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MEMORANDUM OPINION  

VIGIL, Judge.  

Guruneil Singh Khalsa Goodman (Guruneil), Jagat Khalsa (Jagat), and Mukhtiar S. 
Khalsa (Mukhtiar), have appealed from the denial of their motion to set aside a default 
judgment in the underlying foreclosure action. We filed a notice of proposed summary 
disposition on March 29, 2012. As to Jagat, we proposed to affirm the default judgment; 
as to Guruneil, we proposed to reverse the default judgment; and as to Mukhtiar, we 
proposed that he was not a proper party to the appeal. On April 20, 2012, Guruneil and 
Mukhtiar filed a memorandum in support of the proposed summary disposition. No 
memorandum in opposition has been filed, and the time for doing so has long since 
passed.  

Accordingly, for the reasons set forth in the notice of proposed summary disposition, we 
affirm in part, reverse in part, and remand for further proceedings.  

IT IS SO ORDERED.  

MICHAEL E. VIGIL, Judge  

WE CONCUR:  

MICHAEL D. BUSTAMANTE, Judge  

JONATHAN B. SUTIN, Judge  


