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This matter came before me for a hearing on August 24. 2016, on Defendant Ronnell

Demar Walker n'k:a’ Ronell Demar Bey's Motion captioned as ~A fTidavit of Fact.” filed on July

0. 2016. which this Court reated as a Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff"s complaint and 4 renewed

Maotion to Compel Discovery. Present for the hearing were counsel for the PlaintifY, Frica ¢

Lybrand, and Defendunt Ronaell Demar Walker nik/a/ Ronell Demar Bey {"Detendant™,

appearing pro se. For the reasons set forth below, Defendant’s Motion 1o Dismiss is denied. and
Detendant's Motion to Compel is Denied in Purt wnd Graned in Part.

During the course of the hearing, Defendant argued that PlaintifT"s complaint should he
dismissed because it has fuiled to respond (0 his discovery requests to hisAsaxislhcti(m. [ hereby
deny Defendunt’s Motion o Dismiss on these grounds and find -that Plaintifr has properly pled
the necessary and required allegations o prosecute its foreclosure action,

In finding that the Prose motton filed could also be interpreted as a Motion 1o Compel,

the undersigned addressed each of Defendant's requests individualhy during the hearing. This
court’s rulings as to the individua Fequests are itemized below:
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I Request Number 1, relating to the original promissory note: | find that the
Defendant has been previousiy provided with a true and correet copy of the promissory note and
has been provided an opportunity to inspect the original. Therefore, there is no additional
production or response required as to this Request,

2 Request Number 2, relating to bookkeeping journals: I find that Defendam
was px‘"cviuusly provided 2 copy of the payment history on the loan via hand delivery from
counsel for the Plaintiff. However, (o the extent Defendant did not receive that document, |
hereby order Plaimtif o provide the full and complete payment history on the loan w Defendant
vig certified mail within five {3} davs of the hearing, with a copy 1o the Court, Any other
décumcnm relating to journal entries are irrelevant to the proceedings and are. thersfore, not
discoverable.

kN Request Number 6, relating to the original deposit stip: I find that the request
18 vague zmq ambiguous. Additionally. 1 find the document requested is irrelevant 1o the
foreclosure action.and not discoverable,

3. ‘Request Number 8, relating to the account number and source of money: |
find that Defendant has been previously provided with the loan account number and the
settlement statement showing the exchange of tunds between the seller of the Subject Propeny
and the original lender. Further, | find that the source of the funds relating 1o the loan is not
relevant o the foreclosure action.

s. Request Number 9, relating to documents providing gift to the lender: | fing
that there are no documents responsive to this request and therefore Plaintift has properly

responded.



6. Request Number 4, relating to insurance policies: | find that Defendant has
been previously provided with copies of documents in Plaintiff's file which may be responsive 1o
this request. Further, 1 find that the additional documents sought by Defendant are not relevant to
this matter, They are therefore not discoverable.

7. Request Number 11, relating to the name of a CPA or Auditor: | find that the
ramed and information refating to Plaintiff's CPA and/or Auditor is not relevam to this matter.
However. to the extent this request is one for the name of the Plaintiffs witnesses for trial, |
hereby order Plaintiff to produce the name of its trial witness(es) within 13 davs of the date of

this hearing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
£ Defendunt’s Motion to Dismiss is denied as Plaintiff has alleged facts sufTicient in its

Complaint to move forward with the foreclosure action:

(2]

PlaintifY is ordered to produce a full and compiete payment history to Defendant via
certified mail within § davs of the date of the hearing:
3. Plaintitf is ordered 1o provide the name of its wrial witnessies) to Defeendant within
IS days of the dute of the hearing: and
4. All other requests of Defendant pursuant to his Motion o Compel are deemed as
irrelevant 1 action and therefore not discoverable.
ANDIT IS SO ORDERED,
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Certificate of Counsel

The undersigned hereby certifies that the Record on Appeal contains all material
proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material.

June 9, 2018
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