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I am writing in support of the amendment to Rule 3001, and the new Rule 3002.1. 1 am a consumer bankruptcy
attorney, and have been since 1982. 1 am Board Certified by the Texas Board of Legal Specialization in
Consumer Bankruptcy Law.

With respect to the amendment to Rule 3001, requiring a copy of the last account statement, and an itemized
statement of interest, fees and charges, and other changes, all I can say is that the proposed changes are long
overdue. Particularly with respect to unsecured claims being collected by debt buyers, it's often impossible to tell
who the creditor is or was, if the debt is time-barred, and how the figure claimed was arrived at. While sometimes
the amount sought are small individually, I'm sure that collectively there are many millions of dollars being
collected through the bankruptcy system that are either just plain not due, or time barred. This reduces the money
that should be paid to legitimate claimants. I support the proposed changes to Rule 3001.

Regarding new Rule 3002.1, we here in Houston have such a rule now, as part of the Bankruptcy Local Rules for
the Southern District of Texas. It is critical protection for mortgagors. In one case I was reviewing yesterday, the
homeowner just completed her Chapter 13 payments (no discharge yet), and her mortgage servicer changed.
The new servicer (a notorious default servicer) has already added over $700 in "junk fees" that were not
authorized by the Bankruptcy Court. With our Local Rule, I will be able to challenge the imposition of those fees
with clear authority to do so; without it, it would be an uphill battle to get them removed, if possible at all.

In another case, the Debtor completed his plan, and under Local Procedures, the Trustee filed a Motion to Deem
Mortgage Current, which was granted. Again, the servicer changed (this time after discharge), and the new
servicer insisted that the Debtor owed one more payment than he should have. The payments are $5665 each.
With the Order Deeming Mortgage Current, we were able to prevail upon the new servicer to give credit for the
payment. Without the Order, we would have had to bring litigation in the Bankruptcy Court, and the outcome
would have been uncertain, but costly for everyone to sort out. I also support the changes to Rule 3002.1, to
make such procedures national in scope.
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J. Thomas Black, Attorney at Law
Law Office of J. Thomas Black, P.C.
2600 So. Gessner, Suite 110
Houston TX 77063
Tel. 713-772-8037; Toll Free 1-877-597-9358
Fax 713-772-5058; Email tom ci jthomasblack.corn

Visit my website: www.ithomasblack.com

Subscribe to my blog: www.houstonbankTnipyattone '.com

************Confidentiality Notice*******************************

Please note that Internet e-mail is not entirely private. It can be intercepted, re-directed, altered, or viewed by outside
parties. Please use caution when sending certain kinds of information. This e-mail transmission and any documents



accompanying it may contain confidential information belonging to the sender which is/are protected by the attorney client
privilege and/or other privacy rights. The information is intended only for the use of the individual named above. If you are
not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying or distribution, or the taking of any action in
reliance on the contents of this information, is unauthorized and strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in
error, please immediately notify us by telephone at 713-772-8037 to arrange for the return of this information and any
documents attached to this e-mail. Thank you.

We are a federally designated Debt Relief Agency under the United States Bankruptcy Laws. We assist
people with finding solutions to their debt and credit problems, including, where appropriate, assisting
them with the iling of petitions for relief under the United States Bankruptcy Code.


