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By: Ms. Bailey
By: Mr. Kroll
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Appearances/Colloquy

THE COURT: -- Goldberg & Ackerman.

MR. KROLL: Good morning, Judge.

THE COURT: Okay. Good morning. Appearance
of counsel.

COURT OFFICER: Ma’am, you have to step over
on that side, please.

MS. BAILEY: You would be the plaintiff, so
vou would be on the left.

COURT OFFICER: Sit right there.

THE COURT: Okay. Sir, what is your name-?

MR. KROLL: Good morning. Steven Kroll from
Connell Foléy, LLP on behalf of the defendants, Zucker,
Goldberg, & Ackerman, and Michael S. Ackerman.

THE COURT: Ma’am, are you a lawyer?

MS. BAILEY: No, sir.

THE COURT: Your name is?

MS. BAILEY: Carolyn Bailey.

THE COURT: Okay.
CAROLYN BAITLEY, PLAINTIFF, SWORN

THE COURT: Okay. What I wrote originally,
or what I decided originally was that if you want to
sue a lawyer you have to -- you need an affidavit of
merit, right?

MS. BAILEY: That was your order, sir.

THE COURT: And you’re saying that they’re
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MS. BAILEY: That they were not functioning
as a lawyer in this particular instance, they were
functioning as debt collectors. Their letters and
other correspondence indicated as such, that they were
functioning as debt collectors.

THE COURT: But they -- they filed legal
papers, didn’t they?

MS. BAILEY: They did, but they’re still as
their role as a debt collector.

THE COURT: You wrote here, “Defendant,
Zucker, Goldberg, seems on the verge of collapse.”

MS. BAILEY: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Should this happen the Court’s
adverse rulings unto plaintiff will receive close and

unwelcome, excluding the general public governmental

elected authorities and (indiscernible). Harriet B.
Marcofolsa (phonetic).” So, wha -- what is all this
about?

MS. BAILEY: Okay. As a result of legal
research and so on, that is my determination, or at
least that is a very good possibility.

THE COURT: I didn’t realize that Zucker,
Goldberg is on the verge of collapse.

MS. BAILEY: I won’t tell, Your Honor.
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Bailey - Argument 5

MR. KROLL: Your Honor, as far as I know
they’re -- they’re act -—- they have an active practice
and they’re not on the verge of collapse, just == jusk
so the record is clear.

THE COURT: I'm also, as a secondary
consideration, my primary one 1is ——”is the affidavit of
merit. The secondary consideration, I think I have
noted you have been living rent free since 2006, right?

MS. BAILEY: I don’t consider it rent free.
It’s -—- it’s living under stress without making

payments for that length of time, but not hardly free

THE COURT: Well --

MS. BAILEY: -- in the general sense of the
case. And, .in fact, as I pointed out in our last
hearing, it would seem very strange that a organization
as large as Wells Fargo, if in fact they had legal
rights to property, would take years in order to make
the determination.

So, that I'm asking the -- the Court to
consider, why has it taken them so long if in fact they
have the legal rights they claim to have.

And my --

THE COURT: Well --

MS. BAILEY: -- position - -







