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THE COURT: (Okay. Today is Friday, Septenber 4th,
2026. We are here for case nunber 202-CP-40-01229. And
this is the matter of NewRez, LLC, d/b/a Shell point
Mort gage Servicing versus Keiven K. Mentor. And | always
wonder if |'m supposed to be saying Kevin or Keiven. 1Is it
Kei ven?

MR M NTER  Yes, mm'am

THE COURT: | thought so. It's Keiven K Mnter and
others. And we are here on -- well, one, let ne just say
this is an expedited hearing. And we are here on three
notions or three matters filed by Defendant M nter. The
first is his Rule 60(b) Mtion to Vacate Board Judgnent and
Suppl enmental Mbdtion to Vacate Board Judgnment that was filed
and served Septenber 1st, 2026. He had a second issue,
whi ch was Defendant's formal notice of slander of title,
wrongful execution and demand for imedi ate adm nistrative
roster renoval. That was filed and served Septenber 2nd,
2026. And then thirdly, we had Defendant's notion to fix
t he anpbunt of supersedeas bond witten undertaki ng pending
appeal, which he filed and served on August the 31st, 2026.
Before we get started, let's get our appearances on the
record.

MR. PAGE: Martin Page for the Plaintiff, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay. M. Page, you've been with ne al

nor ni ng.
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MR PAGE: Yes, ma'am

THE COURT: Ckay. For Defendant?

MR. M NTER. Keiven K. Mnter and pro se, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. M. Mnter. Okay. GCkay. So, M.
Mnter, |ike before, you' ve been here before, so you kind
of know how t he process goes. Because these are your
notions, you get to present first and then Plaintiff's
counsel gets to respond. So, I'll hear you. W' re going
to do themin order. 1'll hear you on your first notion,
your Rule 60(b) notion to vacate void judgnent. But before
you get started, let ne do this so that we have a cl ear
record, because we have had a ot of things filed in this,
and I want to make sure we have a tinme line on the record.
So, hold on one second, because | wote sone things out.
kay. It seens that these proceedi ngs today are foll ow ng
up on the Order that | entered on April 20th, 26. That
order | entered denied Defendants Rule 12 notions and the
cross notions for sunmary judgnent. It also granted
Plaintiff's notion for sumary judgnment and judgnent of
foreclosure and sale. That was April 20th. | think I may
have just said August. But that was April 20th, 2026.
Fol I owi ng that order of April 20th, on April 30th, 2026,
Def endant Mnter tinely filed a Rule 59(e) notion to alter
or anend that judgnent. He also filed a notion to stay the

pendi ng foreclosure sale on May 4th, 2026. Reaffirmation
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of his Rule 59(e) notion was filed subsequently on My
22nd, 2026. And a notion to enforce his Rule 59(e) notion
to toll and suspend that pending foreclosure sale was filed
on May 28th, 2026. Defendant then filed a notice of appea
to the South Carolina Court of Appeals, and that was
entered on May 29th, 2026. The Court of Appeals filed a
remtter and dism ssed that matter on June 22nd, 2026,
because that Rule 59(e) notion was still pending before ne
inthis Court. | held a hearing on Defendant's notions on
June 24th, 2026, and | entered a Form 4 order follow ng
that hearing on June 25th, 2026. And in that order,
found that Defendant's several notions to stay the June
1st, 2026 foreclosure sale, as it related to the property,
was noved because the property had been renoved fromt hat
foreclosure roster, and it was not announced or it didn't
go up for sale in June, basically. And then after having
heard the arguments from both sides on Defendant's Rule
59(e) notion to reconsider, | denied that notion to alter
or amend. | denied that notion. Oay. So then follow ng
t hose proceedings, so far, are we all on the same page? 1Is
that what you all have that happened to you?

MR M NTER  Yes, ma'am

THE COURT: Okay. So then follow ng that determ nation
where | denied Defendant's Rule 59(e) notion, then these

notions that we have today, they follow that -- they follow
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ny denial of his 59(e) notion, on the summary judgnents.
So that brings us up to date. There have been sone other --
t here have been nunerous filings, but the public index can
give a good summary of that. | just want to nake sure we
have on the record kind of where we are procedurally. So
followng up fromny denial of the Rule 59(e) notion, now
we have Defendant's Rule 60(b)notion to vacate void
j udgnment and suppl enental notion to vacate void judgnent,
the one filed Septenber 1, 2026. And |I'm assum ng, M.
M nter, you're tal king about the vacate ny void judgnent
fromny Rule 59(e) denial? O are you still asking to
vacate the judgnent frommy order of finding summary
judgnent in favor of Plaintiff?

MR. M NTER:  Both, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay, both. Gkay. Ckay, good. So I|'ll
hear from you now on your Rule 60(b) notion.

MR. M NTER Ckay. Your Honor, before we proceed to
the nmerits -- can you all hear ne?

THE COURT: | can

MR M NTER Okay. All right. So before we proceed
to the nerits on the notions today, | nust place the
t hreshol d objection on the record. Plaintiff has | odged no
confidence in the existence of a warrants system under Rul e
3.7 of the South Carolina Rules of Professional Conduct,

and the Suprene Court holding that State v. Jones deci ded
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in 2001 to unsworn statements of counsel are not evidence.

| object to counsel offering any unsworn narrative fromthe
podiumto a supplied factual elenent, lay foundation, or
expl ai n docunenti ng processes that require persona

know edge under Rule 602, South Carolina Rules of Evidence.
| request that the court restrict counsel strictly to | ega
argunment and excl ude any unsworn factual assertion fromthe
evidentiary record. Additionally, as | hand up these

bi nders contai ning ny docunentary portfolio, | request that
this court take additional notice under Rule 201, South
Carolina Rules of Evidence, of the existence and filing of
t hese docunents within the court record. Pursuant to Rule
105, South Carolina Rules of Evidence, | explicitly state
that these docunents in the portfolio generated by the
Plaintiff, specifically the unverified Conplaint and the
recorded assignnent, are submtted strictly for the limted
purpose to the showi ng that facial defects, disjunctive
adm ssions, and m smatch identifiers. Under Rule 105,
these exhibits are not submitted to prove the truth of any
Plaintiff's self-serving hearsay assertions regardi ng death
or default, and their subm ssion does not waive ny
jurisdictional objection. Pursuant to the Court's

schedul ing order, we are addressing the Defendant's notion
to vacate and supplenental notion first because this notion

chal | enges the court's personal jurisdiction to execute a
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foreclosure sale. Resolving it first is procedurally
mandat ory and renoves any need for a state bond. | am
handi ng up nmy conprehensive pair of binders containing ny
docunentary portfolio divided into sections 1, 2, and 3,
and they're already nunbered.

(Defendant s Exhibit No. 1 was marked for identification
pur poses - (13 pages) Portfolio.)

MR MNTER Now, if you could please turn to tab 1
docunent 1, which is the certified i ndependent title search
and attorney title opinion signed by a |icensed South
Carolina attorney, M. Harry Al exander Carver, Esquire,
South Carolina, bar nunber 102487. M. Carver certifies
under his license that the sole fee sinple record owner of
this property is the Keiven Keon Mnter Trust. Now, if you
woul d | ook at tab 1, docunment 1.2, which is the recorded
trust transfer deed. Your Honor, the Plaintiff's
forecl osure judgnment was attained strictly against ne in ny
i ndi vi dual capacity. Yet the Plaintiff is attenpting to
execute this individual's decree to seize and sell a
physi cal asset owned by a separate non-party private trust.
Understand the building and | oan associ ati on versus Jones
is added in 1923. The record owner of the equity of
redenption is an indispensable party to a foreclosure.

Nam ng and serving the record owner goes directly to the

court subject matter jurisdiction over the property itself.
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The Plaintiff cannot claimthey made an i nnocent m stake.

If you would turn to tab 1, docunent 1.3, this is a stanp
file copy of ny notion to disniss |lis pendens, which
physically served and filed on the docket of this case on
July 30th, 2025, attaching the recorded trust deed. d ains
counsel has had actual docketed notice of this trustee's
sinple ownership for over a year. Yet they willfully chose
to bypass the trust, refused to join the indispensable
party, and pushed forward with an individual judgnent.
Because the record owner was never joined, this judgnent is
void ab initio under Rule 60(b)(4), South Carolina Rules of
Procedure. Now if you would turn to tab 2, docunents 2.1
and 2.2, which contain the official county real estate tax
record. These records prove that Plaintiff's active tax
agent CorelLogic has paid property tax bills mailed directly
to ny active address at 2216 W Branch Road, Col unbia, South
Carolina 29223 since 2024. Conpare this with tab 2,
docunment 2.3, which is the sworn petition for order of
publication in paragraph 5. Plaintiff s counsel J. Martin
Page Esquire sworn to oath to this Court that they
conducted a diligent skip trace search and that it did not
yi el d any ot her possible physical address besides Sandpi ne
Crcle. Your Honor, there is no skip trace report in the
court record. Pl ease exam ne tab 2, docunent 2.4, which

is the certified case history. Under Rule 800.310 of the
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South Carolina Rules of Evidence, the absence of this
public record on the docket is objected, adm ssible proof
of its non-existence in the record. They withheld the skip
trace report because its production would have instantly
reveal ed ny active address at 2216 W Branch Road, Col unbi a,
South Carolina 29223. The very address their own tax
servicer, CorelLogic, was actively mailing checks to. They
committed process perjury and withheld the report to bypass
physi cal service and obtain an order of publication. Under
Montgonery v. Mullins, Court of Appeals 1997, service by
publication is void ab initio if obtained via a fal se
affidavit. Personal jurisdiction never attacked, rendering
the foreclosure decree a conplete nullity under Rule
60(b)(4). Finally, let's ook at the debt itself. Please
turn to tab 3, docunent 3.1, which is the signature page of
the Conplaint, proving it is conpletely unverified and
carries zero corporate endorsenent or oath. Turn to tab 3,
docunment 3.2, which is paragraph 8 of their Conplaint.

They al |l ege they acquired the nortgage by assignment and/ or
corporate mergers. This disjunctive pleading is a form of
judicial adm ssion that they do not know and cannot prove
how t hey all egedly acquired this debt. Under Rule 17,
South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, they |ack
standing. Now |look at tab 3, docunent 3.3, which contains

the sales history section of the certified title. Search
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updat ed August 27, 2026. The sales history records every

| egal transfer of this property. There is no entry

what soever for NewRez, Shellpoint, or corporate
predecessors. They are conplete recorded strangers to the
physical chain of title. Now if you would, exam ne tab 3,
docunent 3.4, which is the physical Note fromny closing
files. Section 1 of the Note establishes a strict

t wo- pronged conjunctive definition of a note holder. The

| ender or anyone who takes this Note by transfer and who is
entitled to receive paynents under this Note is called a
note hol der. Conpare this to tab 3, docunent 3.5, the
nortgage, and tab 3, docunent 3.6, the recorded assi gnnent
of nortgage. The subject note and nortgage both secure and
identify loan identifier 38119041063, but the assignnent

t hey produced declines standing transfer |oan identifier
0579082406, an entirely different financial asset.

Plaintiff fails both prongs of the note hol der definition.
They fail prong one transfer because their assignnent
transfers a conpletely different | oan nunber, and they fai
prong two paynent, because they cannot prove ownership of
the actual underlying debt. Under Rule 17, South Carolina
Rul es of Civil Procedure, they lack standing to forecl ose
on a |l oan using an assignnent that transfers a conpletely
different I oan. Your Honor, because the record establishes

that the underlying judgnment is void for failure to join,
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t he i ndi spensable trust owners and void for process
perjuries, and because an active appeal is currently
pendi ng, this Court pertains to continuous jurisdiction to
i ssue and indicate a ruling under Rule 60, South Carolina
Rul es of Civil Procedure, and the Suprenme Court holding it
in South Carolina Public Service Authority v. Geat Western
Code, in 1993. Defendant respectfully requests that this
Court issue a witten certification indicating this intent
to grant nmy notion a vacate upon tenporary remand fromthe
Court of Appeals. | propose here to allowthe Plaintiff's
Counsel to present any sworn corporate w tness or
adm ssi bl e evidence to rebut these certified public
records, and | request a ruling fromthe Court on this, but
| so nove the notion

THE COURT: Al right. M. Page, |I'll hear fromyou.

MR. PAGE: Thank you, Your Honor. It appears that he
is challenging both the order of granting the foreclosure
as well as the order denying the notion to reconsider.
However, both of those Orders have been appealed to the
South Carolina Court of Appeals, so Il'mnot sure if it's
proper for this Court to review those orders at this point,
given that there is that pending appeal. But the Court
does have jurisdiction. These appear to be the sane
argunents that he's nade at both prior hearings and both

have al ready been denied, so we would ask that you deny
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this notion as well.

THE COURT: So | don't disagree. To the extent that
these notions are properly before nme, and | don't know t hat
they are with their appeal at the South Carolina Court of
Appeal s, to the extent that they are, | find that the
argunents are redundant fromthe prior notions hearings
that we've already had and for all of the reasons we found
in those hearings, and especially the original foreclosure
order, that challenges whether or not the plaintiff had the
ability to even foreclose on the property. They -- we've
gone through those argunents before, and ny findings
haven't changed from when | found the sunmary judgnent.
And I think we had an entire discussion back at that
summary judgnment hearing about what summary judgnent coul d
be deci ded on, based on the rule, and it's decided on the
pl eadi ngs and the docunents and the evidence and the
subm ssions on file. And | think back then, you were
really on the fact that there wasn't a witness in person,
M. Mnter, and | tried to explain back then that that
wasn't a requirenent for a summary judgnment hearing, but
here we are again, and |'mhearing it again. So just not
to bel abor and revisit all of those -- | mto the extent
that this notion is properly before nme, pending with your
appeal at the Court of Appeals, to the extent that's

properly before nme, |I'mdenying the Rule 60(b) notion. And
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| mjust -- I"'mtrying to be really careful, too, because
recogni ze you have an appeal at the Court of Appeals, and
I"mnot trying to in any way negatively inpact your appeal
process. kay. So the second was Defendant's fornma
notice of slander of title, wongful execution, and demand
for imedi ate adm ni strative roster renoval. That was the
one filed Septenber 2nd. And | actually don't need to hear
fromyou on this one, M. Mnter, because this one is noot
at this point. Your foreclosure sale, your property
foreclosure sale for this case and actually for another
case, they're not on our Septenber sale roster. They've
been renoved fromthe sale roster. And so let ne give you
alittle bit of background. Because this happened | ast
time when we had to pull your property fromthe June sale,
| believe, and you were upset that it was still show ng up
on the public index.

MR. M NTER  That s correct.

THE COURT: Even though it was pulled in our office.
And so, M. Mnter, it's kind of hard for ne. 1'mgoing to
explain it the best way | can, okay? The public index,
what you see on the public index is not a real-tinme thing.
So it takes a mnute fromwhat we have to do in our office
for it to show up on the public index. It happens from
things that happen in our office. It happens fromthe

Clerk of Court. It's not areal-tinme reflection of what's
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going on in a case. | think all of the offices, all of the
departnments, they do the best that they can to update it in
a tinmely manner. But when you're | ooking at sonething on
the public index, that's not necessarily what's happeni ng
in the office procedurally. And, M. Mnter, you can't
control how the Master-in-Equity office runs. So | say
that to say, this matter actually got pulled off of the
Sept enber foreclosure sale roster on Monday when | cane
back fromvacation. You are not able to see it because it
wasn't pulled off the public index until sometinme Wdnesday
af ternoon, sonetine naybe around 1:00. |'mnot sure. |
was trying to take care of a lot of matters, and | can't
remenber the exact time. But |I'msaying all that to say,
this next notion that you have is noot because it is not --
it came off of our sales roster in our office on Mnday
when | canme back fromvacation. It cane off of the public
i ndex sonetime Wednesday afternoon, sonetine maybe 1:00-
ish, I"'mnot sure. So it's not on the Septenber sales
roster, and it hasn't been since Monday. And so what |I'm
trying to explain to you that | tried to explain in June, |
know you're | ooking at the public index, and it | ooks to
you like it's on, but it's not on. So --

MR MNTER |Is there a way that | would be able to
contact your office just to go ahead and verify? Just a

future instance?
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THE COURT: Sure. Sure. So you can contact in our
office. If you' re not seeing it on the public index, and
it's not supposed to be up there pending your appeal to the
South Carolina Court of Appeals. But you can call ny
paral egal, Ms. Fristella Cornelius. And that nunber is
803-576. | think she's the 1905.

MR MNTER  And just to be clear, Your Honor, is this
pulled just for this nonth right here, or next nonth too?

THE COURT: So we get them as they get sent to us,
fromplaintiff's attorneys who are putting themup for
foreclosure. W receive themand they get put on a roster.
So | don't know what's being sent to our office until |
actually see the roster for the nonth.

MR. M NTER  Ckay.

THE COURT: So I'monly tal ki ng about Septenber
because we're in Septenber. | don't know what's been set
for Cctober

MR, M NTER  Ckay.

THE COURT: But for Septenber, | can tell you
definitively it got pulled off of our roster in ny office
on Monday. And then | saw it conme off the public index on
Wednesday.

MR M NTER Ckay. Well, now | have an avenue, so --

THE COURT: Yeah, okay. So based on that, the Court

finds that that second -- well, let ne allow you just -- |
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don't want to skip over the opportunity. D d you have
anyt hing you wanted to say to the second notion, M. Page?

MR PAGE: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Do you have any nore questions
about that M. Mnter, that process?

MR MNTER No. | mfine.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR M NTER That was the only thing | was trying to
prevent .

THE COURT: Ckay. So the Court finds that the second
notion is noot because the property has been pulled from
the Septenber foreclosure sale roster. GCkay. So now we
get to Defendant's third notion. And this was the notion,
| think, that both of you all were requesting an expedited
hearing on to set the supersedes bond because your matter
is at the South Carolina Court of Appeals. For this case,
for 2025-CP-40-01229. And |I'm saying that again because |
recogni ze that M. Mnter has two matters pending. And one

is at the Court of Appeals, which is this one. And then

the other one, | think, is still in nmy Court on another
Rul e 59(e) notion. So we're trying to get you all in for
an expedi ted hearing on the bond, because -- so that you

can conti nue your appeal with the Court of Appeals.
Because you being able to continue that appeal is dependent

on this part of the process.
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MR. M NTER  Correct.

THE COURT: Ckay. So | will hear fromyou, M.

M nter, on the issue of the bond and the witten
undertaking that's required pendi ng your appeal.

MR. M NTER. Okay. Because ny docunentary portfolio
establishes that the underlying judgnent is void for |ack
of personal subject matter jurisdiction, no foreclosure
sal e can proceed. And the requirenent of the supersedes
bond is noved. The Court of Equity cannot require a
citizen to pay a cash bond to stay aboard the decree.
However, if this Court refuses to dedicate the board
judgnment or stay the sale date, the Defendant respectfully
requests that the supersedeas bond be set at $0.00, or a
nom nal amount of $100. Under South Carolina equity,
requiring a massive cash bond froma citizen whose hone is
bei ng wongfully executed on when a separate trust owns the
property and service of process was facially fraudul ent,
woul d be an unconstitutional deprivation of the right to
due process. Furthernore, Plaintiff's purported security
interest is fully collateralized by the physical property.
They have explicitly waived the right to a deficiency
j udgnent and they cannot show any prejudice from preserving
the status quo pending the Court of Appeals' review of
these threshold jurisdictional defects. That is all, Your

Honor .
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THE COURT: (Ckay. M. Page, I'll hear fromyou on the
super sedeas anount .

MR. PAGE: Thank you, Your Honor. W believe a bond
shoul d be posted as required by the statute. The statute
isalittle difficult to read. Reading through it,
however, it speaks of having two sureties post essentially
rent for a period of tinme to protect the Plaintiff. And I
was able to find a recent case, Mntgonery Hol di ngs, LLC v.
Christopher Merlo fromthe Court of Appeals from 2026.

THE COURT: M. Page, the court reporter can't hear
you. Can you speak up a little bit nore or cone to the
m cr ophone?

MR, PAGE: (Okay. Yes. |It's the case of Montgonery
Hol di ngs, LLC v. Christopher J. Merlo. It was decided in
2026. And that was appeal of a nechanics lien foreclosure
in which the debtor paid the entire judgnment. And while
it's alittle bit different procedurally, it was |ooking at
this statute, the one we're dealing with here today. And
that allowed the Court of Appeals basically says that while
the statute provides one nethod of staying the sale, the
satisfaction of the judgnent would be the sane effect. So
| found sone cases that in which the entire anmount of the
judgnent is paid to stay the sale. But we are -- what
we re going to -- what we would |like to have posted is

essentially three years of the nonthly paynents. Per --
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whi ch the nmonthly paynents right now are $1,427.31. So
t hat would be --

THE COURT: The nonthly paynents are how nuch?

MR PAGE: $1,427.31. So that would be a full three
years, given how |l ong the appeal takes at the court of
appeal s for three years. That would be $51, 383.16 is what
we'd ask the Court to set the bond at. And we woul d ask
that be paid prior, you know, in 30 days.

THE COURT: Ckay, two things. One, | know the statute
is alittle bit weird. But he has to do two things. He
has to do the witten undertaking -- you have to have a
witing that states that you're not going to damage the
property. So that's the first thing. So you need to nake
sure you do that. And then he has to post bond. So
there's a couple of different ways it can be done. And
it's really not supposed to be based on the nortgage
anount. It's supposed to be based on the fair nmarket val ue
rental amount. But sonetinmes that's hard to conme up with.
And sonetinmes people fight about what that anmount is. So
one thing, M. Mnter, it's not going to be $0. |It's going
to be a bond. But we're going to try to nake it as
reasonabl e as possible. But it's not going to be a $0
bond. It has to be sonmething for pursuant to -- it has to
be sonething, given the circunstances of this case. So

Plaintiff's counsel is proposing the nonthly nortgage
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anount. I'mgoing to hear back fromyou on the nonthly
nort gage anmount being the nunber that we use to guide us to
the final nunmber. 1'Il hear back fromyou your thoughts on
t hat .

MR. M NTER  Yes, Your Honor. | would like to know
where he got the nunbers fromas far as the nortgage anount
because that nunber is incorrect.

THE COURT: Ckay, what were you payi ng? Wat do you
t hi nk your nortgage was?

MR, M NTER M nortgage was around, | want to say,
$800.

THE COURT: Hold on one second. M. Page, do you have
any -- do you all, or either one of you -- do either one of
you have information as to the current market val ue for
rental of this property?

MR. PAGE: Your Honor, we weren't sure what that would
be. That's why we used the nortgage anmount. W did
receive a call froma tenant |ast week who clained to be
living there, so | inmagine it s being rented. But we
didn t confirmw th her what she was paying himin rent.

THE COURT: GCkay, M. Mnter, do you have a tenant in
t he property?

MR M NTER No, | don t your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR MNTER: And that's what | want to know. Coul d
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you pl ease di scl ose who that tenant is?

MR, PAGE: Yes, | can get that to you. Lashonda, and
t he nunber was 803-973-2434.

MR. M NTER. Yes, that would be great.

MR PAGE: It s 803-973-2434.

MR. M NTER. Could you repeat that one nore tine?

MR PAGE: Sure. It s 803-973-2434. Well, 1'"msorry,
Your Honor, | mght have been m staken. |If there is a
tenant there, but that's why we decided to go off the
nortgage anount. W don't really know what the rental is,
but | think it would be pretty close to that.

THE COURT: Hold on one second. |'mjust making sure
t he docunents don't already have a nortgage anmount in
there. | don't have the -- so let's do this. W're going
to take a quick recess, and let nme go see what | can pul
up on this.

(A short break was taken at this tine.)

THE COURT: Ckay, thank you for your patience. |'m
going to go back on the record. | knew | had seen
somet hing before in all of these filings with the exact
nortgage amounts. | just couldn't renmenber where | saw it.
So | want to clear a couple things up on the record, then
we' |l talk about what | found in terns of rental anount.
So | found it in the March 4, 2026 filing. It was

Plaintiff's affidavit of indebtedness, which was exhibit A
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toits meno in support of this notion for summary judgnent.
And starting on page 10, there was a | edger. And so, M.
Mnter, you're partly right. So what |I found was that you
were paying a nortgage of around $800. So it was $833.68
in 2020. It changed and had sone variation to $828.16 al so
in 2020. Then you got a defernent in 2022. And after your
deferment, the paynents went up to $975.55. And that was
later 22. And then you started making sone principal -only
paynents in late 2022 into 2023 and pi cked up regul ar
paynments back in m d-2023 around Septenber. And at that
time, you were paying $923.73 with sone additional

principal -only paynments through what |ooks |ike the

begi nning of |ike 2024. The last time you paid before you
went into default was $1,379.41. So you're right. It was
at $800, and it went up. It looks like you had sone things
happeni ng on your account in terns of defernment and
principal -only paynments and just changes that happen with
nortgages. | say all that to say it |ooks |ike when | did,
and all | did, total transparency to both of you, | just
did a qui ck Googl e search about what the rental val ue was
for this property. | put in the property address, tax nap
nunber, zip code, and it canme back that the rental value is
bet ween $1, 400 to $1,650 per nonth. And this is based on
the square footage that's |isted under that property and

the estimated property val ue of $253,000. And that was
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just me doing a Google pronpt. So | say all that to say
that the rental value is not off fromwhere the |ast

nort gage anounts were. The |ast nortgage anmounts probably
alittle bit |Iower than what the rental value is, but I'm
supposed to use the rental value. So |I'mgoing to use a
rental value of the $1,400. So the |owest rental value
that cane back when | did ny search, where it gave ne
$1,400 to $1,650, I'mgoing to use the | owest one, the

$1, 400 one, as ny baseline number. kay, so then now |I'm
back to you, M. Page. That's going to be ny baseline
nunber. And what nmultiplier were you trying to use so we
can discuss the multiplier?

MR. PAGE: W were proposing a three-year nultiplier,
given the tinme it takes for an appeal to run in South
Carol i na.

THE COURT: (Ckay, so you're trying to anticipate the
entire appeal process so we don't have to conme back again
to update the bond anount?

MR PAGE: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay, | get it. M. Mnter, I'll hear
fromyou on that. | cannot tell you how | ong your appeal
process is going to take. It varies. Sonetinmes it can be
three years. Sonetinmes, depending on -- it could be

shorter. There's no way for any of us to know exactly how

| ong your entire appeal process is going to take for this
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property. So we're all speculating on this. So
Plaintiff's Counsel has suggested a three-year multiplier
to set the total amount for the bond because he's

anticipating three years, which is a typical tine frane.

But it's not -- it doesn't always happen that way. W
don't know. So I'll hear fromyou on that, on the
mul tiplier.

MR MNTER Al right, so since we're going by the
nort gage, have you exam ned - -

THE COURT: |'mnot going by the nortgage. So let ne
go back and repeat what | said. | gave a history of your
nortgage history and paynents, but | am not going by the
nortgage. |'mgoing by the rental value that | found when
| put in the property address, the tax map nunber, and it
gave nme a rental value of $1,400 a nonth to $1,650 a nonth.
And |"mgoing with the | esser of the rental value. [|'m not
basing it on the nortgage.

MR, M NTER  Ckay.

THE COURT: Okay? Ckay.

MR. M NTER:  Your Honor. The nortgage is why we re
here as far as contractually speaking. And Covenants 20
and 22 of the nortgage, it says that basically the
borrower, Keiven K. Mnter, and | ender, NewRez, LLC, f/k/a
New Penn Fi nancial, both nanes are barred fromlitigation

action without proper notice fromthe | ender defined in
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Section D of the nortgage. And that definition, it

excl udes successors and assigns. There's no notice of debt
acceleration in the record fromthe defined | ender, and
Plaintiff has breached this nortgage contract by acting

W thout expressing -- I'"'msorry. Plaintiff has breached
this nortgage contract by acting w thout express witten
consent fromthe defined | ender. So --

THE COURT: So, M. Mnter, it sounds |like you're
still back to trying to argue your Rule 60(b) notion,
and/or your Rule 59(e) notion to vacate that foreclosure.
And we're past that. At this point, |'ve denied those.

And so, we're setting the -- at this point, we're setting
t he bond because you have an appeal .

MR. M NTER:  Unh- huh.

THE COURT: So, we're trying to determ ne a reasonabl e
bond anbunt. And now, we're totally dealing with
super sedeas bond statute, South Carolina Code Section 18-9-
170. I'mmnot revisiting the rulings that | just made or
the rulings | made at the previous hearing that are now
pendi ng appeal in the South Carolina Court of Appeals. So,
this point of this proceeding is specifically about setting
the bond amount. And |'mdetermning -- |'ve already made
an initial determnation that I'mstarting with the nunber
$1, 400, which is the rental value that | found per nonth

for this property.
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MR M NTER Ckay. So, if anything, | think it should
be set at the $1, 400, then.

THE COURT: (kay. So, $1,400 is a $1,400 -- so, just
to nmake sure we're all on the sanme page and everybody
understands as clear as | can nmake it, the $1,400 is per
nmonth. It's a $1,400 rental value per nonth. And we're
trying to figure out the multiplier, trying to specul ate as
to how | ong your matter will be before the South Carolina
Court of Appeals. Plaintiff's counsel has suggested three
years because that's the standard tinme frame for matters to
go through the Court of Appeals, to go through the
appel | ate process.

MR. M NTER | say six nonths, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay. So, I'll tell you both what | think
about your proposed tinme frane. | think six nonths is too
short. Three years -- this one may not take that |ong, we
don't know. But what I1'Il dois I'll set it at two years.
"1l do a two-year multiplier. Not the three-year, not the
six-month. 1'1l do the two-year. So, |let ne do sone nath.
Hol d on. $1,400 rental value per nonth tines 12 nonths is
$16,800, tinmes two years is $33,600. So, |I'mgoing to set
the total anount at the $33,600 based on the cal cul ati ons
that | just went over. So, now, M. Mnter, it's up to you
to follow the provisions of the statute. South Carolina

Code, Section 18.9.170 to neet the requirenents of that
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statute to have your appeal be in good standing. And I'm
tal ki ng about your appeal with the South Carolina Court of
Appeal s, not with ne.

MR. M NTER  Correct.

THE COURT: Al right. M. Page, anything back from
you? MR, PAGE: Are we going to say 30 days?

THE COURT: Thirty days. |'msorry, | thought | said
30 days for the bond. And M. Mnter, because this canme up
earlier this week with soneone el se who had to have a bond.
You don't pay that to me. You pay it to the derk.

MR. M NTER. The clerk of this court or the court of
appeal s?

THE COURT: No. Cerk of -- when you say clerk of
this court, it's the Cerk of Court, but their office is
not in this building. So, you're doing this.

MR MNTER | nean, as far as the one on the --

THE COURT: Richland County O erk of Court.

MR M NTER. Okay. | wanted to make sure.

THE COURT: Yeah. Richland County Cerk of Court.
Yes. There is a clerk in this building, but that clerk is
for the magi strate's court system That's not for -- we're
a part of the circuit court. So, when | say this, don't do
this (gesturing), Main Street Cerk of Court.

MR M NTER  Ckay.

THE COURT: Okay. Any other questions?
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MR. PAGE: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay. So, M. Page, just do an order on
this with ny findings for today. WMke sure M. Mnter's
emai | ed when you send it over to Ms. Cornelius for ny
revi ew.

MR, PAGE: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay. And it will be 30 days from
whenever | sign the order. So, whenever he gets the order
or whenever | sign the order, then it'll be -- the bond
will be 30 days fromthat order. GCkay. | think that was
it for this one. So, M. Mnter, to go back to your
guestion, we finished the bond hearing for this one. It is

not on this Monday. Not Mnday, because we're Labor Day

Monday. It's not on the Tuesday sale roster. You're free
to keep watch as we get the -- it shouldn't be on the other
ones pending the appeal. Wll, let me say this. |If you do

everything you're supposed to do to have your appeal --
appeal perfected in the Court of Appeals, it shouldn't be
back on. But you can just check. And if you see it happen
to see it pop up, just call.

MR M NTER  Got you.

THE COURT: | want to save you the trouble of having
to do all of these filings. You can do it. | can't stop
you fromdoing it, but you don't have to do it. Ckay.

MR. M NTER. The only reason that | do do it is
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because of what | actually see on the public index.

THE COURT: What you can see. And I'mjust -- it's
not real time. GCkay. And that concludes these proceedi ngs
for today. Thank you all.

(There being nothing further, the hearing concluded at

12:14 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATE OF REPORTER

I, JENNI FER NOTTLE, COURT REPORTER AND NOTARY PUBLI C
IN AND FOR THE STATE OF SOUTH CARCLI NA AT LARGE, HEREBY
CERTI FY THAT | REPORTED TH S PROCEEDI NG ON FRI DAY, THE 4TH
DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2026, AND THAT THE FOREGO NG 31 PAGES
CONSTI TUTE A TRUE AND CORRECT TRANSCRI PTI ON OF MY STENOVASK
REPORT OF SAlI D PROCEEDI NG

| FURTHER CERTI FY THAT | AM NEI THER ATTORNEY NOR
COUNSEL FOR, NOR RELATED TO OR EMPLOYED BY ANY OF THE
PARTI ES CONNECTED WTH THI S ACTI ON, NOCR AM | FI NANCI ALLY
| NTERESTED | N SAI D CAUSE.

I FURTHER CERTI FY THAT THE ORI G NAL OF SAlI D TRANSCRI PT
WAS THEREAFTER SEALED BY ME AND DELI VERED TO KEI VEN K.
M NTER, ESQUI RE, DEFENDANT PRO SE, 9600 TWO NOTCH RQAD,
COLUMBI A, SQUTH CARCLI NA, WHO WLL RETAIN TH S SEALED
ORI G NAL TRANSCRI PT AND SHALL BE RESPONSI BLE FOR FI LI NG
SAME WTH THE COURT PRIOR TO TRI AL OR ANY HEARI NG WHI CH
M GHT RESULT I N A FI NAL ORDER ON ANY | SSUE.

IN WTNESS VHERECF, | HAVE SET My HAND AND SEAL THI S

4TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2026.

JENNI FER NOTTLE, COURT REPCRTER

MY COW SSI ON EXPI RES JULY 19, 2033
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