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DEFENDANT

MOTION OF DEFENDANT TO DEEM ADMITTED
CERTAIN OF DEFENDANT’S FIRST REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO PLAINTIFF
Defendant’s counsel served requests for admissions upon Plaintiff’s counsel on

February 10, 2022 (the “RFAs”). Plaintiff served answers and objections dated March 14, 2022
(the “Responses”). Defendant requested and the court conducted a discovery conference under
M.R. Civ 26(g) regarding the Responses. At the May 3, 2022 Rule 26(g) conference the court,
pursuant to Rule 26(g)(1) authorized Defendant to file this motion to assert his issues regarding
the Responses. Before the discovery conference with the court, Defendant attempted to address
with Plaintiff’s counsel the deficient Responses with a letter dated March 30, 2022, detailing
Defendant’s issues, but Plaintiff’s counsel responded stating an unwillingness to make any

changes.

L. Factual background of the case and the requests for admissions.
Plaintiff commenced this foreclosure case on September 16, 2019. It alleges that

Defendant, on September 1, 2005, granted a mortgage to Mortgage Electronic Registration



Systems, Inc. (“MERS”) as nominee for American Home Mortgage. Compl. § 9. MERS received
nothing more than the right to record that mortgage and American Home Mortgage was the
actual grantee of the mortgage interest. Bank of America, N.A. v. Greenleaf, 2014 ME 89, 13-17,
96 A.3d 700. Plaintiff apparently recognized that, to have standing to foreclose, it needed to
obtain an assignment of the mortgage from American Home Mortgage, because it alleges in the
Complaint that it relies upon an assignment from American Home Mortgage to BAC Home
Loans Servicing, LP dated November 21, 2018, and then assignment from BAC Home Loans
Serving, LP to Plaintiff dated April 5, 2019. Compl. ] 10. Copies of these two assignments are
attached as Exhibits 1 and 2.

Since the mortgage loan went into default as of October 1, 2009, Compl. § 14, and
Defendant vacated the property, and since Plaintiff had filed and dismissed three previous court
actions arising out of the default and failed to complete any foreclosure action while the alleged
mortgage debt more than doubled over the ten years before the commencement of this action,
Defendant asserted an affirmative defense of laches. Defendant also asserted that the Complaint
does not state a claim upon which relief can be granted because the two assignments in 2018 and
2019 involving BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP assigned nothing, since BAC Home Loans
Serving, LP was merged out of existence in 2010. A copy of that Certificate of Merger, which is
attached as Exhibit 3--it was also attached to the RFAs. The RFAs now in dispute were filed to
elicit uncontroversial facts and applications of the law to the facts.

Defendant filed the RFAs after unsuccessful efforts to obtain full responses to previously
served interrogators and requests for production of documents. Defendant file a Rule 26(g)
discovery conference request regarding those responses on January 19, 2022, but the significant

backlog in Maine courts made it appear unlikely that such a conference would be held soon.



Thus, on February 10, 2022, Defendant served the RFAs hoping they would narrow the potential
for factual disputes and related legal issues and make it possible for Defendant to move for
summary judgment. Unfortunately, the Responses to the RFAs were also filled with objections
and incomplete responses. At the Rule 26(g) conference on May 3, 2022, Defendant requested
that the court hold in abeyance his request for a conference regarding Plaintiff’s responses to the
interrogatories and requests for production hoping resolution of the issues regarding the
Responses to the RFAs may allow Defendant to move forward with a motion to dismiss for
Plaintiff’s lacking standing or a motion for summary judgment, and thus possibly obviate the

need for court attention to the other discovery responses.

IL. Rule 36 and the purposes of request for admission.

A. Rule 36 of the Maine Rules of Civil Procedure.

Rule 36 of the Maine Rules of Civil Procedure is modeled upon the corresponding Fed.
R. Civ. P. 36. The Maine rule provide that a party may “request the admission...of the truth of
any matters within the scope of Rule 26(b)...that relate to statements or opinions of fact or of the
application of law to fact.” M.R. Civ. P. 36(a), 1* par. The rule provides that “the requests will
be admitted unless the responding party serves written answers or objections within 30 days.
M.R. Civ. P. 36(a), 2nd par. That paragraph then sets out specifications for the answering or
objecting as follows:

The answer shall specifically deny the matter or set forth in detail the reasons why

the answering party cannot truthfully admit or deny the matter. A denial shall fairly

meet the substance of the requested admission, and when good faith requires that a

party qualify an answer or deny only a part of the matter of which an admission is

requested, the party shall specify so much of it as is true and qualify or deny the

remainder. An answering party may not give lack of information or knowledge as

a reason for failure to admit or deny unless the party states that the party has made

reasonable inquiry and that the information known or readily obtainable by the
party is insufficient to enable the party to admit or deny. A party who considers that



a matter of which an admission has been requested presents a genuine issue for trial
may not, on that ground alone, object to the request; the party may, subject to the
provisions of Rule 37(c), deny the matter or set forth reasons why the party cannot
admit or deny it...”

The rule goes on to provide that “If the court determines that an answer does not comply with the
requirements of this rule, it may order either that the matter is admitted or that an amended

answer be served.” M.R. Civ.P 36(a), 3" par.

B. The purposes of requests for admissions under M.R. Civ. P. 36.

“The purpose of Rule 36 is ‘expediting the trial and to relieve the parties of the burdens
and expense of proving at trial facts which are undisputed.’” Bouchard v. U.S., 241 F.R.D. 72
(D. Me. 2007), quoting Kershner v. Beloit Corp., 106 F.R.D. 498, 499 (D. Me. 1985). The
purposes of requests for admissions under Rule 36 and the process to be following by the court
in addressing issues with the responses was well explained in more detail by the United States
District Court for the District of Nebraska as follows:

“The quintessential function of Requests for Admissions is to allow the narrowing
of issues, to permit facilitation in presenting cases to the factfinder and, at a
minimum, to provide notification as to those facts, or opinions, that remain in
dispute.” Xcel Energy, Inc. v. United States, 237 FR.D. 416, 420-21
(D.Minn.2006) (quoting Lakehead Pipe Line Co. v. Am. Home Assurance Co., 177
FR.D. 454, 457-58 (D.Minn.1997)); see aiso Fed.R.Civ.P. 36 advisory
committee's note (1970 amend.) (“Rule 36 serves two vital purposes, both of which
are designed to reduce trial time. Admissions are sought, first to facilitate proof
with respect to issues that cannot be eliminated from the case, and secondly, to
narrow the issues by eliminating those that can be.”). “The purpose of a request for
admissions generally is not to discover additional information concerning the
subject of the request, but to force the opposing party to formally admit the truth of
certain facts, thus allowing the requesting party to avoid potential problems of
proof.” Layne Christensen Co. v. Purolite Co., No. 09-2381, 2011 WL 381611, at
*4 (D.Kan. Jan. 25, 2011) (slip op.).

“The court has substantial discretion to determine the propriety of such requests
and the sufficiency of responses.” See Audiotext Comms. Network, Inc. v. U.S.
Telecom, Inc., No. 94-2395, 1995 WL 625744, at *1 (D.Kan. Oct. 5, 1995) (quoting
Dubin v. E.F. Hutton Group Inc., 125 F.R.D. 372 (S.D.N.Y.1989)). If the courts
determine “an answer does not comply with the requirements of Rule 36, they can



order either that the matter is admitted or require the responding party to serve an
amended answer.” O'Connor v. AM General Corp., No. 85-6679, 1992 WL
382366, at *2 (E.D.Pa. Dec. 7, 1992). “When passing on a motion to determine the
sufficiency of answers or objections, the court obviously must consider the
phraseology of the requests as carefully as that of the answers or objections.”
Audiotext, 1995 WL 625744, at *2 (quoting Thalheim v. Eberheim, 124 F.R.D. 34,
35 (D.Conn.1988)). “The requesting party bears the burden of setting forth in
necessary, but succinct, detail, the facts, events or communications to which
admission is sought....” Audiotext, 1995 WL 625744, at *2 (quoting Diederich v.
Dep't of the Army, 132 F.R.D. 614, 619 (S .D.N.Y.1990)). “[A] requesting party
should not state ‘half of [a] fact’ or ‘half truths' which require the answering party
to qualify responses.” Havenfield Corp. v. H & R Block, Inc., 67 F.R.D. 93, 96-97
(W.D.Mo.1973) (citations omitted). Further, “[r]legardless of the subject matter of
the Rule 36 request, the statement of the fact itself should be in simple and concise
terms in order that it can be denied or admitted with an absolute minimum of
explanation or qualification.” /d. at 96. ...

National Independent Truckers Ins. Co. v. Gadway, 2011 WL 5554802 (D. Neb. 2011). These

are the principles which should be applied to this motion under the Maine Rule 36 as well.

III.  Plaintiff’s objections repeated throughout its responses are impermissible.

A. The document speaks for itself.

This objection appears in Response to RFAs 6, 16 and 17. The impropriety of this
objection was well addressed by the District of Columbia Circuit Court of Appeals in 2006 in
overruling a respondent’s objections to requests for admissions made on this basis. The court
said:

It is astonishing that the objection that a document speaks for itself, repeated every
day in courtrooms across America, has no support whatsoever in the law of
evidence. James W. McElhaney, The Cleveland Exception to the Hearsay Rule and
Other Courtroom Oddities, 1 Rev. of Litig. 93, 96-99 (1980). If, for example, a
document has been admitted into evidence and a witness is asked to read from it,
that the same information can be secured from the fact finder reading the document
is certainly not grounds for objection to the witness reading from it. /d. There is no
difference whatsoever between the jury reading it for itself or the witness reading
it to them.



Alternatively, if the document has been admitted into evidence and the witness is
asked to paraphrase it and does so inaccurately, objection would lie on the grounds
of relevance. A mischaracterization of the contents of a document is an irrelevant
waste of time, unless there is some significance to that mischaracterization in itself,
i.e., the witness's misunderstanding of what the document says has independent
evidentiary significance because it is probative on some issue in the trial. In any of
these instances, however, invoking the tautology that “the document speaks for
itself” has nothing to do with the actual objections that should be made.

Transposing these principles to requests for admission first means that if the
request for admission quotes a documents and asks the other party to admit that the
document contains the material quoted, it should be admitted if the quotation is
accurate and denied if it is not. The tautological “objection” that the finder of fact
can read the document for itself to see if the quote is accurate is not a legitimate
objection but an evasion of the responsibility to either admit or deny a request for
admission, unless a legitimate objection can be made or the responding party
explains in detail why it can neither admit or deny the request. Fed.R.Civ.P. 36. See
Sigmund v. Starwood Urban Retail VI, LLC, 236 F.R.D. 43, 46 (D.D.C.2006). It is
also a waste of time, since the “objection” that the document speaks for itself does
not move the ball an inch down the field and defeats the narrowing of issues in
dispute that is the purpose of the rule permitting requests for admission.

If, on the other hand, the request for admission paraphrases a document, the request
should be admitted if the paraphrase is accurate and denied if it is not. Again, stating

the obvious—one can read the document oneself to see if the paraphrase is

accurate—is not a legitimate objection and an equally great waste of time.

Miller v. Holzman, 240 F.R.D. 1 (D. D.C. 2006), cited in numerous cases, and most recently at
Jones v. University of Memphis., 2016 WL 6123510 (W.D. Tenn. 2016).

Less than six months ago, Maine’s (now retired) Magistrate Judge Rich squarely rejected
the “document speaks for itself” response used by a party using it to respond to a complaint. In
Musto v. Liberty Ins. Corp., 2021 WL 5501765, fn. 2 (D. Me., Nov. 21, 2021). Judge Rich stated
“Courts have long disdained such vague and unhelpful responses,” citing State Farm Mut. Auto
Ins. Co. v. Riley, 199 F.R.D. 276, 279 (N.D. I1l. 2001). He deemed the responses making such

statements to be admissions. While Judge Rich was addressing a defendant’s deficient response

to a complaint, his criticism of the “document speaks for itself” objection, as shown by the cases



cited above, has equal if not greater applicably to using that objection in responses to requests for

admissions as Plaintiff has done here.

B. The request seeks admission of facts that are public record and as easily
verified by Defendant.

In RFA Number 7, Defendant asked Plaintiff to admit that American Home Mortgage
Corp. filed a Ch. 11 Bankruptcy case in Delaware on August 6, 2007 as Case No. 07-11051.
Plaintiff refused to admit this, asserting instead that the request seeks admission of facts that are
public record “as easily verified by Defendant.” This objection is repeated in Responses 8-11 and
13. There is no merit such an objection to a request for admission because,
...the fact that information relevant to Plaintiffs’ requests is “‘equally available’ to
plaintiffs or [can be] derived from public records.... misses the point of requests for
admission.” Concerned Citizens of Belle Haven v. Belle Haven Club, 223 F.R.D.
39, 45 (D. Conn. 2004). Requests for admission are designed to narrow the issues
at trial, not to discover information in the first instance. Thus, it does not matter that
Plaintiffs could just as easily obtain information relevant to their requests for
admission from another source. The question is whether Defendant Lee denies the
veracity of that information.
League of Women Voters of Florida, Inc. v. Lee, 2021 WL 4963439 (N.D. Fla., Oct. 22, 2021.

There simply is no merit to this objection when used in response to requests for

admission.

C. The request seeks admission of a legal theory rather than a fact.

In RFA Number 11, Defendant requested that Plaintiff admit that Steven D. Sass
remained as Plan Trustee of American Home Mortgage Corp. though November 1, 2018, but
Plaintiff objected to that request asserting, that “seeks admission of a legal theory rather than a
fact.” Plaintiff made the same objection in its Responses numbered 13, 16, 18 and 21. M.R. Civ.
P. 36 expressly provides that requests for admission may properly request admissions regarding

“the application of law to fact.” M.R. Civ. P. 36(a), 1* par. Plaintiff’s “legal theory” objections



are simply impermissible objections that Plaintiff is being asked to admit legal conclusions, even
though those requests do no more than ask for conclusions regarding the application of law to the
specific facts of this case. The United States District Court for the District of Rhode Island
explained why such objections are impermissible this way:

Even if the Court were to treat the requests as seeking opinions or conclusions of
law from [Defendant], they would still not be objectionable.

“Requests for admission ... are not objectionable even if they require opinions or
conclusions of law, as long as the legal conclusions relate to the facts of the case.”
Ransom v. United States, 8 Cl. Ct. 646, 648 (1985). “Requests for admissions
seeking the application of law to the facts of the case are proper under Fed. R. Civ.
P. 36.” Employers Commercial Union Ins. Co. of Am. v. Browning-Ferris Indus.
of Kan. City. Inc., No. 91-2161-JWL, unpublished op. at 10 (D. Kan. Dec. 16, 1993)
.... “Opinions on abstract propositions of law are still objectionable, but requests
seeking admission of the truth of statements applying law to the facts of the case
are specifically sanctioned.” Ransom, 8 Cl. Ct. at 647 (quoting 4A James Wm.
Moore, Moore's Federal Practice § 36.04).

Audiotext Commec'ns Network, Inc. v. US Telecom, Inc., Civ. A. No. 94-2395-
GTV, 1995 WL 625744, at *6 (D. Kan. Oct. 5, 1995); accord S.A. Healy
Co./Lodigiani USA, Ltd. v. United States, 37 Fed. Cl. 204, 205 (Fed. CL
1997)(quoting Audiotext Commc'ns Network). Accordingly, [Defendant’s]
objections to the requests on the ground that they call for a “legal conclusion” are
overruled.

Nautilus Ins. Co v. Operation Stand Down, 2009 WL 10729080 (D. R.I. 2009).

Had the RF As asked Plaintiff to admit that it had no standing, or that its claims were
barred by the doctrine of laches, those would have been objectionable requests asking for
admissions of “abstract propositions of law” regarding the ultimate liability issues of the case,
but that is not what Defendant’s RFAs do, as explained in more detail in Section IV below.
Plaintiff’s objections to these properly limited requests regarding application of law to the facts

of this case are not proper.



IV.

Explanations of deficiencies in Plaintiff’s responses to specific requests for

admission.

The following discussion involves Defendant’s requests for admissions as to public

records regarding the actions of the Delaware Bankruptcy Court in the Chapter 11 case of

American Home Mortgage Corp. (the originator of the mortgage loan at issue in this case), and

filings in the Texas Secretary of State’s office regarding the merger of BAC Home Loans

Servicing, LP into Bank of America and the impact thereof.

Request No. 6. The Quitclaim Assignment from American Home Mortgage Corp. to
BAC Home Loans Servicing, L.P. dated November 21, 2018, and referred to in paragraph
10 of the Complaint was executed by Steven D. Sass, on November 21, 2018, in his
capacity as “Plan Trustee, Sole Officer and Sole Director of American Home Mortgage
Corp.”

Response No. 6. Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks an admission
regarding the contents of a document, which speaks for itself. Subject to and without
waiving its objection, Plaintiff admits that Steven D. Sass signed the November 21, 2018
quitclaim assignment.

Argument regarding Request No. 6.

The “document speaks for itself” objection is improper. See Section III.A. above. While

the response admits that Stephan D. Sass signed the mortgage assignment, it fails to admit or

deny the capacity in which he signed. In its Response No. 3, plaintiff admits that Bendett &

McHugh prepared the assignment reciting his capacity, so it knows the capacity in which he

signed. Since Plaintiff failed to admit or deny the capacity in which Sass signed the mortgage

assignment, request Number 6 should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 7. American Home Mortgage Corp., along with other co-debtors,
commenced a Chapter 11 bankruptcy case in the Bankruptcy Court for Delaware on
August 6, 2007, Case No. 07- 11051

Response Number 7. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks
admission of facts that are public record and as easily verified by Defendant, concerning



documents and actions by third parties. Plaintiff admits that, upon information and belief,

such a case appears to exist and denies this Request to the extent it is inconsistent with

those public records.
Argument regarding Request No. 7.

The “public records” objection is impermissible. See Section III.B. above. Rule 36, 2™
par., states:

An answering party may not give lack of information or knowledge as a reason

for failure to admit or deny unless the party states that the party has made

reasonable inquiry and that the information known or readily available by the

party is insufficient to enable the party to admit or deny.
“Rule 36 requires ‘that the respondent make ‘reasonable inquiry’ into the subject matter of the
requests.”” Bouchard v. U.S, 241 F.R.D. 72 (D. Me. 2007), citing Veranda Beach Club Ltd.
P’ship v. Western Sur. Co., 936 F.2d 1364, 1374 (1* Cir. 1991). Examination on PACER of the
Delaware case number stated in the request conclusively shows the truth of the requested
admission. A copy of the Bankruptcy Petition is attached as Exhibit 4. Plaintiff tries to hedge its
answer using the phrases “information and belief, “appears to exist” and then “denies... to the
extent inconsistent.” This is not a good faith denial. The only proper and good faith response is
the single word “Admitted.” The request should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 8. American Home Mortgage Corp., along with its co-debtors filed an

Amended Chapter 11 Plan of Liquidation in the Delaware Bankruptcy Court on February

18, 2009.

Response to Request Number 8. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it

seeks admission of facts that are public record and as easily verified by Defendant,

concerning documents and actions by third parties. Plaintiff admits that, upon

information and belief, such a plan appears to exist and denies this Request to the extent
it is inconsistent with those public records.

10



Argument regarding Request Number 8.

The “public records” objection is impermissible. See Section III.B. above. “Rule 36
requires ‘that the respondent make ‘reasonable inquiry’ into the subject matter of the requests.’”
Bouchard v. U.S, 241 F.R.D. 72 (D. Me. 2007), citing Veranda Beach Club Ltd. P 'ship v.
Western Sur. Co., 936 F.2d 1364, 1374 (1% Cir. 1991). Examination on PACER of the Delaware
case number stated in the request conclusively shows the truth of the requested admission.
Plaintiff again tries to hedge its answer using the phrases “information and belief,” “appears to
exist,” and “denies... to the extent inconsistent.” Since the Chapter 11 plan does in fact exist on
the PACER docket (a copy of the first page is attached as Exhibit 5), these qualifications and
purported denial are not in good faith. The only proper and good faith response is the single word
“Admitted.” The request should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 9. The Amended Chapter 11 Plan of Liquidation of American Home

Mortgage Corp. and its co-debtors was confirmed by order of the Delaware Bankruptcy

Court on February 23, 2009.

Response to Request Number 9. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it

seeks admission of facts that are public record and as easily verified by Defendant,

concerning documents and actions by third parties. Plaintiff admits that, upon
information and belief, such an order appears to exist and denies this Request to the
extent it is inconsistent with those public records.

Argument regarding Request Number 9.

The “public records” objection is impermissible.” See Section III.A. above. A copy of the
first page of the order confirming the Chapter 11 Plan of American Home Mortgage is attached

as Exhibit 6. The remainder of the response has the same deficiencies as the responses to

Requests Numbered 7 and 8 enumerated above. The request should be deemed admitted.

11



Request Number 10. The February 23, 2009, order of the Delaware Bankruptcy Court
confirming the Amended Chapter 11 Plan of Liquidation of American Home Mortgage
Corp. and its co debtors appointed Steven D. Sass as Plan Trustee.

Response to Request Number 10. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it
seeks admission of facts that are public record and as easily verified by Defendant,
concerning documents and actions by third parties. Plaintiff admits that, upon
information and belief, such a plan appears to exist and denies this Request to the extent
it is inconsistent with those public records.

Argument regarding Request Number 10.

The “public records” objection is impermissible. See Section III.B. above. “Rule 36
requires ‘that the respondent make ‘reasonable inquiry’ into the subject matter of the requests.’”
Bouchardv. U.S, 241 FR.D. 72 (D. Me. 2007), citing Veranda Beach Club Ltd. P ship v.
Western Sur. Co., 936 F.2d 1364, 1374 (1 Cir. 1991). A copy of pages 1 and 25 of the cited
order showing the appointment of Steven Sass as Plan Trustee are attached hereto as Exhibit 7
(with the other pages omitted as irrelevant to this request). Had Plaintiff’s counsel looked at the
order on PACER, the absolute truth of Request Number 10 would have been inescapable. The
admission that the Chapter 11 Plan exists is not what the request asked, but in so stating Plaintiff
evades its duty to respond to what is asked in Request Number 10. Since Plaintiff fails to admit
or deny that Sass was appointed as Plan Trustee, and since plainly he was so appointed, the
request should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 11. Steven D. Sass remained as the Plan Trustee of American Home

Mortgage Corp. and its co-debtors through the filing of the Verified Final Report filed by

him in the bankruptcy case of American Home Mortgage Corp. on November 1, 2018.

Response to Request Number11. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it

seeks admission of facts that are public record and as easily verified by Defendant,

concerning documents and actions by third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this

Request to the extent it seeks admission of a legal theory rather than a fact. Plaintiff

admits that, upon information and belief, such a report appears to exist and denies this
Request to the extent it is inconsistent with those public records.

12



Argument regarding Request Number 11.

The “public records” objection is impermissible. See Section III.B. above. The “legal
theory” objection is also impermissible. See Section III.C. above. The response evades the
requirement to admit or deny that Steven Sass remained as Plan Trustee until November 1, 2018,
by stating “the report appears to exist.” Since Plaintiff fails to admit or deny that Sass remained
as Plan Trustee until November 1, 2018, the request should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 13. A true copy of the order of the Delaware Bankruptcy Court of

February 23, 2009, confirming the Chapter 11 plan of American Home Mortgage Corp. is

attached hereto as Exhibit A

Response to Request Number 13. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds that it

seeks admission of facts that are public record and as easily verified by Defendant,

concerning documents and actions by third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this

Request to the extent it seeks admission of a legal theory rather than a fact. Subject to and

without waiving its objection, Plaintiff answers that Exhibit A, which is titled “Findings

of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order Confirming the Amended Chapter 11 Plan of

Liquidation of the Debtors Dated February 18, 2009,” appears to be the same document

available on Pacer.gov as document no. 7042 in bankruptcy case no. 07-11047-CSS

(Bankr.D.Del.). Plaintiff denies that Exhibit A is “the order . . . confirming the Chapter

11 plan” of this particular case as it appears to have been subsequently amended.
Argument regarding Request Number 13.

The “public records” objection is impermissible. See Section III.B. above. The “legal
theory” objection is also impermissible. See Section III.C. above. The assertion that Defendant
“seeks admission of a legal theory” when all that it is asking for is an admission that the attached
exhibit is a true copy of the Delaware court order is a demonstration of Plaintiff’s lack of good
faith in responding to the RFAs. Plaintiff failed to directly admit or deny that the attached
Exhibit A is a true copy of the order. Its qualification about a later amendment may be

permissible. The court should order that the request to admit that the Exhibit A attached to the

13



RFAs is a true copy should be deemed admitted subject to the qualification stated in the last
sentence of the response.

Request Number 14. BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP was a limited liability company

organized under the laws of the State of Texas.

Response to Request Number 14. Admitted that BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP is

identified by the Texas Secretary of State as a domestic limited partnership, otherwise

denied.
Argument regarding Request Number 14.

Exhibit B attached to the RFAs (and attached hereto as Exhibit 3) is a copy of the Texas
merger certificate for the merger of BAC into Bank of America which shows that BAC Home
Loans Servicing, LP was organized under the laws of Texas as limited partnership. Request
Number 14 erroneously asked Plaintiff to admit that BAC was organized as a limited liability
company. Rule 36(a) states that “when good faith requires that a party qualify an answer or deny
only part of the matter of which an admission is requested, the party shall specify so much of it
as is true and qualify or deny the remainder.” The only good faith response to Request Number
14 by Plaintiff was to admit that BAC Home Loans Servicing is organized under the laws of the
state of Texas, and deny the portion of the request regarding its status as a limited liability
company. Yet Plaintiff equivocated by only admitting that the entity “is identified by the Texas
Secretary of State as a domestic limited partnership.” The Texas Certificate of Merger bears the
June 28, 2011 “Filed” stamp of the Texas Secretary of State. Under Rule 36(a), Plaintiff had a
duty to conduct a reasonable inquiry into the truth of the request. If, after seeing the Certificate
of Merger, it had any remaining doubt, a reasonable inquiry into the Texas Secretary of State
website for BAC would have revealed the original February 23, 2000 Certificate of Limited

Partnership for Countrywide I Home Loans, LP, the April 25, 2000 (copy attached hereto as

14



Exhibit 8), the Certificate of Amendment changing the name to Countrywide Home Loans
Servicing, LP (copy attached hereto as Exhibit 9), and the April 21, 2009 Certificate of
Amendment changing the name to BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP (copy attached hereto as
Exhibit 10). These documents were available for viewing by Plaintiff if it had made the
reasonable inquiry required by Rule 36(a) before filing its Responses. Plaintiff’s response is not
done in good faith. The request should be deemed admitted to the extent that it requested that
BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP is an entity organized under Texas law.
Request Number 16. Bank of America, National Association was the surviving entity in
the merger of BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP into Bank of America, National
Association.
Response to Request Number 16. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds it
seeks an admission regarding the contents of a document, which speaks for itself.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks admission of a legal theory
rather than a fact. Subject to and without waiving its objections, Plaintiff admits that the
document identified as Exhibit B indicates that BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP “will not
survive the merger.”
Argument regarding Request Number 16.
The “document speaks for itself” objection is impermissible. See Section III.A. above.
The “legal theory” objection is also impermissible. See Section III.C. above. Request Number 16
asks Plaintiff to apply the law to the fact of the merger. The Certificate of Merger (attached
hereto as Exhibit 3) expressly states that with respect to Bank of America that “The organization
will survive the merger.” Plaintiff’s response-does not address this requested admission, and
instead refers to BAC. The only proper and good faith response is the single word “Admitted.”

The request should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 17. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true copy of the Certificate of
Merger of BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP into Bank of America, National Association.

15



Response to Request Number 17. Plaintiff objects to this Request on the grounds it
seeks an admission regarding the contents of a document, which speaks for itself.
Plaintiff did not prepare the document identified as Exhibit B and can neither admit nor
deny whether a document purporting to be a “true copy” of a document filed with the
Texas Secretary of State is in fact as described.
Argument regarding Request Number 17.
This is the most basic of requests for admissions--that a document attached to the request
is a true copy of the identified document. A copy of that certificate is attached hereto as
Exhibit 3. “If the accuracy of the documents subject to a Rule 36 request can be determined
“from reliable sources without imposing undue hardship,” the respondent is obligated to
respond.” Bouchard v. U.S., 241 F.R.D. (D. Me. 2007, citing E.H. Tate Co. v. Jiffy Enters., 16
F.R.D. 571, 574 (E.D.Pa.1954). All that Plaintiff’s lawyer had to do was compare the Exhibit B
attached to the RFAs (Exhibit 3 to this motion) to the Certificate of Merger appearing on the
Texas Secretary of State website. Plaintiff’s statement that it “can neither admit nor deny” is just
nonsense and is not made in good faith. Plaintiff has failed to respond to the request. The request
should be deemed admitted.
Request Number 18. BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP did not survive the merger of
BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP into Bank of America, National Association.
Response to Request Number 18. Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks
admission of a legal theory rather than a fact. Plaintiff admits that the subject merger
appears to anticipate that Bank of America, N.A. would be the “surviving” entity.
Otherwise, denied.
Argument regarding Request Number 18.
The “legal theory” objection is impermissible. The request asks Plaintiff to apply the law
to the fact of the merger. The Certificate of Merger (attached hereto as Exhibit 3) explicitly states

with respect to BAC Home Loans that “The organization will not survive the merger.”

Plaintiff’s response does not address this request as to the effect of the merger on BAC and
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instead refers to Bank of America. The only proper and good faith response is the single word
“Admitted.” The request should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 19. The Texas Business Organizations Code, § 10.008 provides that,

when a merger takes effect, the separate existence of each domestic entity that is a party

to the merger, other than the surviving or new domestic entity, ceases.

Response to Request Number 19. Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks

admission of a legal theory rather than a fact. Otherwise, admitted that § 10.008(a)(1) of

the Texas Business Organizations Code provides that when a merger takes effect: “[T]he

separate existence of each domestic entity that is a party to the merger, other than a

surviving or new domestic entity, ceases.”
Argument regarding Request Number 19.

The “legal theory” objection is impermissible. This request asks for a pure admission of
fact--what it is that Texas Business Organizations Code, § 10.008 says. A copy of the Texas
statute is attached as Exhibit 11. The only proper and good faith response is the single word
“Admitted.” The request should be deemed admitted.

Request Number 20. The separate existence of BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP ceased

upon the merger of BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP into Bank of America, National

Association effective July 1, 2011.

Response to Request Number 20. Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks

admission of a legal theory rather than a fact. Plaintiff admits that the subject merger

appears to anticipate that Bank of America, N.A. would be the “surviving” entity.

Otherwise, denied.

Argument regarding Request Number 20.

The “legal theory” objection is impermissible. See Section III.C. above. The request does

not ask what the parties to the merger “anticipated” regarding Bank of America--it asks Plaintiff

to admit that BAC did not survive after the merger. Plaintiff evades its duty to simply admit the

request that BAC “ceased” to exist after the merger. The request should be deemed admitted.
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Request Number 21. BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP did not exist at the time that
Ditech Financial, LLC purported to act as its attorney in fact in executing the Assignment
of Mortgage purportedly from “BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP f/k/a Countrywide
Home Loans Servicing, LP” to Federal National Mortgage Association dated April 5,
2019, and referred to in paragraph 10 of the Complaint.

Response to Request Number 21. Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it seeks
admission of a legal theory rather than a fact. Otherwise, denied.

Argument regarding Request Number 21.

The “legal theory” objection is impermissible. See Section III.C. above. Since the
Certificate of Merger and Texas Business Organizations Code, § 10.008 make it clear that BAC
ceased to exist as of effective date of its 2011 merger into Bank of America, there is no good
faith basis upon which Plaintiff can deny that BAC did not exist eight years later as of the
April 5, 2019 purported assignment to Fannie Mae. “When a request is denied, the court must
consider: (1) whether the denial fairly meets the substance of the request; (2) whether good
faith requires that the denial be qualified; and (3) whether any “qualification” which has been
supplied is a good faith qualification.” Thalheim v. Ebereim, 124 F.R.D. 34 (D. Conn. 1988).
Here, Plaintiff could not meet the second and third criteria stated in Thalheim, because there is
no good faith basis upon which Request Number 21 can be denied. The request should be

deemed admitted.

V. Relief requested.

Rule 36(a), 3" par., provides that, “if the court determines that an answer does not
comply with the requirements of this rule, it may order either that the matter is admitted or that
an amended answer be served.” Defendant has requested that all the requests enumerated above
be deemed admitted for two reasons. First, there was no reasonable of good faith basis for

Plaintiff to fail to admit these requests. Second, by its voluminous objections and evasive
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Responses, Plaintiff has demonstrated that any order for further amendments will simply prolong
this process and create the risk of further equivocating responses. Also, and as to this second
point, Defendant has asked the court to hold in abeyance its Rule 26(g) conference request as to
Plaintiff’s responses to Defendant’s interrogatories and requests for production of documents,
but there also there is a similar pattern of massive objections and evasive responses. This process
is time consuming and expensive for Defendant and his counsel and a burden upon the court at a
time when it continues to face a heavy backlog of cases The resolution of the issues on this
motion to compel needs to be final and complete and to avoid further protracted dispute that

could arise if further responses are allowed.

DATED: May 10, 2022

A §
Thomas A. Cox, Esq., Maine Bar No. 1248
Attorney for Defendant Raymond

P.O. Box 1314
Portland, Maine 04104
(207) 749-6671
tac@gwi.net
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EXHIBIT 1



DEBRA L. ANDERSON, REGISTER OF DEEDS
E-RECORDED Bk 17867 PG 393
Instr # 2018051008

12/06/2018 02:28:12 PM
Pages 1 YORK CO

Record & Return to:

Bendett & McHugh, P.C.

270 Farmingtan Avenue, Suite 151
Farmington, CT 06032
$028FC-20181482

UITCLAIM ASSIGNMENT

WHEREAS, American Home Mortgage Corp., formerly doing business as American Home
Mortgage is identified as the “Lender” on a certain mortgage executed by Matthew A. Raymond,
and bearing the date of the 9/1/2005 and recorded on 9/6/2005 in the Office of the Recorder
of York County, State of Maine in Bock 14590 at Page 575-592 (hereinafter the “Mortgage”);

WHEREAS, Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc. (“MERS") is designated the mortgagee
in the Mortgage as the nominee of American Home Mortgage and its successors and assigns,
and, upon recording of the Mortgage, became the mortgagee of record;

WHEREAS, American Home Mortgage Corp., formerly doing business as American Home
Mortgage wishes to convey and assign any and all rights it may have under the Mortgage to BAC
Home Loans Servicing, LP fka Countrywide Home Loans Servicing, LP; and

WHEREAS this Quitclaim Assignment is not intended to and does not modify or assign any of the
rights, title or interests that MERS has or had in the Mortgage.

Accordingly, American Home Mortgage Corp., formerly doing business as American Home
Mortgage hereby assigns and quit claims all of its rights, title and interests (whatever they may
be, if any) in the Mortgage to BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP fka Countrywide Home Loans
Servicing, LP.

In Witpess Whereof, the Assignor has duly executed this instrument this .él_ day
of _Nauvewoer ,2018

American Home Mortgage Corp., formerly doing

business as Ameri Mortgage
. D
By,

Steven D. Sass, in his capacity of Plan Trustee Sole
Officer and Sole Director of American Home
Mortgage Corp., formerly doing business as
American Home Mortgage

state oF New for K
COUNTY OF Quueen s

in N ! .on the 2lday of MQ‘IQMABT 20 l? before me

rsonally %ppea ed __S1eyen "D, 5ass , the _Clan 17« s#ee of

w% me known and known by me to be the party executing the

foregoing instrument), and he/she acknowledged said instrument by him/her executed to be
his/her free act and deed, and the free act and deed of fim¢ (4] R WMar{pgz Cocl. |
M‘J&._ s xv L AR

s
Cario Colaglacomo, Jr. "1"'///

Notary Public, Stats of Naew York : i

Y No. 0008113371 Nétary Publi -~
Qualified tn Queens Countg Printed e;

Commission Expires July 26, 2020 My Commission Expires:

S5:




EXHIBIT 2



NANCY E HAMMOND, REGISTER OF DEEDS
E-RECORDED Bk 17939 PG 564
Instr # 2019015049

04/30/2019 12:26:11 PM
Pages 1 YORK CO

Record & Return to:

Bendett & McHugh, P.C.

270 Farmington Avenue, Suite 151
Farmington, CT 06032
$028FC-20181482

ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE

Know all men by these presents, that BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP fka
Countrywide Home Loans Servicing, LP with a mailing address of P.O. Box 5170 Simi
Valley, CA 93062, does hereby grant, bargain, sell, assign, transfer, and set over to
FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION with a mailing address of 14221 Dallas
Parkways 1000, Dallas, TX 75254 and its successors and assigns, all interest under
that certain mortgage to MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC. AS
NOMINEE FOR AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE, from MATTHEW A. RAYMOND, dated
September 1, 2005 and recorded September 6, 2605 in VOLUME 14590 at PAGE 575-
592 of the YORK County Registry of Deeds.

In Witness Whereof, the Assignor has duly executed this instrument this
5 day of April, 2019.

Signed, Sealed and Delivered

in the Presence of:
Ditech Financial LLC for BAC Home Loans
Servicing, LP fka Countrywide Home
Loans Servicing, LP as Attorney in Fact

N NN
Shannyk-Warrick 04/ 04 /7019

Document Execution Representative

STATE OF ARIZONA
COUNTY OF MARICOPA

The foregoing instrument was subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me this
day of April 2019, by Shannyn Warrick as Document Execution Representative

of Ditech Financial LLC for BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP fka Countrywide Home

Loans Servicing, LP as Attorney in Fact. Said person is personally known to me.

g Ui ——

Charles Vaughn, Notary Public
My Commission Expires: 02/14/2022

AOM - 27 Wilson St. Sanford, Maine 04073
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(Revised 12/08)

Retifn.in; duphcatc to: FILED
Secremry of-State. \ / In the Office of the
P.O.Box-13697 e Secretary of State of Texas
Austin, TX/78711:3697 - Certificate of Merger

;;\2;:633% oo | CombinationMerger JUN 28 z011
_;Fﬂlnﬂ'ee. g mwmons Busmess Organizatlons Code N _qupgg'gﬁons S,egtipn

‘the; Merger
Pursusit'to;chapiter 10:-0f the Texay Biisiness on8 Code; dnd ihe title applicable to.each domestic:filing: entity
identified bélow; the undeisigned:partiés submit this ccniﬁcate of 1 mergcr

The nanie;: organmuonal form, state of i moorporatlon or organization, and file number,_ if any;issued.
by:the secretary of statefor:each: orgamzatnon thatisa party‘to the mcrgenane as followss

‘ _Mzn '1
Equww . o b i o B ot
The organization‘isia; Timited ghip; Itiisiorganized iiideé thie lawsof.
_  orgarnizational fores (e.8., for-profit corporation);
Texas  UsA The file: number,)lf any, isi 13186910
TSary | Cowmy: s Secreany, of Sizse Jia racsiber
Its pnnc:pal place of business:is. 6400 Legacy Drive. Plang X

Addresy _ . L Gy ' L M
l:l Theé organization will. survwethemerger, T The organizaﬁbn~,will'ndt.survivethe.men:ger.

(1. The;plan.of mérgér. amends/ihe name of thie.organization. ‘The.new name,is:set forth below.

' - NmaxAnmndedv_m nded. ' e — —
Bank of Amenun. National: Assocmnon
& . .. e e ,
i 4, dational benking dssociition [tis:organized:under.the laws:of
" Specify organizimiond fore: !c.z.ﬁwmumamw
Uhifed Statés. . ’I'he file; number, if; any,i is; 0000000132
Svats. " Cowxry rm&mmydmﬂcmbcr
Its principal placeiofit bnsmess i§ 101 Southi Tryon Street Charlotte- NC!
Address, c Seate

[Nl The:organization will sivive the merger:, L. Thé.organization will'fitsirvive;theinerger:

- [:L ?I-'hejplme.oﬁmerggriammds,:ﬂw‘.name?dﬁth’e?dfgaiuzﬁnbﬁ. The:fiew naimé is:set forth below:

Name'of Organization ) A - . r
The organization isa C his: orgamzed under the laws of
" Spectfy organtzational form (e.8.. for-profit carporation) vInel WReIhY
§ l%" i '! g
. § [;., e lu N
Fe““‘.n' 5 m“ iR B 2udha’

iTXIS0BO0C:- OWC‘I‘!moﬁn.

RECEIVED T e
JUN 2% 2011 : ' S
Secretary of State



_ Thie-filénudiber,:if any;is. . . R

“Saw ' T3 Secrewzy, g Statefla muber,
Its princxpal place of businessiis:

~Adbei T . S
O The orgamzatlon.w:ll survive the. merger. O The orgamzat:on will not survive “the.merger.

CJ. The:plan-of: merger-amends the name;of the crgammon: The:new.name is:set-forthibelow:

wavdmw
Plab of Merger.
[ ol 6 iehgéi is‘nftachad:
I the jlin of nrger.§*fot abiacheds; the folliving staiemenis. must be compleied.
yAlternative Statements
Indiei-of pioviding the:plan: of erger, each domesticfiling:éntity certifiés thit;
154 sugned plan of. ‘_ﬁ;&rger. is; on,ﬁle at ithe: pnnclpalfplace of busmess of each survivmg. aoqmrmg, or-

aoqulnng. ornew domesuc entity 1OF: non-code orgamzauon;to any owner or member of'any domestlc
entity that'is:a party 10,6t créated by the-plan of-merger and; if the ceftificaté of .merger. idennﬁes
multiple surviving. domeshc entities.or: non-code iorganizations,:to- any: creditor-or: obhge of the: partles

to:the mergét.dt the-time of the' ‘merger ifa habmty or obligation-is‘thei outstanding, .
Complm iteni 3B 0’ the ma-gur e,ﬂ'mdclmge: o the cm(ﬂcm offoma:lan ofa mivz‘ngﬁlmg arix’or

3A., !No amendments to the:certificate-of: formation of:: any. surviving- ﬁlmg entnty thatiis'a: party’ toithe
merger are’ reffected. by thetmerger
3B!; [J Thé:plan:of nietdéreffected Shangés:oF.amendments to'the certificdte.of formation;of::

Name of fllbng endity Mﬁemm

The, changes or amendments:to; the‘ﬁlmg entlty 's.cerfificaterof formnt:on, othéi than'the name. change
noted;previously,aré stated below.

Améndnient Text Areg.

e - -~ T g SR NI T TR 3

4. Grganizations Created by Merger

each enmy orottier. orgamzatlon ‘o be created pursuant to the plan of merger,are ‘set; forth below ’I‘he
certificate 6f formation of-each new - domestic filing-entity’ 1o;be.created is being:filed: with: thls
certificate of merger.

Form¢33] 6



Nama'of Now Ovgiaieation TerisEerion By Type (St imsuctions)

“Principal.Plabe of Business Address: Ciy Staze.  Zip Code
Prosial Pldds of Babial A esi T Swe % Code

Narts of New Orgamianion 3 T Ferdicton Tl Tyt (oee Bocion)
Principd] Place of Bustnes Address 2 Sar. 70

:Approval ofithe Plan:of Merger-
iFhg plan °fmﬂ'83f hiasibeen approved:ds requirediby tie 1aws of ihe jarisdiction of formation of each

36e A wesne Lo et B eivaarn

organization: thatqs a.partyt ‘to-the  merger:; andgby the- govermng documents:of those: organizations.,
O The approval of thie-

~ »
iy S Tp Roe

T N of oestie Gy
was:not'required byithe provisions: of the BOC.. )

‘Effectiveness-of Filing (Scléc either. A, B, &7.C)

A. [] This:document, becomes.efféctive- when thie document is:accepted-and filed by:the'sécretaryof.

state..
B N This-dociitiiéntbecomesieffective’ai a later,daté, Which.is, 0ot mére than.ninety (90):days from

the date; of-signing “The: delayed effective:date:is:- July 1 2011

¢: D This. documcnt takes:effect on:the:occurrence: ‘of. the future event:or: fact, other than the
passage/of fimé.. The'90" day:sifter the date of signing is:: _ .

The.following event-or:fact:will cause the document to take:effect, in the:manner descn'bed below'

Tax' Certificate
E] Anached herétolis:a:certificate-from the: comptroller of public:accounts that;all-taxes: under title
‘Tax Code; have:been’ pand by. the non-surviving: filmg entity.

N “In.lieu;6f:providing: the tax ceruﬁcate, one or more; of the surviving; acqumng or,newly created
organizations will be fiable-for the; payment of the. requlred franchise taxes.

Form 62! 7
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Execution:

iléréiﬁxaéésu’déiiﬁd?dbfrect;-.atid?tha't:lh'é 'per‘sbn sign'in wider the prc
Business’ Orgamzanons Codé,:or othér’law: apphcable o and govemmg the mergmg‘.enA ty, to execute
the ﬁhng instrument’

Daie:  OG/28/20//

.BAC Home Loans'Servicing, LP

MetghsEmme

TimHuvaI.PrestdemandCBO BACGP LDC,GmualPaﬂncré

Printed or. typed name‘of authortzed person

, Bark.of: Amenca, ‘National- Assocmtxon

: Merging Eatity Nage

LS. G it

Smnm of sisthorized pesson (see; mkuu:nom) .
+Meitily Gerrish, Associate Genéral Coufisél;-ASsistant Sécrétary:

Printed or,typed eame of eutiorized pefscn;

Merglng Entity Namo.

Signature of authorized person (sec instructions)®

*Férm 622! &

XisGE0C - 0B ET 5 ocitog .
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Case 07-11047-CSS Doc 1
Official Form 1 (04/07)

Filed 08/06/07 Page 1 of 15

United States Banlauptcy Court
DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

Nams of Debtor (if individual, enter Last, First, Middle):
American Home Mo Holdings, Inc.

All Other Names used by the Debtor in the last 8 years
(include married, maiden, and trade names):

All Other Names used by the Joint Debtor in the last 8 years
(include married, maiden, and trade names):

Last four digits of Soc. Sec/Complete EIN or other Tax LD, No. (if more than ore,

Last four digits of Soc. Sec./Complete EIN or other Tax LD. No. (if more than

Full Filing Fee attached,

Filing Fee to be paid in installments (applicable to individuals only). Must attach
signed application for the court's consideration certifying that the debtor is unable
to pay fee except in instaliments. Rule 1006(b). See Official Form 3A.

[J Filing Fee waiver requested (applicable to chapter 7 individuals only). Must
attach signed application for the court’s consideration. Ses Official Form 3B.

OX

state all): one, state all):
13-4066303
Street Address of Debtor (No. and Street, City, and State): Street Address of Joint Debtor (No. and Street, City, and State):
538 Broadhollow Road
Melville, NY I ZIP CODEB ] 11747 [ZiP CODE |
County of Residence or of the Principal Place of Business: County of Residence or of the Principal Place of Business:
Suffolk, NY _
Mailing Address of Debtor (if different from street address): Mailing Address of Joint Debtor (if different from strect address):
ZIP CODE [ ZiP CODE |
Location of Principal Assets of Business Debtor (if different from street address above): .
| ZIP CODE I
Type of Debtor Nature of Business Chapter of Bankruptcy Code Under Which
(Form of Organization) (Check one box.) the Petition i3 Filed (Check one box.)
(Check one box.)
[J Heslth Care Business O Chapter? [0 Chspter 15 Petition for
[0 Individual Gincludes Joint Debtors) 0 Singlo Assct Real Estate as defined in 11 [J Chapter9 Rer:ognitiun of a Foreign
See Exhibit D on page 2 of this form. US.C. § 101(51B) Chapter 11 Main Proceeding
] Corporation (includes LLC and LLP) O Railroed 0 Chapter 12 O  Chapter 15 Petition for
[ Partnership O Stockbroker 0 Chapter13 Recognition of a Foreign
[J  Other (If debtor is not one of the above entities, E g?mmodxlgnimker Nonmsin Proceeding
check this box and state type of entity below.) A Omewrha Natare T DebG
I — (Check onebox.)
Tax-Exempt Entity
[J Debts are primarily consumer Debts are
(Check box, if applicable.) debts, defied in 11 USC. primarily
O  Debtor isa tax-exempt organization under § 101(8) es “incurred by an business debts.
Title 26 of the United States Cods (the individual primarily for a
Internal Revenue Code). persongl, family, or house-hold
S —— purpose.”
Filing Fee (Check one box.) Chapter 11 Debtors
Check one box:

[0 Debtor is a small business debtor as defined n 11 U.S.C. § 101(51D).
Debtor is not a small business debtor as defined in 11 U.S.C. § 101(51D).
Check if:

[0 Debtor's aggregate noncontingent liquidated debts (excluding debts owed
to insiders or affiliates) are less than $2,190,000.

Check all applicable boxes:
O Aptan is being filed with this petition.

[0  Acceptances of the plan were solicited prepetition from one or more
classes of creditors, in accordance with 11 U.S.C. § 1126(b).

Statistical/Administrative Information THIS SPACE IS FOR COURT
USE ONLY
BJ  Debtor estimates that funds will be available for distribution to unsecured creditors.
J Debtor estimates that, after any exempt property is excluded énd administrative
es paid, there will be no funds available for distribution to unsecured creditors.
Estimated Number of Creditors*
1- 50- 100- 200- 1,000- 5,001- 10,001- 25,001- 50,001- Over
49 99 199 999 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 100,000
] 0 jm] ] O 0 || O ] X
Bstimated Assets*
O sotw O s10000t0 O $100,000t0 O 31 millionto More than $100 million
$10,000 $100,000 81 million $100 million
Estimated Lisbilities*
O sot O $50,000t0 O $100,000 to [ $1 millionto More than $100 miltion
$50,000 $100,000 $1 million $100 million

* The estimated number of creditors, agsets and liabilities is on a consolidated basis.

DB02:6150011.3

066585.1001



Case 07-11047-CSS Doc 1 Filed 08/06/07 Page 2 of 15

Official Form 1 (04/07) — Form Bl, Page 2
Voluntary Petition Name of Debtor(s): American Home Mortgage Holdings, Inc.
must be completed and in case, _
All Prior Bankraptey Cases Filed Within Last 8 Years (If more than two, attach additional sheet.)
Location Case Number: Date Filed:
Where Filed: Not Applicable -
Location Case Number: Date Filed:
Where Filed: _ .
Pending Bankruptcy Case Filed by any Spouse, Partner, or Affillate of this- Debtor (If more than one, attach additional sheet.)
| Name of Debtor: See Attached Schedule 1 Case Number: Date Filed:
District: . Relationship: Judge:
Exhibit A Exhibit B
(To be completed if debtor is an individual
(To be completed if debtor is required to file periodic reports (e.g., forms 10K and whose debts are primarily consumer debts.)
10Q) with the Securities and Exchange Commissien pursuant to Section 13 or 15(d) of
the Securities Bxchange Act of 1934 and is requesting relief under chapter 11.) 1, the attorney for the petitioner named in the foregoing petition, declare that I
have informed the petitioner that [he or she) may proceed under chapter 7, 11,
12, or 13 of title 11, United States Code, and have explained the relief available
under each such chapter. 1 further certify that I have delivered to the debtor the
notice required by 11 U.S.C. § 342(b).
] Bxhibit A is attached and made a part of this potition. —
Signature of Attorney for Debtor(s) (Date)

Exhibit C
Does the debtor own or have possession of any property that poses or is alleged to polsc a threat of imminent and identifiable harm to pui:lic health or safety?
0 Yes, and Bxhibit C is attached and made a pait of this petition.
No.

Exhibit D
(To bs completed by every individual debtor. If a joint petition is filed, each spouse must complete and attach a separate Exhibit D.) ‘
[J Exhibit D completed and signed by the debtor is atteched and made a part of this petition.
If this is a joint petition:
[0 Exhibit Dalso completed and signed by the joint debtor is attached and made a part of this petition.

Information Regarding the Debtor - Venue
(Check any applicable box.)

Debtor has been domiciled or has had a residence, principal place of business, or principal assets in this District for 180 days immediately
preceding the date of this petition or for a longer part of such 180 days than in any other District.

There is a bankruptcy case conceming debtor's affiliate, general pértner, or partnership pending in this District.

oo

Debtor is a debtor in a foreign proceeding and has its principal place of business or principal assets in the United States in this District, or
has no principal place of business or assets in the United States but is a defendant in an action or proceeding [in a federal or state court] in
this District, or the interests of the parties will be served in regard to the relief sought in this District.

Statement by a Debtor Who Resides as a Tenant of Residential Property
{Check all applicable boxes.)

O Londlordhasa judgment against the debtor for possession of debtor’s residence. (f box checked, complete the following.)

(Name of landlord that obtained judgment)

(Address of landlord)

Debtor claims that under applicable nonbankruptey law, there are circumstances under which the debtor would be permitted to cure the
entire monetary default that gave rise to the judgment for possession, after the judgment for possession was entered, and

Debtor has included with this petition the deposit with the court of any rent that would become due during the 30-day period after the
filing of the petition. .

DB02:6150011.3 066585.1001



Case 07-11047-CSS Doc 1

Official Form 1 (04/07)

Filed 08/06/07 Page 3 of 15

Form B1, Poge3

Voluntary Petilion

it must be awnd filed in every case.,

Neme af Debtar(s): Amenican Home Mortguge Holdings, Inc.

Siganture(s) of Dehtor(s) (Irdividraldainy)

1 declore under pensity of pesjury that the infonmation provided in thig petition ip true
and correct.

(If petitioner is an mdividual whose debis ure primerily consumer debts and has
choscn W fik undee chapter 7) [am aware that | wtay procéed uader clupter 7, 11, 12
or 13 aftigs 11, United States Code, understani the rolizf availeble under each such
churpter, and chooss 10 prossed under chapter 7.
[lrmmmyupmmmduolmmmwad propaer signs (ks patition) §
have chtained and recd the notise required by 11 US.C. § 342(b).

1 vequest velfef in accardance with the chapter of titls 11, United States Cade,
specified in this petition.

tures

Sigus

— ‘Signature of a Foregn Representaiive

{ declare under penalty of perjury that the information provided {n this pettion is
truc and coneet, tiat {am the foreign representative of  debtor in » foreign
procecding, and that § am authorized to file this petition,

(Check only onc box.)

1 nequest relisf in accordance with chpter 1S of titls 11, United States
Cade. Certified copics of the documsnts required by 11 US.C, § 1515 arc
altoched,

Purswantto 11 US.C. § 1511, Irequest relfef in accordance with the chapter
of title llmnlﬂedmdtkpwmu A cortified copy of 'the order granting
recogrdtion of the foreign main groceeding is attnchied,

Signature of Deblor ' S
(Signaturo of Furcign Representative)
X
Signature of Joint Deblar
- (Printed Nams of Voruign Representative)
Telephone Number (if not represented by attomey)
Date — Dato —
. 8t re of Atlosnoy Signataro of Non-Attoraey Beokruptey Petitlon Preparer
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SCHEDULE 1

Including the debtor in this chapter 11 case, the following affiliated debtors
s1mu1taneously have filed voluntary chapter 11 petitions in this Court. Contemporaneously with
the filing of these petitions, such entities filed a motion requesting that their chapter 11 cases be
consolidated for procedural purposes only and Jomtly administered.

American Home Mortgage Accepta.nce, Inc.
American Home Mortgage Corp.

American Home Mortgage Holdings, Inc.
American Home Mortgage Investment Corp.
American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc.
American Home Mortgage Ventures LLC
Great Oak Abstract Corp.

Homegate Settlement Services, Inc.

DB02:6150011.3 066585.1001
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

x Hon. Christopher S. Sontchi

Inre: Chapter 11

AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE HOLDINGS, INC. :  Case No. 07-11047
AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE INVESTMENT CORP. : Case No. 07-11048
AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE ACCEPTANCE, INC. :  Case No. 07-11049
AHM SV, INC. (f/k/a American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc.) : Case No. 07-11050
AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE CORP. :  Case No. 07-11051
AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE VENTURES LLC . Case No. 07-11052
HOMEGATE SETTLEMENT SERVICES, INC. . Case No. 07-11053
GREAT OAK ABSTRACT CORP. . Case No. 07-11054

Debtors.' . Jointly Administered

X

AMENDED CHAPTER 11 PLAN OF LIQUIDATION OF THE DEBTORS
DATED AS OF FEBRUARY 18, 2009

YOUNG CONAWAY STARGATT & TAYLOR, LLP

James L. Patton, Jr. (No. 2202)
Robert S. Brady (No. 2847)
Pauline K. Morgan (No. 3650)
Sean M. Beach (No. 4070)
Matthew B. Lunn (No. 4119)
Patrick A. Jackson (No. 4976)
The Brandywine Building
1000 West Street, 17th Floor
Wilmington, Delaware 19801
Telephone: (302) 571-6600
Facsimile: (302) 571-1253

Counsel for Debtors and Debtors in Possession

' The Debtors in these cases, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification number,

are: American Home Mortgage Holdings, Inc., a Delaware corporation (6303); American Home Mortgage
Investment Corp., a Maryland corporation (3914); American Home Mortgage Acceptance, Inc., a Maryland
corporation (1979); AHM SV, Inc. (fk/a American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc.), a Maryland corporation
(7267); American Home Mortgage Corp., a New York corporation (1558); American Home Mortgage Ventures
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (1407); Homegate Settlement Services, Inc., a New York corporation
(7491); and Great Oak Abstract Corp., a New York corporation (8580). The address for all of the Debtors is 538
Broadhollow Road, Melville, New York 11747.

DB02:6785650.26 066585.1001
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

X
In re: . Chapter 11
AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE HOLDINGS, INC,, . CaseNo. 07-11047 (CSS)
a Delaware corporation, gt al.," :
Jointly Administered
Debtors. :
: Ref, Docket No. 6626, 6942,
6965 & 7029

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
CONFIRMING THE AMENDED CHAPTER 11 PLAN OF LIQUIDATION

OF THE DEBTORS DATED FEBRUARY 18, 2009

Upon consideration of the Amended Chapter 11 Plan of Liquidation of the Debtors,
dated as of February 18, 2009 [D.1. 7029], as may be amended and/or modified, the “Plan”,? at or
in connection with the hearing on confirmation thereof (the “Confirmation Hearing™) or pursuant
to the terms of this order confirming the Plan (the “Confirmation Order™), which is (i) a forther
modified version of that certain Plan, filed with this Court by the above-captioned debtors and
debtors in possession (collectively, the “Debtors™) on November 25, 2008, [D.L 6626] and
(ii) described on the record of the Confirmation Hearing and in this Confirmation Order; and upon
{he related Disclosure Statcment Pursuant to Section 1125 of the Bankruptcy Code with Respect

to the Amended Chapter 11 Plan of Liquidation of the Debtors dated as of November 25, 2008

! The Debtors in these cascs, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification number, are;
American Home Mortgage Holdings, Inc., 8 Delawarc corporation (6303); American Home Mortgage Investment
Cotp., a Maryland corporation (3914); American Home Mortgage Acceptance, Inc., a Maryland corporation (1979);
AHM SV, Inc. (f/k/a American Home Mortgage Servicing, Inc.), a Maryland corporation (7267); American Home
Mongage Corp., a New York corporation (1558); American Home Mortgage Ventures LLC, a Delaware limited
liability company (1407); Homegatc Scttlement Scrvices, Inc., a New York corporation (7491); and Great Oak
Abstract Corp., a New York corporation (8580). The address for all of the Debtors is 538 Broadhollow Road,
Melville, New York 11747,

2 All capitalized terms used but not defined hercin shall bave the meanings ascribed to such terms i the Plan.

DB02:7679780.8 066585.1001
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

X
In re: . Chapter 11
AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE HOLDINGS, INC., . CaseNo. 07-11047 (CSS)
a Delaware corporation, et al., ' :
Jointly Administered

Debtors.
Ref. Docket No. 6626, 6942,

6965 & 7029

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
CONFIRMING THE AMENDED CHAPTER 11 PLAN OF LIQUIDATION

OF THE DEBTORS DATED FEBRUARY 18, 2009
Upon consideration of the Amended Chapter 11 Plan of Liquidation of the Debtors,

dated as of February 18, 2009 [D.1. 7029], as may be amended and/or modified, the “Plap”,? at or
in connection with the hearing on confirmation thereof (the * nfirmation Hearing”) or pursuant
o the terms of this order confirming the Plan (the “Confipmation Qrder”), which is (i)  further
modified version of that certain Plan, filed with this Court by the above-captioned debtors and
debtors in possession (collcetively, the “Debtors™) on November 25, 2008, [D.L. 6626] and

(ii) described on the record of the Confirmation Hearing and in this Confirmation Order; and upon
the related Disclosure Statement Pursuant to Section 1125 of the Bankruptcy Code with Respect

to the Amended Chapter 11 Plan of Liquidation of the Debtors dated as of November 25, 2008

! The Debtors in these cascs, along with the last four digits of each Debtor’s federal tax identification number, are:
American Home Mortgage Holdings, Inc., a Delawarc corporation (6303); American Home Mortgage Investment
Cotp., a Maryland corporation (3914); American Home Morigage Acceptance, Inc., a Maryland corporation (1979);
AHM 8V, Inc. (f/k/a American Home Morigage Servicing, Inc.), a Maryland corporation (7267); American Home
Mortgage Corp., a New York corporation (1558); American Home Mortgage Ventures LLC, a Delaware limited
liability company (1407); Homegatc Scttlement Scrvices, Inc., a New York corporation (7491); and Great Oak
Abstrzct Corp., a New York corporation (8580). The address for all of the Debtors is 538 Broadhollow Road,
Melville, New York 11747.

2 All capitalized terms used but not defined hercin shall bave the meanings ascribed to such terms in the Plan.

DBU2:7679780.8 066584.1001




Case 07-11047-CSS Doc 7042 Filed 02/23/09 Page 25 of 53

Assets of its Estate to the Plan Trust for the benefit of the Holders of Claims against its Estate,
whether or not such Claims arc Allowed Claims as of the Effective Date.

17.  Appointment of Plan Trustee. Steven D. Sass, Esq., (“Mr. Sass™) is hereby
appointed Plan Trustee. Mr. Sass shall commence serving as the Plan Trustee on the Effective

Datc; provided, however, that Mr. Sass, as Plan Trustee, shall be permitted to act in accordance

with the terms of the Plan Trust Agreement from the Confirmation Datc (or such enrlier. date as
authorized by the Creditors Committee) through the Effective Date and shall be entitled to seek
compensation in accordance with the terms of the Plan Trust Agreement and the Plan.

18.  Actions Against the Plan Trustee. Without the permission of this Court, no
judicial, administrative, arbitral, or othcr action or proceeding shall be commence.d in any foram
other than the Court against the Plan Trustee in its official capacity, with respect to its status,
duties, powers, acts, or omissions as Plan Trustee.

19. Bond. The Plan Trustee shall at all times maintain a bond acceptable to the
Plan Oversight Committee and approved by the U.S. Trustee.

20.  Responsibilities of Plan Trustee. The Plan Trustee shall be vested with the
rights, powers and benefits set forth in the Plan and Plan Trust Agreement. The Plan Trust shall
be subject to the directions of the Plan Oversight Committee as set forth in the Plan Trust
Agreement. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in the Plan or this Confirmation
Order, any act by the Plan Trustee, including discretionary acts, will require the consent of or
consultation with the Plan Oversight Committee in accordance with and to the extent of the terms
of the Plan Trust Agreement. If there is any inconsistency or ambiguity between the Plan,
Confirmation Order or the Plan Trust Agreement in respect of the Plan Oversight Committee’s
role in the Plan Trustee’s authority to act, the provision of the Plan Trust Agrcement shall control.

25
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FILED
Office of the Secretary of State In the Othee of the

Corporations Section Secretarv of State of Texas
P.O. Box 13697 FEB 2 8 2000
Austin, Texas 78711-3697

Corporations Section

CERTIFICATE OF LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

. The name of the limited partnership is __ COUNEMD-E 1 HOM_ELOANS Lp

. The street address of its proposed registered office in Texas is (a P.O. Box is not
sufficient)

800 Brazos, Austin, TX, 78701

and the name of its proposed registered agent in Texas at such address is

Coxrporation Service Company d/b/a CSC-Lawyers Incorporating Service Company

- The address of the principal office in the United States where records of the
partnership are to be kept or made available is _4500 Park Granada, CH-11

Calabasas, California 91302

— —

- The name, the mailing address, and the street address of the business or residence of
each general partner is as follows:

NAME MAILING ADDRESS STREET ADDRESS
(include city, state, zip (include city, state, zip
code) code)
Countrywide LP, Inc. 4500 Granada, CH-11 (Same)
Calabasas, CA 91302
GP, Inc. 4500 Granada, CH-11 {Same)
~ Calabasas, CA 91302 —
Date Signed: -%_8_/9;?” Countrywide LP, Inc.

Countrywide GP, Inc.

Ll zz7

L4

34 12394 By: SanSEelsPAEEReH(S) secretary

GO AT

rags oo
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In th lg'ﬁiED f th
n the Office of the
Secretary of State of T
CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT e of Texas
APR 2 § 2000
TO

THE CERTIFICATE OF LIMITED PARTNERSHIp Co/porations Section

The undersigned general partner(s), having filed an original Certificate of Limited
Parmership, hereby duly execute this Certificate of Amendmeat of Limited Partnership, which is

being filed with the Secretary of Stare in accordance with Section 202 of the Texas Revised
Lumited Parmership Act.

1. The name of the limuted partnership is

ia ]

.

Countrywide I Home Loans LP

' ;;s-._'xufﬂﬂ

2. The Certificate of Limired Partership is amended as follows:
The name of the Corporation 1s Countrywide Home Loans Servieing LP
The Cortificate of Amendment will be effective upon filiny.
"

Signed on this

ASHA dayof April , 1K . 2000
Countrywide LP, Inc.

CLL ot

Any General Pactner

Submut an onginally signed copy and one duplicate copy with a $200 00 filing fee.

34714995
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FILED

Inth ‘
Secretar: gfg‘t:aetg E:tft!l'eexas
APR 21 2000
OF AMEND; i i
CERTIRICAT e = PMENT - Corporations Section

CERTIFICATE OF LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 2.02 of the Texas Revised Partnership Act, the
undersigned limited partnership desires to amend its Certificate of Limited Partnership and
for that purpose submits the following Cestificate of Amendment:
1. The name of the limited partnership is Countrywide Home Loans Servicing LP.
2. The Certificate of Limited Partnership is amended as follows:

The name of the limited partmership is BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP.
The Certificate of Limited Partnership shall be amended, as of April 27, 2009, to reflect the
above name change.

Dated: April 2/, 2009
COUNTRYWIDE HOME LOANS
SERVICING LP

By: Countrywide GP, LLC
Its: General Partner

By WR—"

Ja . Schakett
dent and Chief Executive Officer

RECEIVED

APR 21 2009
Secretary of State
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§ 10.008. Effect of Merger, TX BUS ORG § 10.008

V.T.C.A., Business Organizations Code § 10.008
§ 10.008. Effect of Merger

Effective: September 1, 2015

(a) When a merger takes effect:

(1) the separate existence of each domestic entity that is a party to the merger, other than a
surviving or new domestic entity, ceases;

(2) all rights, title, and interests to all real estate and other property owned by each
organization that is a party to the merger is allocated to and vested, subject to any existing
liens or other encumbrances on the property, in one or more of the surviving or new
organizations as provided in the plan of merger without:

(A) reversion or impairment;
(B) any further act or deed; or
(C) any transfer or assignment having occurred;

(3) all liabilities and obligations of each organization that is a party to the merger are allocated
to one or more of the surviving or new organizations in the manner provided by the plan of
merger;

(4) each surviving or new domestic organization to which a liability or obligation is allocated
under the plan of merger is the primary obligor for the liability or obligation, and, except as
otherwise provided by the plan of merger or by law or contract, no other party to the merger,
other than a surviving domestic entity or non-code organization liable or otherwise obligated
at the time of the merger, and no other new domestic entity or non-code organization created
under the plan of merger is liable for the debt or other obligation;

(5) any proceeding pending by or against any domestic entity or by or against any non-code
organization that is a party to the merger may be continued as if the merger did not occur, or
the surviving or new domestic entity or entities or the surviving or new non-code organization
or non-code organizations to which the liability, obligation, asset, or right associated with that

WESTLAW © 2022 Thomson Reulers. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 1



§ 10.008. Effect of Merger, TX BUS ORG § 10.008

proceeding is allocated to and vested in under the plan of merger may be substituted in the
proceeding;

(6) the governing documents of each surviving domestic entity are amended, restated, or
amended and restated to the extent provided by the plan of merger, and a certificate of
amendment, a restated certificate of formation without amendment, or a restated certificate of
formation containing amendments of a surviving filing entity shall have the effect stated in
Section 3.063;

(7) each new filing entity whose certificate of formation is included in the plan of merger
under this chapter, on meeting any additional requirements, if any, of this code for its
formation, is formed as a domestic entity under this code as provided by the plan of merger;

(8) the ownership or membership interests of each organization that is a party to the merger
and that are to be converted or exchanged, in whole or part, into ownership or membership
interests, obligations, rights to purchase securities, or other securities of one or more of the
surviving or new organizations, into cash or other property, including ownership or
membership interests, obligations, rights to purchase securities, or other securities of any
organization, or into any combination of these, or that are to be canceled or remain
outstanding, are converted, exchanged, canceled, or remain outstanding as provided in the
plan of merger, and the former owners or members who held ownership or membership
interests of each domestic entity that is a party to the merger are entitled only to the rights
provided by the plan of merger or, if applicable, any rights to receive the fair value for the
ownership interests provided under Subchapter H;' and

(9) notwithstanding Subdivision (4), the surviving or new organization named in the plan of
merger as primarily obligated to pay the fair value of an ownership or membership interest
under Section 10.003(2) is the primary obligor for that payment and all other surviving or new
organizations are secondarily liable for that payment.

(b) If the plan of merger does not provide for the allocation and vesting of the right, title, and
interest in any particular real estate or other property or for the allocation of any liability or
obligation of any party to the merger, the unallocated property is owned in undivided interest by,
or the liability or obligation is the joint and several liability and obligation of, each of the
surviving and new organizations, pro rata to the total number of surviving and new
organizations resulting from the merger.

WESTLAW © 2022 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 2
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(c) If a surviving organization in a merger is not a domestic entity, the surviving organization is
considered to have:

(1) appointed the secretary of state in this state as the organization's agent for service of
process in a proceeding to enforce any obligation of a domestic entity that is a party to
the merger; and

(2) agreed to promptly pay to the dissenting owners or members of each domestic entity
that is a party to the merger who have the right of dissent and appraisal under this code
the amount, if any, to which they are entitled under this code.

(d) If the surviving organization in a merger is not a domestic entity, the organization shall
register to transact business in this state if the entity is required to register for that purpose by
another provision of this code.

Credits

Acts 2003, 78th Leg.. ch. 182, § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 2006. Amended by Acts 2005, 79th Leg., ch. 64,
§ 35, eff. Jan. 1, 2006; Acts 2007, 80th Leg., ch. 688, § 50, eff. Sept. 1, 2007; Acts 2011, 82nd
Leg., ch. 139 (S.B. 748), § 11, eff. Sept. 1, 2011; Acts 2015, 84th Leg., ch. 32 (S.B. 860), § 8,
eft. Sept. 1, 2015.

WESTLAW © 2022 Thomson Reuters. Ne claim to original U.S. Government Works. 3



