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DECISION AND ORDER UPON RECONSIDERATION 

On July 31, 2013, a Decision and Order ("Decision1') was issued by this Court in the 
above-captioned matter.1 The Secretary for the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development ("HUD" or the "Government") filed a Motion for Reconsideration ^Motion") on 
August 30, 2013. Petitioner NCR Funding Inc. ("Petitioner") filed its Response to the 
Secretary's Motion on September 12, 2013. On September 13, 2013, the Court ruled that the 
Secretary's Motion was taken under advisement. The Secretary's Motion is now GRANTED 
and the case is ripe for reconsideration. 

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

The purpose of reconsideration is not to afford a party the opportunity to reassert 
contentions that the Court has already considered and adjudicated. See Mortgage Capital of 
America, Inc., supra; Louisiana Housing Finance Agency. HUDBCA No. 02-D-CH-CC006 
(March 1, 2004); Charles Waltman. HUDBCA No. 97-A-NY-W196 (September 21, 1999). 
However, as a general matter of law, a motion for reconsideration must be based on newly 
discovered evidence, a patent error such as an error in mathematical computation or a clear error 
of fact or law, a need for clarification of the decision, or other good cause such as evidence that 
the debt has become legally unenforceable since the issuance of the previous decision. See 
Lawrence Svrovatka. HUDOA No. 07-A-CH-HHlO (January 8, 2009); Mortgage Capital of 
America. Inc.. HUDBCA No. 04-D-NY-EEO32 (September 19, 2005); Paul Dolman. HUDBCA 
No. 99-A-NY-Y41 (November 4, 1999); Anthony Mesker. HUDBCA No. 94-C-CH-S379 (May 
10, 1995); Appeals of Walber Const. Co.. HUDBCA No. 79-385-C17 (September 02, 1982); and 
24 C.F.R. § 17.69(d). In such cases, the Court, at its discretion, will reconsider a previous 
decision only when such compelling circumstances require it. If the ground for reconsideration 
will only have a collateral effect and will not result in a change in the decision, the motion will 
be denied. Mastic-Tar Co.. Inc.. ASBCA No. 7272, 1962 BCA f 3429; 1962 BCA ^ 3365. 

BACKGROUND 

On August 19, 2008, a home loan, originated by Petitioner and funded by Wells Fargo 
Home Mortgage ("Wells Fargo"), was submitted to HUD for FHA insurance pursuant to Title II 
of the National Housing Act. {Decision, p. 2). In 2009, a monitoring team from HUD conducted 

1 A corrected version of the Decision was issued on August 12. 2013, and August 26, 2013, respectively, due to 
formatting errors, but, substantively the initial Decision remained in full force and effect. 














