
1.  We agree with Defendant that if it pursues any proceeding other than foreclosure against a parcel of real
estate in which Debtor has no ownership rights, claims, interests or entitlements (and which Debtor would
not have been therefore have been entitled to list as an asset on her Schedules), Debtor retains the right to seek
relief on the theory that Defendant’s actions violated the effect of the Discharge Order.  Furthermore, Debtor
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was aware of any potential subrogation claims at the time she filed her chapter 7 bankruptcy petition and
chose not to list as creditors in her Schedules either the purchaser of the Golf Road property or his title
insurer.  See  Judd v. Wolfe, 78 F.3d 110 (3rd Cir. 1996). 
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Reading, PA                                                                         
     THOMAS M. TWARDOWSKI
     United States Bankruptcy Judge
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