NATIONWIDE MORTGAGE E ALERT©
(5-14-13)
CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION BUREAU IS PROPOSING MORE AMENDMENTS TO REG X (RESPA) AND REG Z (TILA)

FACTS

On May 2, the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB) published proposed rules and request for public comment to amend some of its final mortgage rules contained in Regulation X (Real Estate Settlement Procedures) and Regulation Z (Truth in Lending), and to make certain corrections to these rules.
On January 30, 2013, the CFPB published final rules with respect to the “ability-to-repay” and “qualified mortgage” standards and on February 14, 2013, the Bureau published final rules in the Federal Register amending Regulations X and Z with respect to mortgage servicing requirements.
The CFPB’s proposed rules would amend the final rules in the following four main areas:

Relation to State Law. The proposed rules clarify that the servicing rules in the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act and Regulation X do not “occupy the field,” and that state laws on mortgage servicers and mortgage servicing that provide more protection to the consumer will not be preempted. 

Small Servicer Exemption. There is an exemption in the final rules applicable to Regulations X and Z, for “small servicers.” The status of “small servicer” is determined with reference to the number of loans serviced by the servicer.  The proposed rules clarify that, in general, mortgage loans considered in determining qualification for the small servicer exemption are closed-end consumer credit transactions secured by a dwelling. Reverse mortgages, mortgage loans voluntarily serviced for an unaffiliated entity for no remuneration, and mortgage loans secured by an interest in a timeshare would not count toward the number of loans serviced.

QUALIFIED MORTGAGES. The proposed rules clarify the extent to which a creditor may rely on the purchase, guaranty and insurance requirements of the government-sponsored enterprises (“GSEs”) and the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, the Veterans Administration, the U.S. Department of Agriculture and the Rural Housing Service (collectively, with the GSEs, the “Agencies”) for determining “qualified mortgage” status. These requirements are usually set forth in written guides or automated underwriting systems. The proposed rules provide that the creditor is not required to rely on such requirements that are wholly unrelated to assessing the consumer’s ability to repay the loan. However, a creditor that is relying on approval through an automated underwriting system to establish “qualified mortgage” status must also comply with all conditions of approval required by the system. The proposed rules also provide that a loan that meets the eligibility requirements set forth in an agreement with one of the Agencies is also eligible for purchase or guaranty by the GSEs or guaranteed or insured by the other Agencies, and may therefore be a “qualified mortgage.” Finally, the proposed rules provide that a repurchase or indemnification demand by one of the Agencies does not in itself determine a loan’s status as a “qualified mortgage.”

Determination of Debt and Income. The CFPB is proposing to amend Appendix Q to Regulation Z by providing guidance to creditors when determining an applicant’s debt-to-income ratio, one of the main considerations for “qualified mortgage” status.

The comment period ends June 3, 2013.
Lenders and servicers may comment, and should do so if they think that these changes, or the specifics of the implementation of these changes as published in the notice, will have an adverse effect on their businesses. Comments must be identified by Docket Number CFPB-2013-0010, or RIN 3170-AA37. The options available for sending the comments are set forth in the notice, which is published in the Federal Register of May 2, 2013 (Volume 78, No. 85) at page 25638

MORAL

Read and learn. Amendments to the final rules that are already the final rules before the final rules go into effect.  And you wonder why we have to check it each time. Well this is why.  We look for amendments to something that has been called final to see if more amendments are coming. In the meantime you get the law as it exists when you request an opinion.  However, it can literally change in a month as you can see by what is proposed here.
CALIFORNIA HOMEOWNER ASSOCIATION (HOA) LAWS CHANGE JANUARY 1, 2014

FACTS

First there is a technical change to California Civil Code sections 4000-6150.  While minor and a technical change there are other changes that can affect homeowners that are subject to HOA laws and associations.

1. The HOA’s  can amend conditions, covenants and restrictions (CC&R’s) without membership vote to change the code sections cited in the CC&R’s to the new numbering system. (cc4235=ab805).
2. A board MAY GRANT EXCLUSIVE USE OF COMMON AREA RIGHTS to a member to: Accommodate a disability, assign parking or storage, or otherwise comply with the law without the requirement of a two-thirds membership vote. (cc4600)

3. The HOA is not required to pay for a homeowner’s temporary housing if a homeowner is dislocated due to common area repair or maintenance.  (cc4775(B)

4. Associations must keep voting ballots for twelve months after an election.  (cc5125)

5. New Annual budget report which combines various financial disclosures already required.  (cc5310)

6. The due process requirements required for HOA’s for disciplinary hearings   must also be used for imposition of financial reimbursement assessments. This means homeowners must be given advance written notice who mat attend the hearing to present their argument and the hearing ma and should  be held in closed session.(cc5855)

MORAL

These changes cannot be used until January 1, 2014.  However, to read not is to be prepared for the new year so look at Assembly Bill 805 and tell your clients. It instills knowledge and trust.
FOUR MEN CONVICTED IN SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA FOR DEFRAUDING HUNDREDS OF VICTIMS IN REAL ESTATE LOAN MODIFICATION SCAM 
FACTS
On May 8, 2013 four men were convicted in Orange County Superior Court of defrauding hundreds of victims in a real estate scam that included fraudulently COLLECTING UPFRONT FEES FOR LOAN MODIFICATION services and sending fake letters with the CitiFinancial or CitiMortgage logos offering home loan modification assistance. Victim losses in this case are estimated to be in excess of $130,000. All four defendants are scheduled to be sentenced July 29, 2013, at 1:30 p.m. in Department C-57, Central Justice Center, Santa Ana. 

Defendants

JACOB JOHN CUNNINGHAM, 26, AND JOHN D. SILVA, 28, BOTH FROM IRVINE, pleaded guilty to one felony count each of conspiracy to collect illegal upfront fees and conspiracy to commit theft by false pretenses. Cunningham and Silva are each expected to be sentenced to six months in jail and five years formal probation, during which they will be prohibited from engaging in loan modification or loan consulting practices. They are also ordered to jointly pay $60,000 toward restitution by their sentencing date and will be ordered to pay additional restitution in an amount to be determined at a later hearing.

JUSTIN DENNIS KOELLE, 23, COSTA MESA, pleaded guilty to one felony count each of conspiracy to COLLECT ILLEGAL UPFRONT FEES and conspiracy to commit theft by false pretenses. He is expected to be sentenced to nine months in jail, five years of formal probation, during which he will be prohibited from engaging in loan modification or loan consulting practices, and ordered to pay restitution in an amount to be determined at a later hearing.
DOMINIC ADAM NOLAN, 32, IRVINE, pleaded guilty to one felony count of conspiracy to collect illegal upfront fees. He is expected to be sentenced to six months in jail, five years of formal probation, during which he will be prohibited from engaging in loan modification or loan consulting practices, and ordered to pay restitution in an amount to be determined at a later hearing.

ANDREW MICHAEL PHALEN, 26, MISSION VIEJO, pleaded guilty June 4, 2012, to one felony count each of conspiracy to collect illegal upfront fees and conspiracy to commit fraud. He was sentenced to one year in jail, five years formal probation, during which he is prohibited from engaging in loan modification or loan consulting practices, and ordered to pay restitution in an amount to be determined at a later hearing. 

Circumstances of the Fraud

Between January 2009 and March 2012, Cunningham, Koelle, Phalen, Nolan, and Silva created numerous fraudulent loan modification businesses including CSFA HOME SOLUTIONS, MORTGAGE SOLUTION SPECIALISTS, INC., CS & ASSOCIATES, NATIONAL MORTGAGE RELIEF CENTER, NMRC, NMRC INC., N.M.R.C. INC., ALLIED HOME SERVICING, ALLIED LOAN SERVICING, U.S. CONSULTING CORP., AND ACCREDITED PROCESSING SOLUTIONS for home loan modification assistance. Cunningham, Koelle, Phalen, Nolan, and Silva sent a promotional letter to people throughout the United States with an offer to restructure their home loans, in which the defendants referred to the homeowner’s specific lender and principal balance, and charged the homeowner upfront fees for loan modification services. The letter was fraudulently designed to appear as if it came from the victims’ lenders.
California Senate Bill 94, enacted into law on Oct. 11, 2009, makes it illegal in California for any person or business to demand, charge, or collect any advance or upfront fee for LOAN MODIFICATION WORK OR SERVICES. 

When victims called the number on the letter, the defendants falsely told the victims that they could get a complete refund of the fee their company charged if their loan was not modified and that the company had over a 95 percent success rate. After the victims gave Cunningham, Koelle, Phalen, Nolan, or Silva their money, the defendants kept that money without securing loan modifications for the distressed victims. They did not return or refund the victims the fees they paid for a loan modification.

In order to avoid having their theft discovered, Cunningham, Koelle, Phalen, Nolan, and Silva regularly changed the names, phone numbers, and addresses of the companies they operated. 

In late December 2011, after over a hundred victims from California and other states submitted complaints to various law enforcement agencies and the Better Business Bureau regarding the defendants’ loan modification activities, Cunningham, Nolan, and Silva started a new fraudulent scheme, in which they would SEND OUT FORGED “CONDITIONAL APPROVAL” LETTERS TO VICTIMS WITH A CITIFINANCIAL OR CITIMORTGAGE LOGO IN THE LETTERHEAD. They stated in the forged “Conditional Approval” letters that they could offer the homeowner a low interest rate of 2.8 percent or less to refinance their home loan. Cunningham, Nolan, and Silva also attached “Escrow Instructions” with the letter, directing the homeowner to deposit between $3,500 and $4,600 directly into the defendants’ bank accounts. 

Cunningham, Nolan, and Silva had no affiliation to CitiFinancial or CitiMortgage or any authorization to offer a loan on behalf of CitiFinancial or CitiMortgage. They made no efforts to qualify the victims for loans with CitiFinancial or CitiMortgage. 

Participating Agencies

The United States Secret Service, Huntington Beach Police Department, Office of the Special Inspector General for the Troubled Asset Relief Program (SIGTARP), Department of Real Estate, Orange County Probation Department, Orange County Sherriff’s Department, Costa Mesa Police Department, Irvine Police Department, and Santa Ana Police Department assisted in the investigation of this case and arrests of the defendants.  (ocdaprrel5913)

MORAL

Notice how this goes back four years to January 2909.  Do you know any one that paid them or their companies for loan modifications that has not contacted the District Attorney?  Notice this includes not only loan modifications but loan modification services?   Advising on loan modifications and collecting an advance fee for the advice can be considered illegal. 

STRAW BUYER IN SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA TIMOTHY E. SHANNAHAN PLEADS GUILTY TO CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MORTGAGE FRAUD

FACTS
On May 8, 2013 TIMOTHY E. SHANNAHAN PLED GUILTY TO CONSPIRING TO COMMIT MORTGAGE FRAUD BY ACTING AS A STRAW BUYER IN A $5 MILLION MORTGAGE FRAUD SCHEME.
In pleading guilty  Shannahan became THE FOURTH PERSON TO ADMIT CONSPIRING WITH KATHRYN SYLVESTER, the FORMER CEO OF SYLVESTER FINANCIAL INC. According to court records, Sylvester was responsible for recruiting strawbuyers—whom she directed to submit false mortgage loan applications in order to purchase properties throughout Southern California between 2005 and 2008.
Shannahan admitted conspiring with Sylvester between January 2007 and May 9, 2008, to fraudulently induce lenders to fund mortgage loans.  Shannahan falsely claimed on a mortgage loan application that he earned $50,000 per month as the vice president and director of MARKETING FOR REAL REALTY SOLUTIONS in order to obtain mortgages for a residence located on Nautilus Street in La Jolla. In total, Shannahan admitted that the loans obtained in his name resulted in losses of $400,000 to $1 million. For her part, Sylvester, according to her indictment, is alleged to have played a role in approximately 80 fraudulent loans on 28 foreclosed properties resulting in losses in excess of $5 million. Her case is pending.
OTHER STRAW BUYERS WHO HAVE ENTERED GUILTY PLEAS to date include CLAUDIA MONTES, RODERICK MICHENER, AND TAD LENT. MONTES, A FORMER NOTARY PUBLIC, PLED GUILTY ON APRIL 12, 2013, to a two-count information charging her with conspiring with Sylvester to submit false loan applications and transferring proceeds from the fraudulent loans to Sylvester.
Michener pled guilty on April 4, 2013, to conspiring with Sylvester to commit bank fraud. In doing so, MICHENER ALLOWED HIS CO-CONSPIRATORS TO CLAIM AN OWNERSHIP INTEREST IN HIS BANK ACCOUNT IN ORDER TO FALSELY INFLATE THEIR ASSETS ON FRAUDULENT MORTGAGE LOAN APPLICATIONS. Michener also admitted transferring fraud proceeds to Sylvester. He is scheduled to be sentenced before District Court Judge Cathy A. Bencivengo on June 28, 2013.
Lent pled guilty on January 28, 2013, to conspiring with Sylvester to submit falsified loan applications to mortgage lenders by misrepresenting the amount of his assets. He is scheduled to be sentenced on September 16, 2013, before District Court Judge M. James Lorenz.

Shannahan is scheduled to appear before District Judge Lorenz on July 29, 2013, for sentencing.

Defendant in Case Number 13CR1650-L

TIMOTHY E. SHANNAHAN

Summary of Charge
Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349 (conspiracy to commit wire fraud)
Maximum penalty: 20 years of custody; $250,000 fine

Defendant in Case Number: 13CR1355-JLS
KATHRYN SYLVESTER 

Age: 43

Summary of Charges
Count one: Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349 (conspiracy to commit wire fraud and bank fraud) 
Maximum penalty: 20-30 years of custody; $150,000-$250,000 fine
Counts two through 11: Title 18, United States Code, Section 1343 (wire fraud)
Maximum penalty: 20 years of custody; $250,000 fine
Counts 12-13 Title 18, United States Code, Section 1344 (bank fraud) 
Maximum penalty: 30 years of custody; $150,000

Defendant in Case Number 13CR1313-JLS
CLAUDIA MONTES 

Age: 41

Summary of Charges
Count one: Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349 (conspiracy to commit wire fraud) 
Maximum penalty: 20 years of custody; $250,000 fine

Count two: Title 18, United States Code, Section 1343 (wire fraud) 
Maximum penalty: 20 years of custody; $250,000 fine
Defendant in Case Number 13CR1130-CAB
RODERICK MICHENER 

Age: 51

Summary of Charges
Count one: Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349 (conspiracy to commit wire fraud)
Maximum penalty: 20 years of custody; $250,000 fine

Count two Title 18, United States Code, Section 1343 (wire fraud) 
Maximum penalty: 20 years of custody; $250,000 fine

Defendant in Case Number 12CR3744-L
TAD A. LENT 

Age: 46

Summary of Charges
Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349 (conspiracy to commit wire fraud)
Maximum penalty: 20 years of custody; $250,000 fine

An indictment itself is not evidence that the defendants committed the crimes charged. The defendants are presumed innocent until the government meets its burden in court of proving guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.  (usattysdca5813)

MORAL
Notice now the FBI is indicting straw buyers.  People that :loan their credit” to allow buying of property making fraudulent statements including that it would be the primary residence of the purchaser straw buyer.  Remember, an indictment is not guilt.  Everyone is innocent until proven guilty.  If you are involved in any kind of investigation, you should state you want your attorney present and only that. Remember, this is in your best interest.
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA REAL ESTATE AGENT PLEADS GUILTY TO MORTGAGE FRAUD

FACTS

On MAY 6, 2013 RICARDO FABIAN SALINAS, 34, OF LOS ANGELES, pleaded guilty to bank fraud in connection with a mortgage fraud scheme in Bakersfield.
From 2007 to 2010, SALINAS, ELISEO JARA, SERGIO JARA, AND OTHER CO-DEFENDANTS ran a scheme that defrauded banks and mortgage lenders by selling properties to nominee buyers using loans obtained with fraudulent applications and false documentation. At the time of the scheme, Salinas was a licensed real estate agent. Salinas purchased a residence as a nominee buyer from JARA BROTHERS INVESTMENTS (JBI), OWNED BY ELISEO JARA AND SERGIO JARA. They caused materially false statements and omissions to be submitted to the lender concerning Salinas’ income, the funds on deposit in his bank account, his rent expense, the source of funds for closing costs, and his lack of intent to occupy the property as his personal residence. They also caused false supporting documentation to be submitted. Ultimately, the property that Salinas purchased from JBI went into foreclosure when the loan payments were not made. Salinas admitted in his plea that the losses attributable to his role in the fraud scheme were approximately $575,000.
Salinas is scheduled to be sentenced on February 4, 2014, by Senior UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE ANTHONY W. ISHII. THE MAXIMUM SENTENCE FOR BANK FRAUD IS 30 YEARS IN PRISON. THERE ARE EIGHT DEFENDANTS CHARGED IN THE CASE IN ADDITION TO SALINAS. The other eight defendants have pleaded not guilty, the charges as to them are only allegations, and they are presumed innocent until and unless proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.  (usattyedca5613)

MORAL

Notice that more and more of the indictments are against Californians and the loans date back 6 years.  You may be investigated and interviewed now, BUT you may not get indicted for up to ten years while the federal agents are investigating. Better to retain your attorney now than later. It just may be the attorney can represent you well enough to prevent or reduce the charges to be filed.
ORANGEVILLE, CALIFORNIA MAN CHARGED WITH MORTGAGE FRAUD
FACTS
On May 6, 2013 VALERI KALYUZHNYY, 41, OF ORANGEVILLE, was charged in a five count grand jury indictment with making false statements on a loan and credit application and money laundering.

The indictment alleges that Kalyuzhnyy caused the preparation and submission of loan applications to federally insured lenders that falsely stated various home buyers’ income, employment, assets, and intent to occupy the homes as their primary residences. According to the indictment, Kalyuzhnyy was responsible for the origination of almost $4 million in residential mortgage loans.
Kalyuzhnyy pleaded not guilty at the May 6, 2013 arraignment. He is scheduled for a status conference before United States District Judge Morrison C. England, Jr. on May 23, 2013. Kalyuzhnyy was released on a $50,000 bond.
If convicted, Kalyuzhnyy faces a maximum penalty of 30 years in prison and a $1 million fine.
.

The charges are only allegations; the defendant is presumed innocent until and unless proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.  (usatyedca5613)
MORAL

Remember he is innocent until proven guilty by a jury of his peers. I trust he can afford a lawyer that can adequately deal with those peers.
TEXAS DEBT COLLECTOR CAN BE SUED IN CALIFORNIA FOR WRONGFULLY TRYING TO COLLECT ON A MORTGAGE AFTER FORECLOSURE

FACTS

Maribel Monroy purchased real property in Richmond, California and executed two promissory notes secured by deeds of trust with the lender WMC Mortgage Corp.  She later defaulted on the loans and the first Deed of Trust foreclosed.  HERITAGE PACIFIC FINANCIAL, LLC acquired the promissory note on the second mortgage after the foreclosure.  Heritage then sued Monroy for fraud based on her application with WMC.  Monroy demurred to the complaint which Heritage had been allowed to amend three times and cross-complained for violation of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act (FDCPA) for attempts to collect a debt not owed.  She request summary judgment (no trial) against Heritage.   Heritage admitted it was a debt collector but the FDCPA did not apply to it.  The trial court granted Monroy demurrer which dismissed the complaint and granted her judgment against Heritage on her cross-complaint.  Heritage appealed.

The 1st District Courts of Appeal said . . .

Affirmed.  There was no showing that WMC assigned any right to sue for fraud only the write to try to collect on the promissory note. Under the FDCPA, a debt collector may not use any false, deceptive, or misleading representation or means in connection with the collection of any debt.  A violation includes “the threat to take any action that cannot legally be taken.”  Here, Heritage threatened Monroy with a lawsuit that had no merit for two reasons.  First, its claims based on fraud had no merit as the trial court found. Second, Heritage received the assignment of the Monroy’s Note after the foreclosure of the first deed of trust, which extinguished the second deed of trust securing Monroy’s note under the antideficiency statute.  There was no triable issue of fact that Heritage could seek payment for the note.  (Heritage Pacific Financial LLC vs. Monroy, 1st Dist., No. A135274, 4-25-13; 2013 DJDAR 5402).

MORAL

She agreed to $1 in damages. However the FDCPA allows for attorney fees and litigation costs which the court awarded against Heritage in the amount of $89,489.60.  Now you know why Heritage probably appealed.
UTAH LEGISLATURE AMENDS MORTGAGE LICENSING ACT TO REQUIRE CREDIT REPORTS FROM APPLICANTS SEEING MORTGAGE BROKER LICENSURE

FACTS

The Utah legislature has amended the Utah Residential Mortgage Practices and Licensing Act.  In addition to other unchanged requirements, applicants for licensure as a residential mortgage lender must now authorize the division to obtain credit reports, which were not previously required. 

MORAL

I trust your credit is good in Utah if you intend to be a mortgage loan originator.
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN IS NOT LEGAL ADVICE.

AN ATTORNEY SHOULD BE CONSULTED IF YOU DESIRE LEGAL ADVICE
/

SPEAKERS AND SPEAKING ENGAGEMENT
SPONSORED BY EAST BAY CHAPTER – CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF MORTGAGE PROFESSIONALS.

	
	

	DATE:
	JUNE 11`, 2013-SPONSORED BY THE NEVADA ASSOCIATION OF MORTGAGE PROFESSIONALS

	TIME:
	11:30 A.M.

	LOCATION:
	OQUENDO CENTER

2425 OQUENDO ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NV 89120   (ACROSS FROM THE AIRPORT)

	TOPIC:
	CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION BUREAU ENFORCEMENT AND REGULATIONS AND WHERE IT IS HEADED

	SPEAKER:
	EDWIN CHOW, WESTERN REGIONAL DIRECTOR FOR THE 

CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION BUREAU AND ITS LAWS, REGULATIONS AND ENFORCEMENT

	COST:
	SEE BELOW



	REGISTRATION:
	CONTACT:  JANINE TRUMAN, PRESIDENT-ELECT

NEVADA ASSOCIATION OF MORTGAGE PROFESSIONALS

Janine.Truman@yahoo.com

	NOTE:
	There will be   counsel to the Nevada Association present to answer any questions after Mr. Chow completes his presentation.


The Thordsen Law Firm for over 40 years represents clients in business litigation, personal injury, trusts and agency hearings among other matters.  
We have successfully represented companies and individuals in many civil matters including but not limited to those under investigation or charged with violations of licensing laws and regulations, including HUD/FHA, FDIC requests for loss paybacks on loans submitted to banks taken over by the FDIC as well as those under investigation or charged with mortgage fraud.  We develop and advise companies on audit procedures and policies to avoid violation of CFPB, HUD/FHA and state agency licensing laws and regulations such as the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau, Dodd Frank Act and federal and state mortgage fraud loaws.. We actively defend individuals in demands from lenders and federal agencies to buy back loans or pay for losses on loans.

We are a full service law firm for 40 plus years. On Federal Matters we represent clients nationwide.  Our Attorneys are licensed in California and Nevada representing clients in matters where they have suffered personal injury or are in need of a fresh start by filing for bankruptcy protection or in need of protecting their assets through trusts and wills. 
The firm attorneys represent numerous clients in many areas of law including Personal Injury, trust and wills for asset protection, criminal white collar defense, defending against CALIFORNIA DRE, HUD/FHA and FDIC accusations, copyright and trademark protection, bankruptcy, defending civil suits brought against loan originators that are sued by borrowers, for repayment of losses on mortgage loans, mortgage fraud defense and general real estate matters.  Among others we are counsel to lenders, realtors, mortgage brokers in California and nationally.  We are counsel to state trade associations in California, Nevada and Arizona.

If we may serve you please contact one of our attorneys at (888)667-8529.  

Herman Thordsen, Esq.

Jozef G. Magyar, Esq.

Sean Thordsen, Esq.
Our trial lawyer for our personal injury cases is Alan Brown a member of the National Trial Lawyers Association and past president of the Orange County Trial Lawyers Association.  The National Trial Lawyers of America is by invitation only to the 100 top trial lawyers in each state. We are quite proud of Alan’s accomplishment and the fact that we may serve those of you that have been injured so that you receive just compensation for your injuries.

IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO SUBSCRIBE TO THE NATIONWIDE MORTGAGE E-ALERT, PLEASE SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION TO “THORDSEN LAW OFFICES”  MAIL OR FAX TO (714) 662-4999.  ATTN; THORDSEN LAW OFFICES, 6 HUTTON CENTRE DRIVE, SUITE 1040, SANTA ANA, CA 92707.  ATTN: H. THORDSEN   
NAME:  __________________________________________
COMPANY:  ______________________________________
ADDRESS:  _______________________________________
CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE:  _______________________
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E-MAIL:  ______________________________
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