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PROCEEDTINGS
* * * * * *

THE COURT: This is Deutsche Bank
National Company as trustee for the GMC loan
versus Abrecht, Betti and William Abrecht. Case
Number 2015-CP-38-00581. And this is a motion for
reconsideration filed by -- I want to be clear.
This is the motion filed by Mr. Jung.

And have y'all fully retracted the --
I guess you would call it a motion, the filing
that was made by the Abrechts on their own person?

MR. JUNG: Judge, I think that we're
still on that one. So the motion was originally
filed by Counsel Roman Hammes. What he did was
attached this Exhibit A, which was their,
basically, pro se submission. So I feel like
we're still under that arrangement. I'm going to
narrow down what I gleaned from the Abrechts'
motion to maybe four things, but -- and then there
was a point that I made where I, you know,
basically supplemented the record with another
document that I'd like to address as well. But I
still think we're under the same original motion.

And I apologize that my -- I don't

know what happened between Mr. Hammes and the

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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Abrechts. But I think he was basically saying,
I'm going to file your motion because you directed
me to do so. As far as arguing the merits of it,
I think he left it to them.

THE COURT: That's what I was kind of
getting at in the beginning. Do you need the
Abrechts here to assist in their filing?

MR. JUNG: No, I don't. I have had the
opportunity over the last week. I thank Your
Honor affording me the opportunity. I don't need
them to assist in my argument here today.

THE COURT: Give me one second. I
think I have that filing right here. Yes, I have
that printed out and ready. This is your motion.
Go ahead.

MR. JUNG: Thank your, sir. May it
please the court. 1I'd like to address the issue
that Your Honor just retrieved, which is my
affidavit introducing a matter of public record on
the Orangeburg Register of Deeds. Essentially,
Your Honor, that is an assignment by Deutsche Bank
to U.S. Bank, which occurred and was recorded on
January 31lst of 2022, some seven years after this
lawsuit got started. I understand when the

lawsuit got started that Deutsche Bank was

Clark Bolen, Inc.





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

HEARING

probably the proper holder of the mortgage and the
note. However, for reasons that I don't know 1it,
at some point in time they decided to transfer
that mortgage to U.S. Bank, presumably never
notifying plaintiff's counsel.

So, you know, when you have the trial
judge that Mr. Hammes handled. You have the
witness from Fay Servicing, Mr. Younger. He came
in and said, under no certain terms, three
occasions that I recall, that the proper holder of
that mortgage was Deutsche Bank. We know now that
is not true. I'm not suggesting that there was
any intentional misconduct. I do submit that it
is negligent, if not reckless, to testify with
such certainty having apparently not reviewed the
public records.

So it's my position, Judge, that the
plaintiffs need to amend its complaint or file a
new action, because right now the mortgage that is
being foreclosed upon pursuant to Your Honor's
order of August 15, 2025, is not held by the
plaintiff, Deutsche Bank.

So I read counsel's argument, and I
defer to their knowledge of these proceedings and

Your Honor's knowledge of the foreclosure

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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proceedings. It is, obviously, not my area of
primary practice. However, the point that was
made by counsel that the note follows the -- the
mortgage follows the note, that -- I can certainly
understand that whoever holds the obligation
should hold the means to enforce that obligation,
but here the mortgage separated from the note,
went to a third party, and Your Honor is ordering
basically a foreclosure sale in favor of Deutsche
Bank, which doesn't have that mortgage.

So I submit, Your Honor, that at the
very least Your Honor has to reform its order.
The plaintiff has to amend its complaint, whether
it's in a new filing or an amended complaint, and
bring in the proper party, which is, of course,
U.S. Bank, if we're going to engage in a
foreclosure.

I would note for the record that I
checked the original pleading. There is not a
separate cause of action for breach of contract
such as would be sufficient to be supported by a
note in and of itself that hasn't been paid. This
is a foreclosure action only. That was my point.
I don't want to belabor.

My next point, Your Honor, and this

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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may be a technicality or maybe just me being hyper
technical. But in Your Honor's August 15th order,
it says: '"Deficiency judgment demanded." And I
don't know for what intents and purposes this is
important, but in the original complaint that was
failed by the plaintiff, again, never amended,
deficiency judgment was waived. So I don't know
if that's something that we need to be concerned
about, but I would just note that -- and I'm
assuming that Your Honor signed a proposed order
that, you know, was prepared by counsel. Maybe it
was an oversight on behalf of plaintiff's counsel,
but it's my understanding that when you waive the
deficiency judgment, you can't come back and
reassert it down the line without at least
amending your complaint, and that never happened.
Now, getting to the arguments that
were put forth by the defendants, Abrechts,
through Mr. Hammes, the argument that I believe
was attempted to be made -- and I'm just going to
try to state it so it's clear -- is that there was
a lack of foundation for the business records that
came in. I have no problem with Your Honor's -- I
think a very fair foundation was laid showing that

the note, the mortgage, whatever other critical

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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documents that were part of the foreclosure action
were business records of Fay Servicing, which was
Mr. Younger. However, those documents needed to
be authenticated by testimony from either MERS,
which was the original, I guess, agent for the
original mortgagee, which was GMAC. And I don't
see any testimony in the record from -- you know,
and MERS was a party to this action, but I didn't
see any foundation testimony to establish that
that note was a business record of MERS or GMAC.
Normally, on 99 out of 100
foreclosures it's not an issue. But as Your Honor
is aware, 1n this case the defendants were
challenging that their -- that note -- they did
not accept that note. They were challenging the
authenticity of that note. And I appreciate that
I don't have the history in the case that
plaintiff's counsel does. But I just feel that if
you're going to -- if you're on notice that the
defendants have challenged the authenticity of the
note that you want to say entitles you to enforce
an obligation, you ought to have had foundation
testimony to establish the business record by the
maker of that note and by the subsequent servicer,

which was MERS. I didn't see that. I'll just

Clark Bolen, Inc.





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

HEARING

note my objection preserving the record there,
Your Honor.

This is a related point to that
argument, Your Honor. That, Your Honor,

Mr. Hammes tried to offer evidence of asking you
to take judicial notice of certain past, I guess,
adjudications that GMAC and MERS had concerning
some of their business practices, that they were
filing mortgage foreclosures without the
authority, that they were engaged in some
misconduct that Mr. Hammes asked Your Honor to
take judicial notice of. Your Honor declined to
do so, and I think that it was reasonable for that
evidence to come in given that the defense of the
Abrechts and Mr. Hammes was trying to establish
was that the Deutsche Bank did not have authority
to institute this foreclosure proceeding.

I understand there was an issue of a
competing satisfaction of mortgage. That's
separate, but when -- I think it would have been
reasonable for Your Honor to admit the evidence,
take judicial notice of those prior proceedings
that were called in question. I don't know who
the governmental authority was, whether it was the

consumer protection agency or some kind of

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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regulatory authority, but what I think Mr. Hammes
was trying to offer was evidence that they have
had these irregularities in the past, and it was
reasonable to support the Abrechts' contention
that this is another incidence of such an
irregularity.

My last point, Your Honor, is not
meant to be personal. But I would submit, Your
Honor, that it was improper for Your Honor to
reach into his -- Your Honor's experience with
numerology (sic) to dispel or dispute the
Abrechts' testimony about these thousand dollar
bills. I think Mr. Hammes made that point or that
there was, apparently, some misunderstanding or
communication about that these were -- this cash
transaction at issue supposedly was a bunch of
hundred dollar bills wrapped up somehow became
thousand dollar bills. I think that that was some
kind of confusion on your part.

And to the extent that Your Honor, you
know, referenced things that were outside the
record and based on your experience, again, I
thought that was improper, and it negatively
impacted upon the credibility of the defendants,

which I think, you know, you certainly had enough
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material to -- you had -- if you wanted to make a
correct finding, it should have been with matters
in the record and not matters outside the record,
in all due respect, Your Honor.

Those are the points that I felt were
fair points that I would like to preserve for the
record. Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Ms. Downey or Mr. Kay.

MS. DOWNEY: Your Honor, Jane Downey
for the plaintiffs. And I will defer to Mr. Kay
also. But I just wanted to say that as far as
amending the complaint to list a different
plaintiff, we're willing to do that. We'll be
happy to provide the court with an order that
amends the complaint to list the plaintiff.

As far as Mr. Jung's point about the
deficiency waived, Your Honor was the one who
wrote the order, not us. And I will agree to
waive the deficiency. I do think that the
defendants received a discharge of their personal
obligation, and we are satisfied with just asking
to foreclose on the property and waive the
deficiency.

As to the third point, there was a lot

going on in that third point. And I think to kind

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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of keep things concise as to the documents that
need to be authenticated by MERS or GMAC, Fay was
the servicer before the transfer that -- the
assignment that Mr. Jung is talking about, and Fay
also was the servicer after the assignment. So
Fay was the servicer the entire time.

The case that I cited, the Allens case
that is interpreting South Carolina law, does say
in South Carolina the servicer can foreclose.

MERS was dismissed from the case. GMAC sold the
loan. I don't know that they were necessary, but
us certainly if they were, then Mr. Abrecht could
have brought them to the hearing and did not.

This court also ordered that the note
itself is the authentic note that's being
foreclosed. And under South Carolina law, the
bearer of the note can foreclose on the note. And
Your Honor found that plaintiff had the original
note, that Ashley Fay has the original note, and
Fay being the servicer with the original note can
foreclose on the property, being the holder of the
note.

As far as any judicial notice of
irregularities, I don't know that there was

anything of court record or any other place that

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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Mr. Abrecht or Mr. Hammes tried to show the court
of specific irregularities of specific places for
the court to take judicial notice. And even if
that had happened, that would just be a red
herring. I mean, that would not matter as to
there is a note and payment is in default. We
have the note. So anything that happened with
GMAC years and years ago I still don't think is
relevant to the foreclosure that we have.

And Your Honor's numismatic
experience, I think, you know, I'm going to defer
to the court as far as what the court feels is
proper, but I think it was just an additional
comment that the court made, not something that
the court used specifically to determine that this
note is in default and plaintiff has the right to
foreclose.

With that, I'll defer to Mr. Kay.

MR. KAY: Thank you, Your Honor. Just
briefly. I know Mr. Jung's affidavit and his
statements were -- talked about a dismissal of the
case. I note that no statutes or rules are cited
in these. But Rules 19 and 21 specifically
provide that a case would not be dismissed, under

21, if there is misjoinder of parties. So the

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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plaintiff would have the right to amend. And by
amend, it would be amending the order. There
would be no requirement that I know of under the
rules or under case authority to start the action
over again.

At the time the plaintiff's complaint
was filed, the -- based on those assignments, the
assignment was directed into Deutsch Bank. The
assignment that was recorded was not done until
2022. So if anything were to be amended, it would
just be to amend the final order to show that the
lienholder of record was U.S. Bank, rather than
Deutsche Bank. But under Rule 19 and 21, we would
have the right to do that.

As Ms. Downey mentioned, the note --
the mortgage follows the note. The note was
turned into bearer paper as the last endorsement
was made -- endorsed in blank. Fay held that
note. If we had the trial again today with a
different plaintiff listed, the testimony would be
exactly the same. Fay is testifying, Mr. Younger
testified because the records and the servicing
contract is held by Fay. They were accountable
for protecting the records as to transactions made

because they are the servicer. They were in

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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possession of the note. And under the Downs case,
the other Woodley case in U.S. Bankruptcy Court
from Judge Waites, the holder of bearer paper has
the right to enforce that note and that loan.

So I think if anything needs to be
done, it would be just an amendment of the final
order to reflect that the leaning on of records
U.S. Bank rather than Deutsche Bank, but it
wouldn't change any of the testimony.

One other point that I did want to
mention, Mr. Jung was talking about the
foundation, the foundation records. MERS does not
do any transactions. It's simply a registry for
listing who the name of the mortgage is into at
the time so it can be notified of any changes on
the courthouse records. The foundation that --
this came up during the hearing. Mr. Hammes
objected to plaintiff's testimony regarding the
note, mortgage, and the financial records.

Your Honor, at that time I brought up
the CW Haynes case. While there are no cases that
I could find that say that that testimony would
not be allowed in, the CW Haynes case, that has
been around for years, allows for testimony from a

mortgage servicer even if those -- and those

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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financial records are allowed in even if the
transactional records were handled at some point
by a previous servicer or entity, which is exactly
what we had in this case. The mortgage had been
around for a number of years and had changed
servicing a couple of times. But the CW Haynes
case authorizes the introduction of those records
despite not having every single entity involved in
the case from the origination of the loan. So we
would dispute that point about the foundation
being improper.

That's all I have, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Any reply, Mr. Jung?

MR. JUNG: The only reply, Judge, 1is
that I understand how the mortgage will follow a
note when a note is assigned, but this case is
different in the sense that the mortgage got
assigned away from the holder of the note. And I
don't think that there's any dispute that Deutsche
Bank might hold the note, but if Deutsche Bank is
going to foreclose, which is the current
situation, it ought to own the mortgage, but it
doesn't.

So I think that's a different

situation. I couldn't look up the case that

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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counsel was referring, because it was another
reported opinion, but I think there's no reason to
dispute that, because when a note is assigned, the
mortgage is part and parcel, but that's not what
happened here.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Mr. Jung, you couldn't find
the Knowles case or the Haynes case?

MR. JUNG: The case that was like a
Nolus (sic) versus a specialized such and such. I
couldn't find it.

THE COURT: It's provided in a link, I

think.
MS. DOWNEY: Yes, I provided the link.
MR. JUNG: I'm sorry, I didn't see it.
As I said, I don't have any reason to dispute. It
says what it says. I'm just saying the facts are

different here.

THE COURT: I read the whole case, and
well-reasoned, well-written.

T will take this under advisement.
But, clearly, they're conceding amending the
order. Now, according to John, we can amend the
order rather than the complaint and amend my

order.
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And, yes, it was my mistake. I asked
y'all a couple -- not y'all, but your previous --
the previous lawyer and the plaintiff's lawyers a
couple of times, Is this true? 1Is this true?

Just to help me work my way through the order that
I wrote. And the deficiency, that was an issue I
missed. So that will certainly be amended.

You're clear on that, Jane, right? We
can amend the order and not the -- don't have to
go all the way back to the complaint? Is that
correct, John?

MR. KAY: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: So we'll definitely make
those two changes at this point. And that's
according to Rule 19 and 21 that we will amend the
case caption.

And then the issues of the servicer,
IT'11l just make this comment: The whole issue of
the servicer, it's come up before. It's a usual
defense. And, you know, my understanding of the
use of the servicer i1s it makes sense to me, but
sometimes the servicer is the only consistent
party. And being that, they make the best, most
efficient case by bringing in the servicer. So

based on that, I'm going to deny any change

Clark Bolen, Inc.
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related to the ejection on the servicer. That's
going to remain as -- that's just going to be a
loss on this motion.

Let's see. We have the business
records on MERS and GMAC. TI'll just comment on
that, too. Those were -- that was a situation --
and I read as much of that as I could stomach, to
be honest with you. Quite frankly, the name
popped up in that case and in the Knowles case
that popped up in this case as well, and it
troubled me quite a bit. But the material that
they wanted me to take judicial notice of was -- I
don't think it met the standard for judicial
notice from what they provided me. They
clearly -- you know, I think Jane called it a red
herring. It may have been. It didn't come in.
So I'm not going to weigh on it.

The material that they wanted me to
look at I thought did not meet the standard
certainly for judicial notice, but it also didn't
seem relevant to this case in South Carolina.
That happened elsewhere at a different time, and
it didn't even -- when I make a finding of some of
those basic documents, the fundamental documents

that were questionable at best, that didn't come
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from the plaintiff's side. That came from the
defendants' side. And if I had had an inkling
that there was something amiss on the plaintiff's
side I may have ruled otherwise on that issue, but
that was not the case here. There was so much on
the defendants' side that just didn't match any of
the sort of fact pattern and things that were
going on in those other cases that were referred
to that I did have a chance to try to weigh a bit
through.

I think that brings me, finally, to
the thousand dollar bills. And I'll say this.
You read what I wrote, and it's quite clear. I
don't think my finding was based on the thousand
dollar bills. I think the thousand dollar bills
was part of the credibility and the entire
transaction that happened in that Connecticut
bank. And so -- and I mean what I say. I was an
active numismatic for most of my life. My dad got
me started in that. I would have been thrilled to
have ever seen one of those bills. I would have
been thrilled. I didn't even look anything up; I
knew so much about them that I sort of put it in
there because I knew about them for decades and

decades. They were sort of like a unicorn in a
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way.
MR. JUNG: Holy Grail.
THE COURT: Seriously. So, you know,
of course, I'm going to rule against you on -- if

my finding was based on the thousand dollar bills,
I would weigh it a little more heavily, but it
certainly wasn't. I do appreciate your motion,
Mr. Jung.

And did I miss one of your points? I
don't think I did. Yeah, I think I've got them
all.

And Jane or John, which of you would
like to write this order? We don't have to
rewrite my entire other order, but we can
certainly amend it with a short --

MR. KAY: We'll work together on that.

THE COURT: Why don't you pass it to
Mr. Jung. Mr. Jung, I appreciate your motion. I
really do.

MR. JUNG: Thank you, Judge. I
appreciate your consideration. Thank you,
Counsel. I appreciate you.

THE COURT: I hope your clients are
okay and they are okay with having not been here

as well.
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MR. JUNG: Yes, sir, they walked in.

didn't want to interrupt Your Honor. They're
here. They caught about two-thirds of it, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you.

(The hearing was concluded at 10:00
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

I, Roxanne M. Easterwood, Registered
Professional Reporter and Notary Public for the
State of South Carolina at Large, do hereby
certify that the foregoing transcript is a true,
accurate, and complete record.

T further certify that I am neither
related to nor counsel for any party to the cause
pending or interested in the events thereof.

Witness my hand, I have hereunto
affixed my official seal this 6th day of October,
2025 at Charleston, Charleston County, South

Carolina.

Roxanne M. Easterwood, RPR
My Commission expires
November 19, 2034
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amended (4)
amending (4)
amendment (/)
amends (/)
amiss (/)
apologize (/)
apparently (2)
APPEARANCES
(1)

appreciate (5)
area (/)
arguing (/)
argument (4)
arguments (/)
arrangement (/)
Ashley (/1)
asked (2)
asking (2)
assigned (3)
assignment (5)
assignments (/)
assist (2)
assuming (/)
attached (/)
attempted (/)
August (2)

HEARING

authentic (/)
authenticated (2)
authenticity (2)
authority (5)
authorizes (/)
aware (/)

<B>

back (2)
Baker (/)
Bank (/9)
Bankruptey (/)
based (5)
basic (/)
basically (4)
bearer (3)
Bearman (/)
beginning (/)
behalf (/)
belabor (/)
believe (/)
Berkowitz (/)
best (2)
Betti (2)
bills (8)

bit (2)
blank (/)
BOLEN (/)
Bowman (/)
breach (/)
briefly (/)
bring (/)
bringing (/)
brings (/)
brought (2)
bunch (/)
business (6)

<C>

C/IA (1)
Caldwell (/)
call (/)
called (2)
caption (/)
CAROLINA (7)
Case (29)
cases (2)
cash (/)
caught (/)
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cause (2)
certain (2)
certainly (7)
certainty (/)
CERTIFICATE (2)
certify (2)
challenged (/)
challenging (2)
chance (/)
change (2)
changed (/)
changes (2)
CHARLESTON (3)
checked (/)
cited (2)
CLARK (/)
clear (4)
clearly (2)
clients (/)
Columbia (/)
come (5)
comment (3)
Commission (/)
COMMON (1)
communication (/)
Company (2)
competing (/)
complaint (/0)
complete (/)
conceding (/)
concerned (/)
concerning (/)
concise (/)
concluded (/)
confusion (/)
Connecticut (/)
consideration (/)
consistent (/)
consumer (/)
contention (/)
contract (2)
correct (2)
COUNSEL (10)
counsel's (/)
COUNTY (2)
couple (3)
course (2)
COURT (25)
courthouse (/)
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credibility (2)
critical (/)
current (/)
CW (3)

<D>

dad (/)
DATE (/)
day (/)
decades (2)
decided (/)
declined (/)
Deeds (/)
default (2)
Defendants (&)
defense (2)
defer (4)
Deficiency (7)
definitely (/)
demanded (/)
deny (/)
despite (/)
determine (/)
Deutsch (/)
Deutsche (/2)
different (6)
directed (2)
Disability (/)
discharge (/)
dismissal (/)
dismissed (2)
dispel (/)
dispute (5)
document (/)
documents (J5)
dollar (7)
Donelson (/)
Downey (6)
Downs (/)
due (/)

<E>
Easterwood (3)
efficient (/)
either (/)
ejection (/)
endorsed (/)
endorsement (/)
enforce (3)

engage (/)
engaged (/)
entire (3)
entitles (/)
entity (2)
Essentially (/)
establish (3)
events (/)
evidence (4)
exactly (2)
Exhibit (/)
Exhibits (/)
experience (3)
expires (/)
extent (/)

<F>

fact (/)

facts (/)
failed (/)
fair (2)

far (5)

favor (/)
Fay (10)
Fayetteville (/)
feel (2)

feels (/)

felt (/)

file (2)

filed (4)
filing (5)
final (2)
finally (/)
financial (2)
find (3)
finding (4)
Firm (/)
follow (/)
follows (3)
foreclose (6)
foreclosed (2)
foreclosure (7)
foreclosures (2)
foregoing (/)
forth (/)
found (/)
foundation (§)
four (/)
frankly (/)

HEARING

fully (/)
fundamental (/)
further (/)

<G>
getting (2)
Give (/)
given (/)
gleaned (/)
GMAC (§)
GMC (1)
Go (2)
going (/4)
governmental (/)
Grail (/)
guess (3)

<H>
Hammes (/7)
hand (/)
handled (2)
happened (7)
happy (/)
Haynes (4)
HEARING (4)
heavily (/)
held (3)
help (/)
hereunto (/)
herring (2)
history (/)
hold (2)
holder (5)
holds (/)
Holy (/)
honest (/)
Honor (26)
Honor's (6)
hope (/)
hundred (/)
Hutchens (/)

hyper (/)

<I>
impacted (/)
important (/)
improper (3)
incidence (/)
Injury (/)
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inkling (/)
institute (/)
intentional (/)
intents (/)
interested (/)
interpreting (/)
interrupt (/)
introducing (/)
introduction (/)
involved (/)
irregularities (3)
irregularity (/)
issue (7)

issues (/)

its (3)

<J>

Jane (J5)
January (/)
John (4)
Judge (7)
judgment (3)
judicial (8)
Jung (/9)
Jung's (2)

<K>

Kay (7)

keep (1)
kind (4)
knew (2)
know (20)
knowledge (2)
Knowles (2)

<L>

lack (/)
laid (/)
Large (/)
Law (3)
lawsuit (2)
lawyer (/)
lawyers (/)
leaning (/)
left (/)
lienholder (/)
life (/)
Line (2)
link (2)





list (2)

listed (/)
listing (/)

little (/)

Loan (5)
LOCATION (1)
look (3)

loss (/)

lot (/)

<M >

Main (/)
maker (/)
match (/)
material (3)
matter (2)
matters (2)
mean (2)
means (/)
meant (/)
meet (/)
mention (/)
mentioned (/)
merits (/)
MERS (9)
met (/)
misconduct (2)
misjoinder (/)
missed (/)
mistake (/)
misunderstanding
(1)

Mortgage (20)
mortgagee (/)
motion (//)

Mount (/)
<N>
name (2)

narrow (/)
National (2)
NC (1)
necessary (/)
need ()
needed (/)
needs (/)
negatively (/)
negligent (/)
neither (/)

never (3)

new (2)

Nolus (/)
Normally (/)
Notary (/)
note (39)
notice (9)
notified (/)
notifying (/)
November (/)
Number (2)
numerology (/)
numismatic (2)

<0>
objected (/)
objection (/)
obligation (4)
obviously (/)
occasions (/)
occurred (/)
October (2)
offer (2)
official (/)
okay (2)
opinion (/)
opportunity (2)

ORANGEBURG (2)

order (/6)
ordered (/)
ordering (/)
original (§)
originally (/)
origination (/)
ought (2)
outside (2)
oversight (/)

<P>
Page (/)
paid (/)
paper (2)
parcel (/)
part (4)
parties (/)
party (5)
pass (/)
pattern (/)
payment (/)

HEARING

PC (1)
pending (/)
person (/)
personal (2)
place (/)
places (/)
Plaintiff (/0)
plaintiffs (2)
plaintiff's (8)
pleading (/)
PLEAS (/)
Pleasant (/)
please (/)
point (/5)
points (3)
popped (2)
position (/)
possession (/)
practice (/)
practices (/)
prepared (/)
preserve (/)
preserving (/)
presumably (/)
previous (3)
primary (/)
printed (/)
prior (/)

pro (/)
probably (/)
problem (/)
proceeding (/)
proceedings (3)
Professional (/)
Proffered (/)
proper (4)
property (2)
proposed (/)
protecting (/)
protection (/)
provide (2)
provided (3)
public (3)
purposes (/)
pursuant (/)
put (2)

<Q>
question (/)
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questionable (/)
Quite (3)

<R>
Ramsey (/)
reach (/)
read (4)
ready (/)
really (/)
reason (2)
reasonable (3)
reasons (/)
reassert (/)
recall (/)
received (/)
reckless (/)

reconsideration (/)

record (/4)
recorded (2)
records (/3)
red (2)
referenced (/)
referred (/)
referring (/)
reflect (/)
reform (/)
regarding (/)
Register (/)
Registered (/)
registry (/)
regulatory (/)
related (3)
relevant (2)
remain (/)
reply (2)
REPORTED (2)
REPORTER (3)
requirement (/)
respect (/)
retracted (/)
retrieved (/)
reviewed (/)
rewrite (/)
right (7)
Road (/)
Roman (/)
Roxanne (3)
RPR (2)
Rule (3)
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ruled (/)
rules (3)

<S>

sale (/)
satisfaction (/)
satisfied (/)
saying (2)
says (3)

SC (3)

se (/)

seal (/)
second (/)
see ()

seen (/)
sense (2)
separate (2)
separated (/)
Seriously (/)
servicer (/5)
Servicing (4)
seven (/)
short (/)
show (2)
showing (/)
sic (2)

side (4)
signed (/)
simply (/)
single (/)

sir (3)
situation (3)
sold (/)
sorry (/)
sort (3)
SOUTH (7)
specialized (/)
specific (2)
specifically (2)
standard (2)
start (/)
started (3)
STATE (3)
statements (/)
statutes (/)
stomach (/)
Street (2)
submission (/)
submit (3)

subsequent (/)
sufficient (/)
suggesting (/)
Suite (2)
supplemented (/)
support (/)
supported (/)
supposedly (/)

<T>

take (6)
talked (/)
talking (2)
technical (/)
technicality (/)
terms (/)
testified (/)
testify (/)
testifying (/)
testimony (/0)
thank (8)
thereof (/)
things (4)
think (29)
third (3)
thought (2)
thousand (6)
three (/)
thrilled (2)
TIME (7)
times (2)
today (2)
transaction (2)
transactional (/)
transactions (2)
transcript (/)
transfer (2)
trial (2)

tried (2)
troubled (/)
true (4)
Trust (2)
Trustee (2)
try (2)

trying (2)
turned (/)
two (/)
two-thirds (/)

HEARING

<U>

U.S (6)
understand (4)
understanding (2)
unicorn (/)

use (/)

usual (/)

<V>
versus (2)
Virtual (/)
vs (1)
VTC (1)

<W>

Waites (/)
waive (3)
waived (2)
walked (/)
want (J5)
wanted (4)
way (3)

week (/)
weigh (3)

well (3)
well-reasoned (/)
well-written (/)
went (/)
we're (9)
William (3)
willing (/)
witness (2)
Woodley (/)
work (2)
wrapped (/)
write (/)
wrote (3)
WWW.CLARKBOL
EN.COM (/)

<Y>

y'all (3)
Yeah (/)
years (J)
Younger (3)

<Z>
Zoom (/)
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Milam, Ben <bmilam@bradley.com>; gwhitley@zwickerpc.com; byoung@bakerdonelson.com;
mcgriffin1803 @gmail.com; jake@shulerlawfirm.com; astewart@alaw.net;
greg.wooten@thefoundationlegalgroup.com

Subject: Deutsche Bank Trust v. Abrecht; Case No.: 2025-002277

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

| represent the Appellants who are filing a Motion for an Extension of Time to file a Hearing
Transcript and extend the briefing schedule re time to file the Initial Brief and Designation of
Matters to be Included in the ROA. | will submit this Motion (original and six copies) by mail
with $50.00 filing fee. Thank you.

William B. Jung, Esq.
Attorney
Jung Disability and Injury Advocates

[ (843) 576-4200 | (843) 364-1176
u bradjung@msn.com |
Dhtt s://www.jungdisabilitylaw.com/

1156 Bowman Road Suite 200, Mount Pleasant, S.C.
29464

~~~ 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.


https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___https:/www.jungdisabilitylaw.com/___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOjMxOWY4MGRiMDYzZWYzNTRmYzc1Njc2YWMwY2M1ZGIyOjc6YjAzMTo2YWRmYzU3NThlMzBlNmExM2RmYTBmZTE0NjMzZjg1NzkxZDAzMjY1MjY0NTI4NjU4ZTI2ZDlmMGJjNTEyNDUxOmg6VDpO
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___https:/www.facebook.com/JungDisabilityandInjuryAdvocates___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOjMxOWY4MGRiMDYzZWYzNTRmYzc1Njc2YWMwY2M1ZGIyOjc6MDA0NTo0MGEwYzA0ODBmYmY5NjgxOWJkN2MxNDQyZWVkOGIyNzQwODY4NzE5MTM5MzM5MzI3MDI0YjU3ZWVkYzVhNjUwOmg6VDpO
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___https:/www.linkedin.com/in/brad-jung-4041197/___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOjMxOWY4MGRiMDYzZWYzNTRmYzc1Njc2YWMwY2M1ZGIyOjc6Nzk2ODo0ZGQyZTc1ZWUyNzU4ODEwNzk0NWM4ZDNiNjRiYTI1NzQ2NTZjN2ExMWE2MjFkOWRiZGEwOWY2ZWNjY2I1YjZiOmg6VDpO

