 5/Art. II, Pt. 6, Code of Civil Procedure, re: Pleading (7 pgs.) 
a. Sec. 2 6! l3. Form of pleadings. (b) Each separate cause of action upon which a 

separate recovery might be had shall be stated in a separate count or counterclaim, 
as theca .se may be and each count, counterclaim, defense or reply, shall be 
separatt ~Iy pleaded, designated and numbered, and each shall be divided into 
paragra pbs numbered consecutively, each paragraph contairung, as nearly as 
may be,'" separate allegation (pg. 1) 

b. Sec. 2 605. Verification of pleadings. (a) Any pleading, although not required to 
be swore to, may be verified by the oath of the party filing it ... If any pleading is 
so verifi ed, every subsequent pleading must also be verified (pg. 2) 

c. Sec. 2 61 IS (b) The allegation of the execution or assignment of any written 
instrum,, ent is admitted unless denied in a pleading_ verified by oath (pg, 2} 

d. Sec. 2 6C•6 Exhibits ... In either case the exhibit constitutes a part of the pleading 
for all pu rposes (pg. 2)\ 

e. Sec. 2 61 0 Pleadings to be specific. IQ) Every allegation .• except all~ations of 
damages, not explicitly denied is admitted (pg. 3). 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS -MOTJON TO VACAT-E 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Relevant l.llinJlis Law, a\\ l:l."{leatedl~ •mbm.Uted as. w.~g Ex.b.\bi.t\1. .,.WI, 

variations specific to the multiple pleadings (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

7. Bayvj.,w L,a:w Servicing, L.L.C. v. leffiey Bien Nelii<>n, Catie No: S-06-0644, (Sth Di~t., 
June 16, 2008), Rule 23 Order Filed May 21,2008 (6 pgs.) 
a A summary judgment is an appropriate remedy only if the pleadings, depositions, 
~nti ~riTYt-ii>'QinnCO! nn -fifp. +nnPthP.f' u.t1th Qnu Qffirl<!:111it£" col....n.nr th.,t ThQo .. .,. ico ~"" n.,,... .. ;..,""' ;C"cono 

...... -...:.. ~ .... ..,.-.. ,..vu., v.u .._..,.,.,.., ~v6"""".,.." n1.u1 U...J.J u..&.J.J.U.U.vu.~, ;:,J:i(lvv uta.L ut"-'•'-' ti:t uv e;t...ttutut,... to3i:IU'-' 

of material fact and that the movant is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. Purtill v. 
Hess, I I I Ill.2 d 229, 240 (1986) (pg. 4). 
11.. ~.~ w.. •~m wnl.'l.'IIW. ~'liN. lnmA'IItl!l> •~m~. 'lnt.;-V.ret> 'uiJdn, 'hit~ 
or note that is t be subject of this foreclosure action. (fmal pg.) 
c. Additim ·oally, because there was no basis for the entry of a summary 
JU~dr.Y-.lfroJf&y~M>I'; ttre .. -.nrrt~·mtl!red t'lte judgmentuf 
foreclosure anli order of sale. (fmal pg.) 
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ILI.ST OF EXHIBLL'i- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORI IER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, Re.lt>va.ut R.u.lli>gs .II.Dd Depos.itinns relev.II.Dt to this in..tant action 
since the March 3, 201" 1 bearing (descending chronological order) 
Nbr Description 

1," 11),1,1,/,Q.Y.QJ, ll'w;"th,C:u;~Cw;a.rtq,( !'99~ls.,N.fldh.C.U:fllina.Ow.rtllf A99"als., 
No. COA10-36l!:, Rex T. Gilbert, Jr. and Daniela L. Gilbert (25 pgs.) 
a" "Respondents Rex T. Gilbert, Jr. and his wife Daniela L Gilbert, appeal from the 

tl~o..1 o..?'d'h t's Ocd..a.r au'&%\~z.\'?g lliHW A. S..\wpSCt9, .P.C., as S.....-..hAt.\.U\.te J):!.ffi.te.e, J.o 
proceed with foreclosure under a power of sale in the Deed of Trust" (pg. I) 

b. "We rev•erse" (pg. I) 
'L ">'tRo ':'Jdr'l!itutian,-if. 'r.-rw= ;dft,'ltilitt-'1. T,\}eltllf'~'ttt-~k. ~'1U'J,t;:,wupm1J ~mt'.Jir.m;, 

as Truste "e for Residential Accredit Loans, Inc., Series 2006-AQ6 ("Petitioner") as 
the holder of the Note and the lien created by the Deed of Trust (pg. 2) 

d. ''Ort:kr o .. r •' i' lo.rre 26199, pemro'tttrg &'«: S(J,U:st.~'o.\'e T>'I>!Sl.\.'1:' t<J [Jl'fll.,'l.'\."il n~'t &re 
foreclosure" (pg. 3) 

e. "Secondl, Respondents argued that Petitioner bad not produced sufficient 
evitnmcew w'nt'o'iJm'imn ~'m:Y.1m'il. Ynm ~11IftJJlm:1 J.wm'R.'If!>-m 
Trustee for Residential Accredit Loans, Inc. Series 2006-QA6 was the bolder 
oftbe N•ote" (pg. 5) 

f. "'A part:y seetb'ng permission rrum ore .. 'l'en\: oJf<.'UUJ1' tu pnn:~ tn'& .r 
foreclos ure pursuant to a power of sale contained in a deed of trust must 
prove tlu following statutory requirements: (1) the party seeking foreclosure 
'IS the fio,)iter ol a val1it iten'f'' tpg. 6) 

g" "Our stamdard of review for this appeal, where the trial court sat without a jury, is 
'whether competent evidence exists to support the trial court's findings of fact and 
wtietfier ttie concfusions reactiea' were proper in tYgl'tt or me finalngs "\)Jg. I'J 

h. "We not·e that the trial court classified multiple conclusions of law as "findings of 
fact" (pg" 7) 

1. "Respondents also argue the trial court erred In orilering the lorec)osure to 
proceed , as petitioner did not prove that it was the bolder of the Note with 
the rigb t to foreclose under the instrument" (pg. 7) 

J. "We ag1ree" (pg. 7) 
k. "That ttlle party seeking to foreclose on a promissory note is the bolder of 

said note is an essential element of the action and the debtor is 'entitled to 
demand strict proof of this element'" (pg" II) 

I. "Establhsbing that a party is the bolder of the note is essential to protect the 
debtor hom the threat of multiple judgments on the same note" (pg. 12) 

NOTE: The Ill inois Conveyances Act requires recording of property liens 
m. "The rernaining issue before this Court is whether there was competent evidence 

that Petitioner was the holder of the Note that evidences Mr. Gilbert's debt" 
(pg. 13) 
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iLIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORli>ER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

G.RDITP EXHIBIT .4,. JU.JP.y.anJ Rnliugs .arul D.tpo.iliian.• .relevAnt to thi• instant 2dion 
since the March 3, 20111 hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

1.. W.l.J.I.QV.Il:l. NAA-~~OPI.rt<t£ <' 99Mis.., Nllcth.Ou:<illna.Cnurtn£ AIJIIPI!Is.., 
No. COA10-36ll, Rex T. Gilbert, Jr. and Daniela L. Gilbert (con't.) 
n "Petitioner asserts this evidence (production of the original Note with the 

Allonge~ ·~-~ .... JJw~r' d/Jw.l'lll>l.rll>Pmt.Uw" fpg. J3) 
o. "We camnot agree" (pg. 13) 
p "Production of an original note at trial does not, in itself, establish that the 

note wa ... """"'mTri t1> t~ i"A*.I y.«.~'At\wt, \\>& ~ wi& tM. \Wo~ <M' 
giving Utat party the right to enforce the instrument" (pg. 14) 

NOTE: The Illi,nois Conveyances Act requires recording of property liens 
q. "'aoqrp.,...O, drMC-..tcm.ra.'a-ikiUkat<k.ftA'klllelltdtkal//ioe(Nlrl]•~ 

foreclos •ure introduced the original note at the time of the de novo hearing, 
the trial court's findings of fact did not address whether the petitioners were 
'm 1JU5Sl'~'-'Srun lli "'ttre'IDin: "lit "'ttreinm: lli 'irn:'n'nlr; 'irn:'n'fll, 'l.vrn'i"> 'JtdtgrutM• 
was vacLted and remanded" (pg. 15) 

r. "Similar-ly, here, the trial court's findings of fact do not address who bad 
possessicon ot' M'r. Gi'Mert's nore at l'lte rime ot'l'lte tk twW ilea• iug. N'intmrt 
a detern11ination of who has physical possession ofthe Note, the trial court 
cannot determine, under the UCC, the entity that is the holder of the note" 
tpg.13) 

s. "Accordi.ingly, the trial court's fmdings of fact do not support the conclusion 
of law that Petition is the holder of Mr. Gilbert's note" (pg. 16) 

NOTE: fn tftis instant action, tlie Court d'emea tfle Detend'ant's Motion to Compel 
Production 
t. "Assumi•ng arguendo that production of the Note was evidence of a transfer of the 

'Note pur suant to fhe UCC ana that l'eiiitoner was ·m possess'10n oY tne 1'\iote, tJi1s '1s 
not suflk:ient evidence that Petitioner is the "holder" of the Note" (pg. 16) 

u. "' [M]ere· possession' of a note by a party to whom the note has neither been 
indorsed nor made payabfe' d!Jes not sutlice to prove ownersfiip or fiofaer status'~ 
(pg. 16) 

v. "SecoD(I, Respondents argue Petitioner has not offered sufficient evidence 
that Deutsche E '.ank Trust Company Americas as Trustee for Residential Accredit 
Loans, Inc. Ser· · es 2006-QA6 was the bolder of the Note and, thus, the party entitled 
to proceed with the foreclosure action" (pg. 17) 
w. "We agree" (pg. 17) 
x. "In addition to the Note and Allonge, Petitioner points to two affidavits 
provided by oro GMAC Mortgage employees as further evidence that the trial 
court's findings are based on sufficient competent evidence" (pg. 19) 
y. "Again, we disagree" (pg. 19) 
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Case 09CH3 797, FileCl fXi/26'2&9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
OR:DER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXIDBIT A, Relevant Rulings and Depositions relevant to this instant action 
since the March 3, 20111 hearing (con'L) 
Nbr Description 

L 20 l VOS/03 Nn rtlL Carnlina Cnurt n{ A99eals., Nnrth. Carnlina Cnurt nf AQ~al.'!., 
No. COAI0-36•1, Rex T. Gilbert, Jr. and Daniela L. Gilbert (con't.) 
z. "The PSA (Pooling and Servicing Agreement) was not included in the record 

and wiU»Dt NI'.MJ>.idrm by 1.lWt CJWTt" lpg. 2.1) 
NOTE: In this instant action, the Court denied the Defendant's Motion to Compel 
Production 
aa. "The re<:~M:d is vm <n -~ ~11~ tiLe N~ >Nil.!. 11.!-U~ awl ~\'ltm:d tn 

a trust"' (pg. 21) 
bb. "Produ etion of a note at trial is not conclusive evidence of possession" 

(pg. 22\ 
cc. "111. Ormelusion. We conclude the record is lacking of competent evidence 

sufficit nt to support that Petitioner is the owner and holder of Mr. Gilbert's 
note an.d ~ ~ \Tw.t" \~. 2<1,.} 

dd. "The triial court erred in permitting the Substitute Trustee to proceed with 
foreclos; ure proceedings and its order is Reversed" (pgs. 24-25) 

"'' "li\'Mlli\~'11' i"oh·.,-Saprl!we C.rortaf'illm· Hamps•\;11!, lkatn-lre Bomk J''aniiJmn' Tnut 
Company v. James Kevlik & a. (5 pgs.) 
a. "The dufendants ... appeal an order of the Derry District Court denying 

"imirnnnnon to dismiss and gram'mg jodgmmt to tbe p\aintift, »cmtscbe 
Bank National Trust Company. We reverse" (pg. I) 

b. "At the hearing, the plaintiffs attorney admitted that the foreclosure and 
asst'gnmtenr documents were nor cemned ana' rr\ar r\e com'a' nor attest ro rr\eir 
authenti city" (pg. 2) 

c. "On apjpeal, the defendants argue that the plaintiff failed to carry its burden 
ol ilemo nstrat'mg (bat'it was (be owner ol the property, anil, (bus, (be 
plaintiflf is not entitled to judgment" (pg. 3) 

d. "Speeifi•cally, the defendants maintain that the documents submitted by the 
plaintiff"s attorney were fnsutlicfent to estaliffs& owners&ip liecause t&e 
eviden( e was based on "incompetent and unauthenticated hearsay" (pg. 3) 

e. "Further, the defendants assert, the trial court should have permitted them 
to challenge the plaintiff's "offerlsl of proof" (pg. 3) 

f. "On the record, we conclude that the plaintiff has not carried its burden to 
show o"vnership of the property. Accordingly, we reverse the trial court's 
d'ecisfo01 to grant judgment to tlie pfaintifF (pg. 4) 
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Case @L"ft'3 !'??, ri1'eu' 08/26/2009 

LL~T OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GRDJ.lP .E.WJBJT .4~ RJ>Jey.aut Ruling• .aDd D.l'pn.Winn.• .rJ'.IeJI.llDJ: tn thi.•.in.'lt.ant Jlctinn 
since the March 3, 20 11 hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
1. 1.Q).t,(QA/,1.~%t&.t&<M~W.Omrt<U. ~. t.J.Q-1_1_44., ~ Wa1£Ue Beecmft_, 

et al .• Appellants vs. Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, et al., Respondents, 
Ameriques! Mo rtgage Company, et aL, Defendants ( 14 pgs.) 

.e •:Jr .thiF ~ fr.o.w SMwm.:NJ' 1V.0gnN:.w .\.., ia1w d Rspv;l.wk.W~W£J.r.tg~e 
appellant -mortgagors assert that the existence of disputed material facts as to 
respond.ent's right to foreclose a mortgage on appellants' property precludes 
'NU11IDJ'dl.'J )·~' \w. 1} 

b. "Appellants assert that the district court erroneously concluded that respondent 
satisfied the statutory requirements to foreclose by advertisement" (pg. 2) 

~~ 'l-ti'PtlP:ro'!t':!' ~ srgw a'r.s:t a'N:t-e is o g._">.w.W.:: ,'ssult!' of im?o.te.-?a.llact .1\l' to nwt~r 
respond· ent acquired title to the mortgage by a valid assignment. We affirm in 
part and remand" (pg. 2) 

u. ~n~furrn'n 4, ~. ~~. 'uym~'mhrt, '<:.W.. \\~ 
Lendin~: In., assigned its title to the mortgage to Deutsche Bank" (pg. 3) 

e "Ameri••:an Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. (AHMSij began servicing the 
Beecroft mortgage on 6eitatfofCm Residerrmd itt ~n'y-~ omd ro 
facilitat·e this service, Citi Residential elected 'each of the officers of AHMSI' 
as special officers of Citi Residential on January 30, 2009" (pg. 3) 
l'IIUI'E: The relerencell election was atter 't'ne ~anuary )!1, ~ eTiel!'tive tune 
of the A.ssignment in this instant action that was returned to AHMSI, c/o of 
Nation11vide Title Clearing Inc. (see attached Group Exhibit D.2) 

f "The October l, ZOOT f1initecf power o( attorney tliat Amen quest gran rea' to Ctn 
Residen tial is among the powers of attorney that the special officers were 
express] y authorized to exercise" (pg. 3) 

g. "In this action to quiet title, the lleecrolls arguell that Deutscbe 'Bank )acK.ell 
legal au thority to foreclose the mortgage because there is a break in the chain 
of title to the mortgage from Ameriquest to Deutsche Bank" (pg. 4) 

h. "The Beecrofts moved for summary judgment on January 19, 2010, seeking 
vacation ofthe foreclosure" (pg. 4) 

1. "II. Di•l the district court err by finding that there are no genuine issues of 
materia I fact as to whether respondent Deutsche Bank acquired title to the 
mortgage on appellant's property through a valid assignment?" (pg. 5) 

J. " ••. the tmortgage and any assignment ofthe mortgage be recorded to entitle a 
mortgage assignee to foreclose by advertisement" (pg. 8) 

k. "'longstanding principles of real property law' establishing that only 
assignments affecting legal title of a security instrument must be recorded to 
commence foreclosure by advertisement" (pg. 8) 

I. "author-izing foreclosure when 'the mortgage and containing such power of 
sale has been duly recorded, and if it shall have been assigned, that all the 
assignments thereof shall have been recorded" (pg. 9) 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed {)8,'26/2{](}9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
OR DER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, Rt-kvJWt RJJ.IiugsJWd Depo.oitions relevant to this instant action 
since the March 3, 20•11 hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

3. 2011104/26 Sta~Q.(~ID.Cmi.rtof ~9-eals., Al0-ll44,Barry Wayne Beecroft, 
et al., Appellamts vs. Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, et al., Respondents, 
Ameriquest Mo•rtgage Company, et al., Defendants (con't.) 
m. "The B"-.e&.'V.~ .W.w a.•gm.- .!!IN J.be .Wll.r.tg.:lgt" .8.."'-<;.ig..~ teo Dt"JJ.!scbe .Bank by 

Ameriq uest is invalid because the entity and individuals that executed the 
assignment as Ameriquest's attorney in fact lacked authority to do so" (pg. 
10) 

n. "Becau,-.e we cannot determine from the record and the district court's order 
whethe1r genuine issues of material fact exist as to whether Ameriquest's 
fAJff>erOI'4ttoJrtrey·gnrttt.M Citi R~ the~· WaN~ IJJw 
Beecrolft mortgage to Deutsche Bank under the circumstances presented, we 
remandl to the district court to explain the basis for its determination that the 
'UidilllptYM. Dml:'o'alrli'lllr. '\'1M 'hit 't-Vrdi.'itml'o .q; 'hJt 'i.rB.ita.~ ~" .q; ~ 
authorizing Citi Residential to assign the mortgage on behalf of Ameriquest 
to Deut:sche Bank were met. Affirmed in part and remanded" (pg. 14) 

4. 2XJl ltfl4t'Z5 Supenor Coun: of New Jenrey; G'rn:m.~· Di~isioo, Berg= Caoon'j; 
Docket No.: F-·61880-09, Bank of America, NA, Plaintiffvs. Melissa Limato, Defendant 
a. Order (ll pg.) 

Y) l"'uimiffi' s ~~IUimn fur'!sumnmry !l!d.tgnreitL 'rs wi~Xit 
2) l )efendant's Notice of Cross Motion for Summary Judgment is granted 

b. Rider (2 4 pgs.) 
NOTE: In thi~• Instant action, .PfaintilJ'lias t"alfed' to suilmlt' any ofO\e documem'lf, 
other than the Note, referenced in this ruling, such as the servicing agreement, a 
Plaintiff answ•er to the Defendant's counterclaim and affirmative defenses, and a 
reply to allega tions 1n nerenaant's Monon tor 'Summary Jullgmen'l anll pnor 
Defendant's !\'lotion to Dismiss 
NOTE: Specifically, neither the original mortgage nor a Lost Affidavit was ever 
submitted to t he Court 

I) "There is no competent evidence the note was ever physically transferred 
to plaintiff nor is there any evidence that it had been lost" (pg. 3) 

2) '·' ... defendants argued plaintiff was not a party entitled to enlorce ibe 
note" (pg. 5) 

3) "Defendants further stated none of the three notices of intent to foreclose 
were given from the "lender" and therefore pfalntllf' was in viofation ofllie 
FFA [Fair Foreclosure Act)" (pg. 5) 

4) Discussion re: "Person entitled to enforce" (pgs. 9-11) 
5) Admissibility of evidence (pg. 11) 
NOTE:: Section 31 of the Illinois Conveyances Act specifically states that 
Assign1:nents "shall not be read as evidence" 
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Case 09CH3 797, Filed <J&'26/2{){)9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
OR:DER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A~JY .... ~ Rnli'WJ'.arul.llftrulJiliina•J'J!Iev.ant to thlsjnstant action 
since the March 3, 2tt11 hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
4. 20 II /04/25 Su~ 0.YJ.rt Q{ Nt!.V~ ~'ii!.'i, ~ Oi.vi.'iiml, Bet'b'!u Cou.nl.)', 

Docket No.: F--61880-09, Bank of America, NA, Plaintiffvs. Melissa Limato, Defendant 
(con't.) 
b. Rider ( <:.W.'l 't) 

6) "If a motion is based on facts not appearing of record or not judicially 
noticeable, the court may hear it on affidavits made on personal 

'"""'"~· ~~ {~ W.'j {w..t\'. '"~~ ~ Wm.i\'.'1.\\Y& ;.~ ~ .. ~ tQ 
•which the affiant is competent to testifY and which may have annexed 
!thereto certified copies of all papers or parts thereof referred to therein" 
'(p)s. ~1J' 

7) Affidavits by attorneys of facts not based on their personal knowledge but 
related to them by and within the primary knowledge of their clients 
r:.:uusinunnhijlXirumltln::'u~:Jm;af 'epg. 'I~, 

8) ' 'Merely appending relevant documents to the motion brief does not 
c;onstitute compliance with ... ; such documents must by incorporated by 
rerurem:e- •ir arr l~Jll1lU]Jl1iitl:" lflffil'<Nlt or<-"l:l.Tiif\.'111.\uu; ~ thb\-J'l~"<1J · 
authenticates material which is otherwise admissible" (pg. 12) 

9) "The defenses to foreclosure actions are narrow and limited. The only 
: ma:teri.ru ·,ssues ·m a 1orec'tosure proceeiimg are ine vJntitry m i'rn:: 
·mortgage, the amount of indebtedness, and the right of the mortgagee to 
foreclose on the mortgaged property" (pgs. 12-13) 

HJ) '"Aftfiougft Campl'>eff fias certit'iea'pi'aintiffwas in actual' possession ofn'le 
note at the time the complaint was filed, no information is provided as to 
the basis for this assertion" (pg. 18) 

NOTE: Per Plaintiff's response to lJelendanf's "First Request lor l"roilucl'mn 
in this iinstant action, "investigation continues" as to who holds the original 
note am d the original mortgage 
II) "Counsel also argued the issue of contlicting fuaorsements oftfie note 

remains uriresolved, precluding a finding plaintiff has standing" (pg. 18, 
footnote 19) 

12) '·'The servicing agreement defined mortgage loans as a 'Mortgage Loan ... 
identified on the Mortgage Loan Schedule" (pg. 19) 

NOTE: No Mortgage Loan Schedule with the loan in this instant action has 
been su•bmitted to the Court 
13) "Although plaintiff has been given multiple opportunities to 

demonstrate standing, plaintiff's position remains deficient" (pg. 19) 
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Case 09CH3797, Fikdfi8/26/2{X}9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
0 RDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT,-\,. Relevant RuliJWs and Depositions relevant to this instant action 
since the March 3, 2011 hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
4. 2011/04/25 SUQerior CourtofNew Jersey, Chancery Division.,Ber~n County., 

Docket No. : l'-61880-09, Bank of America, NA. Plaintiff vs. Melissa Limato, Defendant 
(con't.) 
b. Rider'(cl.w'!.) 

14) "As no competent, admissible proofs of execution of the note, execution 
and recordation of the mortgage, and nonpayment were put before the 
=m, 'j'W.iw.iff t>:.Js { .. \l,ey! t,;, e'!la.hli'ih .. ';!Xiwa. f~ f=--~.V.wm:e ~'re" WI!.· 
23) 

15) "Further, as discussed above, there remains an unexplained discrepancy of 
~n\\..."\? a.-?d ,;f U'e..J,ts ,r:w. .. tp ~c.a~ '"\re. S...."\"'Hl.ce..r &? t,~ lNAte .?.f t.re senr..'ic,\gg 
agreement was executed in 2004 and the assignment was executed in 
2009; further, the schedule attached to the note which is stated to contain 
tl;.e '.= -.~t \\) tl;.e ~'~'•'&'.\\% ~m ... w hl'NlJJ. \n.l:., {~e 
23) 

NOTE .. : No Mortgage Loan Schedule with the Joan in this instant action as 
submi·t'M:f I'IJ tire S.:t:u1 ities En:mm~ CtJmnris'S'iorr InS' ~ruollmittm I'IJ ~ 
Coon 
16) "Plaintiff failed to establish standing to bring the instant foreclosure 

amon. ii~I'I'ner, p'uitll'ffli'nn'hiire6 "ru se'liDrt'n a pnma hl.'nn:a~ot'lto 
foreclose and defendant has demonstrated plaintiff violated the FFA. 
As such, plaintiff's motion for summary judgment is denied. 
Oeiimdanr·'s cross motion rur summary judgment IN- gnrnt\:u', ami tire 
action is dismissed without prejudice" (pg. 24) 

5. 2011/04/14 In re: Cesar M. Doble, Debtor, Cesar M. Doble, Plaintiffvs. Deutsche Bank 
Natl Trust C~•mpany as "I rustee ... ana Onewest Bank, 'F .'S.B., Defendants, Bankruptcy 
No: 10-1 1296--MM13, Chapter 13, AP: 10-90308-MM, United States Bankruptcy Court 
for the SoutheJtm District of California ( 14 pgs.) 
a. Memo random decision re: Motion to ~acate Qeri.'s Entry ot"Det"auif and 

Motion to Dismiss Complaint; Order to Show Cause for Contempt of Court 
b. "Defettdants Are Culpable" (pgs. 4-5) 
c. "Defem•dants Acted in Bad Faitb~ (pgs. 5-7) 
d. "Defemdants' Right to Enforce the Note" (pgs. 9-1 I) 
e. "Orde1r to Sbow Cause" (pgs. 13-14) 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
(]lRDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A,. Relevant RuliJWs and Depositions relevant to tbi• Jn..tant 'lCtinn 
since the March 3, :20ll hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
6. 201 U04112 E'nurteenth~C.flllrt_nf~~Js..Nn.. 1_4, 1J\,-Oilil9Q-C:V,MrutvJ1P.;_IO:lt>.cJmnic. 

Registration Hystems. Inc .• as Nominee for Greenspoint Funding, Appellant v. Nancy 
Groves, App!: .:!lee, Memorandum Opinion (9 pgs.) 
a Memcmmduro ()nini.o.n "J:ht> .tcial.c.ruu:t .f'.lttr.t:ni.ll.dl>Ja.utt ).t~ror.nt .lj?llin.'\1 

MER S. which then tiled this restricted appeal. We affirm (pg. I) 
b. "The trial court signed a default judgment against MERS stating that (I) Groves 

Q'Wl:>. tbr., 9T.~.J:tl.i ;n. "'li:sJiw:, r,'!\ tbr., <lt>J>.d Q£ W.!.'it. ;,., ·,.Q!R, wR. Q£ 'Ja w.~ QT. 

effect.· and (3) the deed of trust be removed from the property title" (pg. 2 and pg. 
4) 

c. ~·A su .iJ w ~\let tJ.'t.le is ~\1tab..fe. A9 ,wa~·re, a.w} &re pt~w:,Y:;m.l ,"s~ A? so.1C'h s.i\'ts .'s 
'the f xistence of a cloud on the title that equity will remove"' (pg. 4) 

d. "To recover, a claimant must establish a prima facie right of title by proving one 
of the- 'iclk."'\'n%·· \'· ~ '~> w:~~~'lli ..:'n'n\~ ~{ ..:=·•-t'J?tm.<e<> ftml\ \'ne '>WI-tre><gY>" \n- <'.~ 

7. 20 II /04/08 D•istrict Court of Appeal of the State of Florida. Fifth District, Case 
No. 4Dl 0-32:~8. Shakil Khan and Dina Khan, Appellant, vs. Bank of America N.A., 
AI'l""'\lx, ,'\\7 A~~ li:K AI'l""'\lx (2 pgs-.) 
a. "While Bank of America alleged in its unverified complaint that it was the 

holde r of the note and mortgage, the copy of the note attached to the 
lfltl\mo6ri l.'UJJif"'llin\ 1-'UIIlramrts \'om a'tregation. W'nen ex'ni'u'Rs are attac'net'J 
to a cDmplaint, the contents of the exhibits control over the aUegations of the 
compllaint" (pg. 2) 

o. ·'mea mse 1'1\e exlliini' to Banll:. of Amenca 's amended complaint com'll'cts witll 
its all• egations concerning standing, Bank of America did not establish that it 
had sttanding to foreclose the mortgage as a matter of law" (pg. 2) 

c. '"f\s a result, tbe trial court actec} prematurely in entering tbe fmal summary 
judgntent of foreclosure in favor of Bank of America" (pg. 2) 

d. "We, ·therefore, reverse the final summary judgment of foreclosure and 
remamd' for furtiier proceedings" (j>g. l) 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed OS/26'2W9 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDI:R FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A, R,elevant Rulings and Depositions relevant to this instant action 
since the March 3, 2011 bearing (con't.) 
Nbr Descrivtinn 

8. 2011/04/07 United States Bankruptcy Court, District of Massachusetts, Central Division, 
Case No. 06-42476-MSH, In Re: Sima Schwartz, Debtor/Sima Schwartz, Plaintiffv. 
Homeq Servicing. Agent for Deutsche Bank National Trust Company. as Trustee and 
Deutsche Bank National <sic> Company, as Trustee (7 pgs.) 
a. Memorand urn and Order on Plaintiff's Motion for a New Trial (pg. I) 
b. "The defenda.!!t-. a<'l,W! tb.at t~ ~li.o.'l, 'lDJi 'Sel:'li<:in'l, asge=tent dated N<lvember 

I. 2005 wh ich is listed in the joint pretrial memorandum as a trial exhibit provides 
evidence th at the mortgage on the plaintiff's property was assigned to Deutsche 
Wel\ before, fl>e fDTeCWsuTC pFDCeSS haJ beg>m. "The e.YCe!pt Of 1M pooling anD 
servicing agreement that was admitted during the plaintiff's case in chief, 
however, provides not such evidence" (pg. 3) 

NOTE: In this in~'\'Ay,\ ?&\~, \k~ ~ w, c_..\Yt\ \',-~\~ 'W'IIil ~~'1\ 
by the Court 
NOTE: No Mortgage Loan Schedule with the loan in this instant action as 
s61bmitt«l to tire !'."EC lttts lJ«a Sttbmitt«l to tire C G<~rt 
c. "In lbane7:, the Supreme Judicial Court held that ••• '(w)here a pool of 

mortgages is assigned to a securitized trust, the executed agreement that 
"MIS'tgr~• \'Ire JMh m ~ • ...W..1o -n'Mdid~~; m \'M; 'JM>'NI.. ~ 'twri:!. 
that clear!)" and specifically identifies the mortgage at issue as among those 
assigned, nnay suffice to establish the trustees as the mortgage holder. 
Huwever; l'n\ere must 6e proof tll:at tll:e Kss1goment wxs made 6y 11 party· tli:Kt 
itself held •the mortgage'" (pg 4) 

d. "None of the evidence thus far presented at trial indicated that the plaintiff's 
mungage v. ·as p-dl'l u'i ine 1 nell '?Will, ur 'nuw ine 'Uepu;'nur at:qdrret. ine 1 nult 
Fund" (pg. 4) 

e. "In light of the foregoing. I hereby vacate and open the judgment in favor of the 
a"erenaants on Count f ortl'le compfamt oru'y. Oerena'ants must now 6e affora"ea' 
the opportumity to present their case with respect to this count" (pg. 7) 

9. 2011/04/06 The Supreme Court of Ohio, Case No. 2011-0218. U.S. Bank National 
Assoc. v. Ant<ime Duvall et a!. 0 pg.') 
a. "This cause is pending before the Court on the certification of a conflict by the 
Court of Appeals fi )r Cuyahoga County. 
b. "On review oftlie order certifYing a contTict, it is determined· tliat a contTict 

exists" 
a. "To have standing as a plaintiff in a mortgage foreclosure action, must a party 

show that it owned the note and the mortgage when the complamt was ftledT 
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Case {J!X;H3?9'i', Fii\:li {J8,'."Z6!2009 

LIS T OF EXIDBITS - MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDEH FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GlUlUP E.XRUUT A., RA!levant Rulings and Depositions relevant to this instant action 
since the March 3, 2011 hearing (con't.) 
Nhr Description 
1 D. 201 0/12/JO C-.rt uf A4>peals of Ohio, Eil!,hth A{lpeL\ate District. County of Cuyaho~:a. 

Journal Entry and O•pinion No. 94714, U.S. Bank National Assn., Plaintiff-Appellant vs. 
Antoine Duvall, et a,], Defendants -Appellees, Civil Appeal from the Cuyahoga County 
r'on...t nf'ro""""nn F'IP!li!L' r!li!L'P No rV-f\1.0ft7h (I\ no-~) 
'-' WL V..l-- .t.J..u.uvu •.....u..JO, .._,........,...,.. ~·v• ..._, • ........ ~ • .., '-" l"'t>""J 

a. Plaintiff-appellant U.S. National Bank Association, as Trustee for ... , appeals the 
dismissal of its complaint in foreclosure against defendants-appellees Antoine 
Duva\\ and N."ldinab. ~~u~ '<"~'&w!mt$'~. 9-.flrJ. ~,,;r.m;nJb t.b~ fur.ts.Q.( t.b~~..ase 
and pertinen t law, we affirm" (pg. 1-2) 

b. "A foreclosttre complaint must be dismissed if the plaintiff cannot prove that it 
owned the n'O\~&ti t.~ Oi\7t~ t!A~ t,re&\a~ thec<A:wp,.\m.w nw f}.lc.!J" (pg. 3) 

c. " ... the court ordered plaintiff to supplement the record 'with some definitive 
proof of the acquisition date of the subject note and mortgage within 20 days of 
this court's crtrry" \-pg. 3) 

d. " ... plaintiff supplemented the record with a second affidavit and a "Schedule of 
Mortgage Loans" from Wells Fargo" (pg. 3) 

e. "However, tnese documents, along with tl rm:~·iously tiled docliflloeiltem;tled 
"Pooling and Service Agreement," merely reiterated that Wells Fargo transferred 
the note to tlhe trust of which plaintiff was trustee" (pg. 3) 

NOTE: Plaintift dHI not supp)y e'J'iber c\ocument"m 'ili1s "mstant acnun 111J6'i'm:~lfUrt 
denied the Defendunt's Motion to Compel Production 
f. "In the instant case, defendants did not file a motion to dismiss or a motion for 

summary j"u,a"gmenr'" (pg. 5} 
NOTE: In this insltant action, Defendant f"IIed both a motion to dismiss and a motion 
for summary judgment, both of which were denied in error by the Court 
g. "Thus, 1f pLalnfiltbas offered no evidence that -.t owned the nole anc\ 

mortgage w ben the complaint was filed, it would not be entitled to judgment 
as a matter oflaw" (pg. 5) 

h. "Plaintiff failed in its burden of demonstrating tfiat it was tfie rear party in 
interest at t·he time the complaint was filed. Plaintiff's sole assignment of 
error is ove·rruled" (pg. 5) 

1. "Judgment affirmed" (pg. 5) 
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C.ru\0' .[)JlCHJ ?9?, P.'.l-9:} &>8.126/2009 

Ll~'iT OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A,. Re·levant Rulings and De,.nositill!L~ J"clevant to thi~ in.Uant .artinn 
since the March 3, 2011 hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
LL 20LVQ1/2'i Circuit f' .. nurtn(RnsselJ.Cnunf.¥, Alabama., Case Nn.CV OR-1fi2, Pb"JIJi'< 

Horace, Plaintiff, v: >. LaSalle Bank National Association. et a!., Defendants, Order 
(2 pgs.) 
a. "F.inl, tJw •Cem1 D~iJ U> /Ju>p.tN,»> of~~ tkN /Ju>/Jekwhnt 

trust {LaSalle Bank National Association) did not comply with the terms of 
its own Po• •ling and Servicing Agreement and further did not comply with 
~"' X<W<I;;. Lwt! \luiMw.y!.Wq,W.~'IiR.'W'}JgJnM.'A\W:yJ.·~owR.~Hwm&'t.''!.'MM
and mortg~1ge" (pg. I) 

b. "Second, pllaintiff Horace is a third party beneficiary of the Pooling and 
Servicing A~t'l««««ta ~e~~~i'al h!· tlredtelead~«rt tnr«(Ltt SttNe Btmk ,\'trtitma.' 
Association.). Indeed without such Pooling and Servicing Agreements, 
plaintiff Horace and other mortgagors similarly situated would never have 
been able to t>Mmn t'm-ant'mg' \n- \) 

c. "Consequeu:ttly, plaintiff's motion for summary judgment is granted to the 
extent that defendant trust (LaSalle Bank National Association) is 
permanent~y·enjoim:d «um rorl!<:rusiugun ore prupen'y·" (pgs. /-2) 

12. 2010/10/13 Affidavit and Testimony of Thomas J. Adams (6 pgs.) 
a. "I have revi-ewed the collateral file produced by the Defendants and the 

securitizatio· n 6ocurnerns 'mc'momg tne 1 ruSI Agreemem 'iortne 1 ruSl'' \J!g. '2.) 
b. "The trust "•greement which created the Trust that is the defendant in this 

action is callled a Pooling and SerVicing Agreement and is fUed under oath 
with the Stcunnes ano'f:xcl\ange Commisst'on"'(pg. Zj 

NOTE: Neither tb e collateral file nor the Pooling and Servicing Agreement has been 
submitted by the I •lain tiff in this instant action 
c. "The industtry standards, customs and practices would bave been for tbe 

depositor's endorsement to be filled in naming the Trustee for the benefit of 
the Trust bUll that is not expressly stated in these documents" (pg. 3) 

a·. "Nevertlief•ess, tflfs cflafn of endorsements, in order to compfy wftli tliis PSA, 
would have bad to be complete on or before the closing date of this deal but 
in no event more than 90 days from the closing date" (pg. 3) 

e. "ln reviewitng tbe collateral fde for this loan I note tbat tbere is no evidence 
of transfer oaftbe mortgage" (pg. 3) 

NOTE: In Ibis instant action the Plaintiff has failed to produce tbe original 
mortgage in open !Court 
f. " ... any assi1gnments which would have been necessary to transfer the 

mortgage to the Trust would bave been required to be dated prior to the 
Trust closin•g day irrespective of whether tbey were recorded or not" 
(pgs. 3-4) 
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LI:ST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A· Relevant Rulings and Depositions relevant to this instant action 
since the March 3, 2011 !hearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
l2 2010/10/13 Affida vitand Testimcmy ofThomasJ. Adams (con·q 

g. "Therefon.,, there is no evidence of transfer in the collateral file of either the 
promissory note or the mortgage" (pg. 4) 

.h "J:Iw.,."W..·.JlCI'.iu .tbJ>.-rulatJ'r.al lile.!lbroir-•.llll JJJUor .llDJI<'.nJI>Ilh'.ttdailnrnlf.the 
parties to t :his securitization to convey this promissory note to this Trust. 
The defen< !ant Trust has offered no proof of ownership and the collateral file 
qffp.J:'Ul'»__ tb.R. ~ 1''NAA o:.~b; ~.~ t..b..W. w.., Wu.r. "''M. QAt 

securitized nor was it transferred to this Trust (pg. 4) 
NOTE: The Plain'' iff in this instant action has similarly failed to submit proof of --rsllit> to the 1..-"ea#JN/W lheC.fNirl a-.w Ike DeleiiiNkmt Me • .<W... to C~ 
Production 
1. 'The Court should also be aware that Section 9.12(g) set forth further explicit 

r~c,J~Rf;fmf'J 'm1 +hR.-1RJ'm'it;3 ~ +h& \'i'W&t. Wd. P,~1'kjJL"b +h& '\ 'i'lF..fAA.. fl-~1 takJniE, W}}j 

action whic h would jeopardize the REMIC status of the Trust" (pg. 4) 
J. "Further, any attempt to accept a transfer of the Horace Promissory note now 

,.ouJii ••mh~ ,,'n: REMlC rmnisia.-rs rtf tt'n: lRS W: <XJI:k h.- tr ,TrtttTba· rtf 
reasons." 
I) "Fir st. the loan is in default at this time. Therefore. the loan can not be a 

"-q<~<''rii'rt:6 nltll'rgagt; '"'""'" ·arm 'lrre \'i\.'i'>""" t--ubt 'vt:t,.,w,,., '~~ TfmlifittX. 
mor gage loan is a performing mortgage loan" (pg. 4) 

2) "Se( .. ond, an attempted transfer to the trust is now after the closing date 
ana' atrer rile cerrincates were ]~·sued, in effect, rile ""'ainriffwuUJ'a' oe 
clail ning to have transferred an asset to a trust that has by its own terms 
beer 1 closed for more than four years at the time the alleged transfer took 
p1ac' ce" tpg. 4) 

3) "Thi,rd, the promissory note was not endorsed to the trust by the depositor 
and is devoid of the required chain of endorsements required by the PSA 
... t·<O esta6fisfi tfie cfiain oftrife on tfie promissory note tor tfie purposes or 
bankruptcy remoteness" (pgs. 4-5) 

k. 'The claim that the Horace note has been transferred to the Trust when it is 
enaorsea ·m 'Oian'k stmply fftes ·m fhe lace ol fhe manitatory terms ot fhe 1'SA and 
is an extrerne deviation from the industry standards, customs and practices which 
prevailed at all times material to this transaction and which prevail today" (pg. 5) 

I. " ... it is my opinion tfrat tfrfs Trust cfoes not own tfris promi·ssory note~ (pg. 4) 

Page 15 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 08!2612009 

LJ ST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT A,. Relevant Rnlin\!11 and DeQOsitions relevant to this instant action 
since tbe March 3, 2011 bearing (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
!3. 20!1/01/26 Uoited States Bankruptcy Court, District of Connecticut, Bridgeport 

Division, in re Tiff my M. Kritharakis, Debtor, Chapter 13, Case No. I 0-51328 (AHWS), 
U.S. Trustee Tracy Hope Davis (previously part oftbe record) 
.a ":rS> b!'g.w wi.th. the POC [Proof of Claim] asserted that Deutsche was a creditor 

of the Debt or. yet tbe Note and Mortgage annexed to the POC appear to 
document a note and mortgage as between the Debtor and MAC, not 
QJ\.'1/&~'ut.n 

b. ''24. The U1'1ited States Trustee seeks to examine a duly authorized 
representati ve(s) of Deutsche who possesses knowledge and is most familiar with 
respect to tl,"~? ,fo..·e@th\?g ,'ss~\."'S ~Hi~:} ·~.:l.\?t,•.:k;o._•yNNo..">.WS tore p..·~"e(} OJ' 
Deutsche pursuant to a subpoena ... that wiD include the following (extensive 
list]" 

c. "25. The Ur.\'«d Sl2li~'> 1' tw.\tt '>~~k'> 'M'l \Jioo ~<Ympe\hr.g 'II dill.'f '11'11i.~1.~d 
representati ve(s) of Deutsche to attend and give sworn testimony" (pg. 10) 

d. Exhibit F 
l) Ass~gmrrem' crO·MTgdg'!' 

14. 2010/06/24 Superior Court of the State of Washington In and For the County of King, 
No. 09-2-25191-6 SEA, Christine Provost, Plaintiff, vs. [long list], Defendants ( 4 pgs.) 
a. Judgment mr6 't'mlinlgl! WI-~ lOf6 ~ 1:'tl't1: 

I) "Un.clean bands" (pg. 2) 
2) "Did not act with diligence" (pg. 2) 
3) "Vioiated tl\e Crimina( J"iooifteen'ng A.ct"' (pg. Jj 
NOTE: Illinois Financial Crime Law 
4) "Tbe actions oftbese defendants were intentional and in bad faith" 

(pg. )) 
5) "Tb e Court also fins <sic> that punitive damages are appropriate ... 

in n1e sum of$100,000" (pg. 3) 
6) "fh,~ Court oases tfus on lntentlonafvfofatlons of said statutes supported 

by the Declarations field <sic> herein and listed above" (pg. 3) 
7) "Tt 1e Court quiets title in favor of the Plaintiff' (pg. 4) 
8) Bast!d upon the above f'mdings and conclusions, Plaintiff Is granted a 

net .JUDGMENT for $110923, plus interest thereon from tbe date of 
judg~ment at the rate in the loan documents of 18.9%" (pg. 4) 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT B. .Relevant Regulatory Agency and Congressional lnvestig!ltions, 
Findings, and Consent Decrees relevant to this instant action since the March 3, 2011 
hearing (descending ch•ronological order) 
~ '-"'--~ 

I. Financial Crisis T 'imeline (I pg.) 
2. 2011/05/03 Deuts.che Bank faces US mortgage fraud lawsuit, U.S. v. Deutsche Bank AG 

o9t&, V.S. lA~'lC<mrt, S<m&"-. .... wD<sll?ct.oi.\lew YO£k, No. J.l-IJ29"J5f.l P{!) 
3. 2011/04/27 IRS \Neighs tax penalties on mortgage securities (2 pgs.) 

a "The Intetmal Revenue Service has launched a review of the tax-exempt status of 
-a ~Wdrely.J.--Wd.. +tmw. ~ wRN~~~t.4. wvu;tJ&~WJRI! q£}1 ... 1£,~' r?FJb. 1.\ 

b. "The IRS confirmed to Reuters that the review comes in response to mounting 
evidence t hat banks violated tax requirements by mishandling the transfer of 
~s·ro REi\-llC;;, :m.:rrt 6x R=' ~ Mm'gage C.:n~'ts" (pt;. •') 

c. "The IRS is aware of questions in the market regarding REMICs and proper 
ownership of the underlying mortgages as set out in federal tax law" (pg. I) 

b. "l'nt:b-e 'trd ·£iK>l trdJr.;gt't:b-s'IUns, t:utlfmntiJ 'm t:Um\ mxr.iJUilli 'llfiD '/rnVugrt 1tt:~t, 
action by cfederal bank regulators, include the failure to formally transfer 
ownership of mortgage to the trusts that invested in them and the subsequent 
creation mi'ti'auduient mortgage asstgoments and ot'I\er t'irllre u'0\.'11'fJreD(!r 
(pg. I) 

e. "The courts ruled that because the trusts never received the required documents 
estatiftslin1g fhat they owneb ·tne mortgages, tney 'nave no stanomg1o'lureCtm."t!' 
(pg. I) 

f. "But if the IRS concludes that the REMIC investments failed to comply with 
stn'ct requtirements in nie reoeraf tax cooe, n'le IZEMfC wouio' nave ro pay a i{J() 

percent ta x on the income from those investments. That means that the IRS could 
confiscate: the full amount" (pg. I) 

g. "Tax law ·~xperts said the REMICs a:tso cmilirbe slitiJected to add'tfwna1 pemilites 
for failing to file tax returns on the income" (pg. I) 

h. For the IRS, one of the main issues will be whether REM!Cs actually owned the 
mortgage, from which they received fncome. If not, tor tax purposes tliey 
wouldn't ~qualify as REMICs, and the income would become taxable" (pg. 2) 

NOTE: If the RIEMICs, such as the REMIC trust in this instant action, are found to 
not have actually owned the mortgages, then all foreclosures relative to mortgages 
in the REMIC tr-usts were wrongful, fraudulent foreclosures and the circuit courts 
will be inundated a second time for those wrongful foreclosures 
i. "The area ne tax rules governing REMICs tax rules require that all the mortgages 

be transfe rred to them on the dates that they are formed. There is a 120-day grace 
period for· correcting any errors, and after that the rules strictly forbid acquiring 
any additi onal mortgages" (pg. 2) 

NOTE: The assi:gnment to the Plaintiff REMIC trust in this instant action had an 
effective date in 2009 for this alleged trust that closed on February 6, 2004 (see 
attached Group Exhibit 0.2) 
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Cao10~r'8i'f'i-: niWJ\8/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDJ ~R FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT B, R_eJevant Regulatory Agency and Congressional Investigations, 
Findings, and Consent Decrees relevant to this instant action since the March 3, 2011 
hearing (con't.) 
Nbr o.....,..;.I>ti.o .. 

4. 2011/04/13 Wall Street and the Financial Crisis: Anatomy of a Financial Collapse, 
Majority and Min.ority Staff Report, Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, United 
St:J..tes &.'KAte, .whset of 650 page report (18 pgs.) 
NOTE: Deutsche Bank and Goldman Sachs are the two "Investment Bank Abuses" 
Case Studies used to illustrate the issues 
ll«).'I_;V-·.lki.W&t.wtiaA ~~lull! 'W:.~ ~"IJ.MilS."\ U:tl.W. u:~ *N01:* land 
trusts as require d by the IMFL 

5. 2011/04/13 Fedenli Reserve Press Release (2 pgs.) 
a. "The FeduWt1 R.es.-"'>."1<:: lkl£"(} o.-.;, We&!re~J' a,.r,>,.w;y.wceJ fur.ml!! e.Q.fc..rce.we.w 

actions requiring I 0 banking organizations to address a pattern of misconduct and 
negligence" (pg. I) 

b. Links 12 Cmt!>ttn 0100?,\Jtg.l) 
6. 2011/04113 Feder·al Deposit Insurance Corporation ("FDIC") Press Release: "FDIC 

Statement on Enforcement Orders Against Large Servicers Related to Foreclosure 
fucn.Ces"(2 pgs .. f 
a. "The Fedteral Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC) today issued the following 

statement commenting on the enforcement orders against large servicers related 
to tneir ~o redosure pracilces" \pg. '•) 

b. "There is evidence that some level of wrongful foreclosures has occurred. It is 
important that servicers identi:f'y any harmed homeowners and provide appropriate 
remedies··· (pg. Z) 

NOTE: This record in this instant action is a prime example of a "pattern of 
misconduct" (e.g., Business Model of Fraud) culminating in wrongful foreclosures 

7. 2011/04 Interager ICY Review ofForedosure 'i"o'Jicies ana 'i"raclices, Feoera) Reserve 
System, Office of 'the Comptroller of the Currency, Office of Thrift Supervision (16 pgs.) 

8. 2011/04/01 CBS Mortgage paperwork mess (2 pgs.) 
a. "banks ca n 't tlnd the ownership documents N (pg. f j 
b. "Caught i n a jam of their own making, some companies appear to be resorting 

to forge~y and phony paperwork to throw people- down on their luck- out of 
their home :s" (pg. l) 

9. 2011/04/07 Defet tdant submittal to 60 Minutes regarding Ameriquest to Citi 
Residential/fabric. ated Assignments by Nationwide Title (2 pgs.) 
NOTE: See AHMSI response to 60 Minutes (see attached Group E'xftffiff B. fiT} 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed IY<>)L'ft~ 

GROUP EXHIBIT B, f{elevant Regulatory Agency and Congressional Investigations, 
Findings, and Consent ll)ecrees relevant to this instant action since the March 3, 2011 
hearing (con't.) 
.N.hr .lli>S<"r.i,ptUw 
10. 2011/03/24 AHM!SI response to 60 Minutes (6 pgs.) 

NOTE: AHMSI,, the servicer in this instant action, made critical admissions as to 
~ ~di/..ies as a matt~r llf pub\k n~llrd (pgs. S-6} 
NOTE: The two different Affidavits of Prove-Up in this instant action were 
allegedly signed lby the same employee, but one with a title of Vice President and the 
.?1/i.er HWk Ike """'nscnsical <!<Jmbmed title of Assistant Secretary and Vice President 
with no apparen t personal knowledge from the records that this account was 
included in a Ch apter 7 bankruptcy as of January 30, 2009 and was discharged on 
~ ~. 1.~,.,..., ~'nq; WM:IW.. L'rJ7jrogt:• ~'nAt ymytrmJ\ t•t:MM·- Mt1> "f'>ilnf.'tt~t> 

of federal banknuptcy law, as well as state and federal debt collection laws 
II. 2011/04/27 Karen. A. Stukel, Will County Recorder (25 pgs.) 

.r. S.:-.rn:I'r <.JJT A>'l>'l'gmm:rrt Qm:gury !ry· Ci6:R~i<kutiat' (widr mJ >'JT£-e)' a:nu' Ci6: 
Residentiml (with space) 

b. Batch 04/:~3/09 Instruments R200904788!- R2009047990 
't) '\Jr;::ntor: Argent Mortgage Company LLC 
2) Sen to Nationwide Title Clearing 

c. Batch 04/(13/09 Instruments R2009039944- R2009039979 
l) Gran tor: Argent Mortgage Company LLC 
2) Sent to Nationwide Title Clearing 

d. Other Grantors with Citi Residential assignments 
'f) An 1eitquest Mortgage Company 
2) Aq;5ent Securities Inc 
3) Cit igroup Global Markets Realty Corp, Sent to Codilis & Associates 

NUTE: Any assi;gnments fu 2008/2009 for REMIC trusts in earlier years are 
prohibited transactions and income is 100% taxable to the IRS (see attached Group 
Exhibit 8.3) 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed rJI1F'LiiiYIRJ'I 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT C, Helevant l21
h .Judicial Circuit Court Pleadings, Hearings, and 

Orders (descending chronological order) 
Nbr Description 
l. 2011/04/07 Ross.i kttF.< 

a. Cover lett er with incorrect plaintiftlspelling error (I pg.) 
b. Order of Summary Judgment (with recused Judge Siegel) (I pg.) 
c. Judgment .V;,.·l'o..·xk;;,~ye a..wl Sa..'e ( m't.'r r<A-"U-;;.x} }~.,jge S.iegei'J' (? j7g1>.J' 

I) "Reasonable attorneys' fees" of$1,850 
a) With no Attorney Affidavit ever submitted 
b) f'V'! \ .s Y='> ~:>H,~·zmwg:, 
c) To which law firm(s), Pierce & Associates or Dykema Gossett 

2) A·dvances were required of the servicer by the trust prospectus (pg. 2) 
s)' lrN~TllfS were pant {(ff' rrrortg'dge irn'erel.T iry· cirt;: S\rrVJi.=, ~-u cirt;: 

notes are not in default 
3) Plaintiff has no valid lien (pg. 2) 
4) )lm • 'i'ierce & hssoc'unes anorney name aocumentea, as usuat 

2. 2010/11/16 Moticm for Summary Judgment as required by the 18th Judicial Circuit Court 
ofDuPage Count:y 
a. Notice of Motion (i pg.} 
b. Certificate of Mailing (I pg.) 
c. JPMC Specialty Mortgage LLC's Motion for Summary Judgment (4 pgs.) 

'J. 2'0Yt/U4/Ub Driler (I pg.) 
a. To redact Defendant's full Social Security Number on two different Note copies 

as recorde·d with the Court 
<f. Z\lf ftl1<ftl1S f"ierc<~ & Associates fetter to Jucfge Rossi' (1 pg.) 

a Motion for Summary Judgment (I pg.) 
b. No Attorn ey Fee Affidavit included 
NOTE: These criiticallegal documents were not recorded with the Circuit Court nor 
were they served upon the Defendant until after the March 3, 2011 bearing briefed 
for the Cross-M~•tions of Summary Judgment and after the April4, 2011 status 
hearing 
NOTE: The Cou rt suddenly granted Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment at a 
status call on Ap ril4, 2011, when the Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment had 
just been denied on March 22, 2011 with no Plaintiff Motion to Reconsider as the 
Court advised th e Defendant to submit 

5. 2011104/04 Report of Proceedings (37 pgs.) 
NOTE: Defenda .nt has added extensive commentary throughout due to the litany of 
judicial errors, b•ias, and grounds for appeal 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROIIP EXHIBIT C~ .&-.lev.aDt U'b .lwJ.idaJ Cir.l'.Jill C.<W.rl P.W:odiJws,. He~~ .awl 
Orders (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

6.. "21lU.iOAJ.QA Or.<ltc·r. 1,1. M,), 
a. Plaintiff,.; Motion for Summary Judgment is granted, at a status hearing after it 

had been denied on March 22, 20 II 
.h ..P.\2..\qt,.lff_is W .mv.t} Cop]' of ,'i/s ;,.&;>t,\si:"i .VA ... SMmwo.ry' .,fu~W M &'""t.ii::twkat 
NOTE: Service to Defendant was ordered by the Court after the Court had just 
erred in grantimg the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment with no Plaintiff 
~~'<b'M:..~ <lrttC~.,~-Yar ..... 'l'l, ~\\ 

7. 2011/03/31 DocLet of Official Court Records (2 pgs.) 
a. 2011/03/117 Affidavit and related Exhibit is the copy of the Note with Defendant's 

lidl S.:A-"it~t•' S"'--urity· Namoo-ami o.~ lwcr v.rin. of rnu\m;t:nreiril; l1IT drr &,n:K 
I) Fliled by Amy Jonker of Dykema Gossett in person, not Pierce & 

Associates 
'tl. '}!?J', '•'RJ':/i2.', 'Ue'inrfuatt -sdurritrnlrs 
c. 2011/03/::2 Notice of Mailing 

I) Fi led by Amy Jonker of Dykema Gossett in person, not by Pierce & 
Associates 

2) N ot mailed to Defendant on 03/16/11 as stated with the courtesy copy 
3) D·ocument included in the Notice of Mailing was Response to Defendant's 

'Kt.:queSl Yor 'hoauc'iwn, nol wnal was suominea W:ttn tne courtesy copy 
a. No Affidavit of Prove-Up 
b. No Attorney Affidavit 

d'. 2\H fltJ5C!g Cferk entry refat!'ve to Memorandum and Order orMarcfi 1:2, :ZU f f 
I) PI aintiffs motion to strike the motion for summary judgment of 

o.efendant is denied 
'Z) lJelenaanfs motion to strike the moiion tor summary judgment or 

Pl.aintiff is denied 
3) Defendant's motion for sanctions is denied 
4) o.efendant's motion for summary judgment is denied 
5) PI aintiff s motion for summary judgment is denied 
6) Mlatter is set for status on April4, 2011 at 9:00AM in Room 401 

NOTE: Defenda.nt has added commentary subsequent to the April4, 2011 status 
call 
NOTE: The Co~•rt suddenly granted Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment at a 
status call on April4, 2011, when the Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment had 
just been denied on March 22, 2011 with no Plaintiff Motion to Reconsider as the 
Court advised tl~e Defendant to submit 

Page 21 



Case 09CH3797, Filed c,&:.O\li~ 

LIST OF EXHIBlTS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORD•ER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

&RDVP E.YHJ»JT C, Jl!Uh-v.a.vi J.21
h ..JJulltoiaJ Cirr.nit Conrt Pleadings, Hearings, and 

Orders (con 't.) 
Nbr Description 

fl.. 1AUJ,Q,Y.'t\ ~~ &V.h~. Muc:b.1., lftlt ~and Order 
NOTE: Due tot he Court's service failure for its March 22, 2011 Memorandum and 
Order, the Defe1ndant could not submit this as a Motion to Reconsider the denial of 
tJte lkk<Mtm/'§, ;~f.o~Nm r-s--ny -~.DI 
a. Notice ot'Filing (I pg.) 
b. Supplemtental Brief re: March 3, 2011 Hearing and Order (22 pgs.) 
'tWJ'\:¥,, ~tllt..-m-. 'rat!.~.._~ -.~YI. ...,+JM. ~d,, 1AU ~ 
call where the Court suddenly granted the Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment 
that it had denied on March 22, 2011 with no Plaintiff Motion to Reconsider as the 
~lnn-rlf\JV.seu",•'tre lk£eDiJAat liJ sabmit 
c. Defendar 1t Certification (I pg.) 
d. Proof of~ Service (2 pgs.) 
e. 'Uei1very •Confirmations 

I) 2( )11/04/04 Delivery Confirmation- Pierce & Associates (I pg.) 
2) 2( ll 1/04/04 Delivery Confirmation- Dykema Gossett (I pg.) 
Sj Z.:HftWtiJ4 Oe1Yvery C\:mfurrrdtl\m- lkcrts\:U.:: B<rrrk ,'\ln\i.:hT4'11 T.-a":Wo(} fJ't?J' 

f. List of E xhibits (II pgs.) 
9. 2011/03/27 Letter to Judge Rossi 

a. -:ztn 'Jitoc:rLetter '(L pgs.') 
I) D !fendant notifies the Court tbat service was incorrect (pg. 1) 
2) D !fendant notifies the Court that as of March 24, none of the March 

I <6 documents have fleen recorded witfl file Court' (pg. l} 
3) D>efendant notifies the Court that Pierce & Associates violated the 

J\o larch 3, 2011 order and also submitted a false courtesy copy of a 
certified service to the Court tpg. 2) 

4) D efendant notifies the Court that Defendant has never received a copy 
olf the Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment for the status 
h earing of April 4, 2011 (pg. 2) 

5) D'efendant questions how the Court has 11 courtesy copy notebooks, 
b ut only 4 "red rope" envelopes for the original court documents 

NOTE: I 'er the Circuit Court Clerk supervisor, there are 7 "red rope~ 
expansio·n folders, 2 more than the Court appears to know about, since the 
Court signed out the original4 or 5 folders on December 29, 2010 
6) Defendant questions whether a formal investigation shoufd he 

requested from Pam McGuire (pg. 2) 
7) "Judge Rossi, please note that I have *not* served this letter to 

anyone, because I believe it is the Court's responsibility to notify all 
p:otrties about a very near-term court date of April4, 2011, 
pLtrticularly when it notifies Pierce & Associates of missing documents 
in violation ofthe March 3, 2011 court order" (pg. 2) 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORHER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXIDBIT C, Relevant 12111 Judtcial Cirenit Caurt Pleadin~, Hearin~, and 
Orders (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
'l. '21)).1./,IH/,1.7. 1-.mt.M ta v~ lla<OOJ('.r.w.'t,.\ 

b. 2011/03/22 Judge Rossi cover letter with totally incorrect service, except for 
Defendar.1t (I pg.) 

c. Cop]' al pg. 2 a._f" the l\b\te tkBt P11NI\Yliff so.Vh·Nilv....~ &7 tt'a:: C<Nn"t <Z:f N ~.t' o:J'f'j; 

and subE:equently made part of the court record in two filings 
I) Defendant's full Social Security Number displayed (redacted here) (I pg.) 

-!.. 1.QA •,J,Q,-,/'l<. \1.-uea.t -di. Vailinlf!, "'l1aintifli. -=t• '<b •a«o Cvat, w. 1< tvlli'=J tVf!J \'. 11f5.'J 
e. 2011/03/21 Notice of Mailing sent to the Defendant "that Plaintiff previously 

submitte•d in support of its motion for summary judgment" (I pg.) 
NOTE: Affida" its Wl'IT mJt•-ubmill'eu' pn!Vnnm'y; were nut incmdoo' in 0\.S maii't'ug 
as stated in the Notice of Mailing, and were not served prior to the March 3, 2011 
bearing nor prior to the April4, 2011 bearing 
NOTE: Plaintifi Motion tor 'Summary .)udgment was not recorded as ot M.arcb :\1, 
2011 
NOTE: Documoent included in the Notice of Mailing was Response to Defendant's 
«equesr l'"or ft'oducrion, nor wl\at was suilml\'ted witl\ tl'le courtesy copy 
f. 20 11103! 21 Envelope of mailing received by Defendant with a postmark date of 

03/21/11 , not the certified Notice of Mailing date of03/16/11 in the courtesy copy 
r~ pg.) 

g. Response;= to Defendant's Request for Production (2 pgs.) 
NOTE: OutstaEtding discovery *not* previously discussed relative to Plaintiff's lack 
of"stanomg 
h. 2011103129 Delivery Confirmation to Judge Rossi, prior to the April4, 2011 

status hearing (I pg.) 
NOTE: No Affi•davit of Prove-Up served upon Defendant prior to the April4, 2011 
status hearing 
NOTE: No Atto•rney Affidavit bas been served upon the Defendant to this day 

I 0. 2011/03/22 Men 10randum and Order received March 26, 20 II for April 4, 20 II hearing 
a. Cover let ter (I pg.) 
b. Memorar tdum and Order (12 pgs.) 
NOTE: Defend~mt bas added extensive commentary throughout due to the litany of 
judicial errors, jjudicial bias, and the many grounds for appeal 

II. 2011/03/21 Docket of Official Court Records (2 pgs.) 
a. 2011/03103 Court order "Plaintiff shall submit affidavit with respect to the 

physical location of the original mortgage and note within 21 days" 
NOTE: Per a call to the circuit court clerk on March 29, 20ll, Pierce & Associates 
bas f'lled none oil' the submissions as required by the 03/03/11 court order or as 
agreed to have r-ecorded per the 03/03/11 bearing. Pierce & Associates is in 
contempt of cou rt regarding the 03/03/11 court order. 
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CBSe 09CHJ797, Fikxl',J8/26/2(J(JI) 

ILIST OF EXHIRlTS- MOTION. 'tO V ~n: 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT C.,. Rdev.aJJt J2'h .J»Jlir.ial CirJ".ait CAII.rl PJ.e.wm.,..,_ Jh:n-i»gJ, JI»>J 
Orders (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
12. 2fll1JQ1/.Q1 Rr~-~r:t.tl£. P.rnr.f'.f'JtinJ!,'i., 'Pb· 1., wd. ?Jb'LA1r'ifV~ 'lfb'L),. 

a. The Defe t1dant read into the record the many matters of law in support of 
Defendar t's Motion for Summary Judgment 

NOTE: In its MtNck:J:J,:JI}JJ MewM>r.m.WrBuiNJ~ tke£'<mrtlsikd&t«M""e'.ff 
any of these matters of law, clear evidence of judicial bias 

13. 2011/03/03 Order (I pg.) 
a. Plaintiff !%?1.\ '>-dmr.'.t 'h'ifo&o,.<vi\ ·m\'r.. -re;1AA-\ \~:>the rJcry;'«.-al locm)m, ~:>1 \'ne Dftgmal 

mortgage and note within 21 days 
b. Plaintiff Lo mail a copy of the affidavit of prove-up and attorney affidavit in 

support n.•P1\n~Y.tilf''s 1'ID'lti\31T liD-mlmmrry·]Q~ wittD.Tr 2t1 a\rys 
c. No mention in order signed by the Court of Court's requirement for "chain of 

assignment" to the Plaintiff 
NOTE: Plaintifif'is'm currtemptof cuurtfurfallingto submit an att'Jdavit as to tbe 
physicallocatiotrJ of the original note and for failing to mail a copy of the affidavit of 
prove-up and at tomey affidavit. No attorney affidavit has been recorded or served. 
l'o:t'; t'l\e Court r·ewanied n\e frafufitl"'s actions 6y granting PfainfiYf"s Motion for 
Summary Judg•ment on April 4, 2011, when the Court denied it on March 22, 2011 
and there was n o Plaintiff Motion to Reconsider 

'1lt. 'l'O\l70'l1l'l ile'iemllan\'·s ~econll 'keques't 'iorl'rollucilon 
a. Defendan t's Second Request for Production (3 pgs.) 
b. Proof on-.ervice- Defendant's Second Request for Production (2 pgs.) 
NOTE: Outstamomg discovery ~not~ previousfy diScussed refative to Pfaintiff's fack 
of standing, a cJ ear denial of the Defendant's right to due process 
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Cm.t WCH3 'N1, rikd 1)812612()()9 

LIST OF EXHlBlTS- MOTION TO V AC.ATE 
ORI )ER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP E.m.JBJT C, R6-h-'V:mi J.J'b ~.W C.irJOJAil C.cw.rt Ph-~ .Jk.ar.ivg.ll, JWJJ 
Orders (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
t S.. Zll.tlllll91.1l7. Nmii«::l. Q.( ~~ 11.~ {'l:~i.w£( ~o:d 'LyllQ.. O<'wlli'lot tiM: ~« l4., 

2010 
a. Notice of 'Motion (I pg.) 

~,,, .J ... i~\c~a~"Vl S...9Ct.\.?..? J., l/)9Cte1-rtHI1CotJ.\?o 
NOTE: All sub, sequent pleadings must be submitted under Section l 109 
certification 
lt.. 'lmim114il.,..,n Qnirel m~mUtlt\11 115.\r 

I) A fter more than a year of hearings 
2) N J legible Pierce & Associates attorney name or IARDC # 

.:: .~An1\nr ."'-ur Jmigrm=rrt fill- FureL;.IJ:mre .mu' S4I\o- ( •' pg.J' 
I) A. single sentence 
2) N :o legible Pierce & Associates attorney name or IARDC # 

u. )\fn.tiiUn 'iCJr ~ummary .Taogmem\' pg.) 
I) "'Verified complaint"- no such verification 

NOTE: Motion for Summary Judgment not recorded with the Court prior to the 
Jtpr114"'b staills 'llearmg wllere file Court sud'denl)' granted a different t"''':u'nn"ff 
Motion for Sumrmary Judgment that was not served upon Defendant ever 

2) f'\Jlidavit of Prove-Up not served 
-:5) 'No 'Jegitile 1'1erce & Assoc'unes attorney name or 'JA'ROC '# 
4) A ttorney Affidavit never served nor recorded with the Circuit Court 

I6. 2010/08/12 Orde·r (I pg.) 
a. Detendiu 1t • s motions are <feniea for tfie reasons stated' fly tlie Court on tfie recora' 
NOTE: No sucl:a reasons were stated by the Court on the record 
b. All filing s by Defendant Scheffers related to affirmative defenses, counterclaims, 

or related defense matters must be submitted to the Court for written approval 
regarding whether Plaintiff must respond or whether the filings will be stricken 
without h.earing or further briefing. 

NOTE: Court O•rder totally violates Code of Civil Procedure. When the Defendant 
f'IIed the Motiom for Sanctions, Judge Siegel recused himself. This Court order for 
written reply has never been honored by the Court 

I 7. 20 I 0/06122 Orde r (I pg.) 
a. Hearing c m the motion to correct the order, motion to compel production and 

motion tc> reconsider is set for hearing on Thursday 8-12-10 at 9:30a.m. #129 
b. The hearing date of 7-15-10 is cancelled. 

I 8. 20 I 0/06109 Defendant Motion to Compel Production 
NOTE: Extensive Defendant commentary has been added throughout 
a. Notice of Motion (1 pg.) 
b. Defendan•t Motion to Compel Production (4 pgs.) 
c. List of E~ :hi bits (I pg.) 
d. Defendant Certification (I pg.) 
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Crx{)9CH3'?9?, FO.W '0812612009 

!LIST OF FXHIBI'[S.- MOTlON. TO VACA.TE. 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT C, R~>kvam Utb JUilki.W GrcuJt C~n~rt PJn&ags, Harmgs, aUil 
Orders (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
19. 20 I 0/06/09 Defe~.t Mt;y.V;m w. R~=£Mk~ 

NOTE: Extensive Defendant commentary has been added throughout 
a. Notice ot'Motion (I pg.) 
b. Defendaut J.\18..\\?..'i' to R~&vsk}. .. ~r(J.l (i)g.} 
c. Memoramdwn in Support of Defendant Motion to Reconsider (I 0 pgs.) 
d. Defendant Certification (I pg.) 
e. List ofEr,mm\">\<'t"Pl5"'.) 

20. 2010/05/13 Report of Proceedings, pg. I, pgs. 4-8, pgs. 22-23 (8 pgs.) 
NOTE: Extensi-ve Defendant commentary has been added throughout 
cr. "U'~ itr!\1'aC"t'Higida.'.mot'l"oa Rrd'Dmiss?"(i:rg. 6, ill's. l2-t13j" 
b. "I am loooking still for your motion to dismiss. Do you have her original 

motion to dismiss (pg. 6, Ins. 20-22) 
c. "'\ ilon''t "nave Yle'ienilan't's ot'Jg"mli't 'll'i.mmn 'to Yl"•sni1ss"' \pg. 1, 'ms. 1.-'9) 
d. "Where is defendant's first request for production?" (pg. 7, Ins. 14-15) 
e. "What ll un going to ask that you do is that you comply with Rule 2-619.1, which 

requlfes :you specificalt'y ina'icare wflicfl of your claims ro dismiss are made una'er 
2-615 an d which or your claims to dismiss are made under 2-615 <sic>" (pg. II, 
Ins. 3-7) 

l. '"That's ,,~bat is Kind of already in my reply to ber~ {pg. 22, lns. 1!-9) 
g. "Now, wlbat I haven't gotten probably is your latest filing which you claim 

was filed with the Court on Monday, and they have not gotten it to the file" 
{pg. 22, J ns. 22-24) 

h. "I am simply indicating a request that you comply with 2-619 .I, and you separate 
the stuff out, so that I don't have to guess whether or not you are seeking 
dismissal for a particular reason under 2-615 or 2-619" {pg. 23, Ins. 4-8) 

1. "I also di:.d a 2-616.2, that they don't have legal standing, and 619. 7, which is 
fraud" (pg. 23, Ins. 9-10) 

J. "That hats already been decided. They have standing pursuant to my ruling 
today" (pg. 23, Ins. 11-12) 

k. "But tha twas before I amended it, so" {pg. 23, Ins. 13-14) 
I. "That pa rt of it is done. They have standing" {pg. 23, Ins. 1 5-16) 
m. "When they do not hold the mortgage, they do not hold the note, there is no 

evidence of any kind that my mortgage was ever even sold into this trust" 
(pg. 23, lltlS. 17-20) 

NOTE: The Cmart had no legal grounds to rule that the Plaintiff had standing, 
particularly when the Court did not even have the Defendant's Reply of May 5, 
2010 that specifi caDy dealt with Sections 2-615 and 2-619 on pgs. 5-9 (see attached 
Group Exhibit C.22) 
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Case 09CH3797, filed (]f;t'M/261'19 

LIST OF EXHlBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

.C.IUl.llP .EY.RlRJJ' £'~Relevant 12'h JudiciJII Circuit Court Pleadings, Hearings, and 
Orders (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
'V.. 1Jl.,l.flf/1'i/.1.lQrfl..P.< ~\ 'jY~.} 

a. Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss is granted 
b. Defendant's Motion to Dismiss is denied 
c. TkeC<NoHt lMth t&at Pbtjrttiff ktM ~~,; 
d. Defendant is granted leave to file a Motion to Dismiss that complies with 735 

ILCS 2-·619.1 
t. 'I'Mn'nf!; 5etfot July \5, \{):3{) a.m. 

22. 2010/05/05 Defoendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> 
Motion to Dis1niss Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage for Lack of Legal Standing 
NOTE: Extens'ive Defendant commentary has been added throughout 
a. Notice c•f Filing (1 pg.) 
b. Defendant's Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Defendant Scheffer's <sic> 

Motion Tto bismiss Comp\aint to 'P orec\ose Mortgage tor Lack of Lega\ 
Standin1~ (10 pgs.) 

c. Defendamt Certification (I pg.) 
a: fl'ooror Service (I pg.J 

23. 2010/02/26 Plai ntiff's Response to Defendant's First Request for Production (6 pgs.) 
24. 2009/12/24 Def•endant's First Request for Production for the January 28,2010 

"beating or ofbe r time {3 pgs.) 
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Oise 6"K'H3 JVJ'i', rnbi <.)8/2612009 

U .L'iT OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORI IER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROLTP EXHIBIT~ C.riticsJF.xhihiL•r..,eatedlv submitted under Section 1109 
certification ( descendi ng chronological order) 
Nbr Description 

1.. 11!A'Y.ll.'M1.4 ~w.;-~,~&.. ~wu:.UW--~ CnlW:tinn. Letter 911. 1 I) Qt:,). 
a. Hired b~ •' American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., not by the Plaintiff 
b. Amount due $186,795.82 vs. Complaint Amount Due of$170,962.23 

2. 2009/D1/l5Ass~~Dl.~ll'llfS'.IDHJJ(J p,g.) 
NOTE: Alleged assignment was notarized after the Note was in default with an 
effective date a fter the Note was included in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing on 
~'lllh ..... I'J~.~ 
a. Citi Resi•.dential Lending Inc. as Attorney-In-Fact for Town and Country Credit 

Corp WllTH NO POWER OF ATTORNEY RECORDED WITH WILL 
C<NRit'"l<Y RECORDER 

b. To Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee for, Ameriquest 
Mortga;ge Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates, 
'2>-.:ffi:s Zl"/04-'i\'J 

c. Under tlhe Pooling and Servicing Agreement dated February I, 2004 
d. Signed by Crystal Moore, as Vice President of Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
e. 1'\JtariZ•ed iJy Bryan J. Bty 
f. Notary date January 15, 2009 
g. Effectiv e 2/11109 
·n. 'heparec\ 'oy kss"tca 'f-rerwl!lti'\~1'\:,, 1.WR, ~t •. '1'3. 'IW!'/r,, 'h~m. YllliW., 'i'1• ~-,. 

(800) 34 6-9152 
1. Return to AHMSI, C/0 NTC 2100 Alt.l9 North, Palm Harbor, FL 
J. Reconf•ed in Wl"ii'County on lf3t1fN'JXAff 
k. CRL L# : 0065794000 
I. Assignee L#: 4000536807 
m. 1nvestor 1..#: Wb:'>7'14tAAJ 
n. Custodian: 85 

3. 2008/111/20 Alleged corporate resolution by Citi Residential Lending Inc. (3 pgs.) 
a. BryanBHy 
b. Crystal Moore 
c. Only 2 of 3 signatures 
d. No title>< of signatories 
NOTE: Where did Town & Country Credit authorize Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
to have legal standing to assign the Note and the Mortgage 

4. 2009/03/18 Will County Recorder Summary lntormati"on (T pg.j 
NOTE: Alleged assignment notarized on January 15, 2009 with an effective date of 
February 11, 2009 was not recorded until March 18, 2009 after the Note was 
included in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing on January 30, 2009 (see attacbed Group 
Exhibit 0.2) 
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'LL~T OF EXHIRLTS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORJOER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT D. CritkaJ Ex.!UbW Tt>pt>.slt>J!Jy suhmilied under Section 1 109 
certification (con't.) 
Nbr Description 

5. 2011/03/0 I E-n;wi.l. ~~·YrRRlY~. f<<m>. O:ai.l!, uwcl.e<><>, Deputy Recorder/Le~YJ.L, DuP~ 
County (I pg.) 
NOTE: "At thf' direction of the Recorder I have forwarded your letter and all 
documents to t'l«-~Paf!JCC.nwri]· State'a AltlN7rwy kN- !JirJMr Tt'VHo'Jlll.llJld .ar.tinn." 
a. "As a point of information, our office is required by Illinois Statutes to ecord 

any do<eument presented to us as long as the document contains the 
informafum mandmt'A 'IYy ~~'AM\ C~ <k<lm¥.lK~" 

NOTE: There i•s no verification of assignments, so they do not constitute evidence 
6. Corporation Assignment of Real Estate Mortgage example that meets the recording 

requffi:rnem.'S' of' n're' lUirroi:; C11!'1'fl::y<M\.~ Ad (2 [lgS. r 
a. Illinois 'notary 
b. Alleged President and Vice-President titles and signatures 
'o. ~·nness es 

7. Mortgage, pg. ;l, as filed with the Complaint (I pg.) 
a. With Wiill County Recorder stamp (I pg.) 
l'l. ~bt a ""t1rue ana' correct copy" of' a •'egal~sizai u'm:urrrerrt 
c. Missing bottom 

8. Mortgage, pg. 1, as submitted to the Court on April4, 2011 (I pg.) 
a. ·No prior serVICe upon fhe Delenilanl 
b. No Will County Recorder stamp 
c. Includes bottom of document with "certified to be a true and exact copy of the 

original"" stamp 
I) 'With initials only 
2) Not a notary 

NOTE: What Pierce & Associates subm1tteil to Ote Court was not even a '"true an6 
correct" copy nf what was filed with the Complaint with Will County Recorder 
stamp 

9. Mortgage, pg. 1, as served upon the Defendant on May 5, :ZIJJI, after tlie May II, 
2011 status hearing where the Court suddenly granted Plaintiff Motion for 
Summary Jud1gment (I pg.) 
a. No Wilt County Recorder stamp 
b. Not a "true and correct copy" of a legal-sized document 

10. Notary page for Dante M. Royster (I pg.) 
a. Not notary on each page 
b. With "c-ertified to be a true and exact copy of the original" stamp 
c. Bar code for document tracking 

11. Signature/Name Affidavit (I pg.) 
a. Bar cod•e for document tracking 
NOTE: No not arization date 
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Case <J9CH3 797, Filed (]8/26t'2(J(Jl) 

UST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
ORJOER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROVJ> .KWJ.RJT D., C.riJ.Uo..aJ .F.l:hihibl TJ'pt'.atedly "~ under Section 1 109 
certification (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
1.1. lQ.l,QhQ,o/,Q,l. ~ff.>i<llm;t.<if. P.'IlW.-•Iq/wr.'iirlin.!b !JuLlr-\ q_ ')Jb'>-), 

a. Joseph I< .. aminski (known "robo-signer" on the Internet) 
b. Authori> ed agent as both Assistant Secretary and Vice President 
NOTE: Where Is~ .w.VJM."*!· frum PJaNmlff.tN-ageRt n:NNa 
NOTE: Not "by American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., as attorney in fact" as 
stated on tbe January 20, 2011 affidavit (see attached Group Exhibit D.l3) 
c. Notariz~·-.'. \"U Th>'Va\ C'm/M'f, r'&.T&-1. 
d. Arnerica,.n Home Mortgage Servicing Inc. is in Texas 
e. Deutsch•e Bank National Trust Company is in California 
f. Specifies- $26, ?()5.3() irr <1\."l.-n:reu' I'm~1%\' 

I) Violates Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filed on January 30,2009 
NOTE: The affmnt apparently bad no personal knowledge of the Chapter 7 
Bankruptcy 
g. Specifie:s late charges of$466.53 prior to acceleration 

I) 1 nere was no acceleration 
I) Violates Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filed on January 3(], 2()()lJ 

NOTE: The amant apparently bad no personal knowledge of the Chapter 7 
Bankruptcy 
h. Specifie,s $~ ,572.1 Din rea'! estate taxes 
1. Specifie: .s $68.60 for unknown Inspections 
j. Specifie:> $300.00 for a broker's price Opinion 
NOTE: No suJ•porting documentation of any kind was attaclieci' or presented to rile 
Court on April4, 20ll 
NOTE: An in-state notary is required by Sec. 37 of the IUinois Conveyances Act 
NOTE: A judieial certificate of personal knowledge of the affiant Is required by Sec. 
24 ofthe Illinoii s Conveyances Act 
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Case D9CHJ 797, Fi!e·J ()8i26i2009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
OI'IDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT I~. Critical Exhibits repeatedlY submitted under Section 1109 
certification (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
13. 2011/01/20 Affidavit ofProve-uJ;> (recused Jud~e Sie~el) (2 J;>~.) 

a. Joseph Kaminski (known "'robo-signer" on the Internet) 
b. "by Arnerican Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., as attorney in fact" 
c. Author.iz.--ll .ag.-.oJ .a.• nnly A.ssi.<;t.antSel:retary, .oot as Vice P.rt>-<>idem nn St;ntemher 

1, 20 I •) affidavit (see attached Group Exhibit 0.12 ) 
NOTE: Wher-e is signing authority from the Plaintiff 
d. NotariLoo i.Q. Ou'lal /2QJ.J.W;~, fk>.l;iiJ:l. 
e. American Home Mortgage Servicing Inc. is in Texas 
f. Deutsclne Bank National Trust Company is in California 
g. Specifi.._•s$29, ,1),1 . .64 .~?3CC.<!.1t'.9.\qte,rest ><5'. $2b,'Jf)5.){).;;w Septe.wbe,r ,1, ]!)]{) 

affida\ it 
1) Violates Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filed on January 30, 2009 

NOTE: The a.ffw.Wi 'l•'W'U't\\t~~ h'Ai Y£ ~~?.\ ~~ ~ tM Ch"A~\'"' 
Bankruptcy 
h. Specifit~S late charges of $466.53 prior to acceleration 

I ) Tt'i>e>.-e >+a:s- tW &.'\."C'lb-.rr,\:n-r 
1) Violates Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filed on January 30, 2009 

NOTE: The affiant apparently bad no personal knowledge that there was no 
acceleration 
NOTE: The altliant apparently had no personal knowledge of the Chapter 7 
Bankruptcy 
1. Specifi·es $9,572.1() in rea/ t:>'t'dll! G!xes 
j. Specifies $68.60 for unknown Inspections 
k. Specifies $400.00 for a broker's price Opinion, $100 more than the September I, 

20 10 afftaavit 
NOTE: No SUJ;lporting documentation of any kind was attached or presented to the 
Court on Apri: 14, 20ll 
NOTE: An in-state notary fs required fly Sec. ST oftfle mrnofs Conveyances Act 
NOTE: A judicial certificate of personal knowledge ofthe affiant is required by Sec. 
24 of the Illinois Conveyances Act 

14. 2010/01/28 Jan 1es R. Dougherty business card before Dykema filed its appearance on 
February 3, 20LO 

15. 20 I 0/01/28 Report of Proceedings, pg. I (I pg.) 
a. James R. Oougfierty of Dykema Gossett parttcipate<f pnor to tlfing an appearance 

on February 5. 2010 
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['.ru;;-JI~HN9,7, ,IO;\\.<>J 0812612009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MOTION TO VACATE 
OlRDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT I>, Critical Exhibits repeatedlY submitted under Section I 109 
certification (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
16. 2010/02/23 D ykema maililllb to Defendant 

a. 2010/0 2/23 Cover letter (1 pg.) 
b. 20 I 0/0 2/05 Dykema appearance filed with the Court ( l pg.) 
NOTE: Dykei.IWI p».rtll-..ip»JJ'.d .iD JI!.I)JP8ry 28,.2JIJ1l.W..ari.D,g hefurJ' .W.v.iDg Jile.d ili 
appearance on February 5, 2010 

17. 20 I 0/l 0/25 Deutsche Bank Re: Certain Allegations Regarding Loan Servicer Foreclosure 
Practices (1 Pb'.) 
a. "Specifically, the Trustee issued, on October 8, 2010. the attached memorandum 

to alllc >an servicers for U.S. residential mortgage backed securities trusts" 
NOTE: The a.JJe{:etJ In/.# h aot 11 hNiNJ In/.# .u ~ iR 5'«. 15-1 JIM .of tke I~ 
Mortgage FoF"eclosure Law 

18. 2010/10/08, Deutsche Bank Re: Allegations Regarding Certain Servicing Foreclosure 
Procedures (3 {'lif.>.) 

a. "We w1 ite to express the Trustee's serious concern regarding allegations of 
potenti: il defects in foreclosure practices, procedures and/or documentation used 
by cert«in ma:jar kum servi= a:nd their a:gecrts" (pg. If 

b. "Cease and desist from taking any unlawful or improper action with respect 
to the servicing of Trust assets, including, but not limited to, making any 
false or- mis'leading shrtements in any fiimg, nonce, documen\ or paper ot any 
kind" ( pg. 2) 

c. "Cease and desist from executing any document on behalf of the Trustee or 
on behai'fofany Trust, under any power or attorney or otilerwise, unfess and 
until the Servicer and its agents have: (a) verified that all statements in such 
docum ent are true, complete and correct; and (b) determined that the 
execution and ft"ling of sucb documents are in fuU compliance witb aU 
applicatble laws, rules and regulations, including all applicable rules of court" 
(pg. 2) 

.NlJTE: Tlie .f:anuary JIJ, 11JJJ Affidavit off>rove-Up document vfofates tftfs Cease 
and Desist order with its violation of the Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing on January 
30,2009 
1'1i(J11;: The all:fiant apparently ltad no personallrnowledge of tlte Chapter 7 
Bankruptcy 
d. "Cease and desist from executing any document in a manner that indicates 

or su~:ests tftat the signatory is an officer or employee of the Trustee" (pg. 2) 
NOTE:: The January 10, 2011 Affidavit of Prove-Up document violates this 
Cease und Desist order as" Agent" for the Trustee 
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Case 09CH3 797. Fil ed 08/26/2{)()9 

LIST OF EXHlBlTS- MOTLON TO VACATE. 
ORDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT D, Critical Exhibits repeatedly .submitted nnder St>J>J.iruJ J 109 
certification (con't.) 
Nbr Description 
19. 2008/07/28 Deu.t'Y'l\1! &.cl.. Re·. M'i~~ Cm=m~Wb &l:'l~iQ.'b l'>lil~~ t\ffect~Q.'b 

Securitized 1'-Iousing Assets ( 4 pgs.) 
NOTE: The alleged trust is not a laud trust as specified in Sec. 15-1106 of the Illinois 
Mortgage F~Lilff• 
a. "(1) Foreclosure Procedures: Proofof"Ownership" of Loans (pg.1) 

I) ~in compliance with all federal, state, and local laws, rules, regulations 
'liM!~~ fll~~-;!m;~:;;'' 

NOTE: The Illinois Conveyances Act controls the recording requirements relative 
to real estate· liens 
b. "In thu:;-.-eg.rru', O.'re 71-r.~\X' is-.:um .. 'tl.~ t.'r-at SITI'ilxrs-rrr.OC.:- ~-.~.v dreir 

servicing personnel and other professionals, including legal counsel, retained by 
servicers, that securitization trusts typically become the owners of, and take 
title to, mortg:.ge 'roan-s a\ the time Un: si:Cllritization tru~-ts are funned \pg. 2) 

NOTE: The :alleged Trust closed on February 6, 2004 
c. "In particular, servicing professionals must become sufficiently familiar with the 

terms ofdfe relevam securitization documen(s for eacn [rust for WlllCll (J\ey act (O 

explain and, where necessary, prove those terms and the resulting ownership 
interests to courts and government agencies" (pg. 2) 

d. "In nu> event sbould servicer-retained foreclosure professionals, including 
couns·~l, mislead third parties, including courts, into believing that the 
Trust•ee directly controls the foreclosure process or any related litigation 
proce ss (pg. Z} 

NOTE: The •Complaint in this instant action lists the Trust as Plaintiff, not 
American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc., as servicer on behalf of tbe Trust 

2tJ. 2tJtl7i'tJ1WtJ D· :utsche 'Barik Re: Complliint With Laws, Rules and Regulations in 
Connection \\ 'ith Foreclosures on Securitized Assets: Attentiveness to Certain 
Community ru .. 1d Governmental Concerns: Proper Description of Legal Capacities (2 pgs.) 
NOTE: The alleged trust is not a land trust as specified in Sec. 15-1106 of the Illinois 
Mortgage Fooreclosure Law 
a. "d) At all times properly identify your representative capacity, as servicer, and 

DBNT'C's or DBTCA's capacity "as Trustee of[insert name of relevant Trust]" in 
all not ices, pleadings, correspondence or other documents relating to the mortgage 
loans" (pg. 2) 

NOTE: The «Complaint in this instant action lists the Trust as Plaintiff, not 
American Hmme Mortgage Servicing, Inc., as servicer on behalf of the Trust 

21. 2007/10/23 C iti Residential Lending RESPA correction letter stating that "The 
creditor to wlhich the obligation is owed is Ameriquest Mortgage Securities, Inc.", 
not Deutsche Bank National Trust. 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 08/2612009 

U£1: OF EXHIBll:S- MOTlON TO VACATE 
OlRDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT L~ F..i.l!.w.w.W ~.t'Jl.il.v.t' 11> p.r.t'Jl.W:roy mDTJg»g.t' .awl w.rnug.fnl 
foreclosure filing by Pierce & Associates and litigation by Amy Jonker/Dykema Gossett 
and various Pierce .'k associates attorneys 
Nbr Description 

I. 2011/04/11 Quicken report of an estimated $3,430.72 in non-final, ongoing cash outlays 
by the Defendant, an indigent person, since January I, 2009 when the Chapter 7 
Bankruptcy W&f be..\yt; pY'oUC'~&.""' ,V;,• sumw.:ss.\5\'i' eli! }&'i'Ull\'J' ][), 2l)l)9 {4 {J'g.£/ 

2. 2003/04/22 Screen prints from the Pierce & Associates website as archived by the "The 
Wayback Machine at www.archive.org (Defendant requests judicial notice) (7 pgs.) 
a. Archin;d '.il..e">-u\\-, nmr. hat\}\' \~- \*"'\ \:pg. \) 
b. Pierce & Associates website (www.atty-pierce.com) home page as archived on 

04/02/( )3 (pg. 2) 
.;. R~&rr:m' .An:lllfgl!' Ro=qoirerrrem.'s" iiS' .rn:1'ri9ru oo {M,/{)2/0.t (pg . .t} 

I) "We must have the original Mortgage, Note and Assignments for entry 
of Judgment." 

'L) ~ .... we mus'l: 'nave 'lne 01igimlr uucumeif!Mirtm'lu lfltl>"Cttl'l.t> 'Cuutt m 'l'rtt: 
time Judgment is entered ... " 

NOTE: Pierc•e & Associates filed the Complaint in this instant action without having 
the original Mortgage or Assignment in violation of its own, long-standing imnn'l'iw 
procedures 
e. Pierce- & Associates, P.C., Schedule of Fees (pgs. 4-7) 

I) "'Preparation of Assignments, Si5.00" (pg. 4) 
2) "Paralegal Hourly Rate on Loan Disputes, $75.00" (pg. 5) 

NOTE: The I .is Pendens was filed for the Complaint in this instant action on 
08/26/09, more than 20 months ago. \''et, the requisite originar documents and 
sworn affidavits to verify the Complaint and attorney fees are still not available. 
NOTE: The Court suddenly granted Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment at a 
status call on April4, 2011, when the Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment bad 
just been den:ied on March 22, 2011 

3. 2003/12/18 Fi:xed Rate Note. pg. I (I pg.) 
a. First rayment due on Feb. I, 2004 
b. Monthly $1,315.86 payments made from February of2004 through October of 

2008 
I) II months in 2004 
2) 36 months in 2005-2006-2007 
3) I 0 months in 2008 

57 months at $1,315.86 = $75,004.02, 
NOTE:: Defendant made payments when there was no legally enforceable 
Owne~r of Record per the Will County Recorder 
4) Late fees and other penalties 
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LL."iT OF EXHIBlTS- MOTION TO VACATE 
0 RDER FOR FORECLOSURE AND SALE (CON'T.) 

GROVP E.YHJBJT IE, F~.ia.! ~s>Jl JJmo w pre.dJIJroy .IDJU'Jg.age .and wrJUJgfnl 
foreclosure filing b) · Pierce & Associates and litigation by Amy Jonker/Dykema Gossett 
and various Pierce<'~ associates attorneys (con't.) 
l)oi.W; IM.'Yl.W¢an. 

4. Other costs: 
a. Transportation costs: 

l ) To &wl f..·&w sauY.? AT8p\5\~ •,\l.le l\? the }o.l,\_'\t cm.n~~'se lo lrec&r.t} a_.l.J 
pleadings and to attend the many hearings since August 26, 2009 

2) To and from the requisite notaries 
3) '1J '\:) wtb -TIWJ1 'Yaq}~ m ~V'pj~.,rntL ~ wd., fu 'i'd'lttt..tL ~RJnft, -rp;.lntrJl 

supplies per the purchases as documented in the Quicken reports above 
b. An ho·uriy rate or flat rate per pleading, response, or reply, each equivalent to a 

univer,iry "term p-aper" (see $75.{)()/lroill' {1ltnt/egallroudy mtes cha.rged by Pierce 
& Associates in 2003 above) 
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Case 09CH3797, Fi led 08/26/2009 
Deutsche Bank Nat' onal Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certif ,es that true copies of the foregoing instrument. Dejimdam's Second Request for 

Production, was serve< l upon 

Patrick Stant.~n. Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gos sett PLLC 
10 South Wacker Drive. Suite 2300 
Chicago. IL ( \0606 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

03\0 2010 0002 273<0 4177, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority MaiL and 

depositing said envel•ope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave .. 

Naperville. IL 6054( l prior to 7:00p.m. the 22"d day of February, 201 I and to 

Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Assc >ciates 
Thirteenth Floor 
I North Dearborn 
Chicago. IL 60602 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priori!'£ Mail mailer wilh Delivel:'£ Cno.fummjno. 8.1'..1'.J>.iJI). 

0310 2640 0001 766:~ 0927, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 

depositing said envel ope at the United States Postal Service location at I 750 W. Ogden Ave., 



ATTN: Da\ id Co, Director 
Deutsche Bru tk National Trust Company. as trustee 
1761 East St. Andrew Place, 
Santa Ana. C A 92705-4934 

by placing a copy or same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

0310 2640 000 I 766 2 0910, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail. and 

depositing said envel' qoe at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. O_gden Ave.. 

Naperville, IL 6054 0 prior to 7:00p.m. the 22"d day of February, 2011. 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
C 630-212-565 I 

'££:6 r)J... )Ldi_ ____ ~ 
Date 

Sworn to and subscri bed before me this the • ' day of February, 2011. 

,I 

My Commission Expires: __ 'L• \\1'1;'='•'-': "-+\_._1_,_1 ___ _ 



Case ()9CH3797, F i!ed <J8i26r'ZOO'l 

STATE Of tLU.N.•Dl~ 

COUNTY OF WIL L 

IN . fHE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE I 2 TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COlJNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANIK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN ·rRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFlCA 1, E HOLDERS FOR AMERlQUEST 
MORTGAGE SEC 'URITIES TRUST 2004-RI. 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES. 
CCli:.R'li:.S 1.~-R', 

PLAINTIFF 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS A/KJA LAUREN LEE 
'I)C't'tt'fr'E~; 'uNt.;.W()'Wi'< 't't'E'1~ J\M) 'Lt'GJ\Itt'l> 
OF LAUREN SCH EFFERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND N<)N RECORD CLAIMANTS: 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 

'! 
) 
) 

} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

J 
) 

DE:FENDANT'S SECOND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 

Detendant Wro Se (""Detendant"). Lauren L. Schetlers. requests Plaintitr("Piaintitr). 

Deutsche Bank Na•tional Trust Company, to produce for the Court and for Defendant inspection 

and copying the ori gina! of the following documents, redacted as appropriate, at such place and 

time as the parties may hereafter agree: 

I. The contract where the Plaintiff. not its servicer, hired Pierce & Associates to 

represent the Plaint iff in this instant action. 

2. The contract where the Plaintiff, not its servicer, hired a second law firm, Dykema 

Gossett PLLC. tor epresent the Plaintiff in this instant action, 
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Case 09CH3 797, Filed 08't26t200'J 

Securities Ex~hangt Commission for this Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust2004-Rl that 

verifies that this mr•rtgage and note were included in the $1.3+ billion of notes in this trust, 

4.. k, .,,,-e•'aucltJ ,~(R$«:1., •.'r~e m'qjaal. 'i>?l«: m 11.b'i>'(grm~t. ~o:m~tcaiM•, 'n«Jwtimr, 

the sale or assignme·nt date (MM/DD/YYYY) prior to this Trust's closing date of February 6, 

2004. of this Mortg.age and Note by Town & Country Lending, Inc. to the Deutsche Bank 

)"a:itona't1 ruSl 'Lorn pany as 1 ruSlee ·m ~iruSl 'forine 'i'>ene'in o'f tne 'LenWtca:te Hdtoers 'for 

Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl. Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates. Series 

2004-Rl. 

). l'er tf1e ass'tgnment recorded wttl1 the Wm County Recorder. the nego!Jatton and 

transfer of this mort; gage and note into the alleged trust in 2009. which is a forbidden transaction 

for a REMlC trust tH1at closed in February of2004 and was also after the mortgage was in 

default. 

6. The ~.igning authority document for Crystal Moore, an employee of Nationwide 

Title Clearing Inc .. to sign the assignment to the Plaintiff as "Vice President of Citi Residential 

Lending", when she was not. in fact, an employee ofCiti Residential Lending, the servicer at that 

time. 

7. Copies of all current and archived transaction records related to this instant action 

in the former and cu rrent servicer accounting records since December 18. 2003. specifically 

including any advan ;es made by the master servicer for delinquent mortgage payments, late 

payment penalties. r·eal estate taxes. legal fees, and miscellaneous fees, 
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Case 09CH3 797. F led OifiZ6r'JXJ09 

routine business of> .elling and buying foreclosed propetty in the State of Illinois. per the 

thousands of county property records publicly available online. and 

Regarding Loan Ser ticer Foreclosure Practices sent to the Plaintiffs servicers with Cease and 

Desist instructions that have been blatantly violated in this instant action. 

In addition. f'A!ierrlnatt 'hD ';'.<:, 'umren L ';',t!rre'i'i=. reqrn:;ts '/ne ?'ra'rrtit'i'i pruauce 'imine 

Defendant an electrnnic copy (via CD or DVD) the following document: 

I 0. The Pooling and Servicing Agreement between the Plaintiff and each of its former 

servicers. including . '\men can Home Mortgage 'l>erv'tc·mg, 'tnc. ana Ctii 'Kestoeniuit'Lenomg 'tnc .. 

!~--/ 
,/. 

·/(<it v·, 
·. / 

.X. /r l. ;.,j, ... 

Lauren L. Scheflers 
J 305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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ThJ. T.WP, C:W.(JJT.T. CQIJT/,T. J?QR T.HE UTH LIJUtC.IAT_ CT.T/DJT.T. 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

.];ffil,J;r.)\('.1&? .Ji\.M·l~ ,l>\A TlO.l\'AL Tll.VST CO.\~PANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRI JST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE I -IOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
~~RRT,.~H'£ "!EJ2JR~ H\£S ThUS1' 100<1--R\, 
ASSET-BACKED PA~'>S-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

jCase:D9CHJ797 
) 

PLAllVTJFF 

vs 

) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 
) 

J 
) 
) 
) 

LAUREN SCHEFFER S A/K/A LAUREN LEE 
SCH£FFERS; IJNKN( >WN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
Of' LAU«Ei\i' SCHEF'r~ERS, tf' A1\JT: u'iVKM:TWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) 
) 
j 
) 

To: By USPS Priority Mail 
Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Assoc;iates 
Thirteenth Fioo' r 
r Nortfi Dearoo rn 
Chicago, IL 60! 102 

) 
') 

NUITCE OF MOITON 

By USPS Priority Mail 
ATTN: David Co, D"1rector 
Deutsche Bank National 

Trust Company, as trustee 
T76T East St. Andrew PTace 
Santa Ana. CA 927054934 

By USPS Priority Mail 
'i'atrick ':'.tanton, Amy lonker 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
10 South Wacker Drive 

Suite ZJ(J(J 

Chicago. IL 60606 

PLeASE TAKE 'IUfiCE that on June 22,21111 at 9:00a.m. ·m Room 4111 ot the Wifl County 
Court House, 14. W. Jef!Lrson Street, Joliet, Illinois 60432, the undersigned will present before the 
Honorable Judge Raym ·>Dd E. Rossi, the Defendant Motion to Compel Production 2, a copy of which 
is served upon you. 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville. !L 60564 
C 630-305-340 I 



Case 09CH3797, Fitled (J8/Z6f'ZI'JM 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifies that true copies of the foregoing instruments, Defendant Motion to Compel 
Production 2, to be se rved upon 

Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Ass' Jctates 
Thirteenth FJ, Jor 
1 North Dear! Jorn 
Chicago, IL 60'60'1 

by placing a copy or same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer witb Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0310 3490 0000 2511 0825, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority MaiL and 
depositing said envef ope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave .• 
Naperville, IL 6054( l prior to 7:00p.m. this 91h day of May. 2011 and to 

ATTN: David Co. Director 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as trustee 
1761 East St.. Andrew Place, 
Santa Ana, C <\ 92705-4934 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0310 3490 0000 251 il 0832, properly addressed witb postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 
depositing said envellope at tbe United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave., 
Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 91hday of May, 2011 and to 

Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gos~.;ett PLLC 
10 South Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 60606 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 
0310 3490 0000 251 1 0849, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 
depositing said envel<Jpe at tbe United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave., 
Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 9

111 ~fMay, 201 \:_/ , 
1 

, 

.,)y/actq_ v .. xit£: {rf'0 
Lauren L. Scheffers ) 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 63;-f12-5_ 651c . __ 

uo, 7 d\:r( 
Date C/ -" 

Sworn to and subscn bed before me tbis the C \ ·\•~ day of May, 2011. 
I 

c~-~---~=--~~·~-~Lb~,~~c_~~\~,~(l~.~~~-----~--

My Commission Exp,ires: \I \ z "' \ \ 1 



Case 09CH3 797, Fi 'led <J8/20t'2(J(f!J 

DEFEND AN' f CERTIFICATION- MOTION TO COMPEL PRODUCTION 2 

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil 

Procedure (735 ILCS 511 I 09/from Ch. II 0, par. I I 09), the undersigned certifies that the 

statements set forth i in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument are true and correct, 

except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such 1l!llt1ers_ the. 

undersigned certifies. as aforesaid that Defendant verily believes the same to be true. 

Lauren L. Scheffers 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 

.N.apt-.rvjJJ.t>, JL6Q'i64 
c 630-305-3401 

1~ flu :r z J_o: r 
Date (/ 

Sworn to and subscri lbed before me this the cv\>~ day of Ma\ 20 I I. 

e. =-'42\> . .Lc~ 

My Commission Expires: 

l!h .... \11 -



Case O:MCHJ 'i"'i'. rir',~d 08/26/2009 

T,N T.l, -TF..J21JU21J).T. (J:!JJRT. F.QH, T.B£ 1,1_fH VJJ)JhJ,.(l.Jj::JRf::HI,T. 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET. ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK i'M TJ[),>M,l. TRVST C0,\1Pkl\1Y. 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTGAGE SECU~>,!,"r. 1k'i> W-!0£,>: 1~.AJ?~'•. 
ASSET-BACKED P1 •SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES. 
SERIES 2004-RJ 

VS 

LAUREN SCHEFFE RS A/KIA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNIG IOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREN SCHE'tF£RS, ir ANT: (J')VKM:JWN' 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

?Case: ()9Cll.!J"l9"l 
) 
) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 
) 

t 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
j 
) 
) 
) 

DE:FENDANT MOTION TO COMPEL PRODUCTION 

I. Lauren L. S.cheffers. Defendant Pro Se. move the court for the entry of an Order 

directing Plaintiff to produce to Defendant the documents described in the Defendant's Second 

Request for Producti< m of february 22, 20 f f (see attached Group Exhibit f .5). prior to any Court 

orders in 201 l. 

1. Per its OWl 1 collection letter dated September 9. 2009 (see attached Group Exhibit 

I. 9), Plaintiffs alleg<..!d counsel, Pi.erce & Associates, stated that It was hired by Ameri.can Home 

Mortgage Servicing, Inc., the servicer, not by the Plaintiff. 

2. Therefore, Pierce & Associates has grossly violated attomey ethics and Officer of the 

Court status by filing the Complaint to Foreclose Mortgage and by filing pleadings and litigating 

in the March 3, 2011 and the April4. 2011 hearings for a Plaintiff that is not even its client. 

3. Contrary k:l statements made in the Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's Request for 

Production (see attac!hed Group Exhibit 1.3), all rulings ofthe Court that the Plaintiff has legal 
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Case 09LI'fSNT. frt\:·d 08/26/2009 

&and in~~, are emmoou s, 'lillr.R. tJlf!. Crou:t. <!J>.nil!fi t.lli!. Mmioo. ta, r~lp'J. P.r.QflJlrJiml. Qf t.llt:. ®.'/J.'lal. 

Note and the original Mortgage (see attached Group Exhibit 1.8). 

4. The Coun: should take note that the courtesy copy certified as having been mailed to 

attached Group Exhib it 1.2 inclusive). 

5. The CouL should take note that the alleged affidavits were not included in service to 

the Defendant or in w '1m W'dS recumeo w·lin 't~re 'Cu!ll'l un ~~tar<!n Yl. ii'O't'l, :;u 't~re ?'r>drrtt'ti'i 

committed perjury an• I was in contempt of court for the March 3. 2011 order. 

6. As previously submitted under Section 1 109 certification. Defendant has submitted 

two Ass'tgnments '(see attacnea uroup "t.xriititts 't./.a ana 't./ :ti) anaolner evtaen'ilary mateit<it 'to 

June Clarkson, Assist mt Attorney General of Florida (see attached Group Exhibits 1. 7 and 1.6 

inclusive), regarding Nationwide Title Clearing's employees fabricating false and misleading 

assignments lor recor· ding In ihe property records, suc·n as those of the Win County Recorder. 

7. Subsequently. Nationwide Tille Clearing submitted a Cease and Desist Order (see 

attached Group Exhibit 1.4 inclusive. judicial notice requested) relative to its employee, Bryan 

Bly ), where it denied chat there was anything improper for ·'Mr. Bly to sign numerous mortgage 

assignments each day as an officer of over 20 banks and mortgage companies" (see attached 

Group Exhibit 1.4.a). 

8. That explamation goes on to state, "Even though he was told there were corporate 

resolutions from thos•~ companies authorizing him to sign as an officer of those banks and 

mortgage companies· (see attached Group Exhibit 1.4.a). 

9. The additi· mal statement was made, "Assignments simply need to be executed, the 

signer is not required to read them before signing" (see attached Group Exhibit 1.4.c). 
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Case ll'R'1'fJ' 1'1 T. fi"t' ed agiZ6iZO()<l 

J.Q. Tbt'J.Pfm:•.·. l')Jafhmmilli:, TitJr.. C}r..llr.in.<;;"' lr.Jb'!!. <:mm:>t'J. ba.'i. W..m.ittr..ri t.bat. it.'i.Q.'J<>:>. 

employees signed as:signments as though they were employees of other firms in order to 

circumvent property recording requirements. 

Citi Residential Lending (see attached Group Exhibit 1.11 ), the very one that Defendant 

requested in the Dekndant Second Request for Production. 

12. Yet. then: '~>"TID ~:.-urnpL'l<:rtt evitrenu: t'r.rdl t'rre '•cr«ret.1 uwn & 'Cuartrry 'Creatt, 

authorized Citi Resid entia! Lending to act as its attorney-in-fact on any assignments like the one 

filed with the Will County Recorder that the Court has been unable to find in its official records 

(see attached Group l'exbib.It l.HJ). 

13. The Court~ should note that Amy Jonker, Dykema Gossett, allegedly also represents 

Nationwide Title Clearing (see attached Group Exhibit 1.1) and refused to produce any of the 

documents requested that go directly to the Plaintiff's laek oflegal standing. 

14. As a matto.!r of law. the Plaintiff is required to produce in open court the original Note. 

the original Mortga~ e. and the chain of assignments from Town & Country Credit to the 

Plaintiff, particularly when the Plaintiff has been challenged by the Defendant to do so from the 

outset. 

WHEREFORE. DEf 'END ANT REQUESTS: 

I. Defendan hereby requests that this court enter an Order directing Plaintiff to produce 

the documents reque: ted by the Defendant in Defendant's Second Request for Production. 

2. lfthe Plaintiff is unable to produce the original Mortgage, the original Note. and the 

original Assignment '!15 recorded with the Will County Recorder, as well as competent evidence 

that this loan was submitted in the mortgage loan schedule submitted to the Securities Exchange 
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Case 09CH3797, Fikdt%'1L'6J:W'W 

Defendant's mortgaHe and note were ever part of the Ameriques! Mortgage Securities Trust 

2004-R I, Asset-Bac ked Pass-Through Certificates, Series 2004-R I. 

Residential Mortgag. :, the Defendant requests such other and further relief to which Defendant 

may be justly entitled to under the circumstances, including sanctions and damages, for having to 

that has made a total mockery of the 12'h Judicial Circuit Court. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Cauren L Scfietf'ers l, C 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-212-5651 
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~-------------

EXHIBIT 
Nbr Description 

I. Notice of Fi \,;,?&' {.' pg) 
2. Motion to C ompel Production 2 
3. Defendant Certification ( 1 pg.) 
4. Proof of Sen'""'""\\ "j)'~.) 
5. List of Exhibits (3 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 1, Relevant Cxiriiimf ,..mmftred wit'il many- pnviuos pkao'ings", aN lllll1'u 
Section 1 109 certification (in descending chronological order) 
Nbr Description 
l. 2011103128 Dykema Gossen letter (I pg.) 

a. Amy Jonker. Dykema Gossett, is now representing Nationwide Title Clearing,lnc. 
b. Resp< mse only deals with Nationwide Title Clearing. Inc .. not the Second Request 

ror 1'1 ·oauction ofO)'R.ema Gosserr to proauce n\e contract trom tile Plaintiff 
hirin~; Dykema Gossett as its counsel, since Pierce & Associates was not hired by 
the Ptlaintiff, but by American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc. as servicer 

-L LOYtltfJT.ti '" · oiice ol Maifmg sent to fhe De'fenoant 
a. Notic,.: of Mailing (I pg.) 

1) March 16. 20 II date submitted to the Court changed to March 21. 20 II 
2) ·• ... atlTdavits of prove-up and'tfie attorney atlld'avit !fiat Pfaintitr 

previously submitted in support of its motion for summary judgment" 
NOTE: Plaintiff Motion for Summary Judgment was not served on Defendant until 
April 5, 2011, when the Court had already granted it on April4, 2011 
NOTE: Affi( lavits were not submitted previously, were not included in this mailing 
as stated in t he Notice of Mailing, and were not served prior to the March 3, 2011 
hearing nor prior to the April4, 2011 hearing 
NOTE: Doc ument included in the Notice of Mailing was Response to Defendant's 
Request for Production, not what was submitted with the courtesy copy 

3. 2011103/21 R~esponse to Defendant's Request for Production (2 pgs.) 
4. 2011/03/14 Cilenn Rasmussen Fogarty & Hooker Cease and Desist Demand Regarding 

Materially Fa·.lse Statements (7 pgs.) 
a. "Y ot r website falsely implied that it was improper for Mr. Bly to sign numerous 

mortgage assignments each day a~ an officer of over 20 banks and mortgage 
companies, even though he was told there were corporate resolutions from those 
comp:.mies authorizing him to sign as an officer of those banks and mortgage 
comp:.mies" (pg. 4) 

b. "You go on to falsely imply that Mr. Bly was guilty of wrongful conduct because 
he did not read the assignments before signing them and had no knowledge of the 
contents'" (pg. 4) 

c. "As I am sure you know by now. NTC has duly-executed resolutions or powers of 
attorney for the financial institutions on whose behalf Mr. Bly executed the 
assignments. Assignments simply need to be executed, the signer is not 
required to read them before si_gning, and _your posts suggest otherwise" 
(pg. 4) 
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Ctrsr: (JIJCH3797. F 1\ed 0812612009 

LIST OF EXHlRlTS- MOHON. TO C'QM.PE.L PROOIJCTlON 1 

GROUP EXHIBr.r I, Relevant Exhibits submitted with many previous pleadings, all under 
Section I I 09 certuif'.IJ'.»J.ilw (r.M 'J.) 
Nbr Description 
4. 2011/03/14 Glenn Rasmussen Fogarty & Hooker Cease and Desist Demand Regarding 

Materially F~lm. '31.~~=1\~'i.\~=·~.) 
NOTE: Un.der what authority from the lender, Town & Country Credit, authorized 
Citi Residemtial Lending to allow NTC, as a third party vendor, to fabricate the 
A-Mgmm,'lr't iR tim ~taRt act«m :> 

l) Notarized after the Note was in default 
2) Recorded with the Will County Recorder after the Note bad been 

'mt!t«6-116 'm.,. 'C'rrtqlret ; 'i'>lm\rrrqfn:y 
3) From Town & Country Credit to the Plaintiff, when the endorsements 

on the back of the Note clearly indicate that Town & Country Credit 
lr.rd trlready· emrorrea' dre 1'\rre ro tt~<t !U11~ Cump>ray 

4) From Town & Country Credit to the Plaintiff in 2009, when the Trust 
Prospectus filed with the Securities Exchange Commission in 2004 
slalell fual .2\mer'Iquesl Mortgage Company was t'be seYieridepos'Itor 

5) From Town & Country Credit to the Plaintiff in 2009, when such an 
addition to the REMIC trust after its closing date of February 6, 2004 
is a profii6ifed fransacflon per C«S R£MCC fax faw 

d. "It i-> false and misleading and must be removed immediately" (pg. 4) 
5. 20 II /02/22 Defendant's Second Request for Production 

a. Defe ndanfs Second Request for Producflon (3 pgs.) 
b. Proo fofService (2 pgs.) 

6. 20 I 0/12/21 E-mail Response from June Clarkson. Assistant Attorney General of 
Fforfda (2 pgs.) 
a. ConJirms receipt of attached scanned copy of Defendant's USPS Priority Mail 

package sent 12/17/!0above 
b. Conftirms that "this investigation" (regarding Nationwide Title Clearing) is 

bein:~ handled in our Tampa office by Victoria Butler 
7. 2010/12/17 USPS Priority Mail. signature-required, package mailed to June M. 

Clarkson, ( Florida) Assistant Attorney General, Economic Crimes Division 
a. Covt:r letter RE: Ameriquest->CitiResidentiaVNationwide Title Clearing 

->Fuureclosure Fraud (3 pgs.) 
b. Assiunment of Mortgage/Deed for the Defendant's Aurora property (I pg.) 
c. Assil ~nment of Mortgage/Deed for the property in this instant action (I pg.) 

8. 2010/08112 i2ourt0rder(l pg.) 
a. Deni es Defendant Motion to Compel First Request for Production that would 

have produced the endorsements on the back of the Note not produced for the 
Com1 until April 4. 20 II 

NOTE: An) orders regarding legal standing oftbe Plaintiff without such 
endorsemen.ts that conflict with the Assignment recorded with the Will County 
Recorder ar e VOID ab initio 
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Case 09CH3797. hied 08/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHlBlTS- MOTION TO COMPEL l'ROOUCTlON 1. 

GROUP EXHIBI T I, Rele.-ant Exhibits submitted with many previous pleadings, all under 
Sectii\D J Jfl9 J>er.t.if".ll'JJJ.iru! (l'tw'J.) 
Nbr Descriptio n 
9. 2009/09/Jf.l Pierce & Associates Collection Letter pg. I (1 pg.) 

~- Rv.-~ w_, ~'Z!II.o:Vl.'fR. ~ ~<q,~ ~"NVl.~, \'ffl.., wtt. w.; \m v'OOrt.w. 
b. Am ount due $186,795.82 vs. Complaint Amount Due of $170,962.23 

I 0. 2009/0 I il5 Assignment of Mortgage/Deed (1 pg.) 
l~01'E: AJ 1~ Bff•~ ff'iltS ~ tcf«r tire ,,'are wmr irr drlirrdt widr lliT 

effective d :ate after the Note was included in a Chapter 7 Bankruptcy filing on 
January 310, 2009 
a. r;:._;/~1 R-d~tl:n1, rLetditrtg rlifC. 16 h~t'Unft")'-1tTI-'rhdt..*L 'im 1 uwn1tll6 '\:. uartrry 'C1Wtl 

Cor;p WITH NO POWER OF ATTORNEY RECORDED WITH WILL 
CO UNTY RECORDER 

b. To lu\!m'>'-* Barr~.: Mrdumn' Tru;--rCu!IIp'my, a> Trusree (or. Amenquesc 
Mortgage Securities Trust 2004-Rl, Asset-Backed Pass-Through Certificates. 
Senes 2004-R I 

c. \Jnu~eri'ne 1-odimg anb'&en'rcmg Agreement llateil "t enruary 1, "2'1111ll 
d. Sigr ed by Crystal Moore, as Vice President of Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
e. Not: :lrized by Bryan J. Bly 
f !~'or ary date January CS, .!OIJ'1 
g. Efft, ective 2/11/09 
h. Pre; Jared by Jessica Fretwell/NTC. 2100 Alt. 19 North. Palm Harbor. Fl 34683 

nru~·f, 346-'1152 
t. Return to AHMSJ, CfO NTC 2100 Alt. 19 North, Palm Harbor, FL 
J. Rec•orded in Will County on 03/1812009 
K.. CRT~ L#': UU657'J4000 
!. Ass .ignee L#: 4000536807 
m. lnv< ·stor L#: 0065794000 
n. Cust odian: 85 

11. 2008/11120 Alleged corporate resolution by Citi Residential Lending Inc. regarding 
signing auth.ority tor assignments by Crystal Moore and Bryan Bly. both employees of 
Nationwide Title Clearing. Inc .• not ofCiti Residential Lending (3 pgs.) 
a. Bry .m Bly 
b. Cry';tal Moore 
c. Onl) 2 of 3 signatures 
d. No t.itles of signatories 
NOTE: Wh1.ere did Town & Country Credit authorize Citi Residential Lending Inc. 
to have legul standing to assign the Note and the Mortgage 
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STATE OF ILI.INOIS) 
)SS 

COUNTY OF WILL ) _ __ -

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CI~~J.c \ ~ "'T\ 
WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS "~. -S. ~ ::;e: -

~ .. -:::# ~ N r 
. ('\. fi) _ ft I I r_ . ~~-~.--a N rn 
UJ.asc~. g.ak !\At Jll'~-ryr "'Q. · ~_;y, _ '{ ~ ,....; 

Plalatif1 :,.~- -,-~ '5 ··...J 

CASE NO: 0 q ~~ \3 ~l17 Lc,, r II'! 'Sc.b. . .pfv<; Qj= Q,l 
" Defeudamt ' 

COURT ORDER 

~i~ Cc.IASL ~"d- 40 kc- h.ec..rci tr\ ~"1 '~ 
fl'\~'IOAS 

1 
....4t"- Cos-v-~ ~:-d ~-'f" ~ Dr {t ~T 

<lrl~ eow...~ \ ..& F~"''\~' Dr-.d ~ 11'1 qJ.v)s.{d ·," 

~ p-"t-v-.l.~s, :t:.1 :r:s t-l-te~e'-1 o~toeet:~ r-J--IflT: 

() Dt~~~ 's fY'\cr\16'1 ~ \J~c~tl J~V\" ~ ..p.,~_.c~w-t 
~~ ~k ~~ ~.'l6~' ' ' ' ' ' 

~) D~o.--, ~~ 
prt b""'lr>'¥"7 

~-'0"'1 ~~ ~ ~Sir~· . .._~~ ~r&-~ 
I '"\l"""'c; i<J""\ ( ~ ~.;, ej : 

:,') W-J,_~~~ 
~.~:. 

..,..._o"'l lO"'\ ~~ Co.,tf'_\, tpr~-t leo-. ;;} 1<:,_ 

4) D..t~~o..-.\ I~ ~iltn 
4\~SOC.\ot4t~ • t-s 

Attomc~arty, if not 11 ~ted b,v Attome,v 

Name l_.K•~• 
ARDC# C--:>J,-
Finn Name~ ;; ~C., 
Attorney for _.:::n::~---...-------=---

~~~:, ft1P:rit"~ 

Dated: C. 9o- 20 I\ 
Entered: _. /} _t/ (/Z/. _..; 

I( Judge 

WCCA 66222€111 
PAMELA J. MCGUIRE. CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF WILL COUNTY 

Wldle- Court Yellow- Plalalilff Pink- DefeDdiDI 17 D Revised (06106) 
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IN. u. JE. CJ.l1.ciJT.1: ('_(\IJJl.1: li<W, '"'-£ u_TH ~'0D'£~h'L '<:Vil..\:'u'i'i 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK hl.4 TJONAL TRVST COl•IPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TF.UST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFJCA TE HOLDERS FOR AMERIQUEST 
MORTG.4.GE SECVAil'lES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED PA.SS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

) C=:: 09CH3 797 
) 
) Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 
) 

PLAl~lilFF j 
) 

VS ) 
') 

LAUREN SCHEFFEHS A/KJA LAUREN LEE 
SCHEFFERS; UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES 
OF LAUREi'' SCHEF f'El?.S, lf' ANt': UNKNOW'i\i' 
OWNERS AND NON! RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

) 
) 

J 
) 

To: By US Priority Mail 
Denis Pierce, 
Robert Deising .. er 
Pierce & Assoc iates 
Thirteenth FToo•r 
I North Dearbc"rn 
Chicago, IL 60•602 

) 
) 

NOTTCEOFMOTION 

By US Priority Mail 
ATTN: David Co, Director 

Deutsche Bank National 
Trust Company, as trustee 
!761 East St. Andrew Place 
Santa Ana, CA 92705-4934 

By US Priority Mail 
Patrick Stanton, Amy Jonker 

Dykema Gossett PLLC 
10 South. Wacker Drive, 

Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 60606 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICI : that on June 22, 2011 at 9:00 a.m. in Room 401 of the Will County Court 

House, 14. W. Jefferson ':street, Jof1el, ffflnois 60432, the undersigned will present before the Honorable 

Judge Raymond E. Rossi, the Defendant Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and/or 

Preliminary ltifunction. a copy of which. is served upon you. The requisite courtesy copy has 

if!\;u been provia'ea' ror n\e lfonoraot'e JU<fge Raymond·£. Rossi. 



----- ------------------------

Case 09CH3797, Fii.W. QII.IW100.'l 
Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et al. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

The undersigned certifi lS that true copies of the foregoing instrument, Motion for Temporary 

Restraining Order amlfbr fret\1m1rary tlyimcmJJT, m 6e '""'"d upurr 

Denis Pierce. Robert Deisinger 
Pierce & Assncimes 
Thirteenth Fie •or 
l North Dearborn 

Cl'llcago. n:. <">1160'2 

by placing a copy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer witb Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

0311 0240 0000 1268 ·• 2231, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail. and 

depositing said envel<>pe at tfie Oiuied'~tates P"ostaf~eTV!ce focatton at fl)V w: Ogden Ave., 

Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. Ibis 17m day of June, 2011 and to 

ATTN: Davi( Co. Director 
Deutsche Bani 'National Trust Company, as trustee 
1761 East St. Andrew Place 
Santa Ana. CA 92705-4934 

by placing a copy of ~•arne in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

0311 0240 0000 1268•. 2248. properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail. and 

depositing said envel· ope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 W. Ogden Ave., 

Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 17m day of June, 20 II and to 

Patrick Stanto 1, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
l 0 Soutb Wader Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago. IL 60606 



by placing a copy o•f same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation Receipt 

0311 0240 0000 1268 2224, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority Mail, and 

depositing said em elo9e at tb.e Ur.>.\~~ ~"' flm\'o.\ f,~ice 'ocation at 1750 W. Ogden Ave., 

Naperville. IL 605~10 prior to 7:00p.m. this 17fh day of June, 20 II. 

, ~ ,, 
f ' ! ·' . \ . ~. '. -~ 

. . ·~ >: "'""l f 

Lauren L. Si'.hl'..ffP= · I· ·' 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c J\.l(l-JJt<;~lA!\1 

/ /· ' 

Date 

Sworn to and subscrilbed before me 1h.is 1be I -) d.?J·of Juwc; 2{Jt' 1'. 

My Commission Expi res: f' -,, 
1
i _ _) ~~) ,Is= 

"OFFICIAL SEAL" 
'OW<E>IIRA T. DE VITO 

• , Notary Public. State of Illinois 
.MY Commission Expires 03/28/15 



DEFENDANT CERTIFICATION- MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
l)RDER AND/OR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

Under penalties as pr·ovided by law pursuant to Section I 109 of the Code of Civil Procedure 

forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters 

therein stated to be o: 1 information and belief and as to such matters the undersigned certifies as 

aforesaid that Defend,ccrt, ..-eiltJ 'ut!ire~'l'm:sarrrtto 'm:trae. 

'LaUren 'L. 'l>cne'i'iers ' , ', 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 6JIJ-N5-34(JJ' 

.I ~ .. , I . 
• / I 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this the \) day of June, 2011. 

My Commission Expi res: 

., I """ I , 
~ 2ldyl iS "t11'Flt::I'AL st:AL " 

BARBARA T. DE VITO 
Notary Public, §Ia~ of Illinois 

MY-Commission o:xoires 03128115 



Case 09CH3797, Filed IJ8'/l6t2009 

STATE OF lLUNOl~ 

COUNTY OF WILL 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 12TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY- JOLIET, ILLINOIS 

DEUTSCHE BANK 1\lA TIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TR{ JST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE H<JL[)£RS rOt? AMERK}UESr 
MORTGAGE SECURITIES TRUST 2004-Rl, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-Rl 

PLAINTIFF 

LAUREN SCHEFFER~S A/KJA LAUREN LEE 
SCHErrc"RS; UNKNOWN HE1RS AND LEGAtEES 
OF LAUREN SCHEFI ''ERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN 
OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS; 

DEFENDANTS 

) Case: 09CH3797 
) 
J Judge Raymond E. Rossi 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
j 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND/OR 
PRELIMINATY INJUNCTION 

NOW COMES Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant ProSe ("Defendant"), and states as 

follows in support of a temporary restraining order and/or preliminary injunction to stop the 

wrongful foreclosures: 1le of the Defendant's home in this instant action. 

NOTE: As a p~rofessional courtesy, the List of Exhibits submitted with each pleading 

acts as a Table of Cont•~nts to the many Exhibits submitted under Section I 109 certification. 

The bullet points sumn 1arize the key legal issues/rationale for the Court with the complete 

Exhibits submitted for the full context with Defendant emphases were added on the Exhibits 

themselves. 
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Case 09CH3797. Hle.ct 08iZ6i20(J<J 

l. !li.E.l£\( ~'{ L<'..W 

It is well-settle j Illinois law that any attempt to commit "fraud upon the court" vitiates 

the entire proceeding 

i. The Pe<ot>~·<> of tne State of Hl\no\~ v. Froo E. Sterling, :;57 Ill. :;s4; 192 N.E. 229 

( 1934) ("Then 1axim that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters applies to 

judgments as vvell as to contracts and other transactions.") 

1. M'r:er, 'i'. ~v'altm: ·v. '.:k<filrey r. '.>'re~. ":J% w,. YtU", 't1>'1> ' ' .'!--. 15'>. '\ 't'~iY?) '\'1"'rrennr.\'nJt 

that fraud vitia1:es every transaction into which it enters ... ") 

3. In re Village of Willowbrook, 37 Ill.App.2d 393 (1962) ("It is axiomatic that fraud 

vt"iuites everyinimg.") 

4. Dunham v .. Dunham. 57 Ill.App. 475 (1894), affirmed 162 Ill. 589 (1896); Skelly Oil 

Co. v. Univers:al Oil Products Co., 338 Ill.App. 79, 86 N.E.2d 875,883-4 (1949) 

). Thomas "St ase'! v. The American Rome "Security Corporation, 362 Tfl. )50; 199~.E 

798 (1935). 
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Case {)9CH3 797, Filed 0812612009 

tl.§1'*'-WMi.N1' <W i~1:£. 

1 . Defendan . has repeatedly submitted these same Exhibits submitted under Section 1 

109 certification relative to this instant action and to the DuPage County to various authorities, 

such as to James HeiLJW.\\~, C~ C<mit.'f ~ff-. 'i'miee, FrrrdiJ.cia~ CTimesli'u'o~ic 

corruption/Senior Fimancial Exploitation Unit (see attached Group Exhibit 2 inclusive) and to 

Thomas P. James, Co nsumer Counsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, Office of the Illinois Attorney 

0L?~tmL ;n, ~'L<t.'nlrei ~Ji N.'r'o '(l>c:t 'ltn11L'rre0 'Vroop 'b'rilrit!'z) ana on May '24, '2lln (see attacheil 

Group Exhibit 3 inclw ;ive). 

2. On May 2 5, 2011, the very next day after the May 24,2011 e-mails with extensive 

-supputimg trucwm:ttrs , ihe minois Attorney General. issued subpoenas to Nationwide Title 

Clearing Inc. and Lender Processing Services (see attached Group Exhibit 1.1 ). 

3. Defendant has submitted a Freedom oflnformation Act request to get copies of those 

sdopoenas '{see attacne·d Group Exhibit 1.2). 

4. Relative to the DuPage County wrongful foreclosure action, Defendant has filed an 

Appeal with the Secon d Appellate Court (see attached Group Exhibit 4 inclusive). 

5. Uelendant 1as filed the requisite Docketing Statement with the Second Appellate 

Court (see attached Gr< •UP Exhibit 5 inclusive) 

6. As Judge f-iiegel referenced in his December 22, 20 I 0 Order of Recusal (see Exhibit 

3), he recused himself :as required by the Illinois Supreme Court Rule 63 (see attached Exhibit 

1.1 inclusive), based or 1 the extensive reports of proceedings that clearly demonstrated the total 

lack of impartiality. 
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Case IJ'JL"HJNT, Flfed l18/l61ZOI.N 

submitted under Secti( m 1 I 09 certification. the law firms of Pierce & Associates and Dykema 

Gossett have perpetra[ed a Fraud upon the Court. 

8. As documr7ta:b '«• 'ate Vmitm• "im 'iim«:itm~; if. V&J 'l~, 1~N~ ·wta. '11.', fL"ATikitco 

submitted under Sectic n 1 109 certification. the law firm of Pierce & Associates has continued to 

perpetrate a Fraud upe •n the Court. 

~. J\.s aocumcmea ·m ~ection YV. ~~A lEMEN! 0~ i' A~!~ - YUD\GAL ~ABO! AGE 

OF DEFENDANT oft he Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale of May 7, 2011 

with all Exhibits subm•itted under Section 1 109 certification, recently elected Judge Rossi has 

alSO rail eo to 'fciflow fh e most 'llaSIC requirements ·m fhe 'fiimciiS 'Coile or L'iv'il 'f"roceaure t see 

Exhibit !.I.a.( I)). 

10. As documented in Section V. STATEMENT OF FACTS- JUDICIAL PRO

PLAINTIFF BIAS oft ·he Motion to Vacate Judgment lorroredosure and Sa'Je olMay7, 2tfl'l 

with all Exhibits subm tted under Section I I 09 certification, Judge Rossi has clearly perpetrated 

a Fraud upon the Court with his blatant lack of impartiality. but failed to disqualify himself for 

the same matter of law reasons as Judge Siegel (see attached Exhibit !.I.e( I)). 

II. As documt nted in Section VI. STATEMENT OF FACTS -JUDICIAL LACK OF 

BACKGROUND of the Motion to Vacate Judgment for Foreclosure and Sale of May 7. 2011 

with all Exhibits subm !ted under Section I I 09 certification. Judge Rossi has clearly does not 

yet have professional c ompetence relative to this instant action as required by Illinois Supreme 

Court Rule 63 (see attached Exhibit l.l.a(1)). 
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Case 09CH3797, Fil(·d0'8'rl6/.WiN 

Associates and Dyken 1a Gossett and their several attorneys for violations of Rule 8.4 ofthe 

Illinois Supreme Court (see attached Exhibit 1.2 inclusive) as required by the Illinois Supreme 

Court Rule 63 (sec atc:~'l&t. t"A'rifut, '•.lf\':J)). 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 0812612009 

lJI •. ~ldlMEJ¥ .. T,. 

I. There are n .1any black and white legal issues, each of which could have been enforced 

by the Court. but the Court failed to enforce any of them. In fact, per the many Reports of 

'h~R-mru(f.> 1~at~ •u.~, ='r• -sdrsat1tirtt nlirrrg, 'Ira. ~:u(l('!-; nlirrf[f.> 'rrdtt '11'• ~. 'rr• tintx!, 

opposition to the foun,dational Illinois Civil Statutes. the Illinois Mortgage Foreclosure Law, the 

Illinois Conveyances Act, the Illinois Uniform Commercial relative to Negotiable Securities, and 

·tne Tllimois'Looe di'L ·Iv"I'I Procedure. 

2. Given the rnany pleadings with Exhibits/Reports of Proceedings submitted under 

Section I I 09 certitic:ation, particularly relative to the two Motions for Sanctions and the Motion 

to ·vacate Juagment I< >r roreCiosure ani:t 'Sale, competent ev1i:tence elilsts that rraui:t upon !he 

Court was perpetrated by Officers of the Court by the law firms Pierce & Associates and 

Dykema Gossett and their several attorneys, as well as by Officers of the Court Judge Siegel and 

Judge Rossi. 

3. Under Illin< )is law, as cited in Section I. Relevant Law above. when any Officer of the 

Court, attorney or jud·ge, has committed "fraud upon the court," the orders and judgment of that 

court are void. of no I< ~gal force or effect. 

Page 6 



1. Due to the extensive competent evidence that this instant action has been a litany 

offraud upon the court actions by all Officers of the Court, the Defendants right to due process 

2. lfthe C :ourt refuses to vacate its Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale, the Court 

must order a Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary Injunction relative to the sale of 

the Defendant's hom". Otherwise, t'ne De1en6am wi\\ suffer irrepara'o\e harm Wr!en me 

Defendant has a likelihood of success on the merits at the Appellate Court level. Additionally, 

the Defendant may be come homeless and be unable to establish residency in Illinois to file future 

'tega't ac"itons. 

3. Per the Illinois Attorney General issuance of a subpoena to Nationwide Title 

Clearing Inc. relative •to the fabrication of assignments as repeatedly documented/ignored in both 

ili1s ·mstant aciion and the UtiPage County aciion, three· is a serious question going to the merits 

of the Plaintiffs lack' Jf a cause of action under Section 2-6'9 and a likelihood of success on the 

merits of Defendant's competent evidence at the Appellate or Supreme Court level. 

4. The Illi nois Attorney General action also demonstrated the public interest as 

rationale for granting 1 1 preliminary injunction in this instant action subject to the future 

Appellate Court/Supre ·me Court rulings. 
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Case 09CH3797, Filed 0812612009 

For the many reasons stated above, Defendant requests that the Court sign a Temporary 

Restraining Order and a Preliminary Injunction, subject to the future Appellate Court/Supreme 

Cmu:t oliin.'b'i., m •Jw. •btt fllaintiff.. '11lllf "!Rt. ·wrmiglclltj 'SI!J, 'm!ieuiil!lti' "JS 'nume, wnen no 

competent evidence h ;as been submitted to the Court as extensively documented in the Motion to 

Vacate Judgment ofiForeclosure and Sale with extensive supporting Exhibits submitted under 

NOTE: The I lefendant's mission is to appeal either/both foreclosure rulings all the way 

to the Illinois Supremte Court via two different Appellate Courts to give the Supreme Court a 

t.•.c,-.,·wthnll• evruenc< · ·m witnen word submitted under Section I 109 certification. The Supreme 

Court would specificaJ!y have one or both cases to clarify legal standing relative to mortgage-

backed security trusts: in this instant action and to the Mortgage Electronic Registration System 

'('Mc'K'S'') retaitve to 'he Delenaant' s DuPage County property. 

NOTE: The C efendant is in the process of publishing all of the pleadings and reports of 

proceedings relative t.o both foreclosure actions online like other foreclosure fraud sites: 

www.stopforeclosurefrnud.com, www.4closureftaud.org, www.foreclosurehamlet.org, 

www .frauddigest.com , and livinglies. wordpress.com that were the direct cause for the many 

federal and state investigations into "robo-signing" of foreclosure affidavits and a~signments. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

c: 
Lauren L. Scheffers, Defendant Pro Se 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-305-3401 
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Case 09CH3797. Filed 08/26/2009 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- MQ'H(}N f(}l'. \iM.P<ll'.Al'.Y RES\l'.A\N\NG (}ImEI'. A.NDIQI'. 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

EXH11JJT 
Nbr Description 
I. Notice of Mo tion (I pg.) 
1.. Vmitm, Wi ';·,··~IVU"=.Y '?~~tninimg~. ~dldftm 'hl!iminnrr.r 'n\fmll!imll 
3. 2010/11/22 0 rder ofRecusal by Judge Siegel (2 pgs.) 

a. •· ... tht : court became aware of certain allegations contained in recent pleadings 
filed by· .tre- 0\:l.i:rru\mr wthbhJUt!>'l1\m .tre- &irm!sli.rt'"ore~'1111Tl'l' wrhi.."lhn\mg: 
with >;imilar earlier allegations2 make the continued appearance of impartiality 
ofthis court problematic" 

4. Defendant Ce rtiftcation: Motwn forlemporary Restraining Order anOior'!'re)iminary 
Injunction (1 jpg.) 

5. Proof of Servi' ce- Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary 
Injunction (2 pgs. j 

6. List of Exhibits- Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and/or Preliminary Injunction 
(2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 1, Relevaull Law 
Nbr Description 

I. fllinois Supreme Court. Rufe 6J, CAN"ON. J, A Judge Slioufd Pertorm tlie Outfes of 
Judicial Offitee Impartially and Diligently (3 pgs.) 
a. "A. Adjudicative Responsibilities. 

(1) A judge should be faithful to the law and maintain professional 
competence in it ... " 

b. "8. Administrative Responsibilities 
(3) A judge having knowledge of a violation of these canons on the part of 

a judge or a violation of Rule 84 of the Rules of Professional Conduct 
on the part of a lawyer shall take or initiate appropriate disciplinary 
measures." 

e. "C. Di squalification 
(I) A judge shall disqualify himself or herself in a proceeding in which 

the judge's impartiality might reasonably be questioned " 
d, "D. R•emittal of Disqualification: A judge disqualified by the terms of 

Sectimn 3C may disclose on the record the basis of the judge's 
disqua.lification ..• " 

2. Illinois Supre· me Court, Rule 8.4 Misconduct (2 pgs.) 
a. "(a) A lawyer shall not: 

(1) violate or attempt to violate these Rules; 
(2) induce another to engage in conduct, or give assistance to another's 

conduct, when the lawyer knows that conduct will violate these Rules; 
(3) commit a criminal act that reflects adversely on the lawyer's honesty, 

trustworthiness or fitness as a lawyer in other respects; 
(4) engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit or 

misrepresentation" 
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Case 09CH3797, Fikd6'8t26tL.'Im 

LIST OF EXHIBITS.- M.Ol:lON. EOfl.. U'M£0ll~\: ll.ES .. l:IU.lNJN.G.Qilllli'Jl..M'.OI.Ofl.. 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ICON'T.l 

GROUP EXHIBIT JYJ.ll.irul.ill.4.tmi'..N'J' GI>.M.r.al h.t:w~llt\,<W.iru.> w.ill>~.ruu:.\foo.u>,£1 .W.h.ru.to 
Nationwide Title Clearing Inc. and Lender Processing Services, partially based on the 
Exhibits submitted under Section l 109 Certification in this instant action and in DuPage 
County Case 2009CR3Q(W. 

I. 2011/05/25" Madigan Issues Subpoenas; Widens 'Robosgning' Probe" (I pg.) 
2. 201 1/06/13 E :-mail FOIA request for the 2 05/25/11 subpoenas (3 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 2, Prior 2010 e-mail exchanges with Thomas P. James, Consumer 
Counsel, Consumer Fraud Bureau, Office of the Illinois Attorney General 

I. 2010/12/09 1.? "mll\1, '3.-.:lc!Jtt'<. \L rmttlmm-e r'l'll\Yd, \he prffi~ \.1\G 1:2e.-e D.urrloet "-N\\h 
*denial* (2 p,gs.) 

2. 2010/12/09 Screen print of the many e-mails sent with supporting documentation (I pg.) 
a. Forw<U1ku' c-msii's :Sl:'llt ~~·.r witt'r SU'f11"3lTt'.'lg u\:A.~il1tT {11 {)c-(. Sgt. 

James Hennelly, Cook County Sheriff's Police, Financial Crimes/Public 
Com1ption/Senior Financial Exploitation Unit 

3. 20 I 0112/09 1:' -mai\, 'i>u'ojeL'\: \'w6: \ 'i>CHEFFi'.R'i> My forec\osure fmu6 te\ep'none 
message/com ·ersation with you earlier today ( 4 pgs.) 

61\'\J\j i" t!X"ffim·r 3, «ecent lXIl I e-maii excilanges witil 'l'Ylomas P. James, Consumer 
Counsel, Consumer· Fraud Bureau, Office of the Illinois Attorney General 
I. 2010/06/10 E-mail, Subject: RESEND: RE: SCHEFFERS- The many I sent (I am *not* 

recel\hng my own BCC s via 'Y. ahoo or Gmain) (2 pgs.) 
2. 2011/06/10 ru 1d 2011/05/24 Screen prints of the many e-mails sent on May 24,2011 with 

supporting do .cumentation (2 pgs.) 
3. 2011105/24 L-maif, Subject: MfSC I SCffEFFERS Other subpoenas by FLAG against 

*foreclosure mill law firm* (I pg.) 
4. 201 1/05/24 F.-mail, Subject: RESENT 5 +comments Fwd: 9 SCHEFFERS -Nationwide 

Title Clearing Inc. (I pg.) 
5. 2011/05/24 E-mails, Subjects: NEW I -19 with supporting documentation as indicated in 

"Attached'' (9• pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT 4, Notice of Appeal to the Second Appellate Court 
I. Notice ofFili ng (I pg.) 
2. Notice of Appeal (6 pgs.) 

GROUP EXHIBIT :5, Appeal from Du Page County, Illinois Docketing Statement Civil) 
I. Notice of FiJi ng (I pg.) 
2. Docketing Statement (13 pgs.) 

a. Extensive list oflegal issues to be raised (pgs. 6-11) 
b. Fraud! upon the Court by Officers of the Court, attorneys and judges 

(pgs. ·9-10) 
c. Consp>iracy to Commit a Financial Crime/Illinois Financial Crime Law 

(720 I LCS S/1611-45), with a sentence of a Class 4 Felony (pgs. 11-12) 
d. List of the many transcripts to be submitted (pg. 13) 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS) 

)SS 
COUNTY OF WILL ) 

. -- -
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL Cl~~~ \ ~ -n 

WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS ,\-:.., ~ :z: ~ 
2 .. --~:? N \ 

. C\ tiL II L 'I r_ . ~~~;-~ ...., rn 
U...,.<iCO,.,. a>v>k /\At lh,.,r '-Q. . q-:<\:,- ~ ~ ,..-; 

l'lalat.WT :.·- -· ~ - -../ 

CASE NO: 0 '1 ~~t3 -;q f 
l a, rln ScJc,. .R.£tr> <Ct 0.( 

DefeudaiDt ' 
COURT ORDER 

~~ Cc-"'-9- ~"'a- 40 ~ ""ec..rc?:l cr'\ ~""~ '~ 
11"\o-T-o"s. 

1 
~ ~~ hD.ov:.d ~-'~'"" 1 D• .ft J-.r 

Of'\~ Caw-s-t\ -fy- f~"'11J~t ~d. ~ll't q.J_L))s.{d ·," 

~ fl"trAI.st.S 
1 

:DI .:r:s f-ttft [ B'-f OK'DC.f?t: b "T 1-lf\T: 

C) D.eh.._~, 's (Y'\o-\'rcf) '"H:> lJqc"\R J~V\" ~ ..A'~o-C~Lvl 
"'"'.} ~ l(. {~ ~.t~: . . . . 

~) Ddt.J ~, ·~ 
pr l b ""''" 4--'--7 

7>) ~~r~ 
~.e2-:. 

~·~ ~~ ~ &8"1-~·.,..:'<> ~r&/ ~ 
I '"\l""'c-1 jO'\ ( ~ ~ ... , ~ •' 

"'"'O":flo" 'N Co~~ prJ~~-t i.~ ~ ~~ 

4) O.t~d.o.....:-, 's ~~~0"\ 
4\ ~ S<X . ..\ Ot-.\t ~ • "t'S 

WCCA 6622 2€.111 
PAMELA J. MCGUIRE, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF WILL COUNTY 

Wlllte- Court Yellow- Plaialiifl Pink- Dereadnt 17 D amsed (06/il6) 



GJROUP EXHIBIT 16 



1\'PPEAl., IOillE 1\'Pl'El.,l.,AIE CODRI UFll,LTNOlS 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

DEUTSCHE BANK "'ATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 
AS TRUSTEE IN TRUST FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
THE CERTIFICATE H\Yd)ERS fOR hMER\Q\JES1 
MORTGAGE SECUR:JTIES TRUST 2004-RI, 
ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 

) Circuit Court No. 
) 09CH3797 
) 
) 
) 

SER1£S 2{J{J4-Rl 1 
PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE ) 

) 
~ ) 

) 
LAUREN SCHEFFEF S NKJA LAUREN LEE ) 
:SLJ!tEl'rE!ts, (Jj>,jK""~'I.JWJ',j'ff£(iZS Al'-1"0 (£GAi£ES j 

OF LAUREN SCHEF FERS, IF ANY: UNKNOWN ) 
OWNERS AND NOJ\ I RECORD CLAIMANTS ) 

To: 

) 
DEFENDANT-APPELLANT ) 

By USPS Priority Mail 
Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Associates 
Thirteenth Floc •r 
l ,'\\Jttlr &dn.,nrrr 
Chicago, IL 60 602 

By USPS Priority Mail 
"'1"\'N·. lli-v'&. c-o, m~~~t\Yi 
Deutsche Bank National 

Trust Company, as trustee 
l i'6l Eif:>"t &. Ami."'*· A\n.."\!' 
Santa Ana, CA 92705-4934 

By USPS Priority Mail 
'i'"lt..ffi.k 'sa,~tm., f>='J !nmk~~ 
Dykema Gossett PLLC 
I 0 South Wacker Drive 
Sm1.~ 2J{N} 

Chicago, IL 60606 

Clerk of the Circuit Co urt of Will County, Illinois, the Notice ofAppeal, a copy of which is 

served upon you. 

:. I ' 
' 1.'- . • </ J / . /1'· -==- ... _./' _,t !- :!~· ' .~ 

Lauren L. Scheffers U 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-305-3401 



Case <HCHS':'i97, Filed <J8t'Z6lZ009 
Deutsche Battk National Trust Company, as Trustee, v. Lauren Scheffers; et at. 

The undersigne, d certifies that true copies of the foregoing instrument, Notice of Appeal, to be 

.~""' llptllT 
Denis Pierce 
Pierce & Associates 
'i'ritl'-.:t:c·'ftlll 'i'lUUI 
1 North Dearborn 
Chicag o, IL 60602 

by placing a c-opy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311 ·0240 0000 1270 7347, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
W!a1'1, ana aep< ls'limg silO envelOpe lit tne YIIittea ~1ates 7-osuil ~erv'Ice 'mean on ll'l '{}S'V 
W. Ogden Ave:., Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 1" day of July, 2011 and to 

Patrick. Stanton, Amy Jonker 
Dykema Gossett f'L£C 
I 0 South Wacker Drive, Suite 2300 
Chicago, IL 60606 

by placing a c< •py of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311 ( 1240 0000 1270 7330, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail. and dep• osltiilg said envelope at tfie Uiltted States f'ostaf Service focatlon at f r.m 
W. Ogden Av .e., Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this I" day of July, 2011 and to 

ATTN : David Co, Director 
Deutsc he Bank National Trust Company, as trustee 
1761 East St. Andrew Place, 
Santa 1 \na, CA 92705-4934 

by placing a c.opy of same in a USPS Priority Mail mailer with Delivery Confirmation 
Receipt 0311 •3240 0000 1270 7354, properly addressed with postage prepaid by Priority 
Mail, and dep< siting said envelope at the United States Postal Service location at 1750 
W. Ogden Avt ·.,Naperville, IL 60540 prior to 7:00p.m. this 1" day of July, 2011. 

Lauren L. Scheffers " .. 
1305 Morningstar Ct. 
Naperville, IL 60564 
c 630-305-3401 

Date 
/ ( ~ I 

I ' ;·'' '/ 7 

~ 

Sworn to and :·mbscrib,l:d ~~·,me l)ds the day of July, 2011. 
i l/ h.l ~~-
1 ' \ ! "'! 

II \ I \1 
'---· 

My Commissi on Expires: _____ -'_'___,L~·-'_1_··~~~-, 

"OFFICL>\L SE>\L" 
DANIELA L. GARAY 

Notary Pub!ic, S't'ate 01"1UIOOS 
My Commisslon E.xpices 03109115 



Case 09CH3797, Filed 08!26!2009 

.PEFENDANT CERTlFlCA.TlON- NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Procedure (B5 ILCS 511 I 09/from Ch. II 0, par. I I 09), the undersigned certifies that the 

statements set forth in, and the exhibits submitted with, this instrument are true and 

matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that Defendant verily believes the same to 

be true. 

Lauren L. Scheffers & : 

1305 Morningstar Ct. 
)'rnpt:rv/lre, 'lL 'Oi'lfo4 
c 630-305-3401 

/ ! 
I ( c \ ' / ,/'1, ' " / 

Sworn to and Hubscribed before me this the -~- day of July~ZOU: 

My Commissi<Jn Expires: 

-I 1. 

"OFFlCIAL SEAL" 
DANIELA L. GA~I' 

Notary Public. State of Illinois 
My ComrnissKln Expires 03109115 

I 

i/ / ,, 



LIST OF EXHIBITS- NOTICE OF APPEAL 

EXHIBIT 
Nbr Description 
I. Notice of Filing 
2. Notice -;>,t,: 1\•j'JjY~:M 

3. Defen<dant Certification (I pg.) 
4. Proof·ofService (I pg.) 

..~'. .!, ~5. E~~, T.;tle ~a, cn~.w...AS &wJ c~.,.l.\w..\WiJ Pr.oceo!k\re (P.e.de~.r-2..1 Ll;l.l\leS d ClF.iJ 
Procedure, III. Pleadings and Motions, Rule II, Section 4: Misprision of felony 
(I pg. ) 
'IPrrl/eY-vt, 'rravmr; ~.,mw~ '?fj •,7,. u.!i·ud, '<'mlmit:>'iirm. '0"' 'fiirmiJ '<Vg?k:.wa VJ"' 
court < if the United Stales, conceals and does not as soon as possible make known 
the sw ne to somejudge or other person in civil or military authority under the 
Unit eu' Jltl!t':>~ ,~hnl' ,n,1f>WU' anub-,}h;,-.lit!<',,- ,;"lm;,mn;u> •Wl' ,IIUJ.., .lhnr, lb'W' 
years or both 

6. List of Exhibits- Notice of Appeal (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT l: 2011/06/30 Order Granted, Application to Defend as a Poor Person (I pg.) 

EXHIBIT 2: lZe: Koman J'\no v. ide ffimK or1"ew fbrK Jt-lb\brr 
Nbr Description 
I. Supreme Court of Florida, Briefs & Other Documents in Case No. 11-697 (I pg.) 
2. Florid.l Supreme Court Case Docket, Case Number':'.C))-6"17 0 pg.) 
3. 2011/C l4/08 Fourth District Court of Appeal, West Palm Beach, Florida, Re: 

Romru 1 Pino v. The Bank of New York Mellon, Case No: 4DI 0-378, Notice to 
[nvoK•~ Jurisdiction to the Supreme Court(£ pg.) 

4. 201 1/t )4/1 1 Supreme Court of Florida, Acknowledgement ofNew Case (I pg.) 
5. 2011/t )4/11 Supreme Court of Florida, High Profile Order (I pg.) 
6. 20 I IICJ4/15 Supreme Court ofF1orida, Schedu1ing Order (2 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 3: 2010/11110 Resolution in the City of Chicago, Cook County sponsored by 
Aldermen Ed ward Burke and Richard Mell (3 pgs.) 

EXHIBIT 4: 2010/12/16 Letter from Defendant-Appellant to Alderman Burke (3 pgs.) 
I. RE: A meriquest->CitiResidentiai!Nationwide Title Clearing-> ForeClosure ·Fraud 

(3 pgs .. ) 
2. 2010112/15 Letter to John Costello, FOIA Officer, Public Access Bureau, Office 

of the Illinois Attorney General, RE: Request for information under the Freedom 
oflnf< )rmation Act (3 pgs.) 

3. 2010/ 11116 Report of Proceedings, pgs. 1-5, I I (6 pgs.) 
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Case 09CH3'7'97, Filed (JfS/26/Z(J(J<J 

LIST OF EXHIBITS- NOTICE OF APPEAL CCON'T.) 

E.YH1BJT 5.:. 2[1.1 .1,1[)4,1) .T },1,1,\=;s Si.'{Are.we C.rw.rt P.re.l\l' Re.Te.ru:e {3 pgs.) 
I. Ex parte communication with Illinois Supreme Court justices who may be 

called upon to hear appeals of erroneous rulings, as well as judicial bias, as in 
1JWi. 'N.A'JRI. ·u:.t.Wn. 

2. Orders of Foreclosure and Sale are appealed, because the foreclosure judges are 
failing to apply the foundational Illinois Civil Statutes and Code of Civil 
Procedu.*'e tktN a.. ... e &\. .. etN]J' }."? pAw:e 

3. Will the committee meetings be behind closed doors and violate open meeting 
requirements, as well? 

4. Absoll>'my tro nmrtitm 1>f input by pT~-m+'Mn wb1> bm~ a~Ytri:t \m\ 
their properties due to foreclosure fraud aided and abetted by the 
forecl osure judges for failing to enforce the Rule of Law/Right to Due 
Procc•-s 

5. Fails to address the Business Model of Fraud 
6. IARDC has already refused to investigate any of the many attorneys involved 

with t'u: 'Ue'it:nlrdlti ~i:wu'iureemsure t-<fses. irirs 'ncinntt11Cirurnnd. 'l':ill>t )l;u. 

09CH 3066 in the 18th Judicial Circuit Court ofDuPage County that has been 
appea ed to the Second Appellate Court of Illinois 

Page2 
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07/28/11 15:49:18 WCCH 

STATE OF ILLINOIS l, 
v_:-;. 

COUN'IY OF WILL ) 

l!'t' T HE ClRCVIT COIJRT QF THE nt'ELF111 JV[)!ClAL ClRClJIT 
WIL!.COUNTY,ILUNOIS 

DEUTSCHE BA"'K NA' WNAL TRUST COMPANY, AS J 

TRUSTEE IN TRUST FU ~- U!£. lil':NEflc Of U!£ I 
CERTIFICATE HOLDER 'FOR A'4ERIQUEST I 
MORTGAGE SECURfDI :s TIWST 2004-R I, ASSET- ,I 
BACKED PASS-TIJJlOil• _"\1:1 1-F.~JlF.JCI),'JF.';.<;FJllf.S 
2004-R I 

Plaintiff, 

LAUREN SCHEFFERS 
Derendams. 

No. 09 CH 3797 

SHERIFF'S REPORT OF SAI.E AND DISTRIDUTION 

~~· 
-·- .. 

TO THE HONORAB .E JUDGE PRESIDING: 0 "1 c ~ 1 a, 
Pursuant to ajudgmen· entered in this cause on the 8th day of April, 2011. and in accordance with the applicable 

!aw and coun order(s), PA UL J. KAUPAS, Sheriff of Will County, respectfully reports that the public sale was 
w..lvertised in a news.~per •, .~~Ey,\\;-_..1, ... ~\la>;_:r.\\" nf\','C.ru.\•>W~ ,\1,1,\o;miJ, ,\\',t;~..n.."JC,',i.ru'm'a.•'\,..~,l%U'o' . .ru'..h~icJ\~.~~..a .. ..f' 
made and (if applicable) \' here real estate is commonly advertised. All certificates of publication are attached hereto. / \ 

The public sale wos ht Jd on the 20th day of July, 2011, at the hour of 12:00 noon, on the first noor of the Will 0 7 J tl,O &/ 
Omnr~ Crumhrm .. 'ii"-, 1.4. \\-,_ · .. 'i1 •• lt>J1rJ.'iM:~tr.P.fJ .. , WiJ>J.,1))JncUs.. ~ 

At the public sale, the f ollowing described real estate was offered for saJe to the highest and best bidder for cash in 
accordance with the applic• 1ble law. Thereu_oon. DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, AS 
TRUSTEE L'i nWST f' ~.Jif: iWl: Bt:,w;nr& rh'I:CeWlFIC-t'l'l': H<JlWRSFOR A.'WiR/Ql'ES'l' 
MORTGAGE SECURTI IES TRUST2004-Rl, ASSET-BACKED PASS-THROUGH CERTIFICATES, 
SERIES 2004-RJ, bid th ·sum of ONE HUNDRED FlFTY-lWO THOUSAND AND 00/100 DOLLARS 
(S 152,000.00). That being ihe 'h1ghest 'b'ul, ihe To'fJovilng descr"lbed real esrate was so'Jd: to t'nat 01Mer: 

l.OT 26 IN BROOK CRt >SSING UNIT lA, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE SOUTHEAST 
QUARTER OF SECTIOI 'i 2, TOWNSHIP 37 NO liTH, RANGE 9, EAST OF THE THDl.D PRINCIPAl. 
MfRIDJ<\.N,ACCORDf 'x; JTI TIIF.YLAT Jlll'.RF.!lF _RECORDED OCTOBER I~. 1978 .• AS DOCUMENT 
NO. R78-40466, Wll.L ( ·ouNTY, ILLINOIS. 

Cammont.; known a ;: 1305 MORNING STAR COURT 
NAPERVII.LE, IL 60564 

The costs of the sale are as follows; 

I) Pamela J. McGuire < :Je;k of the Court 

l of2 

67282011 SI2.00 
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2) Sheriff's fees, comr nissions, and exr;>enses (which includes publication costs of$ J 064. 70) $1,689.70 

3) R.ecordcr of Deeds 1 for recording duplicate Certificate of Sale) $25.75 

The balance of the pr: cecds of sale to be applied upon entry of an order approving the sale is as follows: 

DE UTSC liE BANK '1'\I.TI::l<NM .. Th\IS\' C'>WB MW, 1.£. Th\1>'."\L~ L'l Th\JS{ fOR 
THE BENEFIT OF. lllE CERT!FlCATE HOLDERS 'FOR 1\'Ml.RlQ'Ill'.ST / 
MORTGAGE SECt; ! RITIES TRUST 2004-RI, ASSET-BACKED PASS-lllROUGH 
CERTIFICATES, Sf: RIES 2004-RI as a judgment credit to the successful bidder 

~~~~~;~;~~:;;-';sj ··;"' "''s ~i'rtru-"i ~;;;t)lJ<Igm•n• tas,5o.m.s5 

TOTAL It» AH;t Oll\li"r- rt.S1f,Jf,_nMilJi 
Deficiency pursuant to Plaintiffs calculations $74,973.96 

Respectfully sobmilled tc c 21st day of July, 2011. 

PAULJ. KAUPAS, 
SHERIFF OF WILL COUNTY,ILLINOIS 

/N /W.II'r1 ON 
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Instrument: R2011069690 Old Doc Ref No: Book/Page: 
Recorded: 7/28/2011 ~i:4"0:1Jo Consiileration: :i>fYI,ll\JIJ.lJ\J P'ages: I 
PM 
Document Type: Certificate of Sale 
Document Date: 7/20/:20 II 
Grantor: SCHEFFER:5 LAUREN 

Comments: SHER 09 CH 3797 
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AMERIQUI ~ST MORTGAGE SECURITIES INC 
2004RI AQ MS 

Legal Description: p, pld: 07-01-02-405-012-0000 (GIS) (Assessor) 

Cross Reference: 

Lo·t!Unit: 26, Sub: BROOK CROSSINGS UNIT lA, TwnNotes: 299A R78-40466 
02 -37-09 
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Zip: 60564 
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.:r.A '"; · cl/ .. r_ /1 J 
James, Thomas P.", "D1 mn, Martin, Miller & HeathcOck" <marmil4@sbcglobal.net>,Peter M. Kelle 

To: "James, Thomas '• >." <TJames@atg.state.i/.us>, "Dunn, Martin, M/ler&Fieathcoe;, ...l
<marmil4@sbcglobal.lllet>,Peter M Kellett <pkellett@dykema.com> ...1 ~if" 
From: Lauren Scheffe:I'S <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> 
~.Wftr.J<. 'Y'JriE'i''i'£!?,','='!};9;"M.K-.; ·~ ~·:!l~ll\~1tAA;;-'I!o;..'90\<Foof£~1T"lE~CIE'l3'.'-l~ofM 

~ONSUMER FRAUD .._V ~ .M Jr~)7A...; 
..,...Cc: Richard E. Gottlie l <rgottlieb@dykema.com>, "Rex E. Schlaybaugh, Jr." 

<i'Jc.\l~IAA!.~~~, 713.CCi!W>, {-:S&>,W;r,@\1jlorelv.'a' . .%17o', aju;kaf'@d',~.t~, 
jdougherty@dykema.c: om, 'William M:Aiister" <bill.mcalister@il.cslegal.com>, "Codilis and 
Associates, P.C." <cc ><dilis-il@il.cslegal.com>, "Morrie M.Jch" <mmuch@muchshelist.com>, 
11'7~7 .. L. 'L'i'i'Rli'l~:· <~--.~a,s..~.~-n>, '7-e~·L 6~"~:C<Jn1>,'Paul 
M. Levy" <levy@dlec.< :om>, "Joel A Stein" <stein@dlec.com>, Freedman Anselmo Lindberg 
<foreclosures@fal-illir 1ois.com>, FAI-IIIinois <fal-illinois.com@domainsbyproxy.com> 
IIIII 1.) Jdt' .';lfl'¥"' a t 
Attached: C:\Docume nts and 
Settings\LAUREN\Des ktop\Scheffers20110829SheriffKaupusLetter.pdf;C:\Documents and 
Se.ttir:]9S'll..4l~E.I\IIDe.~.~\&~~~ ~OJ~~R~~:. c·.'Oocume~ al\d 
Settings \LAUREN\D!* ;ktop\Scheffers2011 0829SheriffKaupusLtrreFraud.pdf; 

rvt. James, 

Previously, I had sent ~:ou the e-mail below dated August 29, 2011, including the scanned PDF 
Scheffers20110839S~ •eriffKaupusLetter.pdfthat I have attached again. I received signature
confirmation, but neve r received any reply of any kind regarding the fraud allegations, including 
the robosigned forgeri• ~s of Sheriff Kaupus' name on documents filed with the 12th Judicial 
Circuit Court and the VVill County Recorder. . 

V.Ji'r( ~"'' ( 
Overnight, my subconscious thoughts just realized 100% patterns of CONSUMER FRAOO by 
Dunn, Martin in conjun :lion with Will County Sheriff Kaupus and as submittedlfi'fedllitigated under 
Rule 137 by the attorn. ~ys of the foreclosure mill law firms of Pierce & Associates; Dykema 
Gossett; Codilis & Ass ociates; Freedman, Anselmo et al; and .... 

Per my own case in V 1/ ill County (my property in DuPage County has yet to be sold): 

r. OornT, 1\<C:rn'liT ,s- nmt 1hil!l~· aullliW 0'1\m:s-al'i\ts "''lll:ll\15\•s ;;;~~M'i\' ~al';\.'\%'" 1tlil'i' .w 
affidavits submitted to the Court with the intent of increasing the deficiencies that become IRS 
taxable to the property -owners and increasing the amounts that the Plaintiff's receive from 3rd 
-pw.'~ +/1;N, * ~~Rr.* +/1r, •F.,RAR!ir.iR!.'I~}R.<;,, "'.!r-.1;>, ~ l?o;iaw&l)kr.t~ IDiiJ.!f.:af.lr.P-. :Wit'N. r.J:P..rjjt. 
derivatives . 

... .fu:hf!ffl!o:s.?.{l.1.111'i':2B.."\be.r:ltfs.Rf>,nor1nfSaieAstpdf 

.., 
I . r 
j, ~ 
' . ' .. 

b. SheriffKaupusLt rreFraud.pdf ~~~ (~ ~/ 

2. Dunn .. Martin is rout' nely recording the Sheriff's Deeds in the property records before th~ is:J 
any order approving fr lE3 Motion for Approval of the Sale and Distribution. --
In my instant action, per the Will County Real Estate Tax Assessor, I no longer appear to be 
"owner of record" in th e Will County property records due to the Sheriff's Deed recorded on 
07/28/11, so my real estate tax appeal for a $261,000 appraised value vs. the alleged $152,000 



James, Thomas P." , "[Ill mn, Martin, Miller & Heathcock" <marmil4@sbcglobal.net>,Peter M. Kelle 

sale (with not a single .;~~lhe3·d ptil"tt'J:loia,'~o;-~~~~· 20. 2m~ U\2'5 ~'11i%'. 

Yet, there has never b een a M:ltion for Order Approving the Sale filed in the 12th Judicial Circu;-} 

~.To+.'~'/;'ip,~~f,r-:J~~. '-'<.,.( J"{ '4 '' __J 
k; you know, I haves.£ 'nt you other foreclosure fraud documents that are also part of the public 
rec<Xds in the Will C<r• ul'lft1'8t.f'age- C.;tn'itf ~v~'Wf ~eclil\75 a%' i1o;-~ "111~(~ C.%1'.1.'}' :!::1!.1"'~ 
County Circuit Courts on behalf of and 7!: · t f11.and other property-
owners who have had their properties criminally foreclosed upon b.y parties .with no legal ,- ~\ t :•/· . , 
lbt..w."~f,\/8 tR,. fRJ,W~. . - ,,..._,.,_~?."' ·'1ft . ~'" - """-""-- ll ,;. -1-( 
-..:,.... ~ • ·; - •¥. ... • 

Therefore, Dunn, Mart1 n's wrongful filing of Sheriffs Deeds clouds the titles just as the 
Nationwide Title Cleari .. "'g .fr.w¥.!!.119!'1! .mQr.\pge -r.90Qr.d£ .QQ. .Jt wo~o~ld .appear that the Sheriffs 
Deeds are being recc. · ·ded immediately to make the property titles "appear to be clear". 

Please see the follow .. '& 1.~-'??rulll.•R!RtilfR.'~Ji' F IJ.,1.~. >),.wd. , · .g.~'l% 
~- . 

~ ~ , r J: 

~ot. vlilms>.s:, .jiS' ,l,l'-.~.=.ty,l\i~ lfl'a6t<:" mill .t~.C~'.lf.!.ll%l' ,l=;r,i\!.~ .fil5>.f~~lilir.l.~~i~· .t~.s\9.mi1.;, "J' . 
Jarties who are ~imir ally stealing peoP,I~·~,-~~-pe~~~s!!~"!~,ud~e~~;.ord;? f . .r 

~~ :IDwe~}"-. ~tlill. ~.~. 'lr. w~ 'lr. r.?IY.<e. 11;>~ QJ. 11;>~ '~' fir.m"' f~Y.~tw.-i lb~«R. '1 <e-r.?rul:.. ®. ~~ l?iRr.~ & 
Associates, since my ~-mail addresses are blocked? 

Thank you. 

Lauren Scheffers 

Date: M:ln, 29 Aug 2£ N ~ 13.29:0? -{)5{){] VO,. tl 
To: "James, Thomas P." <TJames@atg.state.il.us> f II( 
From: Lauren Scheff ers <LaurenScheffers@yahoo.com> :1 
Subject SCHEFFEH~- 0.?!~Lr..QMP.1.$<UW,i~'*-~.d,.r;I[!~Qh~V, 1/.!,~T, ~f)t;r, T,'0 'Nil.!~ : -'..
COUNTY SHERIFF SIG-REQUIRED lr 
Cc: "Rex E. Schlayt nugh, Jr." <rschlaybaugh@dykema.com>, pstanton@dykema.com, 
ajonker@dykema.cot n .. idotg~her:t~<@td}tkema r.n!J:I ''C!ldilis .ar.u:U~.0::...<;£1c.iatf'~'\ PC " <c--'l!:iilis:
il@il.cslegal.com> 

1\tt. James, 

Under the Illinois Fin~ 1ncial Crime Act, "loan fraud" is a Class 4 felony. 

Per my previous e-m ail to you of fat~~~/,CHEFFERS- CRIMINAL SALE OF NAPERVILLE:] 
HOJI..1E"), I documented the additional issue of fraudulent amounts in the Sheriffs Report of Sale 
and Distribution as a II· egedly signed by the Will County Sheriff, Paul Kaupus. 

Since I have been un able to get an explanation from the Sheriffs staff after several follow-ups, I 
trcNe-Jll!lt'tmnilm'a u:·:;PS Phoni'y Mlli' enve1bpe w1YI'l Signature ReqUii'ea' numfler ofZJlJTI T7U 
0000 1052 0447 to S 11eriff Ka4pus, as well as a USPS Priorizy Mail envelqpe with Delivery 



James, Thomas P.", "Dunn, Martin, Miller & Heathcock" <marmil4@sbcglobal.net>,Peter M. Kelle 

Confirmation numb~:~ ... Otf 03~0 2D~OD001 SS27 S242 to- C\5\'i\~ ,0.\s\"'ce, Rabe.rt &\9isk~r; a.?d 
Shaun Callahan of I 0 ierce & Associates. 

Rl:rdh<r>>"tre"fu artac "-~ S~:-01'. IYI"'fi'IYazi (~~ m~. ?Wi'li~All'elr~J 1.1\ee'i'£\iY<.Ill~ '3\al: &e 
competent evidencn of the Class 4 felony of "loan fraud", with Pierce & Associates as 
"organizer of a finar u :ial crime" with Dykema Gossett as an accessory, as well as Judge Rossi 
~11./Jo!RJyc't:i~·· ~'..sa-fast.# & t'w-Wi«-C~r-.t'tShei'il!'s s~<Woiss:U,.~ ~"oeS.'.evif>?s R~G? 
Sale and DistributiOI 1, the Will County Sheriff has become an accessory to the Class 4 Felony, 
as well. 

1\.t. James, as I ask•e d you previously, will the Illinois Attorney General initiate any criminal a 
investigations into trH e Illinois foreclosure law firms of Pierce & Associates/Dykema Gossett and ...L
C..rulilii' J' Af.,rqmint!l!''. ·(Yl5l~b~151~~ .~~ GW!C) .:.v.:~~~ .\.~ .nJi::lQ$ .f'if.la::loia! -Gr-ime ·Law with .Jw.ely .~ 
prison time vs. "slap on the wrisf' monetary settlements under the Consumer Fraud Bureau? 

~.<F.. ','l~liC·~n>~fS\a\~. '?ie'ice & f>fY<RtdtN- \\?F., m:1 e-mail~~-.. 'oY.oc\\~ .. s-c car. 
you, Dykema Gossett, and or Codilis forward this request for a criminal investigation on to 
Pierce & Associates·? 

Thank you for your c ngoing attention to this matter. 

Lauren Scheffers 
H 630-305-3401 
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