
CAUSE NO. 2022-35692 

 

MARIO GONZALES and   § IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

TERESA UYOA    §               

      §   

V.      §  OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS 

      § 

DAVID S. SOLIZ    § 11TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT  

   

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, INTERROGATORIES, 

AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT  

MARIO GONZALES 

 

 

 

To: Defendants Mario Gonzales; by and through his attorney of record, Mrs. 

Rosemarie Joyal; 900 West Davis, Suite 100, Conroe, Texas 77031. 

 

Pursuant to the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff serves the following First Set of 

Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, and Requests for Production of Documents to 

Defendant.  The requested responses, documents, or other items or materials must be produced 

not more than thirty (30) days from the date of service of this request at the offices of the 

undersigned counsel.  The documents or other items or materials must be produced as they are 

kept in the ordinary course of business or organized and labeled to correspond with categories in 

each request. 

Following are instructions and definitions which should be referred to when answering 

and/or responding to the Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, and Requests for Production 

of Documents:   

 

INSTRUCTIONS 

1.  Answer each request for documents separately by listing the documents and by 

describing them as defined below. If documents are numbered for production, in each response 

provide both the information that identifies the document and the document’s number.  
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2.  For each document or other requested information that You assert is privileged or is not 

discoverable, identify that document or other requested information. State the specific grounds 

for the claim of privilege or other ground for exclusion. Also, for each document You claim is 

not discoverable, state the date of the document, the name, job title of the person whom it was 

addressed to, circulated to, or who saw it; the name, job title, and address of the person now in 

possession of the document; a description of the subject matter of the document; and the location 

and the custodian for the document.  

3.  For a document that no longer exists or that cannot be located, identify the document, 

state how and when it passed out of existence, or when it could no longer be located, and the 

reasons for the disappearance. Also, identify each person having knowledge about the disposition 

or loss of the document, and identify any other document evidencing the lost document’s 

existence or any facts about the lost document.     

DEFINITIONS 

1.  As used herein, the term/phrase “all documents” is meant to include all documents in 

whatever form including information and/or data which exists in electronic and/or magnetic 

form. Requests for any information or documents responsive to these Requests (specifically with 

respect to any and all emails and/or facsimiles) is made pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure and is requested to be provided in hardcopy form.  

2. The term “Communication” as used herein means any oral or written communication of 

which Defendant has knowledge, information or belief and includes but is not limited to 

inquiries, discussions, conversations, negotiations, agreements, meetings, interviews, telephone 

conversations, letters, notes, telegrams, facsimiles, electronic mail (e-mail), memoranda, or any 

other written, typed, reported, printed, recorded, taped reproductions of oral statements, or 

magnetically or electronically stored forms of communication.  

3. The term “Contract” as used herein refers to any and all contracts or agreements executed 

by or between Defendant and Plaintiff relating to the Property.   

4. The term “Document(s)” as used herein means all written, typed, or printed matter and all 

magnetic or other records or documentation of any kind or description (including, without 

limitation, letters, correspondence, telegrams, memoranda, notes, records, minutes, contracts, 

agreements, records, or notations of telephone or personal conversations, conferences, inter-
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office communications, e-mail, microfilm, bulletins, circular, pamphlets, photographs, 

facsimiles, invoices, tape recordings, computer printouts and work sheets), including drafts and 

copies not identical to the originals, all photographs and graphic matter, however produced or 

reproduced, and all compilations of data from which information can be obtained, and any and 

all writings or recordings of any type or nature, in your actual possession, custody, or control, 

including those in the possession, custody, or control of any and all present or former directors, 

officers, employees, consultants, accountants, attorneys, or other agents, whether or not prepared 

by you.      

5. The term “Plaintiff” or “Plaintiff’s” refers to Mario Gonzales. 

9. The term “possession” as used herein refers to the care, custody, and control of You as 

well as your officers, directors, employees, agents, representatives, and legal counsel. 

10. The term “Property” means the real property commonly known as 530 West Bertrand St, 

Houston, Texas 77037 

11. The terms “refer, relate, relates, and relating” as used herein means any document that 

constitutes, contains, evidences, identifies refers to, deals with, comments on, responds to, 

describes or is in any way pertinent to the subject including but not limited to documents 

concerning the presentation or existence of other documents.  

12.   The terms “You” or “Your” refers to Mario Gonzales, and where applicable, the party’s 

agents, representatives, officers, directors, employees, partners, corporate agents, subsidiaries, 

affiliates, or any other person acting in concert with the party or under the party’s control, 

whether directly or indirectly, including any attorney.   

13. The term “Defendant” or “Defendant’s” refers to David Soliz. 
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     Respectfully Submitted by, 

      Law Office of Erick DeLaRue, PLLC 

 

     By: ___/s/ Erick DeLaRue__________ 

      ERICK DELARUE 

      Texas Bar No: 24103505 

      2800 Post Oak Boulevard, Suite 4100 

      Houston, TX  77056 

      Telephone: 713-899-6727 

      Email: erick.delarue@delaruelaw.com 

        

      ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing has been served to all counsel of record in 

accordance with the Texas Rules of Procedure on October 1, 2022. 

 

  

Rosemarie Joyal 

 900 West Davis, Suite 100 

Conroe, Texas 77031 

 

  /s/ Erick DeLaRue                            

       ERICK DELARUE 
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PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, INTERROGATORIES, 

AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

TO DEFENDANT 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Please state the name, title, business address and business 

telephone number of each person answering these interrogatories, supplying information, or 

assisting in any way with the preparation of the answers to these interrogatories. 

RESPONSE:   

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Admit or deny that you entered into an agreement with 

Defendant to purchase the Property from Defendant. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE:   

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Admit or deny that you signed a contract with 

Defendant for the sale of the Property. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE:   

 

 

 

 

 

 



6 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE:  

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Admit or deny that the contract used as an Exhibit in 

Your Petition, specifically in paragraph 5, references a first lien for the Property. 

 RESPONSE: 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admit or deny that Defendant informed You that there 

was a prior or first lien on the Property.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Admit or deny that you had prior knowledge of the first 

lien due to Your relationship with Defendant.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Admit or deny that Defendant provided You with copy 

of a mortgage letter from the primary lien holder that contained a mortgage balance as well as 

the lender’s name prior to the sale of the Property. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admit or deny that Defendant provided You with a 

copy of the 2021 tax bill that stated there was a current lien on the Property held by Defendant’s 

then mortgage company.   

RESPONSE: 

 



8 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Admit or deny that Defendant presented You with a 

copy of an insurance bill for the Property, should any damage happen to the Property occur, 

which stated that the payee, should insurance be paid out, was in fact Defendant’s mortgage 

company.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: Admit or deny that You do not know why the 

foreclosure sale scheduled for April 2, 2022 for the Property was canceled.   

 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 
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RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: Admit or deny that You do not know, for sure, if the 

scheduled foreclosure sale was due to non-payment or if the mortgage company had made a 

mistake regarding payment.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is “Admit”, please explain in detail how You paid Plaintiff the 

proceeds (Example: cash, check, wire transfer, etc.) and the dates You submitted payment.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10:  Please produce a true and correct copy of all 

documents in your possession which evidence your payment of Plaintiff’s proceeds from the 

vending machines in the Tin Barn and Rock Bottom including receipts, checks, and bank 

statements. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: Admit or deny that You have no proof that Defendant 

did not hire an attorney to stop the foreclosure sale scheduled for April 4, 2022 (a statement you 

claim is a lie in Your petition). 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 12:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 
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produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: Admit or deny that Defendant has not acted 

maliciously against You.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: Admit or deny that Defendant has not intentionally 

and knowingly caused you severe financial injury.    

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 15:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: Admit or deny that Defendant has not intentionally 

and knowingly caused you severe emotional injury.    

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: Admit or deny that You do not have any proof 

whatsoever to back up any cause of action in Your petition.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 17:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: Admit or deny that You were in breach of contract 

with Defendant in January of 2022 for failure to pay Your January mortgage payment to 

Defendant.  

RESPONSE: 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 18:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: Admit or deny that You did not pay Your mortgage 

payment to Defendant for February 2022.   

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 19:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: Admit or deny that You did not pay Your March 2022 

mortgage payment to Defendant.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 20:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: Admit or deny that prior to the signing of the contract 

for sale of the Property, You knew there was a first lien on the Property. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 21:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: Admit or deny that You knew there was a first lien on 

the Property prior to receiving the first notice of foreclosure sale that informed You that the 

Property was scheduled to be sold at a foreclosure sale on April 4, 2022.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 22:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: Admit or deny You opened the Notice of Foreclosure 

sale referenced in Your Petition.    

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 23:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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CAUSE NO. 2022-35692 

 

MARIO GONZALES and   § IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

TERESA UYOA    §               

      §   

V.      §  OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS 

      § 

DAVID S. SOLIZ    § 11TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT  

  

DEFANDANTS’ ORIGINAL COUNTERCLAIM 

 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

 

COMES NOW David Soliz, Defendant-Counter Plaintiff herein, filing this his Original 

Counterclaim complaining of Mario Gonzales and Teresa Uyoa, Plaintiff- Counter Defendants 

herein, and for causes of action would respectfully show the Court as follows: 

DISCOVERY 

1.  Plaintiff intends to conduct discovery under Texas Rules of Civil Procedure 190.3 

(Level 2). 

PARTIES 

           2.         David Soliz is an individual who resides in Harris County, Texas and may be 

served with process on the undersigned legal counsel. 

3.  Mario Gonzales has already made an appearance in this matter. 

4. Teresa Uyoa has already made an appearance in this matter.  

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

 4.       All parties agree that jurisdiction and venue are proper.   

RELEVANT FACTS 

5. The subject matter of this lawsuit is the real property and the improvements 

thereon located at 530 W. Bertrand St., Houston, TX 77037 (the “Property”).  

6.        David Soliz (“Soliz”) and his wife purchased the Property on or about October 3, 
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2005. During this process, Soliz executed a Note (“Note”) as well as a Deed of Trust (the “Deed 

of Trust”) in which Ameriquest Mortgage Company, LLC is listed as the Lender.  Ocwen Loan 

Servicing, LLC (“Ocwen”) was the acting  

7. Upon information and belief, the Note and Deed of Trust were subsequently 

transferred to Deutsche Bank National Trust Company (“Deutsche”) under assignment for which  

PHH mortgage Corporation (“PHH”) is the loan servicer.   

8.  Soliz was very consistent about paying his mortgage; however, he began to 

experience financial hardships in June of 2020 due to COVID.  Soliz reached out to PHH to 

request financial assistance at which time PHH placed Soliz’s account into a 12-month 

forbearance.  Unfortunately, PHH failed to inform Soliz about what a forbearance actually is and 

what he would need to do upon the expiration of the forbearance to get his loan back on track.  

This is something that banks are doing to many borrowers over the last several years.   

9. The forbearance began in July 2020 and upon its expiration in 2021, PHH 

informed Soliz that he would need to submit a large lump sum payment in order to bring his 

account current or he would be placed into foreclosure which greatly surprised and frustrated 

Soliz because none of this was explained to him prior to his acceptance of the forbearance.  After 

hours of back and forth, PHH told Soliz that he could submit a loan modification application as an 

alternative to paying the lump sum which he accepted and, as such, began that process in July 

2022…approximately.   

10. Soliz believed this would be an easy path to get back to being able to submit his 

mortgage payments again.  Unfortunately, the process dragged on for over a year.  PHH offered 

Soliz multiple trial period payment plans during this period which is required to be completed 

before any permanent loan modification offer is made by the lender.  Accordingly, Soliz 



completed each trial period payment plan yet PHH refused to offer the final modification for 

reasons not yet offered.  Upon the denial of each loan modification, PHH posted the Property for 

foreclosure, the first being in March 2022. As such, Soliz hired the undersigned to represent his 

interest in the matter and file a lawsuit against PHH to stop the foreclosure sale in March 2022, 

which, ultimately was not needed due to PHH removing the Property from the sale.  A true and 

correct copy of the engagement agreement executed by Soliz and the undersigned for that purpose 

is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit “1” for all purposes.  The suit was drafted 

but not filed due to the postponement of the foreclosure but was later filed upon the continual 

wrongful conduct of PHH.  The case was filed in Harris County, Texas and has the Cause 

Number 2022-58560.  The point is that the issues with PHH and the noticed foreclosure postings 

are not due to Soliz’s actions, but, rather, PHH’s.  

11. Around the expiration of the forbearance in July 2022, Mark Gonzales and Teresa 

Uyoa (collectively “Plaintiff”) approached Soliz with an offer to purchase the Property.  Due to 

the circumstances at the time, which were communicated to Plaintiff (witnesses present), Soliz 

did not think it was a good idea to sell and rejected the initial offer; however, Plaintiff was 

persistent in his intention to purchase the Property and after weeks of pursuing the matter, Soliz 

agreed to the sale as well as owner financing the deal – because Plaintiff could not obtain 

traditional financing.  It is of note that there were other verbal agreements between the parties 

setting out what actions would be taken upon breach by Plaintiff.   

12. Everything was going fine until Plaintiff breached the agreement.  First, in October 

2021 he failed to maintain his homeowner’s insurance which he was notified by regular mail and 

certified mail by Soliz – never cured.  Second, Plaintiff failed to pay 2022 property taxes – never 

cured.  Third, Plaintiff failed to pay January 2022 mortgage payment, among others, to Soliz – 



never cured.  Soliz reached out to Plaintiff regarding payment and the other breaches but Plaintiff 

was having financial issues of his own and simply could not make the payments. The parties even 

conducted several in person meetings over the next several months where the parties, in addition 

to other witnesses, discussed options moving forward as well as the ongoing issues with PHH.   

13. In March 2022, Plaintiff received a Notice of Foreclosure Sale that PHH 

wrongfully sent out and with concern for his house, obtained the services of an attorney to 

represent his interest.  The current suit was filed which is full of defamatory allegations that are 

not true such as the fact that Soliz never hired an attorney to stop the March 2022 foreclosure sale.  

Additionally, Plaintiff continues the defamatory allegations making Soliz out to be this horrible 

person who fraudulently lured him into the sale of the Property without telling him about the 

underlying lien and mortgage issues Soliz was going through with PHH at the time of the sale.  

This is completely untrue and Soliz has written communications that prove otherwise as well as 

other documentation, such as the sales contract, that clearly state there is a first lien or at a 

minimum would put Plaintiff on constructive notice that there was a first lien.  The following 

documents, in addition to the sales contract, where provided to Plaintiff on multiple occasions 

including closing: 

a.  Copies of the Harris County title and deed proven we owned the property;  

 

b.  Copies of Harris County property tax bills from 2019 -2020 on tax amounts paid in 

Soliz’s name clearly stating on the docs there was a mortgage company; 

 

c.  Copies of the Harris County school tax bills for 2019 -2020 which clearly state 

Soliz’s name and that there was a mortgage company; 

 

d.  Copies of the Harris County property and tax bills paid history dating back to 

2005-2020 whereas Ocwen and PHH mortgage were making the payments per 

Soliz escrow acct set up in 2015 or 2016;  

 

e.  Copies of the home owners insurance bill paid to date from 2019 -2020 which 

stated a Soliz’s mortgage company as the loss payee; and 



 

f.  Copies of the mortgage bill from July 2021 which showed the mortgage balance 

owed of $126,000.   

 

The mortgage bill, f., shows a balance of Soliz’s loan!! This was an owner financed deal!! The 

underlying mortgage isn’t paid off at closing!!  How can Plaintiff claim he had no knowledge of it 

and, even more, claim Soliz was defrauding him?  As the Court can and will see, the suit is 

completely baseless and frivolous.   

14. Due to this defamatory filing, Soliz’s reputation has been publicly harmed and it 

has caused him to incur significant financial and emotional damages as well.  The suit filed by 

Plaintiff was found and publicly displayed on the website “Lawsintexas.com” where Soliz is 

described as a criminal praying on unsuspecting buyers…which couldn’t be further from the 

truth.     

CLAIMS 

 

AGENCY & RESPONDEAT SUPERIOR 
 

 15. Wherever it is alleged that Plaintiff did anything, or failed to do anything, it is 

meant that such conduct was done by Plaintiff’s employees, vice principals, agents, attorneys, 

affiliated entities, and/or previous owners of the Note, in the normal or routine scope of their 

authority, or ratified by Plaintiff, or done with such apparent authority so as to cause Plaintiff to 

reasonably rely that such conduct was within the scope of their authority. Plaintiff did rely to 

Plaintiff’s detriment on Plaintiff’s representatives being vested with authority for their conduct. 

Plaintiff is vicariously liable for the conduct of their employees, vice principals, agents, 

attorneys, affiliated entities, representatives of Plaintiff’s affiliated entities, and previous owners 

of the Note by virtue of respondeat superior, apparent authority, and estoppel doctrines. 

 



 

 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION: 

DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 

16. To the extent not inconsistent herewith, David Soliz (“Defendant”) incorporates by 

reference the allegations made in paragraphs 1 through 19 as if set forth fully herein. 

17. Plaintiff breached their agreement with Defendant by failing to pay 2021 

homeowner’s insurance, 2021 property taxes, and multiple mortgage payments in 2022.  

Additionally, Plaintiff has submitted that Defendant has made multiple fraudulent 

misrepresentations regarding his underlying mortgage as well as misrepresentations regarding the 

circumstances surrounding the attempted wrongful foreclosure by PHH.     

 18.  An actual controversy has arisen and now exists between Plaintiff and Defendant 

regarding their respective rights and duties.  Therefore, Defendant seeks a determination of the 

rights of the parties pursuant to Tex. Civ. Prac. & Rem. Code Ann. § 37.001 (West). 

 19. Defendant seeks a determination that Plaintiff is liable for having breached the 

owner financed agreement by failing to pay 2021 homeowner’s insurance, 2021 property taxes, 

and multiple mortgage payment in 2022.   

 20.  Therefore, Defendant seeks a determination that he has the right to foreclose on 

the Property due to Plaintiff’s breaches.   

 21. Defendant seeks a determination that he has not breached any duty owed to 

Plaintiff.    

22. Therefore, Defendant seeks a determination that Plaintiff does not have the right to 

receive any sought-after remedy based on their frivolous allegations.   

 

 



SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION: 

BREACH OF CONTRACT 

 

23.       To the extent not inconsistent herewith, David Soliz (“Soliz”) incorporates by 

reference the allegations made in paragraphs 1 through 18 as if set forth fully herein. 

24.  The actions committed by Mark Gonzales and Teresa Uyoa (collectively 

“Plaintiff”) constitute breach of contract because: 

A.  There exists a valid, enforceable contract between Soliz and Plaintiff;  

B.  Soliz has standing to sue for breach of contract; 

C.  Soliz performed, tendered performance, or was excused from performing 

his contractual obligations; 

D.  Plaintiff breached the contract; and  

E.  The breach of contract by Plaintiff caused Soliz’s injury. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION: 

DEFAMATION 

 

 25. To the extent not inconsistent herewith, David Soliz (“Soliz”) incorporates by 

reference the allegations made in paragraphs 1 through 18 as if set forth fully herein. 

 26.  The tort of defamation – also commonly referred to as defamation of character – is 

an overarching legal term defined as the act or making, publishing, or communicating a false 

statement to a third-party, resulting in damage to another party’s reputation. In Common Law 

jurisdictions, defamation of character is classified as a civil wrong, and may be broken down into 

two specific types: libel and slander. Texas defines libel as “defamation expressed in written or 

other graphic form that tends to blacken the memory of the dead or that tends to injure a living 

person’s reputation and thereby expose the person to public hatred, contempt or ridicule, or 

financial injury, or to impeach a person’s honesty, integrity, virtue, or reputation or to publish the 

https://www.minclaw.com/online-defamation-law-guide/


natural defects of anyone and thereby expose the person to public hatred, ridicule, or financial 

injury.” 

 27. Plaintiffs bringing a defamation claim in Texas must prove: 

1. There was a published statement; 

2. The statement was defamatory and concerning the plaintiff, and 

3. The defendant acted with either actual malice – if the plaintiff was a public 

official or public figure – or negligence – if the plaintiff was a private figure – 

regarding the truth of the statement. 

28. Here, the actions committed by Mark Gonzales and Teresa Uyoa (collectively 

“Plaintiff”) constitute defamation because: 

A.  There is a published statement(s) about Soliz, being the lawsuit and the 

contents thereof;  

B.  Those statements are defamatory, or false, and concern Soliz; 

C.  Soliz is a private figure and, thus, Plaintiff’s acted with negligence in their 

statements in the petition; and  

E.  Those statements by Plaintiff caused Soliz’s injury. 

 
DAMAGES: 

ACTUAL DAMAGES  

 29.      Plaintiff is entitled to recover his actual damages from Defendant for which 

Plaintiff pleads in an amount which does not exceed the jurisdictional limits of this Court.   

EXEMPLARY DAMAGES 

30.       Plaintiff is entitled to recover his exemplary damages from Defendant for which 

Plaintiff pleads in an amount which does not exceed the jurisdictional limits of this Court. 



ATTORNEYS’ FEES 

31.      Plaintiff was forced to employ the undersigned attorneys to represent his and has 

agreed to pay them reasonable attorneys’ fees for their services. Plaintiff is entitled to recover his 

reasonable attorneys’ fees pursuant to Chapter 38 of the Texas Civil Practices & Remedies Code 

and RESPA for which Plaintiff pleads in an amount which does not exceed the jurisdictional 

limits of this Court. 

CONDITIONS PRECEDENT 

32.  All conditions precedent to the Plaintiff’s right to bring these causes of action have 

been performed, have occurred, or have been waived.  

REQUEST FOR DISCLOSURES 

33.     Defendant is hereby requested to disclose to Plaintiff, within 50 days of service of 

this request, the information and material described in Rule 194 of the Texas Rules of Civil 

Procedure.    

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Plaintiff respectfully requests that: 

A.  Defendant be cited to appear and answer herein; and 

B.  Upon final hearing or trial hereof, the Court order a judgment in favor of David 

Soliz against Mark Gonzales and Teresa Uyoa for his actual damages, exemplary 

damages, reasonable attorneys’ fees, all costs of court, and such other and further 

relief, both general and special, at law or in equity, to which Plaintiff may be 

entitled.   

 



 

 

     Respectfully Submitted by, 

      Law Office of Erick DeLaRue, PLLC 

     By: ___/s/ Erick DeLaRue__________ 

      ERICK DELARUE 

      Texas Bar No: 24103505 

      2800 Post Oak Boulevard, Suite 4100 

      Houston, TX  77056 

      Telephone: 713-899-6727 

      Email: erick.delarue@delaruelaw.com 

        

      ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT 
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CAUSE NO. 2022-35692 

 

MARIO GONZALES and   § IN THE DISTRICT COURT 

TERESA UYOA    §               

      §   

V.      §  OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS 

      § 

DAVID S. SOLIZ    § 11TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT  

   

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, INTERROGATORIES, 

AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT  

TERESA UYOA 

 

 

 

To: Defendants Teresa Uyoa; by and through her attorney of record, Mrs. Rosemarie 

Joyal; 900 West Davis, Suite 100, Conroe, Texas 77031. 

 

Pursuant to the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff serves the following First Set of 

Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, and Requests for Production of Documents to 

Defendant.  The requested responses, documents, or other items or materials must be produced 

not more than thirty (30) days from the date of service of this request at the offices of the 

undersigned counsel.  The documents or other items or materials must be produced as they are 

kept in the ordinary course of business or organized and labeled to correspond with categories in 

each request. 

Following are instructions and definitions which should be referred to when answering 

and/or responding to the Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, and Requests for Production 

of Documents:   

 

INSTRUCTIONS 

1.  Answer each request for documents separately by listing the documents and by 

describing them as defined below. If documents are numbered for production, in each response 

provide both the information that identifies the document and the document’s number.  

11/1/2022 9:08 AM
Marilyn Burgess - District Clerk Harris County

Envelope No. 69746125
By: Britani Mouton

Filed: 11/1/2022 9:08 AM
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2.  For each document or other requested information that You assert is privileged or is not 

discoverable, identify that document or other requested information. State the specific grounds 

for the claim of privilege or other ground for exclusion. Also, for each document You claim is 

not discoverable, state the date of the document, the name, job title of the person whom it was 

addressed to, circulated to, or who saw it; the name, job title, and address of the person now in 

possession of the document; a description of the subject matter of the document; and the location 

and the custodian for the document.  

3.  For a document that no longer exists or that cannot be located, identify the document, 

state how and when it passed out of existence, or when it could no longer be located, and the 

reasons for the disappearance. Also, identify each person having knowledge about the disposition 

or loss of the document, and identify any other document evidencing the lost document’s 

existence or any facts about the lost document.     

DEFINITIONS 

1.  As used herein, the term/phrase “all documents” is meant to include all documents in 

whatever form including information and/or data which exists in electronic and/or magnetic 

form. Requests for any information or documents responsive to these Requests (specifically with 

respect to any and all emails and/or facsimiles) is made pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure and is requested to be provided in hardcopy form.  

2. The term “Communication” as used herein means any oral or written communication of 

which Defendant has knowledge, information or belief and includes but is not limited to 

inquiries, discussions, conversations, negotiations, agreements, meetings, interviews, telephone 

conversations, letters, notes, telegrams, facsimiles, electronic mail (e-mail), memoranda, or any 

other written, typed, reported, printed, recorded, taped reproductions of oral statements, or 

magnetically or electronically stored forms of communication.  

3. The term “Contract” as used herein refers to any and all contracts or agreements executed 

by or between Defendant and Plaintiff relating to the Property.   

4. The term “Document(s)” as used herein means all written, typed, or printed matter and all 

magnetic or other records or documentation of any kind or description (including, without 

limitation, letters, correspondence, telegrams, memoranda, notes, records, minutes, contracts, 

agreements, records, or notations of telephone or personal conversations, conferences, inter-
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office communications, e-mail, microfilm, bulletins, circular, pamphlets, photographs, 

facsimiles, invoices, tape recordings, computer printouts and work sheets), including drafts and 

copies not identical to the originals, all photographs and graphic matter, however produced or 

reproduced, and all compilations of data from which information can be obtained, and any and 

all writings or recordings of any type or nature, in your actual possession, custody, or control, 

including those in the possession, custody, or control of any and all present or former directors, 

officers, employees, consultants, accountants, attorneys, or other agents, whether or not prepared 

by you.      

5. The term “Plaintiff” or “Plaintiff’s” refers to Mario Gonzales. 

9. The term “possession” as used herein refers to the care, custody, and control of You as 

well as your officers, directors, employees, agents, representatives, and legal counsel. 

10. The term “Property” means the real property commonly known as 530 West Bertrand St, 

Houston, Texas 77037 

11. The terms “refer, relate, relates, and relating” as used herein means any document that 

constitutes, contains, evidences, identifies refers to, deals with, comments on, responds to, 

describes or is in any way pertinent to the subject including but not limited to documents 

concerning the presentation or existence of other documents.  

12.   The terms “You” or “Your” refers to Teresa Uyoa, and where applicable, the party’s 

agents, representatives, officers, directors, employees, partners, corporate agents, subsidiaries, 

affiliates, or any other person acting in concert with the party or under the party’s control, 

whether directly or indirectly, including any attorney.   

13. The term “Defendant” or “Defendant’s” refers to David Soliz. 
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     Respectfully Submitted by, 

      Law Office of Erick DeLaRue, PLLC 

 

     By: ___/s/ Erick DeLaRue__________ 

      ERICK DELARUE 

      Texas Bar No: 24103505 

      2800 Post Oak Boulevard, Suite 4100 

      Houston, TX  77056 

      Telephone: 713-899-6727 

      Email: erick.delarue@delaruelaw.com 

        

      ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing has been served to all counsel of record in 

accordance with the Texas Rules of Procedure on October 1, 2022. 

 

  

Rosemarie Joyal 

 900 West Davis, Suite 100 

Conroe, Texas 77031 

 

  /s/ Erick DeLaRue                            

       ERICK DELARUE 
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PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, INTERROGATORIES, 

AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

TO DEFENDANT 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Please state the name, title, business address and business 

telephone number of each person answering these interrogatories, supplying information, or 

assisting in any way with the preparation of the answers to these interrogatories. 

RESPONSE:   

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Admit or deny that You entered into an agreement with 

Defendant to purchase the Property from Defendant. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE:   

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Admit or deny that You signed a contract with 

Defendant for the sale of the Property. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE:   
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE:  

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Admit or deny that the contract used as an Exhibit in 

Your Petition, specifically in paragraph 5, references a first lien for the Property. 

 RESPONSE: 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admit or deny that Defendant informed You that there 

was a prior or first lien on the Property.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Admit or deny that You had prior knowledge of the first 

lien due to Your relationship with Defendant.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Admit or deny that Defendant provided You with copy 

of a mortgage letter from the primary lien holder that contained a mortgage balance as well as 

the lender’s name prior to the sale of the Property. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admit or deny that Defendant provided You with a 

copy of the 2021 tax bill that stated there was a current lien on the Property held by Defendant’s 

then mortgage company.   

RESPONSE: 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 8:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Admit or deny that Defendant presented You with a 

copy of an insurance bill for the Property, should any damage happen to the Property occur, 

which stated that the payee, should insurance be paid out, was in fact Defendant’s mortgage 

company.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: Admit or deny that You do not know why the 

foreclosure sale scheduled for April 2, 2022 for the Property was canceled.   

 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 
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RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: Admit or deny that You do not know, for sure, if the 

scheduled foreclosure sale was due to non-payment or if the mortgage company had made a 

mistake regarding payment.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is “Admit”, please explain in detail how You paid Plaintiff the 

proceeds (Example: cash, check, wire transfer, etc.) and the dates You submitted payment.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10:  Please produce a true and correct copy of all 

documents in your possession which evidence your payment of Plaintiff’s proceeds from the 

vending machines in the Tin Barn and Rock Bottom including receipts, checks, and bank 

statements. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: Admit or deny that You have no proof that Defendant 

did not hire an attorney to stop the foreclosure sale scheduled for April 4, 2022 (a statement you 

claim is a lie in Your petition). 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 12:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 
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produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: Admit or deny that Defendant has not acted 

maliciously against You.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: Admit or deny that Defendant has not intentionally 

and knowingly caused you severe financial injury.    

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 15:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: Admit or deny that Defendant has not intentionally 

and knowingly caused you severe emotional injury.    

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 16:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: Admit or deny that You do not have any proof 

whatsoever to back up any cause of action in Your petition.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 17:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: Admit or deny that You were in breach of contract 

with Defendant in January of 2022 for failure to pay Your January mortgage payment to 

Defendant.  

RESPONSE: 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 18:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: Admit or deny that You did not pay Your mortgage 

payment to Defendant for February 2022.   

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 19:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: Admit or deny that You did not pay Your March 2022 

mortgage payment to Defendant.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 20:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 19:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: Admit or deny that prior to the signing of the contract 

for sale of the Property, You knew there was a first lien on the Property. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 21:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 20:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: Admit or deny that You knew there was a first lien on 

the Property prior to receiving the first notice of foreclosure sale that informed You that the 

Property was scheduled to be sold at a foreclosure sale on April 4, 2022.   

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 22:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 21:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: Admit or deny You opened the Notice of Foreclosure 

sale referenced in Your Petition.    

RESPONSE: 

 

 

INTERROGATORY NO. 23:  If your response to the Request for Admission immediately 

preceding this Interrogatory is anything other than “Admit”, please explain in detail why your 

response is anything other than “Admit”. 

RESPONSE: 

 

 

REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 22:  If your response to the Request for Admission 

immediately preceding this Request for Production is anything other than “Admit”, please 

produce a true and correct copy of all documents in your possession which demonstrate why 

your response to the Request for Admission immediately preceding this Request for Production 

is anything other than “Admit”.  

RESPONSE: 
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