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‒Unreported Opinion‒ 

 

 

*This is an unreported  

 

Flaubert Mbongo, appellant,1 appeals from an order issued by the Circuit Court for 

Montgomery County denying his motion to vacate ratification of a foreclosure sale. In his 

motion, Mbongo asserted that the court lacked jurisdiction because of alleged forgery. He 

presents the same argument on appeal. 

Mbongo previously raised his forgery claim in a pre-sale motion to dismiss or stay 

the foreclosure sale. We affirmed the denial of that motion. Mbongo, et al. v. Ward, et al., 

No. 950, Sept. Term, 2018 (filed June 6, 2019). Mbongo again raised his forgery claim as 

a post-sale exception. We affirmed the overruling of that exception. Mbongo, et al. v. Ward, 

et al., No. 1722, Sept. Term, 2019 (filed November 6, 2020). Thus, under the law-of-the-

case doctrine, we need not revisit the forgery issue in this appeal and shall affirm.2 State v. 

Holloway, 232 Md. App. 272, 284 (2017) (Under the law-of-the-case doctrine, “[n]either 

questions that were decided nor questions that could have been raised and decided on 

appeal can be relitigated.” (cleaned up)). 

JUDGMENTS OF THE CIRCUIT 

COURT FOR MONTGOMERY 

COUNTY AFFIRMED. COSTS TO 

BE PAID BY APPELLANT. 

 
1 Appellant’s brief was also signed by his wife Charlotte Dikongue, who was also a 

party in the foreclosure action. However, Dikongue did not sign the notice of appeal. And 

one spouse’s signature on a notice of appeal is not sufficient to make the non-signing 

spouse a party to the appellate proceedings. See In re Nicole B., 410 Md. 33, 62–63 (2009). 

 
2 Even if Mbongo’s forgery claims were properly before us in the appeal, we would 

nevertheless affirm. Forgery is an example of intrinsic—rather than extrinsic—fraud and 

is not sufficient to vacate a judgment under Maryland Rule 2-535(b). See Facey v. Facey, 

249 Md. App. 584, 637–38 (2021). 


