From: currylawfirm@bellsouth.net

To: Heidi Carey; Mullen Taylor; cynthialowery@mvalaw.com; kwoody@kelleywoody.com;
Ifautua@smithdebnamlaw.com; davidkershawlaw@gmail.com; damonw@hnblaw.com; Court Of Appeals Filings

Subject: Re: US Bank Trust National Association vs. Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty J. Shine (2025-0015)
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Attachments: Proof of Service for Initial Brief - B. Shine.pdf

Initial Brief of Appellant - B. Shine.pdf

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good afternoon,

| hope this email finds you well. Please see attached served upon you the Proof of
Service, Initial Brief and Motion to Reconsider, Order/Judgment which was denied,
and Notice of Appeal.

Thank you,

Heema Patel - Paralegal to Eduardo K. Curry, Esq

The Curry Law Firm, LLC
6518-D Dorchester Road
North Charleston, SC 29418
Office: (843) 767-5284

Fax: (843) 767-5286

On Tuesday, August 5, 2025 at 03:57:15 PM EDT, Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>
wrote:

Dear Counsel:

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you.
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FORM 7
PROQF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
IN THE SUPREME COURT

APPEAL FROM BERKELEY COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
W.T. GEDDINGS, SPECIAL REFEREE

Case No; 2025-0015 '

US Bank Trust National Association, Not in Its Individual Capacity but Solely
as Owner Trustee for VRMTG Asset Trust,

Respondent,
V.

Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty J. Shine, Individually and as Personal
Representative of the Estate of Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford Willie
Moultrie; The Personal Representative, if any, whose name is unknown, of the
Estate of Corinth Moultrie; Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford Moulirie, IT;

and any other Heirs-at-Law or Devisees of Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford
Willie Moultrie, Deceased, and Corinth Moultrie, Deceased, their heirs,
Personal Representatives, Administrators, Successors and Assigns, and all
other persons entitled to claim through them; all unknown persons with any
right, title or interest in the real estate described herein; also, any persons who
may be in the military service of the United States of America, being a class
designated as John Doe; and any unknown minors or persons under a
disability being a class designated as Richard Roe, South Carolina Federal
Credit Union, and Berkeley Electric Cooperative, Inc., Defendants,

of which Betty J. Moultrie is the Appellant.

Appellant.

PROOF OF SERVICE

The Appellants certify that the INITIAL BRIEF OF APPEALLANT and MOTION TO
RECONSIDER, ORDER DENYING RULE 59(e) AND NOTICE OF APPEAL was served on the

Respondents by emailing a .pdf copy of the same to their counsels of record on September 2, 2025





Heidi B. Carey
hecarey(@rplfirm.com
Attorney for Respondent

M. McMullen Taylor
mtaylor@rplfirm.com
Attorney for Respondent

Cynthia J. Lowery
cynthialowery(@mvalaw.com
Attorney for Respondent

Kelley Yarborough Woody
kwoody@kelleywoody.com
Attorney for Respondent

Lucas S. Fautua
Ifautuad@@smithdebnamlaw.com
Attorney for Respondent

David Shelton Kershaw
davidkershawlaw(@gmail.com
Attorney for Respondent

Damon Christian Wlodarczyk
damonw(awhnblaw.com
Attorney for Respondent

Dated: September 2, 2025

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,
THE CURRY LAW FIRM, LLC

s/Eduardo K. Curry

Eduardo K. Curry, Esq

Post Office Box 42270

North Charleston, South Carolina 29423
(843) 767-5284

(843) 767-5286 (Fax)

Attorney for Appellants
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROCLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

IN THE SUPREME COURT

APPEAL FROM BERKELEY COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
W.T. GEDDINGS, SPECIAL REFEREE

Case No: 2023-CP-08-00547

U.S. Bank Trust National
Association, Not in its Individual
Capacity but Solely as Owner
Trustee for VRMTG Asset Trust,

Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty J.
Shine, Individually and as
Personal Representative of the
Estate of Bradford Moultrie aka
Bradford Willie Moultrie, et al;

Respondent,

Appellant.

[INITIAL] BRIEF OF APPELLANT

Eduardo K. Curry, Esq

Post Office Box 42270

North Charleston, South Carolina 29423
(843) 767-5284

(843) 767-5286 (Fax}

Attorney for Appellant
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

. Whether or not the Special Referee erred in denying Appellants Motion to Reconsider
despite the absence of competent evidence supporting foreclosure?

Whether or not the trial court erred in granting foreclosure where Appellant denied the
material allegations and the record lacks proof of default?

Whether or not Appellant was deprived of due process where defenses were not fully heard
and considered by Special Referee?

. Whether or not the Special Referee erred in not finding the Backdated Ledger Entities

where in Violation of the Binding Modification.

. Whether or not the trial referee’s conduct caused a breakdown of Judicial Integrity and

evidentiary procedure and thereby denying the due process for the Appellant.

. Whether or not the trial referee did not consider violation of the Federal Services Standard

under code of federal regulation 12 CFR §1026.41 and § 1024.35 as applied to Plaintiff’s
Bank ledgers.





STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Respondent initiated this foreclosure action on February 24, 2023, alleging that the Appellant
defaulted on instaliments payments of the mortgage note secured by Appellant’s residence located
at 102 Spearhead CT, Summerville, SC 29486, TMS # 233-05-05-022. Appellant filed an Answer

denying the allegations in their entirety.

On July 14, 2025, the Special Referee entered an order of foreclosure in favor of Respondent. On
June 27, 2025, Appellant timely filed a Motion to Reconsider pursuant to Rule 59 (e} (See Exhibit
One), SCRCP, which was denied on July 14, 2025 (See Exhibit Two) Appellant thereafter filed
Notice of Appeal on August 05, 2025 (See Exhibit Three).





STANDARD OF REVIEW

In foreclosure proceedings, appellate courts review factual findings for clear error and legal

determinations de novo. Elam v. South Carolina Depariment of Transportation, 602 S.E.2d
772, 361 8.C. 9, 2004 S.C. to include whether foreclosure is supported by sufficient evidence,
are reviewed de novo. I ‘On, L.L.C. v. Town of Mount Pleasant, 338 S.C. 406, 526 S.E.2d 716.





STATEMENT OF FACTS

Respondent alleged that Appellant failed to pay mortgage installments. Appellant denied all
allegations, contending that Respondent failed to produce admissible evidence of default.
Furthermore, Appellant raised additional arguments that Respondent failed to demonstrate proper
standing to foreclose, and that foreclosure proceedings were flawed procedurally and substantively.
Pursuant to S.C Code Rule 29-3-610 this foreclosure action was brought into the circuit court.
Despite the factual denials of Appellant, the Special Referee granted foreclosure without requiring
certified and competent proof of default, assignment, or amount due or/and failed to require a
complete and accurate accounting from the Plaintiff as required in S.C. Code 29-3-650, where the

foreclosure requires proof of both the existence of the debt and the default.





ARGUMENT

I. The Special Referee Erred in Denying Appellant’s Rule 59 (e) Motion.
Rule 59 (e) serves to allow corrections of errors before appellate review. Elam v. SCDOT,
602 S.E.2d 772, 361 5.C. 9, 2004 §.C, Appellate identified substantive defects in
Respondent’s case; such as the lack of admissible proof and the failure to establish
standing. The Special Referee’s summary denial without addressing these issues was an

abuse of discretion.

Ii. The Foreclosure Judgement is Not Supported by Competent Evidence.
South Carolina courts have consistently held that judgments must be supported by
competent and admissible proof. In Poole vs Jefferson Standard Life Ins, Co , the court

emphasized that speculative or conclusory statements cannot sustain a judgment. Similarly,

in Kitchen Planners vs. Friedman , the Court made clear that documentary evidence must be

properly authenticated and supported by testimony to be relied upon. There was no
admissible testimony to support Plaintiff”s position of default and no accurate accounting

and no certified records from the records custodian of Plaintiff.

IT1. The Proceedings Denied Appellant Due Progess,
Due process requires a meaningful opportunity to be heard. 7 ‘On, LLC. Appellant raised
defenses, including lack of standing, improper calculation of debt, and lack of proof of
default which were never substantively considered by Special Referee. By ignoring these
defenses, objections and granting judgment solely on the face of the allegations, the Special
Referee violated fundamental principles of fairness and due process. And refused to honor
the time tried position of the Rules of Evidence and the admissibility of incompetent

testimony.

IV. The Special Referee erred in Not Finding the Backdated Ledger Entries where in
Violation of the Binding Modification.





That Appellants respectfully move this Court to reverse the foreclosure judgment pursuant
to Rule 539(e), SCRCP. The judgment must be reversed because it was entered on a record
that materially conflicts with binding contractual evidence and was adjudicated under

circumstances that denied Appellants a fair and impartial hearing.

V. The Trial Referee’s Conduct caused a Breakdown of Judicial Integrity and
Evidentiary Procedure and thereby denying the due process for the Appellant.

The Court issued a final judgment without establishing a formal evidentiary record; Appellants
were not permitted to speak until after the ruling had already been rendered. Disregard for
evidentiary integrity as outlined Rule 43(a), SCRCP and Rule 603, SCRE. Combined with the
denial cross-examination, lack of rebuttal opportunity, and admission of unauthenticated
evidence acted as these actions which deprived Appellants of a fundamentally fair hearing,
undermining the validity of the judgment and alleging incompetent and uncertified hearsay to

be used.

V1. The trial referee did not consider violation of the Federal Services Standard under 12

CIR §1026.41 and § 1024.35 as applied to Bank ledger.

That the Respondent’s actions have appeared to violate federal servicing standards. According
to 12 CFR §1026.41 and § 1024.35, which states services must provide written disclosure for
any adjustment to principal, reversal of payments, or changes to ledger status that impact the
loan balance. The backdated ledger introduced by Plaintiff at hearing showed arrears prior to
the effective date of Loan Modification, which was not supported by a rescission letter,
amendment, transaction level audit trail, or Notice of Error. Such requirements prior to a ruling

that a default existed acted as a fatal flow in the ruling of the Special Referee.

Under CFPB Bulletin 2013-12 and RESPA (12 USC § 2605), material changes to loan status

must be communicated clearly and timely to the borrower. None of these requirements were
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met. Courts have ruled that principal adjustments lacking documentation or clarity constituted
ledger fraud and warranted dismissal of foreclosure actions. Such is the position of the
Appellants and its 59(e) motion, This Honorable Court should reverse the findings of the

Special Referee and dismiss the foreclosure.

CONCLUSICN

For the reasons stated, this Honorable Court should reverse the judgment if the Special lReferee
and,

1. Reverse the order denying Rule 59 (¢) Motion to Reconsider;

2. Vacate the foreclosure decree; and

3. Remand the matter for further proceedings consistent with due process and evidentiary

requirements.

Respectfully Submitted,

s/Eduardo K, Curry

Eduardo K. Curry, Esg

Post Office Box 42270

North Charleston, South Carolina 29423
(843) 767-5284

(843) 767-5286 (Fax)

Attorney for Appellant
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
BERKELEY COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA

NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
CASE NO. 2023-CP-08-00547

*

Betty J. Moultric aka Betty J. Shine, lndividually

.0 B T

POk e

and as Personal Representative of the Estate of mg}g % o

Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford Willie Moultrie; e ™ r

The Personal Representative, if any, whose name R m
is unknown, of the Estate of Corinth Moultzie; 2w =

Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford Moultrie II; and <ag W U
any other Heirs-at-Law or Devisees of Bradford g m b

Mouiltrie aka Bradford Willie Moultrie, Deceased,
and Corinth Moultrie, Deceased et al

Defendant(s)
VS,

US Bank Trust National Association, Not In its

Individual Capacity But Solely As Owner Trustee
For VRMTG Asset Trust,

Plaintiff,

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION UNDER RULE 59(¢), SCRCP, GR RULE 60(b),
SCRCP

1. BACKDATED LEDGER ENTRIES IN VIOLATION OF BINDING MODIFICATION

Defendants respectfully move this Court to reverse the foreclosure judgment pursuant to Rule 59(e),

SCRCP. The judgment must be reversed because it was entered on a record that materially conflicts
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with binding contractual evidence and was adjudicated under circumstances that denied Defendants a

fair and impartial hearing.

Most notably, Section 1 of the Loan Modification Agreement, signed (March 7, 2022) (See Attachment
#1.) with an effective date (February 1, 2022), explicitly states that the loan was current and that all
arrears had been capitalized. In direct conflict, the Plaintiff submitied a payment ledger ( See
Attachment #3) that backdated Defendant paymenits to dates prior to the modification agreement,

applying them to various months as early as 2019, That is fraudulent and illegal.

These ledgers, which appear both in the Plaintiff”s self-prepared summary and the Fay Servicing
records, misapplying post-modification payments toward alleged past-due batances that should no

longer exist after the loan’s re~calibration.

For example:

* A payment made on 02/07/2022 was credited toward October 2019, directly contradicting the

modification’s reset status. (See Attachment #1, section 1. and 2. and Attachement 2.)

¢ Additional payments made in mid-2022 were repeatedly allocated to 2019 saspense accounts,

undermining the modification’s terms and falsely inflating delinquency. (See Attachment #2.)

This practice not only breaches the agreed modification terms but appears designed to create artificial
arreqrs, thereby justifying foreclosure on grounds that lepally should not exist. The court should not

agree,

In 2022, Plaintiffs’ Attorney Damon C. Wlodarczyk appeared before Judge Van Slmambrook. We ask
the court to take judicial notice of the sworn testimony and candor of the attorney representation to the
court that the defendant history states that defendant is only missing one payment due to it being

returned by Fay Servicing,





After many continnances granted at the request of Plaintiff’s counsel, Defendants were ultimately
subjected to judgment in a hearing that lacked both procedural integrity and evidentiary fairness. The
Counrt failed to review, reconcile, or challenge the contradiction between the Plaintiff’s unauthenticated
ledger and the binding Loan Modification Agreement. Tt also disregarded the Fay Servicing ledger
previously submitted by Defendants, which similarly conflicted with the terms of the modification.
{See Attachment #2. and #3.) Rather than evaluate the inconsistencies between these records and the
controlling contract, the referee admitted unfamiliarity with the case, tailed to review the evidence, that
allowed unauthenticated and waadmissible documents to dictate the outcome, and denied Defendants
any opportunity to object or vespond before a ruling was made — all in violation of established
evidentiary protocol and due process. These compounded failures, taken together with the misconduct

described below, justify full reversal of the judgment wnder Rule 59(e).

Il. BREAKBDOWN OF JUDICIAL INFEGRITY AND EVIDENTIARY PROCEDURE

*  The Court issued & final judgment without establishing a formal evidentiary record; Defendants
were not permitted to speak until afier the ruling had already been rendered. Disregard for
evidentiary integrity as outlined in Rule 43(a), SCRCP and Rule 603, SCRE. Combined with
the denial of cross-examination, lack of rebuttal opportunity, and admission of unauthenticated
evidence, these actions deprived Defendants of a fundamentally fair hearing, undermining the

validity of the judgment.

* Detfendants had already submiited binding contractual evidence — including the signed Loan
Maodification Agreement as part of the court record dated February 1, 2022 — confirming that

all arrears had been capitalized and that the loan was current as of that date. Under South





Carolina law, once this agreement was entered into the record, the burden shifled to the Plaintiff
1o prove any subsequent default with authenticated, admissible evidence, Plaintiff failed to meet

this burden. Instead, Mlaintiff”s counsel submitted an unauthenticated, self-created ledger that

was never disclosed prior to the hearing, not supported by affidavit or testimony, and in direct
contradiction to the modification agreement. No cross-examination was permitted prior to
hearing. No reconciliation of the contradictory documents was gdmitted and sceepied by the
referee. The Court’s decision to proceed to judgment without requiring the Plaintiff’s counsel to
meet the burden of proof - and without reviewing or addressing the controlling agreement -
constitutes a fundamental breakdown of due process and judicial function, and thus is the
controlling basis and reasoning that demands a reconsideration and reversal of the Special
Referce urdér dated June 12, 2025. Despite having both ledgers before it — each in conflict
with the binding agreement — the Court failed to reconcile the inconsistencies and instead

rendered judgment based on documents that undermined legally binding evidence.

Defendants infortaed their attorney prior to the hearing that they did not consent to summary
judgment, Defendant’s presented more than a Scintilla of evidence but produced material
evidence that required special investigation of the referee. The record is void of any evidence
that the referee took into consideration any of the opposing evidence presented by defendant to
refute plaintifi’s position. It was not acknowledged during the hearing. Despite this, the
proseeding moved forward withont affording Defendants the opportusity to object, present
argument, cross-examine, or rebut any of the evidence presented by the Plaintiff. A recording
exists of the hearing. Throupghout the hearing, Defendants raised their hands on multiple

occasions in an effort to address the Court, but were told they would be permitted to speak only





after the ruling had been made. This effectively denied them any meaningful participation in the

hearing and constituted a fundamental violation of their right to be heard.

A continuance was requested due to a recent family bereavement, but was denied without
justification — despite the Plaintiff having received many prior continuances. This refusal

further disadvantaged Defendants at a critical and vulnerable moment.

Notably, Defendants had already appeared at & prior hearing date, during which Plaintiff”s
counsel informally requested a contimance. The Court had no prior knowledge of the sitvation
nor had Drefendants been informed in advance. At that time, Special Referee W.T. Geddings Jr.
apologized for the confusion caused by the miscommunication between the Paintiff and the
Court, Despite Plaintiff being afforded that grace, Defendants’ subsequent request for a
continuance duc to a documented family bereavement was summarily denied . (See attachment

#6.)

Although Defendants’ counsel consented to the hearing location, holding the proceeding in
Clarendon County nonetheless imposed an undue burden on the Defendants. The unfamiliar
venue-— distant from the county of original filing —disrupted their ability to preparc
effectively, created logistical and emotional sivain, and further amplified the procedural
disadvantages they faced throughout the hearing. {(See Attachment #4. - Clarendon County

Hearing Notice)

Taken together, these acts — including the submission of unauthenticated and misleading
documents, procedural circumvention, and the denial of basic due process protections —
constitute judicial misconduct so severe that they may rise to the level of fraud upon the court.

While defense counsel did not object io the Plaintiff’s evidentiary submission at the time, the





surrounding circumstances — and the referee’s failure to review or reconcile binding
contractual evidence already in the record — prevented a fair and lawful challenge. The
cumulative effect is not merely a departure from civil procedure, but a direct assauit on the
foundational principles of fairness, impartiality, and the Court’s obligation fo uphold truth and
justice. Defendant did not just rely on its pleadings but also entered & plethera of evidence to
refute and substantiate a finding by the referee that defendants morigage should not be forclosed

upon by the court.

1. ADDITIONAL VIOLATIONS OF FEDERAL SERVICING STANDARDS

Moreover, Plaintiff’s actions appear to violate federal servicing standards. According to 12 CFR
§ 1026.41 and § 1024.35, servicers must provide written disclosure for any adjustment 1o
principal, reversal of payments, or changes to ledger status that impact the loan balance. The
backdated ledger iniroduced by Plaintiff at hearing — showing arrears prior to the effective date
of the Loan Modification - was not supported by any rescission letter, amendment,

transaciion-level audit traii, or Notice of Error, (See Attachment #3)

Under CFPB Bulletin 2013-12 and RESPA (12 USC § 2609%), material changes to loan status
must be cominunicated clearly and timely to the borrower. None of these requirements wese
met. In similar cases ~- such as U.S. Bank Nat’l Ass'n v. Edwards (2020) and Tromba v.
Deutsche Bank (2019) — courts ruled that principal adjustments lacking documentation or

clavity constituted ledger fraud and warranted dismissal of foreclosure actions.

Compounding the issue, it was siated on the record during the hearing that the $33,907.34
ledger entry was a “credit” to the Defendants’ account. However, both Plaintiff’s and
Defendants’ counsel openly acknowledged they were not accountants and could not explain the

nature or legitimacy of the adjustment. No accountant, servicer representative, or qualified





financial expert was sworn in to provide testimony or verification, Despite this absence of
authentication and lack of financial clarity, the Court accepted the documnent at face value and

relied on it in issuing final judgment.

While Defendants are not accountants or auditors, they have identified — through independent
research and federal servicing guidance — that any unexplained, retroactive ledger credit which
alters loan status without supporting recoxds may constitute a servicing violation. If this
$33,907.34 credit was not properly recorded, explained, or disclosed, it likely represents an
unauthorized ledger manipulation used to fabricate arrears — a practice that not only
undermines judicial integrity, but also opens the door to regulatory complaint and civil 1i§biiity.

(See Atachment #2.)

Additionally, Defendants were subjected to unnecessary delay and hardship during the pre-
modification period due to a clerical error by Fay Servicing. The first loan modification
agreement sent 10 Defendants listed two conflicting counties — Dorchester and Berkeley -— in
the legal description of the property. This error created legal uncertainty over jurisdiction and
delayed acceptance of the modification. Despite this being entirely the servicer’s mistake, no
credit or adjustment was applied to the Defendants’ account for the delay it caused. Instead, Fay
Servicing continued to enforce trial payment terms, compounding arrears that should never

have accroed under a properly issued modification agreament. (See Attachment #5)






IV, INEFFECTIVE COUNSEL AND DEPRIVATION OF PROTECTABLE RIGHTS

Defendants further assert they were prejudiced by ineffective legal representation during
the proceedings leading to summary judgment. In a case where substantial property rights
were at stake, defense counsel failed to uphold core procedural safeguards necessary for a

fair adjudication.

Despite being explicitly informed by Defendants of the material conflict between the

binding Loan Modification Agreement and Plaintiff’s ledges, counsel:

» Did not object to the admission of Plaintiff’s self-created, unauthenticated ledger, despite clear

factual discrepancies.
e Failed to invoke Rule 43(a), SCRCP, or move to exclude deficient evidence.

« Neglected to assert the legal force of the executed Loan Modification Agreeni&nt, which

constituied a binding contract under South Carolina law.

» Consented to 2 hearing outside the county of filing without ensuring Defendants were
adequately prepared for the nature of being serviced by a Special Referee, ultimately resulting

in our exclusion from meaningful participation.

s Did not advocate when Defendants attempted to raise objections before judgment was entered.

These compounded failures deprived Defendants of the opportunity to contest improper evidence or
invoke critical legal protections. In foreclosure proceedings — where fundamental property rights are
at stake — such omissions fall below the threshold of effective representation and undermine the

integrity of the hearing.





Accordingly, Defendants respectfully request that this Court recognize these failures as prejudicial
error warranting relief under Rule 59(e), with all further rights preserved under Rule 60(b)(3) and 42

U.S.C. § 1983 for the constitutional deprivation of due process.

RELIEF REQUESTED

WHEREFORE, the Defendants respectfully move this Court for reconsideration of the Order entered
on June 12, 2025, pursuant to its inherent authority and in the interest of justice. Alternatively,
Defendants move under Rule 59(e), SCRCP, o alter or amend the judgment based on clear errors of
fact, misapplication of law, and procedural irregularities that deprived Defendants of a fair hearing.
Should this Court find that the Rule 59(e) standard is not met, Defendants further move under Rule
60(b), SCRCP, on the grounds of mistake, inadvertence, surprise, excusable neglect, and/or fraud or
misconduct by an adverse party. Defendants assert that the cumulative procedural failures, denial of
meaningful participation, and admission of unauthenticated and contradictory evidence rise to the level
of prejudieial error warranting relief.

Defendants further expressly preserve all rights to seek appellate review and to pursue remedies under
Rule 60(b)(3) and (6), SCRCP, as well as under applicable constitutional provisions, including but not
limited to 42 U1.8.C. § 1983, for deprivation of due process. Given the significance of the rights i stake
— including property, equity, and fundamental fairness -— Defendants respectfully request that this
Court set aside the judgment in the interest of justice and allow this matter to be reconsidered on a
complete and fair record.
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Records of Burkelay, SOUTH CARQLINA (ouny snd Stats, or oiher Jurlsdiction wnd (2% the Nute, bearing the
sunte: shnte ns, wid wacurod by, the Reantiy Instroment, which onvers e eead wn wersomnst progerty duserdbud In the
Beeuely Insteument aed definnd tharoinus the “Propersy®, lcated at .

167 SPRAMURADL CT, SUMMEBERVILLE, BO 20483
{Prapeniy Addressy

tha real ropoity deseribond belig o1 Ruvth ax follows:
SEE EXUIBIT PAY ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF:

Thx Mup Sequence Numbor; 2330305022

fin considerarion of te nvatu proinised and pgeeameits sxuhmged, the partics horelo sgroc ns Tollows
(rotwithstanding noyihing to the contrary contained in the Male or Seenriy Tnatoumeant):

Laau Madifeation AgrastastlSinglo Conillp—Fanals Mae Halfarm frstegvent Fores 3UT0 110 (eev, ANL<)
The Compllsnce Soupes, 1nn, Payge tofb

SARUI-202F, Tihe Comllance Sooper, Ine
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[ As of February 1, 2022, the mmow payable wnder the Note o tha Secawily Instnmnend (the
“Unpaid Prinojpsl Balanew”) Is U.S, $116,205,39, oonslating of the unpafd smovni(s) tnaned 1o
Borrower by Lesider plus auy fteresl and athor amouns ephalized,

2 Botrowor promises to pay she Unpnid Princlpal Balanos, plus isterest, fo o ondur of Londer,
Tuterest will bu churged o the Unpatd Prineipal Bukute af the yearly raie of 9,540%, from
Jaauay 1, 2022, Borower promises to snake monhly payments of pelosipst ond Intecest of 158,
§1,232.56, beginuing an the U5t day of Felirunzy, 2022, and conthmfng thereafter on tho some doy
of sach suseaeding month antt principal and fntorest o pald In Sl Fha yemly mte of 9.540%
will romein in affect wotit princlpa) and fnterest sre putd do full. 17 a0 Augasl 1, 2025 he
“Wfaturity Dat”}, Bamawar atill owes sorvumis under tho Wate and fhe Hoenrlty Tnsvovmiont, us
nmeaded by tifs Agvesrent, Bosvawer wiil pay thess amounts In Al on the Mintaite Dot

1 U ol or sy pae of tho Properly or any latcest in the Pagumty is sold or tuneferved {or if
Bortowar s nob o onfural perean siod 2 benefiolnd Bitersrt In Bovowor fa sofd or wansforeed)
wiihout Iemlor's prior writton congent, Lender way sequine fmimadinle paymest in Gl of oli guaw
sovurd by the Secusity nstnament,

I Lendor exercizes this option, Lender shall give Borowar noiles of aizttleration, The aolive
ahall provids o period of wot Tesy than 38 days froer the Snte e aotlos & da¥iversd o pantind
wiltin which Banewer must pay 21l sums seawred by the Beeuvity Inslvumonl. IF Doteower falls 1o
poy thess swms prior 1 the ouplsation of this pevind, Lender mey invnke any resdivn pannithed
by tha Seeurity fostament withos! fhyther rotice or demand on Borawer,

4, Burroveer atss vill sumply with afl othor covenants, agresmenls, and requivoments of the Securhy
strument, Inchuding withont Hmltatlon, Boreowsr's covensote and sgresmonts in wake ol
paynents of taw, swance preminns, asvessmonly, ostvaw iteeny, fopnunds, sad ol othee
paymenis et Bomawee & obllgated o moke ueder the Setwity Insnumenl kowaves, ths -
followlng tarms end grovisione e forsver ennceled, nwll and veld, 8a of tho daty spenifil in
paragraph Mo, | ghovor

#} all torins andd provislony of the Nota aitd Seoncity Inelrwmens (if any} providing fi,
tmplomenting, or relatlug to, eny clwage or ndfustment in the wio of tsmal payable
tinddes the Mote; and

h§ i} tems sl provisions of oy sdjustable vate rider, or ather Esgbsumont or dagument that
I8 affixed t, wholly or partially incorparated into, or #8 paet of, the Nots o Savurity
[nstrimont and that coninbas pry Such toan st provistons as thosa raforred to in (o)
abuve.

5 Borrawer umdersterds msd agress that:

1) All tho siphts and remedies, stipulntions, ond conditfons comtgined i the Buaurity
nstruraent eelating to defiull In the wakiug of paymonts vnder the Seevrlty [nstrument
shaft also apply W dulinlt In the making of the modified pryments horoundsr,

) Al covenmnls, egreswss, stpuladions, ond canditions in the Nole ond Seonsity
hasrmmont eholl bo and seranin o full foror ond affbot, sxcent o8 horaln ngndiﬁmi, and
none of tho Borrower's obligalions or Rabitiles uder the Note and Seouclty Insirament

toan Mudilteailen Agreament-Singlo Faraliy--Yennie Mee Unifavm teiroment Thewets 1T 1008 desar AEAY
Tl QotnnTianes Seuree, Mo, Pagelal§ '
0302021, The Comytiunes Houvee, Tue,
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shall b diminished or roleosed by any provisions heveof, nar shall this Agveensil in any
way inpale, diminish, or nffbet any of Lenders vights woder or minedies v e Nois and
Szourity Instrnvent, whother such.rights o vomadios arise thereunder or by oporation of
taw,  Alw, oll dghts of reoourse to which Lender is presently autitled against any
praporty or any ather pmens i ay way obligated for, o Ushile o, (e Note and
Suovrity tnstrament sre xpressly reserved by Lunden

t) Nothing fn this Agreemont slisd be understoad or constiuad to he a antisficllon or reloase
i whale or in pan of the Noto sl Seourlty lostamont.

d} All aasts and exponaes inowred by Landor in comwoation with this Agresment, Inaluding
sewording foos, ile oxamibnation, and attornsy’s fuss, shall be pald by the Borower and
slakl be secured by the Saourity Instsurment, unloss mipuloted aborwise by Lender,

¢) Borower sgrevs 1o make and exoouts sich other documenls or paper 43 may ho
ngussary or reguired lo offectuate fhe lorms and conditions of this Ageetmenl which, if
approved and oooeptad by Londes shall bind mnd fowrs to the holis, axcoutors,
ndwiisteators, and asslzns of the Bmrowes,

i Barcoway avthorizes Landey, and Londer's soscosors end ossigos, Lo shars Borawenr
infonmnstion fnchuding, bt not ihalied to (1) name, addvess, snd wlopheny aumber, (1)
Hoolal Hevupity Mumber, (1) ered ssave, (iv) income, {v] payment tdetory, (vis scoonnl
halunean nod aoivity, loluding Inlennation abowt say wodiRcation or fuceslonure veliel
progtaws, with Third Panles thet cen ssglet Lendar and Borowsr In oblalfug o

’ foreglosure provention alternstive, or otherwise provide suppost sovvions rolsted
Bowower's loma. For paipotes of this acotion, Third Pactior include 6 comseling sgenoy,
sieto or lopai Honslng Mosnea Agency ar sladler endly, oy faswror, gharantor, or
servicer that Innaes, gunrentoes, o servicos Boreowrr®s loni: or any ofher orusigags torn
scoured by the Property on whivh Bowoawer I obifgated, or 19 any companioy thm
perlbnn support servioss to Wens B connoction with Borower's loon,

Borrower connents to belog comtgeled by Lendor o Third Pavtles conventing mongoga
asslalonee elating {0 Bowower's lesn including the Ginl paded plan e modity
Bovcower®s loan, at any telophone nusbier, imoluding mebife telephone mmber, or ool
addrass Torowar bag provided 1o Lendor ov Thivd Pavtles,

By ohwaking this box, Bowower also consents 10 batng contovted by text wossaging {1,

Loan Moﬂmulh;'ﬁgrnmuutmﬁhnﬂn Fayolly  Unoote Mar Uniform Intlrument Brire A0 1Y frov. 215
‘The Qonspsfianee Howves, tng. Pagalalt
Q2002014 The Tompllanee Suunce, g,
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I Witness Whoreof, the Lendor and I ltove sxnouted (his Agreomory,

§
§

Tho Mrogaing Instrament was solmowlodged bofore e on 14 S48
. BRTTY § MOULTRIE AND BRAVFORD MOBLTRE

. ..'?u-n': ~ . * m M C:""
dg b7 gk e “Fitls or Ran! 2 o
. ¥y "f@ 2 ] ]
& g Surkad Nomber, If any:
# o
' My Conmmizslon Snplues: 0= l

Losi Madlftaating Agreerenb-Slugle Foudly~-ttaunte Mag UnHore fasteumend

Fora 3179 HOE dvev. dLa
The Cotplinnes Bonbvo, Ine, faped ol §

DXDBIG, Ths Lompuance nnure, sae.
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ACCBPTED AND AGREED TO BY THE OWHNER AND HOLDER OF SAID HOTE
Pay Servicing LLC a5 Attornay ln Pact for US Bonk Trust Nutlonnl Assoctntlon, Mot In He Indlvidual
Capaclty But Sulely Az Owner Trustes For VRMTE Aseot Trust

ACKNOWILEDOMRNT
» Smte of Teuad 8
5
Conmty op alias

rhis insirumeni was achmwladmﬂ bafora ma on, _ ﬁ J by

pAHRS ' r h! y
Sarv.?ﬂﬂg LLO e A ?ﬁ:mep in Fast fhr IS Batzst 'mm Nﬂllnm:! M:mlmkm, Mot T Bes odividund Capactiy
Trot Bolely As Owiree Frastes oy VEMTG Axset Trost,

ook TFLLEL 3ignamm amow Vol

S Notary Pubila, Stota of Tonesll y
R IEE Pamen. Explras 011025 H tinilann Vellos
HowryiD 12671613 J Vet Flovae
T Notary Public
i or Ponk
{Seal) Soriol Mymtbgy, iTany: e—
Losn Modifieallon Agretment—Singln Pamily—$ennie Moe Unlform lmlvumm Poven 3580 U0 feev 2fldh
Thes Comphlancs Sounce, kne, PaficKofb

20012020, Tho Compllanes Suwrte. e,
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EXHIBIT A

BORROWER(S) BEXTY § MOULTRIE AND BRADTORD MOULTRIE

LOAN NUBIBER:

LEGAL BESCHIPTION:
FIATE OF BOUTH CAROLINA, COLUNTY OF BERKELEY, AND DESCRIBED AS POLLOWS:

ALLTHAT CERTAIN PIECE, PARCELOR LOT OF LAND, TOGETHER WITH THE DUILBINGE AND
IMPROVEMENTS THEREON, BITUATE, LVING ANB BEING INFHE COUNTY OF DERKELRY,
STATE QR SOUTH CAROLING, KNOWN AND DESIGNATED AS LOTY0, INIHAM WOODS VILLAGE
AT SANGATEE, BHASE L AS SHOWN ON A PLAT MADRE BY 5. B SIRRINE COMPANY, SURVEYDRS,
DATED DRCEMERR 25, 1982, AND RECORDEDN (N THE B, M, C. OTFICE FOR DERKELEY COUNTY
IN PHLE CABINET B, PAGE 68; BAID LOT HAYVING BUCH S12s, SHAPE, DINENSIONS, BUTTINGS
AN SOURTTROR AB WELL Y BERFERENCI TO SATH PLAT MORE FULLY APPEAR, BEING TUE
SAMTE PROPERTY QONVEVEDR FROM 3 R, STORE AND CYNTHIA C, STONE, 70 BRADRGRO
MIOUILTRIE AN BEVTY X MOULTRIE, BY DEED RECORDED GHOL/191Y, TR BOOK A-H07, AT PAGE
218, INTIR BMC OFFICE FOR BRRKELEY COUNTY, SGUTH CAROLINA.

BEING THE BaME FROPERTY CONVEVED T0O ERADFORD MOUTTRIE AND BRTTY & MOULTTIE
BRI JIM R, SPONE AND CYNTHIA & STONE BY DEED DATED APRIL 25, 15140 AND RECORDED
ON VLAY §, 1080 IN THE RECISTER OF DEID FOR BERKBLEY COUNTY, 8€ N DEBD BOOWG
ABOT, PALE: 21N

Tay Map Seqecnce Mumber: 2330305022
ALYO KMOWN AB 102 Bpeorhand O, Buinenarvilte, BE 20483

Lugo Modineetlan Agreements ~8lngle Femliy--enniec Mae Unlfarm usirumen Povem MFD 101 frev, 4131
The Compilange Fnuree, tne. ¥PoyeGof 6
©LI01-208¢, The Complianee Souver, lue,
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STATE OF 8OUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BERKELEY

US Bank Trust National Association, Not In Iis
Individual Capacity But Solely As Owner Trostee
For VRMTG Asset Trust,

Plainiiff,
Vs,

Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty J. Shine, Individoally
and as Persous! Representative of the Estute of
Bradlord Mouitrie aka Bradford Willie Maudtrie;
The Personal Representative, if any, whoss name
is unknown, of the Estate of Coristh Moultrie;
Bradford Mowltrie aka Bradford Moeulwie, 1 and
any other Helrs-as-Law or Devisees of Bradford
Mottrie aka Bradford Willie Moultite,
Deceased, and Corinth Moultrde, Deveased ef al

Petendani(s).

¢File No. 1057 1535y

G TIrS
gk

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
C/A NO.: 2023-CP-08-00547

NOTICE OF HEARING

A hearing has been scheduled on Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment in the above-referenced matter
for June 3, 2025 at 11:00 a.xe. before the W.T. Geddings, Jr.. Special Referee for Berkeley Coonty. 20 South

Brooks Sireet, Manning, South Carolina. PlaiotifPs motion seeks an Order of Yudgment of Foreclosure and Sale

Decree. You are invited to atiend.

If Plaintifi”s motion is granted, a foreclonure sule conld be ordered as soon as altowed by law,

RILEY POPE & LANEY, LLC

¢ M. McMullen Taylar -

M. Mebullan Taylor, SC Bar #72848
(803} 799-9993

Attorneys for Plajuiff

THIS 15 A COMMUNICATION FROM A DEBT COLLECTOR ATTEMPTING TO COLLECT A DEBT AND
ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE, EXCEST AS STATED BELOW
IN THE INSTANCE OF BANKRUPTLY PROTECTION,

I YOU ARE UNDER THE SPROTECTION OF THE BANKRUPTCY COURT OR HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED
AS A RESULT OF A BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDING, THIS NOTICE 1S GIVEN TO YOU PURSUANT TO
STATUTORY REQUIREMENT AND FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES AND 18 NOT INTENDED AS AN
ATTEMPY TO COLLECT A DEBT OR AS AN ACT TO COLLECT, ASBESS, OR RECOVER ALL OR ANY
PORTION OF THE DEBT FROM YOU PERSONALLY.





EXENBET A

BORROWER(S): BETTY J MOULTRIE AND BRADFORD MOULTRIE

LOAN NUMBER: 255890

LEGAL DESCRIFYION: :
STATE OF SOUTE CAROLINA[ COUNTY GF BORCHES TR

ALLTHAT CERTAIN FIECE, PARUECOREOPOTEAND, TOGKTHER WENH THE BUILDINGS AND

- HMRPROVEMENTS THEREON, STTUATE, LVING AND BRING IN THE COUNTY OV BRRKE L
ETATE OF SOUTH CARCLINA, KNOWR AND BESIGNATED AS LOT 1, INDIAN WOODS VHLLAGKH
AT SANGAREE, PHAGE [, A5 SHOWN ON A FLAT MADE BY J, £, SIRRING COMPANY, BURVEYORS,
DATED DECEMBER 29, 1952, AND RECORDED 1IN THE R, 1. €, OFFICE FOR BERKELEY COUNTY
IN FILE CABINET K, PAGE 6% SAKD LOT HAVING SUCH SUZE, SHAPE, DIMENSIONS, BUTTINGS
AND SOUNDINGS AB WILL BY REFERENCE TOSAID FLAT MORE FULLY AVPRAR. BEENG THE

AND BESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

SAME PROPERTY CONVEYED PROM SOV R, STONE AND CYNTHIA T SRONE, TO BRADIFORD
MOULERIE AND BEVTY . MO, RS0 RECORDED DIEGSIIANG, TN BOOK A-BTY, AT PAGE
208, INCTHE BMC OFRIOE 0T EEY COUNT QUFIR CARDENA, ;

BING THE SAME PROPRETY CONVEVES TOBRADFORD MOULTE AND BEFTY J. MOULTRIE
FROM JIM . STONE AND-CYITIIA G STGNE BY DEED DATED APRIE25, 1909 AND RECORDED
ON MAY 4, 1059 TN THE REGISTER OF DEED FOR BORUHENTER COUNTY, 8C 1N DEED BOOK:
AROT, PAGE: 218

Wax Map Seeuence Numbee: 2330505022
ALSC KNOWNAS! 102 Spoarbend Cf, Sunvervitls, SC 20443

Luin Modifieation Agreement-—Single Panitly~Suanis Mae Uniform feabeanent Form 3579 205 (rev. 4)d)
The CompHanee Soares, Tne Pape 6 of § BATRRSE MU0 Hav, L0/
» ©RCO-A02L. Tha Comnlanca Souice, Nnp,

O O





GH2028, 144 AN Yahoo Mall - Pz Fwd: Fw; US Bank Trust Mational Assotiation, B al., vs Batty Shilng, et. 8. ~ Case No, 2023-CP.0B-G0847

THIS FIRM COLLECTS DEBTE FOR MORTGAGE BANKING CREDITORS AND OTHER LENDING
INSTITUTIONS, ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED BY THIS OFFICE WILL BE USED FORTHAT PURPOSE.
This o-mall messayga fs confidential. It may contain information that Is privileged or subject o ather
confidentiality renuirements and exemptions from diselosure undor applicabie law, It Is intended sololy
for the use of the intended reciplent. If you are not the intended racipient, notify sender immediately.

Any distribution or copying of this communicatior Is strictly prohibited. «ﬂ‘ 1 : | W

L

From: Willie Heyward, Esq <heirgpropertylawcenter@live.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2025 12:34 PM

To: Muiten Taylor <MTaylor@rpifirm.com>; W, T. Geddings Jr <wig@geddingsiawfirm.coms

{e: Willie Heyward <wheyward80@gmail.com>

Subject: US Bank Trust National Asseciation, Ef, al., vs Beily Shine, et. al. - Case No. 2023-CP-08-
00547

Dear Atty. Taylor and Spucial Referee Geddings:

We received comumnications from Ms. Shine informing us that ber sister hus passed away. The fineral service is scheduled for
May 28. Ms. Shine is equesting that the heering scheduled for June 3 be postponed wotil finther notice. Thank yow

Jeanette B3, Spencer

Legai Assistant for Willie B. Heyward
Halrs Property Law Flim, LLC

27 Camaocnck Avenue, Sulle200

Charleston, $. G, 20407
Phone - 843-228-8754 1 843-240-4173
heirsproperyiawcenter@live.com

“ATTORNEV-CLIENT PRIVILEGED; DO NOT FORWARD WITHOUT PERMISSION." The Information
contained In this transmission is privileged and confidential. it is intendod only for the use of the
individuat or antity named gbove, If the reader of this message is not the intended reciplent, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copy of this communication Is strictly prohibited.
If you have receaived this communlcation In amor, plsase notify us immadiately by telephone or by emall

to helrspropertviewcentard@live.com or by replylng to this message and destyoy all coples of this
maessage and sl attachments.






G225, 1:44 AM Yahoo Mall - Pw: Fwi: P US Bank Trust National Assoclation, Bt al, vs Betly Shine, sl ol, - Case No. 2023-CP-08-00547

. CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mall and any files transmitted with it are confidential and may contain
information which is legally priviieged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the use of
the indivichaal or antily fo whom this e-mall is addressed. If you are not one of ihe named recipients or otherwise
have reason 1o belleve that you have received this message In error, please Immediately notify the sender and
doelete this message immadiately from your computar, Any other uge, relention, digsemination, forwarding, printing,
or copying of this e-mail is stictly prohibited,

From: Mullen Taylor <MTaylor@rplfirm.com>

Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2026 2:16 PM

To: "Wiltie Heyward, Esq' <helrspropertylawcenter@live.core»; W, T. Geddings Jr
<wig@geddingslawfirm.com>

| Ge: Willie Heyward <wheyward80@gmail.com=; Monigue Trifos <mtrifos@rpifirm.com>

- { Bubject: RE: US Bank Trust Natlonal Association, Et. al., vs Betly Shine, ef, al. - Case No, 2023-CP-
08-00547

ivir. Heyward,

I'm vary sorry 1o hear of Ms. Shine's logs. Regreitably, my client will not consent fo any postponement
of the hearing. Howsver, I will of course abide by whatever decision the Special Referee makes
congerning your raguest for a continuance,

Kind regards,

Mullen

RIL E;;:' M. McNullen Taylor | Attorney
POPER Riley Pope & Laney, L.1.C - South Carolina { North Carolina
2838 Devine Streot | Columbia, 8C 20205

LANEY

weien | R wosn






GH2I26, 1:44 AM Yahoo Matl - Fw: Fwd: Fw: US Bank Trust National Assactation, Et. 8L, vs Betty Shing, et. al. - Cese No, 2023-CP-08-00547

THIS FIRM COLLECTS DEBTS FOR MORTGAGE BANKING CREDITORS AND OTHER LENDING
INSTITUTIONS. ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED BY THIS OFFICE WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.
This e-mall message Is confidantial. It may contain information that is privifeged or subject to other
vonfidentiality requirements and exemptions from disclosura under gpplicable law. It Is intended solely
for the use of the intended recipfent. If you sre not the Intended rociplent, notify sender immediately.
Any distribution or copying of this communleation Is strictly prohibited. op( j‘ : |

%0
Frony: Willie Heywand, Eaq <hsirsproperlylawcenter@live.cone
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2025 12:34 PM
To: Mullen Taylor <MTaylor@rplfirm.com>; W. T, Geddings Jr <wig@geddingslawfirm.com>
Ge: Willie Heyward <wheyward80@gmail.coms
Subjact: US Bank Trust National Agsociation, Et al,, vs Betty Shine, ot. al. - Case No. 2023-CP-08-
Q0B4T

Dear Asty. Taylor and Special Reforee Gedding:

We received communications fror Ms. Shine informing vs that her sistor has passod away. The fimersl service is scheduled for
May 28. Ms. Shine is requesting that the heaving schednled for fune 3 be postponed vutil further nofice. Thank you.

Jeaneite B. Speneor

Legal Asslstant for Willie B, Heyward
Hetrs Proparty Law Flm, LLG

27 Gamecock Avenue, Sulle200

Charleston, 8. C. 20407
Phong - 843-225-8764 / 843-240-4173
helrspropsiviawcenterg@live.com

"ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED: DO ROT FORWARD YWITHOWT PERMIBSION." The Information
contained in this transmission is privifeged and confidential, It is intencded only for the wee of the
Individual oy evitily named ahove, ¥ the mader of this message Is not the intended reciplent, you are
herehy notified that any dissemination, distribution or copy of this communication Is strlctly prohiblted.
If you have received this communication In error, please nofify us Immaediately by telephone or by email

to halispropsrtvisweenter@iive.com or by replying to this message and destroy all coples of this
message and ali attachmoents.






STATE OF SOU}}%?EROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF {

)
) ___JUDIKCIAL CIRCU'T
v e e )
)

CASE NO.: @ﬁ—mﬂ- WQ&_ - 60 fi"fl
- )
(»45 ‘&%N f'\ TQ:,(H- )L\WE‘DWQP% MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
- ' Plaintiff, ) FORM AND COVERSHILET

Ptz QLN AL
Y4

Defendant.

)
)
)
)

Plaintiff's Attorney:

—}. Defendant’s Attorney:

-
, Bar Mo. _ L W S i T‘gj‘:{*
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BERKELEY

US Bank Trust National Association, Not

in Its Individual Capacity but Solely as

Owner Trustee for VRMTG Asset Trust,
Plaintiff,

VS.

Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty I. Shine,

Individually and as Personal

Representative of the Estate of Bradford

Moultrie aka Bradford Willie Moultrie, et

al;

Defendants

T

R . T N NI L L N P L N T, WP N

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CASE NUMBER 2023-CP-08-00547

ORDER DENYING MOTIONS OF
DEFENDDANT BETTY J. SHINE

Having reviewed and considered all of Defendant Betty J. Moultrie, aka Betty J. Shine’s,

posi-trial motions, I find that all such motions should be denied. I find that no stay should be

pranted and that the original Qrder should stand as drafied.

AND IT IS 50 ORDERED.

Fuly 14, 2025

Manning, South Carolina

P

W, T. Geddings; r/”’
Special Referee for Berkeley County

,_
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA Aug 05 2025

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS !
IN THE SUPREME COURT SC G@Uft Gf AQ FB eéilg

APPEAL FROM BERKELEY COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
W.T. GEDDINGS, SPECIAL REFEREE

Case No: 2023-CP-08-00547

U.S. Bank Trust National Association, Not in its Individual Capacity but Solely as Owner
Trustee for VRMTG Asset Trust,
Respondent,
V.
Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty J. Shine, In-dividually and as Personal Representative of the
Tistate of Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford Willie Moultrie, et al;

Appellant,

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Beity J. Moulirie aka Betty J. Shine appeals the order denying Rule 59(e) Motion
of the Honorable W.T. Geddings dated July 14, 2025. Appellant received a written notice
of entry of this order denying Rule 5%(e) on July 14, 2025,

RESPRCYTULLY SUBMITTED,
THE CURRY LAW FIRM, LLC

s/liduardo IS, Curry

Eduardo K. Corry, Esq

Post Office Box 42270

Nozsth Charleston, South Carolina 20423
(843) 767-5284

(843) 767-5286 (Fax)

Attorney for Appellate

Dated: July 25, 2025





Other Counsels of Record:

Heidi B. Carey

2838 Devine Street
Columbia, SC 29205
303.799.9993

Attorney for Respondent

M. McMulien Taylor
2838 Devine Street
Columbia, SC 29205
803.799.9993

Attorney for Respondent

Cynthia J. Lowery

78 Wentworth Street
Charleston, SC 29401
843.579.7023

Attorney for Respondent

Kelley Yarborough Woody
P.O. Box 6432

Columbia, SC 29260
803-787-9678

Attorngy for Respondent





. Aug 05 2025
PROOK OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL SG Q@Uft m‘} App@ﬁls

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
IN THE SUPREME COURT

APPEAL FROM BERKELRY COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
W.T. GEDDINGS, SPECIAL REFEREE

Case No: 2025-0015

US Bank Trust National Association, Not in Its Individual Capacity but Solely
a8 Owner Trostee for VRMTG Asset Trust,

Respondent,
V.

Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty J. Shine, Individually and ag Personal
Representative of the Fstate of Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford Willic
Moultrie; The Personal Representative, if any, whose name is unknown, of the
Estate of Corinth Moultrie; Bradford Moultrie aka Bradford Moultrie, 11;

and any other Heirs-at-Law or Devisees of Bradford Moulirie aka Bradford
Willie Moultrie, Deceased, and Corinth Moultrie, Deceased, their heirs,
Personal Representatives, Adminisirators, Successors and Assigns, and all
other persons entitled to claim through them; all unknown persons with any
right, title or interest in the real estate described herein; also, any persons who
may be in the military service of the United States of America, being a class
designated as John Doe; and any unknown minors or persons under a
disability being a class designated as Richard Roe, South Carolina Federal
Credit Union, and Berkeley Electric Cooperative, lnc., Defendants,

of which Beity J. Moultrie is the Appellant.

Appellant.,

PROOF OF SERVICE

The Appellaats certify that the NOTICE OF APPEAL and ORDER DENYING RULE
59(e) was served on the Respondents by emailing a .pdf copy of the same to their counsels of

record on August 5, 2025,





Heidi B. Carey

Attorney for Respondent

M. MeMullen Taylor
mitaylor@iplfizm.com
Attorney for Respondent

Cynthia J. Lowery
cynthislowery@mvalaw.com
Attorpey for Respondent

Kelley Yarborough Woody
kwoody@kelleywoody.com
Attorney for Respondent

Lucas 8. Fautua

Altorney for Respondent

David Shelton Kershaw

Attorney for Respondent

Damon Christian Wlodarczyk
damonw@hnblaw.com
Attorney for Respondent

Dated: August 5, 2025

RESPECTIULLY SUBMITTED,
THE CURRY LAW WIRM, LLC

s/Eduarde K, Cwiry

Eduardo K. Curry, Esq

Post Office Box 42270

North Charleston, South Carolina 29423
(843) 767-5284

(843) 767-5286 (Fax)

Attorney for Appellants







From: currylawfirm@bellsouth.net <currylawfirm@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Tuesday, August 5, 2025 3:51 PM

To: Heidi Carey <hcarey@rplfirm.com>; Mullen Taylor <mtaylor@rplfirm.com>;
cynthialowery@mvalaw.com; kwoody@kelleywoody.com; Ifautua@smithdebnamlaw.com;
davidkershawlaw@gmail.com; damonw@hnblaw.com; Court Of Appeals Filings
<ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Subject: Re: US Bank Trust National Association vs. Betty J. Moultrie aka Betty J. Shine
(2025-0015)

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise caution before
clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good afternoon,

| hope this email finds you well. Please see attached served upon you the Proof of Service, Notice of
Appeal and Order/Judgment which was denied.

Thank you,

Heema Patel - Paralegal to Eduardo K. Curry, Esq

The Curry Law Firm, LLC
6518-D Dorchester Road
North Charleston, SC 29418
Office: (843) 767-5284

Fax: (843) 767-5286

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain
information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or
disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact
the sender immediately and delete all copies of the message and any attachments.



