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»
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ' ;
GMAC Mortgage, LLC, g
Plaintifi(s) ) )__
Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallgk; Alico R, Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R. Tangamang; :; N A : ‘De:;mdm:n(s) . ;
Rl (C Bar MG Eli . Flord (50 ot OO0, i G 215 Regild . Coley (C Bar #3453 et W

Mary R, Powers (SC Bar#l 16534), Robert P, Davi
71155), Kevin T. Hardy (SC Bar #76015), Benja
(SC Bur # 7751%)

Atrorneys for the Plaintif{
008045-03409

NOTE: The cover sheet and information contained herein neither rep

S (SC Rar# 74030), William S. Koehler (SC Bar# 74935
min J. Powell (SC Bar #77205), John},l’

), Shawn R. Witlis (SC Bar #
ctner (SC Bar # 77450), Kelsey K. Brockbank

laces nor supplements the filing and service of pleadings or oth

1

INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CIVIL ACTION COVERSHEET

T R8T

Rogers Townsend & Thomas, PC

220 Executive Center Drive, Suite 109
Past Office Box 00206

Columbia, SC 29202

(803) 744-4444

(803) 343.7013 - Fax

info@rtt-law.com

er papers as requived by law, This form is

required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpase of docketing, It must be filled out completely, signed, and dated. A copy of this cover sheet must be served on the

defendant(s) along with the Summons and Complaint,’

=OO0

oooa

onooo

DOCKETING INFORMATION (Check all that apply)
*If Action Is Judpmenv/Seittement do not complete

JURY TRIAL demanded in compialnt. X 'NON-JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint.
This case is subject to ARBITRATION pursuant to the Coust A d Altemative Dispute R Rules,
This case is subject to MEDIATION pursuant to the Cotrt Annexed Alternative Dispute Resotution Rules.
This case is exempt from ADR. (Proof of ADR/Exermption Attached)
v NATURE OF ACTION (Clieck One Box Befow) - =0T
Contracts ~ Toris « Professional Malpractice ’ Torts - Pmon‘al Injury :E?I Propaty .':‘ :..“.1
Construction (100) "0 Dental Malpractice (200) [0  Assault/Siander/Libel (300) [0 Chim &ng‘%«y (4% "‘ Zid
Debt Collection (110) - O Legal Malpractice (210) O conversion (310) ‘ [ Condermationy410) P ' - :’_'}
Employment (120) [ Medical Malpractics (220) | Moor Vehicle Accident (320) %] ForeexosureE)) w San *“"
General (130) ' Previous Notioe of Intent Case # [  Premises Lisbility (330) O Mechanic's bien (430)pm =
Breach of Contract (140) W0_Cp__ - [J  Produets Liability (340) O Pation@efi * -3 c
Other (199) _ [J Notice/File Med Mal (230) [J  Personal Injury (350) O Possession (Eu‘) R
[0 oOher229) O Wrongful Death (360) "0 Building Co@gioxa:iomso) ey
‘ O other (309 O otherpasyy . '
Inmate Petitions Judgments/Settlements ’ Administrative Law/Relief Appesals
PCR (500) O Death Settlement (700) ‘ [0  Reinstate Driver's License (800) 0 Arbitration (900)
Mandamus (520) [3 Foreign Judgment (710) [0 tudicisl Review (8 10) [ Magisteate-Civil (910)
Habeas Corpus (530) [0 Magistrate's Judgment (720) 3 Relief(320) [0 Magistratt-Criminal (920)
Other (599) [J  Minor Settlement (730) ] Permanent Injunction (830) O Mumicipal (930)
{3 Transoript Judgment (740) [ . Farfeiture Petition (840) 1  Probate Court (940)
[J LisPendens (750 ° [d  Forfeiture-Consent Order (850) O scooreso) -
] Transfer of Structured [0 othersoy) [ Workers Comp (960)
Settlement Payrent Rights . [0 Zoning Board (970)
Application (760) [J Public Service Commission (990)
O Oter(799) [J  Employment Szcurity Commission (991)
[0 other (999) '
Special/Complex/Other
Environmenta! (600) 0 Pharmaceuticals (630)
Automobile Asb, (610) 1 Unfeir Trede Practices (640)
Medical (£20) O Out-of:-State Deposition (650)
Other (699) [0 Motion to Quash Subpoens in
An Out-of-County Action (660) )
0 sexuat Predator (5 1.0).
Submitting Party Signwture; %] f pate: 1 , ﬂZDI o

Note: Frivolous civil proceedings may be subject to sanctions pursuant to SCRCP, Rule 11, andf¥fe South Caroli
Frivolous Civil Proceedings Sanctions Act, 8.C, Code Ann. §15-36-10 et. seq
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FOR MANDATED ADR COUNTIES ONLY A "J
Allendale, Anderson, Beaufort, Colleton, Florence, Greenville,

Hampton, Horry, Jasper, Lexington, Pickens (Family Court Only), Richland, Union and York

SUPREME COURT RULES REQUIRE THE SUBMISSION OF ALL CIVIL CASES TO AN ALTERNATIVE
DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCESS, UNLESS OTHERWISE EXEMPT.

You are requlred to take the following action(s):

The parties shall select a neutral and file a "Proof of ADR" form or by the 210th day of ﬁling of this action. If the
parties have not selected a neutral within 210 days, the Clerk of Court shall then appomt a primary and secondary
mediator from the current roster on a rotating basis from amorg those mediators agreeing to accept cases in the

county in which the action has been filed.

The initial ADR conference must be held within 300 days after the filing of the action.

1

3. Pre-suit medical malpractice mediations required by S.C. Code § 15-79-125 shall be held not later than 120 days
* after all defendants are served with the "Notice of Intent to File Smt" or as the court directs. (Medwal malpractice

mediation is mandatory staiewxde )
*

4, Case are exempt from ADR only.upon the followmg grounds:
a. Special proceeding, or actions seeking extraordinary relief such as mandamus, habeas corpus, or
' prohibition; .

b. Requests for temporary relief;

c. Appeals;‘

d. Post Conviction relief matters;

",
My
RS RITE 4 RS

SERCTIT
.

¢. Contempt of Court proceedings;

f. Forfeiture proceedings brought by govemmental entities;

e

AITHIY I 3dOH "W
€2:1 WY £- AONBIOZ

g. Mortgage foreclosures, and

Cases that have been prevtously subjected to an ADR conference, un]ess otherwise required by Rule 3 or

by statute. .

In cases not subject to ADR, the Chlef Judge for Administrative Purposes, upon the motion of the court or of any
party, may order a case to mediation.

Motion of a party to be exempt from payment of neutral fees due to indigency should be filed with the Court -
within ten (10) days after the ADR conference had been concluded,

008045-03409

You must comply with the Supreme Court Rules regarding ADR.

Please Note;
: Failure to do so may affect your case or may result in sanctions.
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. Donald C. Coggins, Ir.; Delbert R. Tangeman;

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
SPARTANBURG COUNTY

GMAC Mortgage, LLC,
Plaintiff

VS,

Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek; Alice R. Mallek;

Defendant.

I certify tﬁat this action is exempt from ADR because:

O

corpus of prohibition;

this. action is appellate in nature;

this is a post-conviction relief matter; -

thi; is a contempt of court proceedi'ng;‘

thlS is forfgiture proceeding brought by the State;

this is a case involving a mortgage foreclosure; or

O & O 0O O 0O

filing of this

the partles submlttcd the case to voluntary mediation with a cemﬁed medlator prior to thex

AW

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE
SEVENTH
TUDICIAL CIRCUIT

R B

s N . R
7 e p

" CERTIFICATE OF EXEMPTION
FROM ADR

DOCKET NO.

this is a special proceeding or action seeking extraordinary relief such as mandamus, habeas -

Plg#titift/A ttprey(s) for Plaintiff(s)

Sagfel C, Water$ (SC Bar #5958), Cheryl H. Fisher (SC Bar
#15213), Reginald P. Corley (SC Bar #69453), Jetmifer W.
Rubin (SC Bar #16727), Ellie C. Floyd (SC Bar # 68635),
Michael P. Morris (SC Bar #73560), Eve Moredock Stacey (SC
Bar# 5300), Mary R, Powers (SC Bar# 16534), Robert P. Davis
(SC Bar # 74030), William S. Koehler (SC Bar# 74935), Shawn
R. Willis (SC Bar # 71155), Kevin T. Hardy ( ar #76015),
Benjamin J. Powell (SC Bar #77205), John P. Fetner (SC Bar #
77460), Kelsey K. Brockbank (SC Bar # 7751 9)

Rogers Townsend & Thomas, PC

‘ Defendant/Attorhey(s) for Defendant(s)

220 Executive Center Drive, Suite 109
Post Office Box 100200

. Columbia, SC 29202
"~ (803) 744-4444

Date: November 2, 2010

008045-03409

SCCA /234 (01/2010)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA * IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG DOCKET NO. . S TN 5 8‘{ 7
. . - o
GMAC Mortgage, LLC, SR ' N
Plaintiff, . LIS PENDENS

Deficiency Judgment Waived

" Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D Mallek; Alice R.
Mallek; Donald C. Coggms, Jr.; Delbert R,
Tangeman;

Defendanb(s).

(008045-03409)

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT an action haé been or will be commenced in this Court
upon complaint of the above-named Plaintiff against the above-named Defendant(s) for the foreclosure of
2 certain mortgage of real estate given by Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L. Tangeman to Bank One, NA
dated September 12, 2000, and recorded in the Office of the RMC/ROD for Spartanburg County on
September 14, 2000, in Mortgage Book 2382 at Page 703. Subsequently, this Mortgage waKassx@ed .
- unto GMAC Mortgage, LLC by aSSlgnment dated February 16, 2009 and recorded February é 20@ in = ,.n:

o
Book 4189 at Page 731. ” i '< :’i‘ et
T T e
The premises covered and affected by the said mortgage and by the foreclosure theteof wéfé t{) & <
the time of the making thereof and at the time of the filing of this notice, described as fc'llows.fc = 3) ¢ r:

All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with all improvements thereon, situate and being lmthe County
of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina, being shown and designated as 0.275 acre, more or Toss, onplat
prepared for Betty L. Tangeman by S, W. Donald Land Surveying, dated September 6, 2000, reference

being hereby specifically made to said plat of survey in aid of description.

This being a portion of the property conveyed to Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L. Tangeman by Deed
of Robert C. Mays, III and Mildred L. Mays; dated August 20, 1968 and recorded August 21, 1968 in
Book 34-Z at Page 68; subsequently, Betty L. Tangeman and Delbert R. Tangeman conveyed the subject
property unto Betty L. Tangeman and Delbert R. Tangeman, as joint tenants with the right of
survivorship, by Deed dated January 25, 2008 and recorded January 29, 2008 in Book 90-N at Page 821,
in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County. '



)

102 Oak Ridge Ct Apt A & B

Property Address:

TMS# 7 15-08262.01

Columbia, South Carolina
November 2, 2010

Duncan, SC 29334

e

A,b

Thomas, PC

ATT _
Samuel C. Waters (SC Bar #5958)

Reginald P. Corley (SC Bar #69453)
Eflie C. Floyd (SC Bar #68635)
Eve Morcdock Stacey (SC Bar #5300)
Robert P. Davis (SC Bar #74030)
Shawn R. Willis (SC Bar #71155),
Benjamin J. Powell (SC Bar #77205)
Kelsey K. Brockbank (SC Bar #77519)
220 Executive Center Drive
Columbig, SC 29210

Rogers/fownéend
EY'S FOR PLAINTIFF
Chery! H. Fisher (SC Bar #15213)

Jermifer W. Rubin (SC Bar #16727)
Michaet P. Moxris (SC Bar #73560)
Mary R Powers (SC Bar #16534)
William S. Kochler (SC Bar #74935)
Kevin T. Hardy (SC Bar #76015)
John P, Fetner (SC Bar #77460) /
Vance L. Brabham, III (SC Bar #71250)
Post Office Box 100200 (29202)

(803) 744-4444

LRy ¢- 10N g1z
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" STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ' DocKETRO™ T T T ‘é‘&{ 7 "
- GMAC Mortgage; LLC, :
Plaintiff, SUMMONS AND NOTICES
| (NON-JURY)
FORECLOSURE OF REAL ESTATE
MORTGAGE
Deficiency Judgment Waived

v.

Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek; Alice R.
Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R,
Tangeman,

Defendant(s).

(008045-03409)

TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED:

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to appear and defend by answering the
Complaint in this action, of which a copy is herewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of your
Answer on the subscribers at their offices, 220 Executive Center Drive, Suite 109, Post Office Box '
160200, Columbia, South Carolina 29202, within thirty (30) days after the service hereof, exclusive of the
day of such service, except that the United States of America, if named, shall have sixty (60) days to
answer after the service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service; and if you fail to do so, Juq&nent by
default will be rendered against you for the relief demanded in the Complaint. E -

YOU WILL ALSO TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff will move for an order of r%erengor %
that the Court may issue a general order of reference of this action to a master in eqmty/Spe%al referee, i f v
pursuant to Rule 53, of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. .b & C-; -

TO MINOR(S) OVER FOURTEEN YEARS OF AGE, AND/OR TO:“MINﬁ{(S):. R o
UNDER FOURTEEN YEARS OF AGE AND THE PERSON WITH WHOM THﬁ?M]NQR(S)

RESIDES, AND/OR TO PERSONS UNDER SOME LEGAL DISABILITY:



h

YOU ARE FURTHER SUMMONED AND NOTIFIED to apply for the appointment of a
guardian ad litem within thirty (30) days after the service of this Summons and Notice upon you. If you

fail to do so, application for such appointment will be made by GMAC Mortgage, LLC.

Semel C. Waters (SC Bar #5958) Chesyl H. Fisher (SC Bar #15213)
Reginald P, Corley (SC Bar #69453) Jennifer W, Rubin (SC Bar #16727)
Ellie C. Floyd (SC Bar #68635) Michael P, Morris (SC Bar #73560)
Eve Moredock Stacey (SC Bar #5300) Mary R. Powers (SC Bar #16534)
Robert P, Davis (SC Bar #74030) William S. Koehler (SC Bar #74935)
Shawn R, Willis (SC Bar #71155) Kevin T, Hardy (SC Bar #76015)
Benjamin J. Powell (SC Bar #77205) John P, Fetner (SC Bar #77460) v
Kelsey K. Brockbank (SC Bar #77519)  Vance L. Brabham, 11T (SC Bar #71250)

220 Executive Center Drive Post Office Box 100200 (29202)

(803) 744-4444

Columbia, SC 29210

Columbia, South Carolina
November 2, 2010

AE'I,‘%OV"IFJ Ad0K -y

£2:

PHY e~ owgyy,
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG DOCKEEN®, - *, - ' k! 5 % q"’
' . I . s . L - -3
. GMAC Mortgage, LLC, '
Plaintiff, COMPLAINT
(NON-JURY)
FORECLOSURE OF REAL ESTATE
MORTGAGE
Deficiency Judgment Waived

V.

Betty L. Tangeinén, Barry D, Mallek; Alice R,
- Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr Delbert R.
Tangeman;

Defendant(s).

(008045-03409)

Plaintiff alleges:

1. This is an action for the foreclosure of a mortgage upon certain real estate in
Spartanburg County, South Carolina.

2. Pursuant o S.C. Code Section 33-15-101, Plaintiff is a corporation or other lega]
entity doing business in the State of South Carolina. '%

3. Plaintiff has the legal right to enforce the negotxable instrument securc% by

Mortgage and is the real party in interest as defined by Rule 17(a) of the South Carolina Rul,@of il

ARNam

Procedure, ' o =

4. The Plaintiff’s servicing agent for the mortgage loan described in this rrf_’oreclesure .
action is participating in the Home Affordable Modification Program ("HMP"), but the subjectdoan gnotw
eligible for modification because the property is not owner occupied. '

5. Some lien on or interest in the real estate, the subject of this action, may be claimed
by the Defendant(s) herein,

6. The Defendant(s) herein described as judgment creditors have by filing said
judgments designated their attorney entering the Judgment as their agent for service of process under the
provisions of South Carolina Code Section 15-35-840.

7. Heretofore, on or about September 12, 2000, Betty L. Tangeman made, executed and
delivered a certain Fixed Rate Note ("Note®) in the principal sum of $49,00’(70', payable in monthly



A/\O

installments,

8. In jﬁ-der to secure the payment of the Note according to the terms and conditions
» thereof, Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L. Tangeman made, executed and delivered unto Bank One, NA /
a certain real estate mortgage (”Mortgége") covering the following described property and any and all
improvements to the property, including but not limited to a mobile/manufactured home:

Al that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with all improvements thereon, situate and being in the County
of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina, being shown and designated as 0.275 acre, more or less, on plat /
prepared for Betty L. Tangeman by S. W, Donald Land Surveying, dated September 6, 2000, reference

being hereby specifically made to said plat of survey in aid of description,

This being a portion of the property conveyed to Delbert R, Tangeman and Betty L. Tangeman by Deed /
of Robert C. Mays, III and Mildred L. Mays, dated August 20, 1968 and recorded August 21, 1968 in

Book 34-Z at Page 68; subsequently, Betty L. Tangeman and Delbert R. Tangeman conveyed the subject
property unto Betty L. Tangeman and Delbert R. Tangeman, as joint tenants with the right of

survivorship, by Deed dated January 25, 2008 and recorded January 29, 2008 in Book 90-N at Page 821, ,/

in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County. :

Property Address: 102 Oak Ridge Ct Apt A & B /
Duncan, SC 29334

TMS# 715-08 262.01 /

, 9. . The Mortgage was signed, witnessed and probated September 12, 2000; thereafter the
Mortgage was recorded ‘i)/fﬁe Ofﬁc'(vdf the RMC/ROD for Spartanburg County on September 14, 2000,
in Mortgage Book 2382 at Page 703. Subsequently, this Mortgage wavésigned unto GM??Mortgag‘e//
LLC by assignment dated February 16, 2009 and recorded February 27,2009 in Book 4189 at Fge =Y
10. The Mortgage evidences and secures the repayment of money advanced § Pla@iﬁ' :t:' "
, . Shzr,
or its predecessor in interest to, or on behalf of, the mortgagor(s) and constitutes a ﬁrsté:ﬁen OT'Fﬂle:'}E'
r~ @ 52 ) "
=

mortgaged premises. : > 557
. <5 o,
11. Any notice required by the terms of the Note and Mortgage or by stg’g or Merab c(.};:

laws has been given to the applicable Defendant(s). ::‘l ~ ;{f _C’.‘f

_ 12. Subsequently, Betty L. Tangeman and Delbert R, Tangeman conveyed thec?ubjegt: )
property unto Betty L. Tangcxhan and Delbert R. Tangeman, as joint tenants with the right of
survivorship, by Deed dated January 25, 2008 and recorded January 29, 2008 in Book 90-N at Page 821,
in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County.. '

13, After al] payments received by she Plaintiff have been credited to the subject loan, the
loan is in défault and due for July 12, 2010, and the conditions of the Note and Mortgage have been
broken. Plaintiff elects to and does declare the entire balance of said indebtedness due and payable, and



that there is due on the Note and Mortgage as of July 12, 2010, the principal sum of $36,536.36, with
intérest from June 12, 2010, advances, late charges, and also for the costs and dlsbursements of this
action, including attorney's fees. - ‘

14. Plaintiff's right to a personal or deficiency _]udgment pursuant to South Carolina Code
Sections 29-3-650 and 29-3-660 is expressly waived. '

v

15, Pursuant to the terms of the Mongagé, Plaintiff has employed counsel to prosecute -

this action and a reasonable value of services of counsel in this action is the sum as the Court may find
appropnate

16. Plaintiff may be forced to pay sdms for taxes and insurance and costs for securing the
property, which sums, according to the terms of the Mortgage, should be added to the amount of the debt.

17. Pursuant to the terms of the Mortgage and applicable state law, Plaintiff requests the
mortgage be foreclosed and that the property be sold at public auction in accordance with law, subject to
any liens for. taxes, special assessments of record against such property, and existing easements or
‘restrictions of record. _

18. The hereinafter named Defendant(s) may have some interest in or lien upon the
premises covered by the Mortgage set forth above, or some part thereof, but that such interests or liens are
junior and subsequent to the lien of Plaintiff's Mortgage or, if specified bélow, have been paid in full'and
either should be satisfied of record or the lien released from the subject real estate. Said liens or interests
are of record in the Office of the RMC or Clerk of Court of the aforesaid county and are described as.

fol_lows:

A. Barry D." Mallek and Alice R. Maliek, by virtue of a judgment against.
Delbert R. Tangeman in the amount of $34,500.00, dated June 24, 2002 and recorded on June 24, 2002 in

Judgment Roll No. 260681 . X a
B. Donald C. Coggins, Jr., by virtue of a judgment against Delbert R. %nge@n 5-5

RollNo.260681, W ; : %;
_ ' ' _5;;’ = }a ‘.r-.-"T'f"

o
WHEREFORE, having fully set forth its Complaint, Plamtlﬁ’ prays that tﬁ%‘e H%gra g
b e

Court inquire into the matters as set forth herein and: .
1) Under the direction of this Court, ascertain and determine the amount

due upon the Note and Mortgage held by Plaintiff together with attorney's fees and costs of this action.

) Declare Plaintiff's Mortgage a first lien and render judgment of

' foreclosure for the amount so found to be due and owing thereon, together with any ad valorem taxes, or
_ insurance premiums, and any other expenses which may be due and have been advanced by Plaintiff, with



e

reasonable attorney's fees, and for the costs of this action.
3) Order the reimbursement of all costs for inspecting and securing the

property incurred by the Plaintiff as a result of the delinquency.
@ Appoint a Receiver to collect the rents, issues, profits or designated

sums from the mortgagor(s), and/or the grantee(s) of the mortgagor(s), and/or tenant(s) oceupying or
exercising control over the mortgaged premises and hold the same subject to the further order of this

Court. _
v %) Under the direction of this Court, sell the mortgaged premises, bar

any equity of redemption, and apply the proceeds of sale as follows:
First, to the costs and expenses of the within action and sale;

Second, to the payment and dis_charge of the amount due on Plaintiff's

Note and Mortgage, together with attdmey's fees as aforesaid; and
Third, to the distribution of any surplus pursuant to Rule 71, of the South

N

Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure;

O

Issue an order directing the Sheriff of Spartanburg County, South
Carolina, to place the successful purchaser at said foreclosure sale in possession of the property should

the same become necessary;

)

Order such other and further relief as may be just and proper.

s To¥ng#hd & Thomas, PC

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
Cheryl H. Fisher (SC Bar #15213)

Samuel C. Waters (SC Bar #5958) :

Reginald P. Corley (SC Bar #69453) Jennifer W, Rub{n (SCBar#16727)
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- : 220 Ez:écutive Center Drive Post Office Box 100200 (29262)
Columbis, SC29210 (8(_)3) 744-4444

-
'
()
Im
=
uy

.

>

A3 g Y5

Columbia, South Carolina
November 2, 2010 ' _ o
: W




Esx.

Shipping Tracking

Printing Services

Locations Support

IMPORTANT!
FedEx is closely monitoring the winter storms across portions of the U.S. Learn More
(] .
FedEx " Tracking

\ !
’ 3780120863020

Ship date: Scheduled delivery:

Fri 3/16/2018 Wed 3/21/2018 by 8:00 pm

Charlotte, NC US

Delivery exception

PINEVILLE, NC~

626 Eagleton Downs Dr
Pineville, NC US 28134

Recommended a

ction:

Customer not Avai!able or Business Closed

Door tag will provide the time and address of the FedEx location where you may pick up your shipment, and also indicate if another
delivery attempt will be made.

Package is not yet available for pickup.

Travel History

Delivery Options

This shipment's delivery has_been customized by the recipient. Login or Signup for delivery options to edit or cancel the settings.

Date/Time Activity Location
= 3/20/2018 - Tuesday
’ 2:53 pm Delivery exception PINEVILLE, NC
i Customer not avaifabie or business closed
! 12:07 pm Delivery option requested .
Hold at FedEx Facility request received - Check back later for shipment statiss
7:21 am At local FedEx facility PINEVILLE, NC
= 3/19/2018 - Monday
4:04 pm At local FedEx facility PINEVILLE, NC
11:52 am Delivery exception PINEVILLE, NC
Customer not available or business closed
6:59 am At local FedEx facility PINEVILLE, NC
= 3/17/2018 - Saturday
i 8:04am At local FedEx facility PINEVILLE, NC
Package not due for delivery
8:04 am At local FedEx facility PINEVILLE, NC
8:04 am At local FedEx facility PINEVILLE, NG
= 3/16/2018 - Friday
9:37 pm At destination sort facility GHARLOTTE, NC
9:07 pm Left FedEx origin facility GHARLOTTE, NC
5:39 pm Picked up CHARLOTTE, NC
3:20 pm Shipment information sent to FedEx
Shipment Facts -
Tracking Number 780120863020 Service FedEx Standard Overnight
H
i Door tag number DT104835807034, Weight 0.5'bs / 0.23 kgs
DT104835807034 Total pieces 1
Signature services Direct signature required Terms Shipper
Total shipment weight 0.5 Ibs/0.23 kgs Packaging FedEx Envelope
Shipper reference 900002-301001 Standard
Special handling Deliver Weekday, Residential transit an 9/2018 by 8:00 pm
section Delivery, Direct Signature Required ’

OUR COMPANY

NiORE FROM FEDEX

LANGUAGE

Page 1 of 2

F\,\’?

X3pad sV

3/20/2018



Page 2 of 2

FedEx Compatible Change Country Af M

About FedEx FedEx Blog

Our Portfolio Corporate Responsibility Developer Resource Center

Investor Relations Newsroom FedEx Cross Border English
Careers Contact Us

FOLLOW FEDEX

© FedEx 1995-2018 Feedback | Site Map { Terms of Use | Security & Privacy

X

X3pad dsy

3/20/2018



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear
Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust
2004-BO1, ‘
PLAINTIFE,
VS.

Betty L Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek and
Alice R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.;
Delbert R Tangeman; -

. DEFENDANT(S)

TO:
Hutchens Law Firm
Attorney for Plaintiff -

Donald C. Coggins, Jr.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

MASTER’S ORDER AND JUDGMENT OF .

FORECLOSURE AND SALE
(NON-JURY MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE)
C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847

DEFICIENCY WAIVED

Attomney for Barry D. Mallek and Alice R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.

Pursuant to Rule 53 SCRCP, the above-entitled matter was referred to the undersigned to

A o

make appropriate findings of fact and conclusions of law with authority to enter a final judgment
in the case. Pursuant to the said Order of Reference a hearing was held, attended by the attorneys
of record, the testimony was taken, which is reported herewith, and from the testimony and

evidence, I find conclude and order as follows:;

PROCEDURAL HISTORY
1. The Lis Pendens was filed on November 3, 2010 and Amended Lis Pendens was
filed on January 19, 2017. ' '
2. The Summons and Complaint were filed on November 3, 2010.
3. Service was made upon the Defendant(s) named in this Order as is shown by the

~ Proof{(s) of Service filed herein.

4. Defendants Betty L. Tangeman and Delbert R. Tangeman, (“Mortgagors™) filed an
Answer on December 2, 2010 and Counterclaim on December 31, 2010 (“Counterclaim™).
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5. Defendants Barry D Mallek, Alice R. Mallek, and Donald C Coggins, Jr., who
held judgment liens against the subject property, filed an Answer and Counterclaim on November
19, 2010. ‘

6. The Court issued an Order granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Partial Summary
Tudgment as to Mortgagors® Counterclaim and Motion to Strike Mortgagors’ Amended
Counterclaim on March 12, 2015. On June 26, 2015, the Court denied Mortgagors’ Motion to
Reconsider said Order. .

7. The Defendants and/or all attorneys of record were notified of the time, date, and
place of the hearing in this matter. | '

8. According to the Affidavit filed herein, no Defendant is in the Military Service 6f
fhe United States of America, as contemplated under the Service members Civil Relief Act, and
any amendments thereto. '

9.  Theloanis not subject to the Supreme Court of South Carolina’s Administrative
Order (Order No. 2011-05-02-01) because the subject property is not an owner-occupied
dwelling as defined in Paragraph A (3) of said Order.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. For value received, Betty L. Tangerﬁan made, executed and delivered a Note
dated September 12, 2000, promising thereby to pay to the order of Bank One, NA the sum of
Forty-Nine Thousand Dollars and No Cents ($49,000.00) with interest at 9.750 percent per

annum. Other terms and conditions are stated in the Note, which is of record herein.

2. To better secure the payment of the Note described above, the said DelbertR.-
Tangeman and Betty L. Tangeman made, executed and delivered to Bank One, NA a mortgage in
writing, dated September 12, 2000, covering real property in Spartanburg County, which is the
same as that described in the Complaint. The mortgage was filed on September 14, 2000, and is
of record in the Office of the Register of Deéds for Spartanburg County in Mortgage Book 2382
at page 703.

3. Thereafter, by virtue of an assignment datgd Febfuary 16, 2009, recorded
February 27, 2009, in Mortgage Book 4189 at page 731, JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., successor
by mérger to Bank One, NA, assigned said mortgage unto GMAC Mortgége, LLC. V

4, Thereafter, by virtue of an assignment dated December 9, 2016, recorded

-December 30, 2016, in Mortgage Book 5221 at page 831, GMAC Mortgage, LLC, by its
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Attorney in Fact Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, assigned said mortgage unto Wells Fargo Bank,
NL.A. as trustee for Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1 making Wells Fargo
Bank, N.A. as trustee for Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1 the present lien
holder and Plaintiff herein.

5. Thereafter, by virtue of another assignment dated December 9, 2016, recorded
January 18, 2017, in Mortgage Book 5228 at page 211, GMAC Mortgage, LLC, by its Attorney
in Fact Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC,, assigned said mortgage unto Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as
trustee for Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1.

6. The above referenced instrument constitutes a first lien priority mortgage on the
subject property. ' _ '

7. Payment due on the Note has not been made as provided for therein, and the
Plaintiff, as the holder thereof, has elected to require immediate payment of the entire amount
due thereon and has placed the Note and Mortgage in the hands of the attorney herein for
collection. '

8. I find that since the inception of this action, plaintiff's attorney has assumed
responsibility for the institution of this action and has searched and updated the title on the
subject property from the date the current owner received the property or the date the mortgage
was executed to the date of the filing of the Lis Pendens. ‘

'The Firms have been responsible for the preparation of the follqwingpleadings.

Notice of Foreclosure Intervention V

Lis Pendens

Summons and Complaint

Order of Reference

Notice of Héaring : _
Proposed Master's Order and Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale

Notice of Sale

Record of Hearing

b T A o b

Other documents as applicable pertaining to service, litigation, foreclosure

intervention and prosecution of the action.
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Additionally, the Firms have arranged for service of process on the Defendant(s), and

have scheduled and attended the hearing in the matter, has provided reinstatement/payoff figures

to the primary Defendant(s), if requested, and has had telephone conversations with the
Defendant(s), if requested. Future duties include forwarding copies of the Master's Order and
Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale to the Defendant(s), advising the Defendant(s) of the date that
the property will be soid, arranging and coordinating the amount to be bid by Plaintiff,

representation of Plaintiff at sale and preparation of after sale documentation as required. In light

of the potential liabilities inherent in a foreclosure matter, the contested nature of this case, the

attendant responsibilities and the outcome obtained for the Plaintiff, I find that attoreys' fees for

services rendered by Hutchens Law Firm in the amount of Two Thousand Thirty-Five and

00/100 Dollars ($2,035.00) are reasonable.

9. The amount due and owing on the Note, with interest at the rate provided in the

Note, and other costs and expenses of collection, including attorneys’ fees, secured by the Note

and Mortgage, is as follows:
(a) Total Principal due as of July 12, 2010 $
(b) Interest from June 12, 2010 through |

May 11, 2017 @ current interest rate of 9.750% $

(c) Escrow Adjustments (debits or credits) $
Insurance $ 1,179.00
County Taxes’ § 457470
Prior Servicer Escrow Balance §  3,885.95
(d) Late Charges : b
(e) Property Inspections $
(f) Suspense Account ‘ (s

(g) Pror Servicer Fees $
(h) BPO/Appraisal Fee s
(i) Titte Fee Expenses ‘ $
() Foreclosure Costs $
(k) Attorney Fees $

TOTAL DEBT 3
Page 4 of 9

36,536.36

24,613.99
9,639.65

312.00
416.00
1.89)
6,194.52
231.00
250.00
120.22
2,035.00

80,346.85
Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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Interest for the period from the date shown in (b) above, through the date of this Judgment at the
above stated rate to be added to the above stated "Total Debt" to comprise the amount of the
judgment debt entered herein and interest after the date of judgment at the current rate of Nine
and 750/1000 (9.750%) per annum (pursuant to the terms of the Note and Mortgage) on the
judgment debt should be added to such judgment debt to comprise the amount of Plaintiff's debt
secured by the mortgage through the date to which such interest is computed.

10.  Thatthe Defendant, Barry D. Mallek and Alice R, Mallek, is made a party. by
virtue of a judgment against Delbert R. Tangeman in the amount of Thirty-Four Thousand Five
Hundred Dollars and No Cents ($34,500.00), dated June 24, 2002, filed June 24, 2002 with the
Spartanburg County Clerk of Court’s Office, and identified as Case # 260681. Said lien is junior
in priority to the Plaintiff’s first mortgage lien. _ '

11.  That the Defendant, Donald C. Coggins, Jr., is made a party by virtue of a
judgment against Delbert R. Tangeman in the amount of Seven Thousand Three Hundred Five

Dollars and Ninety Cents ($7,305.90), dated September 9, 2002, filed September 23, 2002 with -
the Spartanburg County Clerk of Court’s Ofﬁce,l and identified as Case # 260681, Said lien is
junior in priority to the Plaintiff’s first mortgage lien '

12.  That the Plaintiff specifically waives its rights to a deficiency judgtﬁent in the

event the sale of the real estate herein does not yield a sum sufficient to satisfy all indebtedness
due to the Plaintiff, includigg costs and attorey fees. '

13.  Sincea 'personal or deficiency judgment is being waived, the bidding will not

LY8G0ZYdO0 1 0Z#ISYD - SYITd NOWWOD - DHNENV.LEVAS - WY 6511 LL ABW 2102 - A3 4 ATTVOINOHLOZ A

remain open but compliance with the bid may be made immediately.

14. . That the servicer is participating in the Home Affordable Modification Program
(HAMP). The loan is not subject to modification under the HAMP because the property is not
owner occupied. ‘ ‘ '

' CONCLUSION OF LAW N,——\' L

Plaintiff is enﬁﬂgd to foreclose the subject property because the Mortgagors have ’6; o0& \Bb @A
breached the terms of the Note and Mortgage. Plaintiff has proven that a binding contract 6*{(\) W\‘C\ |
entered into by the parties, there was a breach or unjustifiable failure to perform the contract; and@ee.—\'w

W2'S x0
damage suffered by the Plaintiff as a direct and proximate result of the breach. Plaintiff'is the DoO mM.“
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real party in interest in this matter because the Mortgage has been assigned to it and it is the
current holder of the Note which has been properly indorsed in blank. Plaintiff is, therefore, the
party entitled to enforce the Note. .

Therefore, Plaintiff’s Motion pursuant to Rule 56 SCRCP as to its cause of action for
foreclosure of its Mortgage is hereby granted as there is no genuine issue as to any material fact
exists and Plaintiff is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Accordingly, Plaintiff should have
judgment of foreclosure of the mortgage and the Property should be ordered sold at public
auction after due advertisement. ' |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. There is due to the Plaintiff on the obligation and mortgage set forth in the
Complaint the sum of Eighty Thousand Three Hundred Forty-Six and 85/100 Dollars
($80,346.85) representing the "Total Debt" due Plaintiff as set forth supfa, together with interest -
at the rate provided therein on the balance of principal from the date aforesaid to the date hereof.

. 2. The amoﬁnt due in the preceding paragraph (the "Total Debt" as set forth supra
and later accrued interest on the principal) shall constitute the total judgment debt due the
Plaintiff and shall bear interest hereafter at the current rate of 9.750% percent per annum.

3. That the Defendants liable for the aforesaid mortgage debt shall, on or before the
date of sale of the property hereinafter described, pay to the Plaintiff, or Plaintiff's attorney the
amount of Plaintiff's debt as. aforesaid, togéther with the costs and disbursements of this action.

4. That on default of payment at or before the time herein indicated, the mortgaged
j)remises described in the Complaint, as hereinafter set forth, be sold by the Master in Equity at
public auction at the County Court House in Spartanburg County, South Carolina, on some
convenient sales day hereafter, on the following terms, that is to say:

A, FOR CASH: The Master in Equity will require a deposit of Five percent

(5%) on the amount of the bid (in cash or equivalent) at the time of the sale, same to be

applied on the purchase price only upon compliance with the bid, but in case of non-

compliance within Twenty (20) days same to be forféi_ted and applied to the costs and

Plaintiff's debt. ,

B. Interest on the balance of the bid shall be paid to the day of compliance at

the current rate of 9.750% percent.
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C.  The sale shall be subject to taxes and assessments, existing easements and
easements and restrictions of record.

D. The above referenced instrument constitutes a first lien priority mortgage
on the subject prbpelty.

E. The Purchaser is to pay for the deed preparation, for Deed Stamps and
costs of recording the Deed.

F. If the successful bidder is a third party other than the Plaintiff, interest on
the balance of the bid shall be paid to the date of compliance at the rate listed in the
figures above.

5. If Plaintiff be the successful bidder at the said sale, for a sum not exceeding the
amount of costs, expenses and the indebtedness of the Plaintiff in full, Plaintiff may pay to the
undersigned Master in Equity only the amount of the costs and expenses crediting the balance of
the bid on Plaintiff's indebtedness. ‘

6. Personal or deficiency judgment having been waived, the bidding will not remain

open after the date of sale and compliance with the bid may be made immediately.

7. That the Master in Equity will, by advertisement according to law, give notice of
the time, and place of sale, and the terms thereof; and will execute to the Purchaser, or
Purchasefs, a deed to the premises sold. The Plaintiff, or any other party to this action, may
become a purchaser at such sale, and that if, upon such sale being made, the Purchaser, or
Purchasers, should fail to comply with the terms thereof within Twenty (20) days after date of
sale, then the Master in Equity may advertise the said premises for sale on the next, or some
other subsequent sales day, at the risk of the highest bidder, and so from time to time thereafter
until a full compliance shall be secured.

8. That the Master in Equity will apply the proceeds of the sale as follows:

FIRST: To payment of the amount of the costs and expenses of this action, including any
Guardian Ad Litem fee or fees of attorneys appointed under Order of Court.
NEXT: To the payment to the Plaintiff or Plaintiff's attomey, of the amount of Plaintiff's

debt and interest, so much thereof as the purchase money will pay on the same.

NEXT: Any surplus will be held pending further order of the court.-
9. It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that in the event the

successful bidder to whom the deed of conveyance has been issued subsequent to the sale is

Page7 of 9 : 4 Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)

/¥850Z¥dO0L0ZHISYO - SYITd NOWWOD ~ DHNENY.LHYCS - AV 65:L L L1 ABIA 2102 - F1I4 ATTVOINOYLOT 13



- | - | P\,LQ

other than the Defendants in possession herein, the Sheriff of Spartanburg County is ordered and
directed to eject and remove from the premises the occupants of the property sold, togetheér with
all personal property located thereon, and put the successful bidder to whom the deed of
conveyance has been issued or his assigns in full, quiet and peaceable possession of said
premises without delay, and to keep said successful bidder or his assigns in such peaceable
possession.

10.  Anditis farther ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that each Defendant

and all persons whomsoever claiming under him, her or them, be forever barred and foreclosed

of all right, title, interest and equity of redemption in the said mortgaged premises so sold, or any
part thereof. | _

11.  And itis further ORDERED. ADJUDGED AND DECREED that any prior lien
that has been paid in full is hereby satisfied and canceled of record.

12.  ITIS FURTHER ORDERED that the Deéd of oonvéyance made pursuant to said
sale shall contain the names of only the first named Plaintiff and the first named Defendant and
the Defendant who was the titleholder of the mortgaged property at the time of ﬁling of the
Notice of Pendency of the within action, and the name of the Grantee, and the Master in Equity

' is authorized to omit from the indices pertaining to such conveyance the names of all parties not
contained in said Deed. .

13. . The Master in Equity will retain jurisdiction to do all necessary acts incident to
this foreclosure including, but not limited to, the issuance of a Writ of Assistance.

14,  Upon issuance of a Master in Equity's Report on Sale and Disbursements, the
Register of Deeds is directed to release of record the mortgage lien beiﬁg foreclosed, which
mortgage lien is described as follows: .

That Mortgage originally given to Bank One, NA by Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L.
Tangeman, dated September 12, 2000 and recorded September 14, 2600, in Mortgage Book 2382
at page 703.

15.  The following is a description of the premisés herein ordered to be sold:

AT L that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with all improvements thereon, situate and
being in the County of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina, being shown and designated
* as 0.275 acre, more or less, on plat prepared for Betty L. Tangeman by S.W. Donald Land
Surveying, dated September 6, 2000 and recorded April 21, 2009 in the Office of the
Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County in Plat Book 164 at Page 171; reference being
hereby specifically made to said plat of survey in aid of description.
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2¥8S0Z¥dO0L0Z#ASYD - SYAid NOWIWOD ~ DENENY.LEVAS ~ NV 68:L 1 LI ABW 2102 - G114 ATIVOINOYLOZTS



THIS BEING a portion of the property conveyed to Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L.
Tangeman by Deed of Robert C. Mays, II and Mildred L. Mays, dated August 20, 1968
and recorded August 21, 1968 in Book 34-Z at Page 68; subsequently, Betty L. Tangeman
and Delbert R. Tangeman conveyed the subject property unto Betty L. Tangeman and
Delbert R. Tangeman, as joint tenants with the ric,ht of survivorship, by Deed dated
January 25, 2008 and recorded January 29, 2008 in Book 90-N at Page 821, in the Office
of the Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County.

102 Oak Ridge Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306
TMS# 07-15-08-262.01

16.  ITIS FURTHER ORDERED that if the Plaintiff or the Plaintiff's representative
does not appear at the scheduléd sale of the above-described property, then the sale of the
property will be null, void and of no force and effect. In such event, the sale will be rescheduled
for the next available sales day. |

JUDGE’S SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW
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FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG CASE NO: 2010-CP-42-05847
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns Betty L Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek and Alice R.
Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1, Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R
- PLAINTIFFE(S) Tangeman;
DEFENDANT(S) '
Attorney for: [ ] Plaintiff =~ []Defendant
Submitted by: or )
[] Self-Represented Litigant

oo O 0O o g

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.

The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. [ | SeePage 2 for additional information.
ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [} Rule 41(a),

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [} Other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON}: [[] Rule 40(), SCRCP; ] Bankrupicy;

[[] Binding atbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify

arbitration award; [ ] Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURY (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

[] Affinmed; [] Reversed, [] Remanded: I:] Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ See attached order (formal order to follow) [_] Statement of ludgment

by the Court:
ORDER INFORMATION
Thisorder [ends [ does notend the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk : Foreclosure Action

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal propexty or if any
amount_should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below,

Judgment in Favor Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be

of (List name(s) (List name(s) Enrolled (List amount(s)
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for[Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L. | $N/A
Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities ITangeman
Trust 2004-801 '

the order:.

TMS# 07-15-08-262.01

If applicable, descnbe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in
102 Oak Ridge Street, Spartanburg, SC 29306

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amourts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
cletk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: Iu E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

“Gordon G Cooper, Master in Equity

SCRCP Form 4C (02/2017)

Judge Code Date
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For Clerk of Court Office Use Only
This judgment was entered on the day of ,20 and a copy mailed first class or placed in

the appropriate attorney’s box onthis  day of 20 1o attorneys of record or to
parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as refiected on the Electronic File Stamp
and the clerk's entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail 2 copy of the
judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCE.

ADDITIONALINFORMATION REGARDING PECISION BYTHE COURTAS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

SCRCP Form4C (0272017) B o . Page2of2
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FORM 4 ATTACHMENT

Betty L. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

Betty L. Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge Street

© Spartanburg, SC 29306

Delbert R. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

Delbert R. Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306

Donald C. Coggins, Esquire

‘PO Box 3547

Spartanburg, SC 29304
Attorney for Defendants
Barry D. Mallek, Alice R. Mallek and Donald C. Coggins, Jt.

Page 1 of 1
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Spartanburg Common Pleas

Case Caption: Wells Fargo Bank Na Trustee For Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities
: 1 Trust 2004 BO1 , plaintiff, et al VS Betty L Tangeman , defendant,
etal ' - ‘
Case Number: 2010CP4205847

Type: Master/Order/Foreclosure & Sale and Form 4

Ttis Sov Ordered

s/Tudge Gordon G Cooper-3065

Electronically signed on 2017-05-11 11:29:14 page 13 of 13

LVQQOZV:!OO L0ZHASYO - SV Td NOWINOD - DHNANY.LHVAS - WY 6G:41 LL ABW £10Z - QT4 ATTVOINOYLOTTA



Notice of Sale
C/A No: 2010-CP-42-05847
BY VIRTUE OF A DECREE of the Court of Common Pleas for Spartanburg County,
South Carolina, heretofore issued in the case of Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear
Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1 vs. Betty L Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek and
Alice R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R Tangeman;, I the undcrsigrléd as Master in
Equity for Spartanburg County, will sell on June 5, 2017 at 11:00 AM, at the County Court
House, Spartanburg County, South Carolina, to the highest bidder:

Legal Descrxptmn and Property Address:
ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of Iand, with all improvements thereon, s:tuate '
and being in the County of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina, being shown and
designated as 0.275 acre, more or less, on plat prepared for Betty L. Tangeman by
S.W. Donald Land Surveying, dated September 6, 2000 and recorded April 21, 2009
in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County in Plat Book 164 at
Page 171; reference being hereby specifically made to said plat of survey in aid of
description.

THIS BEING a portion of the property conveyed to Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty
L. Tangeman by Deed of Robert C. Mays, IIT and Mildred L. Mays, dated August
20, 1968 and recorded August 21, 1968 in Book 34-Z at Page 68; subsequendly, Betty
L. Tangeman and Delbert R. Tangeman conveyed the subject property unto Betfy L.
Tangeman and Delbert R. Tangeman, as joint tenants with the right of survivership,
by Deed dated January 25, 2008 and recorded January 29, 2008 in Book 90-N at
Page 821, in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County.

102 Oak Ridge Street : ‘
Spartanburg, SC 29306
TMS# 07-15-08-262.01

TERMS OF SALE: For cash. Izﬁerest at the current rate of Nine and 75/1000 (9.750%)
to be paid on balance of bid from date of sale to date of compliance. The purchaser to pay for
papers and stamps, and that the successful bidder or bidders, other than the Plaintiff therein, do,
upon the acceptance of his or her bid, deposit with the Master in Equity for Spartanburg County -
a certified check or cash in the amount equal to five percent (5%) of the amount of bid on said
premises at the sale as evidence of good faith in bidding, and subject to any resale of said

premises under Order of this Court; and in the event the said purchaser or purchasers fail to

Page 1 of 2 _ Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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cohaply with the terms of sale within Twenty (20) days, the Master in Equity shall forthwith
resell the said property, after the due notice and advertisement, and shall continue to sell the
same each subsequent sales day until a purchaser, who shall comply With the terms of sale, shall
be obtained, such sales to be made at the risk of the former purchaser. Since a personal or
deficiency judgment is waived, the bidding will not remain open but compliance with the bid

may be made immediately. If the Plaintiff or the Plaintiff's repreéentaﬁve does not appear at the

. above-described sale, then the sale of the property will be null, void, and of no force and effect.

In such event, the sale will be ;eScheduIed for the next available sales day. Plaintiff may waive
any of its rights, including its right to a deficiency judgment, prior to sale. Sold subject to taxes

and assessments, existing easements and restrictions of record.

~ Gordon G. Cooper,
Master in Equity for Spartanburg County

Spartanbﬁrg, South Carolina

5 2017

Hutchens Law Firm
P.O. Box 8237
Columbia, SC 29202 .
803-726-2700

Page20f2 ‘ » ‘ Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)

L¥B8S0ZYdO0L0ZHIASYO - SV Td NOWWOD - DUNENYLIHVLS ~ Wd L0'ZL L Ae L L0z - a4 ATIVOINOYLOZTE



Case Caption:

Case Number:

Type:

Spaftanburg Common Pleas

Wells Fargo Bank Na Trustee For Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities
1 Trust 2004 BO1 , plaintiff, et al VS Betty L Tangeman , defendant,
et al

2010CP4205847

Master/Order/Other

Itis So Ordered

s/Tadge Gordon G Cooper-3065

Electronically signed on 2017-05-11 11:23:53  page 3of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINE IN THE COURT OF
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG COMMON PLEAS
Wells Fargo Bank, N. A.; Trustees for Bear Stearns DEFENDANT'S MOTION
Assit Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1, TO RECONSIDERS AND
Ocwen Loan Servicing LLC. OPEN THE CASE

PLAINTIFFS C/A No.; 201 0—CP—42-0584Z .
VS. = i

Betty L. Tangeman, Delbert Tangeman, Berry D. | f: -
and Alice R. Mallek, and Donald C. Coggins, Jr., ‘ I

DEFENDANT P

" Defendants Betty and Delbert Tangeman prays the court to consider the following
defenses for their MOTION TO RECONSIDER/and/ OPEN THE CASE. '

[ 1) The/our contract with GMAC was first broken by GMAC when they sent back )
multipfe payments of approximsatly $4,300.00 back to me/us. ' y sl )

écf,géﬂ facnt

o
daney

2. I'found errors in the “Findings of Fact" documnet. Tangeman's have always

maintained property insurance. I also disagree with all or most of the figures in the same
section.

;\‘ 3. The plamtiff does not possess a legal note. What was filed with the court was

obxfi‘dus’lgr recopied numerous times, the account number is blotted out, it is not in blue

ink as required in South Caroline.

‘,@The three (3) year statute of limitation ( code ann. 15-3-510 et seg.) on collecting
a debt in South Caroline expired several years ago. Three other Law Firms have —>
attempted to foreclose on this dwelling, one of them had a different case number, |

o e

- 5.1 d}) not see a chain of allonges, assignments, or endorsements attached to the
fraudiilant fiote. Each of the buyers of this fraudulant note must prove that the above or
affidavits proving legal transferance in order to have Standing.

/{6}:}' such is the case, I am prepared to file a lawsuit against Hutchens Law Firm
and‘Johd B. Kelchner for "Fraud Upon The Court." I hereby demand Proper tranferance
be proved. Hutchens Law Firm with there "HIGH PERFORMANCE LAW" is
simply a "foreclosure mill!" taking advantage of poor people and all others who
cannot fight for their rights given to them by our wonderful state of South Carolina.

1

827710
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/ d{utchens' foreclosure mill served their case against Tangemans improperly,

' gi\l?i'ng fne approximatly s@g:@ys\@ respond. The same happened with the court date
and sale date as well as Tangeman being unaware about the new electronic filings...not

being treated as a pro-se...I never received a signed judgement from Judge Gordon

Cooper.

7 / /W
Delbert R. Tadgérdan J
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

864-303-4282




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This 15th day of june, 2017 the attached "Motion to Open the Case" was sent to the
following by regular mail with sufficient postage affixed to the below addresses,

John B. Kelchner
P.0O. Box 8237
Columbia , SC 29202
803-726-2700

Donald C. Coggins, Jr.
: PO Box 3547
Spartanburg, SC 29304

L Tty ‘1.4
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Prepared by Hutchens Law Firm ‘ Recorded 6 Pages on 07/20/2017 04:14:22FM
P.O. Box 8237 Recording Fee: $12.00 NBURG, S.C.

Office of REGISTER OF DEEDS, SPARTA

Columbia, SC 29202 1 Dorothy Earle, Register Of Deeds

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA . DEED
(PUBLIC SALE)

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

' C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847

To Whom Thcsc:. Presents shall concem:;

I, Gordon G. Cooper, Master in Equity for Spartanburg County, State of South Carolina, send
greetings: ' '

WHEREAS, in an action in the Court of Common Pleas in Spartanburg County between Wells
Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1 and
Betty L ngemaii; Barry D. Mallek and Alice R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R
Tangeman as De%endant(s), I the undersigned, as Master in Equity for Spartanburg County, by
Order passed on_--May 11, 2017, did decree that the property described should be sold by the
Master in Equity, for Spartanburg County on the terms and for the purposes mentioned in the

order granted in the case; and

WHEREAS, I the undersigned, as Master in Equity for Spartanburg County, after due
advertisement of the said property for sale at public outery, did openly and publicly, and after the
matter of auctior, sell the said property on June 5, 2017 for the sum of Two Thousand Five
Hundred Dollars and No Cents ($2,500.00), said sum being the highest a‘mountAbid, to Wells
Fargo Bank, NA as Trustee for Bear Steams Assét Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1, its

successors and assigns.

NOW, KNOW ALL MEN, That, the undersigned, as Master in Equity for Spartanburg County,

pursuant to the forgoing and also in consideration of the said bid paid as the aforesaid by the said

~ herein below narned grantee, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, have granted,

bargained, sold, released, and by these presents do grant bargain and release the following

Page 1of5 . " Firm Case No: 1182770 (JPCS.CAE)%/
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described pr0perty unto the grantee, Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns Asset
Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1, its successors and assigns. -

Legal description and property address:

ALL that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with all improvements thereon, situate and
being in the County of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina, being shown and designated
as 0.275 acre, more or less, on plat prepared for Betty L. Tangeman by S.W. Donald Land
Surveying, dated September 6, 2000 and recorded April 21, 2009 in the Office of the
Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County in Plat Book 164 at Page 171; reference being
hereby specifically mdde to said plat of survey in aid of description.

THIS BEING a portion of the property conveyed to Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L.
Tangeman by Deed of Robert C. Mays, 111 and Mildred L. Mays, dated August 20, 1968
and recorded August 21, 1968 in Book 34-Z at Page 68; subsequently, Betty L. Tangeman
and Delbert R. Tangeman conveyed the subject property unto Betty L. Tangeman and
Delbert R. Tangeman, as joint tenants with the right of survivorship, by Deed dated
January 25, 2008 and recorded January 29, 2008 in Book 90-N at Page 821, in the Office
of the Register of Deeds for Spartanburg County.

102 Oak Ridge Street, Spartanburg, SC 29306
TMS# 07;15—08—262.01

Grantees Address: 12650 Ingenuity Drive Orlando, FL 32826

TOGETHER, with all the singular the hereditaments, rights, members and appurtenances
‘whatsoever to the said property belonging er in any wise incident or appertaining, and the
.'reversions and remainéers, reiits, issues, and profits thereof; and also any estate, right, title,
interest, dower, ﬁossession, benefit, claimm: demand t_herein whatsoever of all parties to the said
suit and of all other persons who might rightfully claim the same or any part thereof, by, from, or

under them, or ei:ther of them;
TO HAVE AND 'TO HOLD the said property, with its hereditaments, privileges, and

appurtenances, unto the said grantee, his/its successors and assigns for their own use, beneﬁt, and

behoof, forever. .

XY

Page 2 of 5 ' - Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I, the undersigned, as Master in Equity for Spartanburg County,
d by virtue of the said order(s), have hereunto set my Hand and Seal the Zg% .

: in the year of our Lord Two Thousand Seventeen, and in the
Twb Hyhdred F('):'rty-Pirst year of Sovereignty and Independence of the United States of America.

" SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED
IN THE PRESENCE OF:

L.8)
Gordon G. Cogger
Master in Equity for Spartanburg County

%

Page 3 of 5 S ,  Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA DEED
. (PUBLIC SALE)
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847

PERSONALLY APPEARED the undersigned witness and made oath that (s)he saw
Gordon G. Cooper, Master in Equity for Spartanburg County, sign, seal, and deliver the within
Deed; and that déponent together with the other witness signed their names as witnesses thereto.

Subscribing witness is not a party to or beneficiary of the transaction.

/QWW,WW

U
SWORN to befoté me this

¥ day) of _Qﬂw ,2017

(LS)

" Jennifer H. Gibson

Print Neme;
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
My Comnﬁs'sioréExpires: 035
This deed was prepared by:
Hutchens Law Firm
- P.O.Box 8237
" Columbia, SC 29202

Index: Master in Equity
" Betty L. Tangeman
Barry D. Mallek
Alice R. Mallek
Donald C. Coggins, Jr. -
Delbert R. Tangeman

-

Page 4 of 5 Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) P\'
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ) AFFIDAVIT FOR TAXABLE OR EXEMPT TRANSFERS

" PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned, who being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. | have read the information on this affidavit and | understand such information.

2 The property being transferred is located at 102 Oak Ridge Street, Spartanburg, SC 29306, bearing County Tax Map
Number 07-15-08-262.01, was transferred by Gordon G. Cooper, Master in Equity for Spartanburg County to Wells Fargo

Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities | Trust 2004-BO1 on june 23, 2017.

3. Check one of the following: The deed is ' :

(a) subject to the deed recording fee as a transfer for consideration paid or to be paid in money or
money’s worth,
{b) subject to the deed recording fee as a transfer between a corporation, a partnership, or other entity

and a stockholder, partner, or owner of the entity, or is a transfer to a trust or as a distribution to a trust beneficiary.

{c) _X___exempt from the deed recording fee because (See Information section of affidavit): (13) transferring
realty subject to a mortgage to the mortgagee whether by a deed in lieu of foreclosure executed by the mortgagor or
deed pursuant to foreclosure proceeding; )

(If exempt, p[ease skip itetns 4 -7, and go to item 8 of this affidavit.)
If exempt under exemption #14 as described in the Information section of this affidavit, did the agent and principal
relationship exist at the time of the original sale and was the purpose of this relationship to purchase the realty? Check

“Yes or No

4, Check one of thé'foliow'ing if either ttem 3(a) or item 3(b) ahove has been checked (See Information section of this
affidavit.): Y

(a) The fee is computed on the consideration paid or to be paid in money or money’s worth in the amount
of - . :

(b} The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty which is :

{c) The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty as established for property tax purposes
which is . ' ‘ '

S. Check Yes or No: to the following: A lien or encumbrance existed on the land, tenement, or realty before
the transfer and remained on the Jand, tenement, or realty after the transfer. {This includes, pursuant to Code Section
12-59-140(E)(8), any lien or encumbrance on realty in possession of a forfeited land commission which may
subsequently be waived or reduced after the transfer under a signed contract or agreement between the fien holder and
the buyer existing before the transfer.} If “Yes,” the amount of the outstanding balance of this lien or encumbrance is:

6. The deed recording fee'is computed as follows:

{a) Place the amount listed in {tem 4 above here:

(b} Place the amount listed in item 5 above here:
(If no amgiunt is listed, place zero here.)

{c) Subtract Line &(b) from Line 6(a) and place resuit here:

7. The deed recording fee{due is based on the amount listed on Line 6{c) above and the deed recording fee due is:

P
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8. As required by Code Settlon 12-24-70, | state that | am a responsible person who was connected with the transaction
as: 'Plaintiff’s Attorney : .

9. l understand that a person required to furnish this affidavit who willfuily furnishes a false or fraudulent affidavit is
guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, must be fined n ore than thousand dollars or imprisoned not
more than one year, or both.

P

Responsible Person Connected with the Transaction

. | Alan M. Stewart, SCB# 15576

Print or Type Name Here

RN to and sub nbed before me this '7
day of N { 20 /

Notary Public for ‘)dv-h% (ﬂz‘@ffrﬂﬁi

My Commlssgﬁ//i ires: {3 /H 24

Notary (L.S.): MW)
Notary (printed namerfmﬁﬂ’@}' J - Uj@fn

-

INFORMATION

Except as provided in this paragraph, the term “value" means “the consideration paid or to be pand in money or money’s worth for the realty.’ Consideration paid or
to be paid in money's worth includes, but is not limited to, other realty, personal property, stocks, bonds, partnership interest and other intangible property, the
forgiveness or cancellation of a debt; the assumption of a debt, and the surrendering of any right. The falr market value of the consideration must be used in
celculating the consideration paid in maney’s worth, Taxpayers may elect to use the fair market value of the realty being transferred in determining fair market value
of the consideration. In the case of realty transferred between a corporation, a partnership, or other entity and 2 stockholder, partner, or owner of the entity, and in
the case of realty transferred to a trust or as a distribution ta a trust beneficiary, “value” means the realty’s fair market value. A deduction from value is allowed for
the amount of any lien or encumbrance existing on the land, tenement, or realty before the transfer and remaining on the land, tenement, or realty after the
transfer. {This includes, pursuant to Code Section 12-59-140(F)(6), any lien or encumbrance on realty in possession of a forfeited fand commission which may
subsequently be waived or reduced after the transfer under a signed contract or agreement between the lien holder and the buyer existing before the transfer.)
Taxpayers may elect to use the fair market value for property tax purposes in determining fair market value under the provisions of the law.

- e

Exernpted from the fee are deeds: X

{1} transferring realty in which the value of the realty, as defined in Code Section 12-24-30, Is equal to or less than one hundred dollars;

(2) transferring realty to the federal government or to a state, Its agencies and departments, and its political subdivxslons, including schoo!l d:stncts

(3) that are otherwise exempted under the laws and Constitution of this State or of the United States;

(4) transferring realty in which no gain or loss Is recognized by reason of Section 1041 of the Internal Revenue Code as defined in Section 12-6-40(A);

(5) transferring realty in order to partition realty as long as no consideration is paid for the transfer other than the interests in the realty that are being exchanged in
order to partition the realty, 4

(5) transferring an individual grave space at a cemetery owned by a cemetery company licensed under Chapter 55 of Title 39;

{7] that constitutes a contract for the sale of timber to be cut; .

(8) transferring realty to a corporation, a partnership, or a trust as a stockholder, parner, or trust benefictary of the entity or so as to become a stockhoider, partner,
ar trust beneficiary of the entity 2s Iong as no consideration is paid for the transfer other than stock in the corporation, interest in the partnership, beneficiary
interest in the trust, or the increase in value in the stock or interest held by the grantor. However, except for transfers from one family trust to another family trust
without consideration or transfers from a trust established for the benefit of a religious organization to the refigious organization, the transfer of reaity from a
corporation, a partnership, or a trustto a stockholder, partner, or trust beneficiary of the entity is subject to the fee, even if the realty is transferred to another
corporation, 2 partnership, or trust;

{9} transferring realty from a family r:artnershlp to 3 partner or.from a family trust to 3 beneficiary, provided no consideration is paid for the transfer other than a
reduction in the grantee’s interest 1g,the partnership or trust. A “family partnership? is a partnership whose partners are all members of the same family. A “family
trust” is a trust, in which the beneficjaries are ail members of the same family. The beneficiaries of a family trust may also include charitable entities, “Family” means
the grantor and the grantor’s spouse, parents, grandparents, sisters, brothers, children, stepchildren, grandchildren, and the spouses and lineal descendants of any
the above. A “charitable entity” means an entity which may recefve deductibie contributions under Section 170 of the Internal Revenue Code as defined in Section
12-6-40(A);

{10} transferring realty in a statutnry merger or cansolidation from a constituent corporation to the continuing or new corparation;

{11) transferring reaity in 3 merger or consolidation from a constituent partnership to the continuing or new partnership;

{12) that constitutes a corrective degd or a quitclalm deed used to confirm title already vested in the grantee, provided that no consideration of any kmd is paid oris
to be paid under the corrective or quitclaim deed;

{13) transferring realty subject to a mortgage to the mortgagee whether by a deed in Ixeu of foreclosure executed by the mortgagor or deed pursuant to foreclosure
proceeding;

(14) transferring realty from an agent to the agent’s principal in which thé reaity was purchased with funds of the principal, provided that a notarized document is
also filed with the deed that estabhshes the fact that the agent and principal relanonsl'up existed at the time of the original purchase as well as for the purpose of
purchasing the realty;

(15) transferring title to facilities for-*:ransmltting electricity that is transferrad, sold, or exchanged by electrical utilities, municipalities, electric cooperatives, or
political subdivisions to a limited Ilabxhty company which is subject to regulation under the Federal Power Act {16 U.S.C. Section 791{z)) and which is formed to
operate or to take functlonal oontrcﬁ of electric transmission assets as defined in the Federal Power Act.



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA.
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG . COUNTY
'COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
The Honorable Judge Gordan Cooper

Wells Fargo Bank, N. A,; Trustees for Béar Stearns Assit Backed

Securities I Trust 2004-BOL1, | g B |
RECEIL VETY
C/A No.; 2010-CP-42-05847 AUG 28 16i

SC Gountof Appeals

BerryD and Alice R. Mallek; and Donald C. Coggms Jr., John B. Kelchner

T e et et e s e nsend ereosrseresese Respondents

Be’cty L. Tangeman(deceased snce 12-16-2011) and Delbert R. Tangeman
........................................................................................... v Appelliants

APPELLANT'S INITIAL BRIEF
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1. The/our contract with GMAC was first broken by GMAC when they sent back
multiple payments of approximsatly $4,300.00 back to me/us. 566 @)(m bt 4

2. Ifound errors in the "Findings of Fact" documnet. Tangeman's have always
maintainéd property insurance. | also disagr@e with all or most of the figures in the same
section.

3. The plaintiff does not possess a legal note. What was filed with the court was
obviously recopied numerous times, the account number is blotted out, it is not in blue

ink as required in South Caroline.

4. The threé (3) year statute of limitation (code ann. 15-3-510 et seg.) on collecting
a debt in South Caroline expi.red. several years ago. T&ee other Law Firms have
attempted to foreclose on this dwelling, one of them had a different case number.

5. Ido not see a chain of allonges, assignments, or endorsements attached to the
fraudulant note. Each of the buyers of this fraudilant ﬁote muét prove that thé above ér
affidavits proving legal transferance in order to have .Standing.

6. If such is the case, | am prepared to file a lawsuit against Hutchens Law Firm .
and John B. Kelchner fof "Fraud Upon Thé Court." 1 hereby demand Proper tranferance
be proved. Hutchens Law Firm with there "HIGH PERFORMANCE LAW" is
simply a "'foreclosure mill!" taking advantage of poor people and all others who
- cannot fight for their rights given to them by our wonderful state of South Caroliné.

7. Hutchens' foreclosure mill served their case against Tangemans imi)roperly,

giving me approximatly seven dayé to respond. The same happened with the court date



po*

and sale date as well as Tangeman being unaware about the new electronic filings...not
being treated as a pro-se...I never received a signed judgement from Judge Gordon

Cooper.

Delbert R. Tangeman, prof§e
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

864-303-4282
August 16, 2017




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This 16th day of Augﬁst, 2017 the attached "APPELLANTS'S INITIAL BRIEF" was sent to the following
by regular mail with sufficient postage affixed to the below addresses,

John B. Kelchner D :
P.O. Box 8237 - Eﬂ V E
Columbia , SC 29202 REC

803-726-2700 AUG 28 2011

Donald C. Coggins, Jr. SG Court of Appeals

PO Box 3547
Spartanburg, SC 29304,
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FORM 1 T
NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE:

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA RB@EME‘?

IN THE COURT OF APEALS SEP 15 7
’ (o) :?7
SC A
APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY Court or APPGEIS ‘

| - 84950 o
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS | |

GORDAN COOPER IN THE MASTERS-IN-EQUITY COURT
CASE NO. (2010)-CP-42-5847

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. AS TRUSTEE FOR BEAR

STEARNS ASSET BACKED SECURITIES I TRUST

2004-BOI HUTCHENS LAW FIRM, JOHN B. KELCHNER ‘
P.0. BOX 8237, COLUMBIA, SC 29202........ccccunvvrienereneenninnn, RESPONDENTS

BETTY L. TANGEMAN AND DELBERT R. TANGEMAN .
104 RIVERSIDE LN, DUNCAN, SC 29334.........ccooivvevoererireni) APPELLATE

NOTICE OF APPEAL

DELBERT TANGEMAN APPEALS TO THE ORDER (JUDGMENT) OF THE
HONORABLE GORDAN COOPER DATED MAY 11, 2017. APPELLANT o
RECEIVED THE WRITTEN NOTICE OF THE ORDER ON JULY 24, 2017, BUT
STILL UNSIGNED.

Delbert R. Tangeman, Pro Se
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334
(864) 303-4282
Other Counsel of Record
John B. Kelchner
P. O. Box 8237
Columbia, SC 29202
Attorney for Respondents
803-726-2704
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FORM 7
PROOF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APEALS e
RECEIVETy
APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY SEP 15 7617

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS S Gouri of Appeals

GORDAN COOPER IN THE MASTERS-IN-EQUITY COURT

CASE NO. (2010)-CP-42-5847

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. AS TRUSTEE FOR BEAR

STEARNS ASSET BACKED SECURITIES [ TRUST

2004-BOI HUTCHENS LAW FIRM, JOHN B. KELCHNER

P.O. BOX 8237, COLUMBIA, SC 29202........cccunveveeeeineniin, RESPONDENTS

BETTY L. TANGEMAN AND DELBERT R. TANGEMAN
. 104 RIVERSIDE LN, DUNCAN, SC29334..0...0uuvvviiiviiieeeereieaniann, APPELLATE

PROOF OF SERVICE

1 éertify thast I have served the Notice Of Appeal on Well F argo Bank by
depositing a copy in the u.s. mail postage prepaid on September 14, 2017, addressed to
his atorney of record, John B. Kelchner at P.O. Box 8237, Columbia, SC, 29202.

Delbert R. Tangeman, Pro Se

104 Riverside Lane
v Duncan, SC 29334
September 14,2017 : (864) 303-4282
Other Counsel of Record )
John B. Kelchner
. P.O. Box 8237

Columbia, SC 29202
Attorney for Respondents
803-726-2704
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| SEP 15 72011
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA : SG Court of Appeals

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SPARI‘ANBURG

CERTIFICATE
* I, the undersigned Sarah Hollis, Court Reporter for the Master-In-Equity for the
County of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and
accurate Transcript of Testimony of the proceedings had at the motion hearing of the captioned
case, before the Honorable Gordon G. Cooper, Master-In-Equity for Spartanburg County, South
Carolina, on the 11th day of May, 2017.
I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel nor interest to any party hereto.
%ﬁhéf)llis

Court Reporter

SWORN to beforé me this

21th day of July, 2017.
Spartanburg, South Carolina.

Sl U wstind

Notary Public for South Carolina

My Commission Expires: September 13, 2026.
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns
Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1, Respondent,

V.

Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek; Alice R. Mallek;
Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R. Tangeman,
Defendants, '

Of whom Betty L. Tangeman (deceased since December
16, 2011) and Delbert R. Tangeman are the Appellants,

And Barry D. Mallek; Alice R. Mallek; and Donald C.
Coggins are the Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2017-001799
The Honorable Gordon G. Cooper

Spartanburg County
Trial Court Case No. 2010CP4205847

ORDER

The appellant, Delbert Tangeman, filed his notice of appeal on September 15,
2017, stating that he received written notice of entry of the order being challenged
on appeal on July 24, 2017. The appellant also stated in his proof of service for the
notice of appeal, that he served the respondent on September 14, 2017. Pursuant to
Rule 203(b)(1) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, a notice of appeal
shall be served on all respondents within thirty days after receipt of written notice
of entry of the order or judgement. Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed for failure
to timely serve the notice of appeal upon the respondents. The remittitur will be
sent as provided by Rule 221(b), SCACR.



'

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:
Delbert R. Tangeman

Donald C. Coggins, Jr., Esquire
John Brian Kelchner, Esquire

| A,“ce“
FOR THE COURT

BY l/%% /Qa,,o«z
CLERK 7

@l@%&“ 9207
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: STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG -
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., Trustee for Bear | PLAINTIFF’S NOTICE OF MOTION AND
Stearns Asset Backed Secuntles 1Trust 2004~ ~ | MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
BOI, o P

g . (NON-JURY MORTGAGE

- PLAINTIFF, |- - FORECLOSURE)

VS, : '

; ‘ C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847 -

Betty L Tangeman; Barry. D Mallek; Alice R. '

- Mallek; Donald C Coggins, Jr.; DelbertR
Tangeman :

DEFENDANT(S)

- TO: DONALD C. COGGINS, JR., ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANTS BARRY D.
MALLEK, ALICE R. MALLEK DONALD C. COGGINS, JR., DEFENDANT
DELBERT R. TANGEMAN AND DEFENDANT BETTY L. TANGEMAN:

- PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plamtlff through its undersigned counsel, will move

. before Gordon G Cooper as: Master in Equlty for Spartanburg. County on the 10™ day after '

service hereof at 180 Magnoha Street Judicial Center,.3rd Floor, Suite 901, Spartanburg, SC
' 29306, or as soon thereafter as may be convenient to the Court and counsel, for an Order

granting the Plaintiff summary judgment on Plaintiff’s cause of action for foreclosure of its

mortgage pursuant to Rule- 56 -of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. The Plaintiff -

‘makes this motion on the grounds that there is no genume issue as to any material fact and the

Plaintiff is entltled to _]udgment as a matter of law. This motion is based on the attached afﬁdavxt .

. of debt, pleadmgs in this case, and apphcable South Carolma case and/statutory law.

-S/John B. Kelchner .
John B. Kelchner (SC Bar No. 13589)
HUTCHENS LAW.FIRM
P.O. Box 8237 (29202)
240 Stoneridge Dr. =
Columbia, SC 29210
(803) 726-2700 |
S EME@L&:M_M
+ Attorney for Plaintiff -
March 6, 2017

. Firm Case No. 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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* Mallek; Donald C. Coggms, Jr ‘Delbert R.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS -

'STATE OF soun_r CAROLINA

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG T CIANO: 2010-CP42-05847
. 'Wells‘Eargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bea‘r.:' | . : : ‘. L
 Stearns Asset Backed Securities L Trust 2004- ' AFFIDAVIT OF AMOUNT DUE

ooh PLAINTIFF, |

vs. o

Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek A_llce R.

Tangeman,
DEFENDANT(S)
L Qhasme R. Elol bcmg of lawful age and bemg ﬁrst duly sworn on .

oath, states and deposes as follows: ,

1. Tam the, Contract Managemem Coordinator _of Ocwen Loan Servicin'g,‘LLC (“Ocwen™),
servicer for Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Steams ‘Asset Backed Securities I Trust
2004—B01 (“Plamtxﬂ”) As such, I am authorized to“miake this Affidavit. 1am over the age of

eighteen years, and I have personal knowledge of the facts and matters stated herein based on my

review of the business records deﬁned below. The. statements set forth in this Affidavit are true

and correct, to the best of my knowledge and belief. -
2. . Inthe regular performance of my job ﬁmctio'ns, I have access to and am familiar

with the business records (thc “R Records™) relating to the. servicing of the mortgage loan at issue

" in this foreclosure action (the Loan™). The Records summanzed herein constltute records or

data compilations of transactlons relatmg to the Loan (the “Iransactlon s”), and were made and
are maintained in the regular and usual course of business. The Records were made at or near
the time by, or from information transmitted from a person with knowledge of the Transactlons
1 revrewed and relied upon the Records in executmg thls Afﬁdavrt

3. According to the Records, the Plamtlﬁ' is authorized to enforce the negotxable

instrument secured by the mortgage.

4. According to the Records, the Defendant’ s/Defendants’ last accepted payment‘_

was applied to the mstallment contractually due for June 12, 2010 and the .

_ Firm Case No: 1182770 (JECS.CAE)
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Defendant’s/Defendants’ is/are'therefpre in &efaplt for failure to tendet the tequired monthly

payments when due. All sums dite and ‘owing pursuant to the terms of the.pfbmissory‘note‘and

mortgage have been accelerated. .

5. Accordmg to the Records, as of February 13, 2017, there is now due and owmg.

upon szid Loan the fo Howing amounts

a)
b)
¢)
d)

. e)

g)

B

i)

Principal due on the note $

Deferred Principal Balance - & . 000
Interest (at date of default 9,75000%) from 6/13/2010 to 2/13/2017 $ 23,764.90
Late Charges $ 31200
Escrow Balance: ‘ . ‘ $ 9,639.65
Taxes for the Year(s) 2013-2016 " $4,574.70 : .
Insurance for the Year(s) 2014-2016" o $1,179.00

Escrow Payments/Credits - o $0.00

Prior Servicer Escrow Balance (if applicable) - $3,885.95 '

Interest Arrearage IR $ 0.00
Prior servicer fees . $ 619452
Suspense Account (deblts/credxts) o o $ (1.89) -
Additional Costs: o , $ 922.00
Property Inspections T $416.00

Property Valuation Fee/BPO - . _ ~ $231.00

Property Prcscrvatlon/Mamtenance Fee : $0.00

Certified Mail Cost * : . o $0.00
'Other Fees/Costs =~ : . - $0.00

Bankruptcy Costs . o $0.00 -

Title Search Expenses - $250.00

Foreclosure Fee/Costs (pald through 8/ 10/2016) $25.00

Total Due - T . - 8 7736754
, 6. As a result of Defendant’s/Defendants’ default under the note and mortgage sued

upon herein Plaintiff retained the attorney of record and authorized the filing of this action.

Further, Plaintiff has agreed to be bound and obligated itself to pay said attorney for hls/her'

services such sum as the Court shall adjudge to be reasonable.

¢

 Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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7. This document also authorxzes the attomey of record or hrs/her representatrve to

. testxfy on behalf of Plaintiff in thrs foreclosure action.

Dated:eg ’2&‘2@5 . Affiant Signamre:M '

Print Name' Chastrie R. Elol

Title: _ Colmact Management Coordinator
' - Ocwen Loan Setvicing, LLC
servicer for Wells'Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for

Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004- -

'-BOl

STATE OF FLORIDA .
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH -

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this p?l— day /[f-« é of

2017, by Chastria R, Eini ___as Contract Management Coordinator for Ocwen. ..
Loan Servrcmg, LLC who is the servicer for Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns
- Asset Backed Securltles I Trust 2004-BO1, who is persona/lly_k_nmm\me\m who has produced

- fication.:
Signature of Notary Public . . - &Gl Moy cum Stats of Florda
Name of Notary Public: _DanaVera g %y :‘é@ 33’&,“;{2,,“ £ 58708
B . . . .. ) ; 0'

Expuen 0710?!2020

Personally i(nown_: Rl .
OR Produced Identification: —_

——

Type of Identification Produced:_

Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE) .
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
- COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., Trustee for Bear

Stearns Asset Backed Securmes I Trust 2004-

BO1,

PLAINTIFF,

VS.

Betty L Tangeman; Barry D Mallgk; Alice R. - -

Mallek; Donald C Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R.
Tangeman,

DEFENDANT(S)

IN THE COURT OF COMMON .PLEAS. ‘

*.CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

(NON-JURY MORTGAGE
~ FORECLOSURE)

C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that on March 6, 2017, I served on the person(s)
below a copy of Plaintiff’s Notice of Motion and Motion for Summary Judgment in the above-
referenced case by via E-filing or; deposxtmg same m the United States Ma1l W1th sufficient

postage affixed and addressed as follows

Betty L Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

Betty L Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306

Donald C. Coggms Esqmre

PO Box 3547

Spartanburg, SC 29304

Attorney for Defendants Barry D. Mallek
Alice R. Mallek and Donald C. Coggins, Jr.

Page 1 of 2 .

Delbert R. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

o DélBert R. Tangeman

102 Oak Ridge Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306 = -

M\N/

Brlgnte‘bull
Senior Legal Assxstant
. HUTCHENS LAW FIRM .

P.O0. BOX 8237
Columbia, SC 29202
803-726-2700

Firm Case No. 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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THISIS A COIvﬂ\dUNICATION FROM A DEBTCOLLECTOR. THE PURPOSE ‘OF THIS COMMUNICATION.IS TO /. 5.
COLLECT ADEBT AND ANY. I'NFORMA'I.‘ION OBT:

REQUIREMENT RN )
COLLECT A DEBT:ORAS AN ACTTO COLLECT ASSESS, ORRE
FROM YOU PERSONALLY, .

PaéeZofi . : : S : ,
Firm Case No. 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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HUTCHENS -

— LAW FIRM —

HIGH PERFORMANCE LAW™

Foreclosure Department o ' Offices In:
Phone: 803-726-2700 . Fayetteville, Charlotte, Wilmington, NC | Columbia, SC
Fax: 803-252-6822 . o 240 Stoneridge Drive
HutchensLawFirm.com : C .. Columbia, SC 29210
P.O. Box 8237 .
Columbia, SC 29202 .
September 28, 2017

Betty L. Tangeman : : . DelbertR. Tangeman

104 Riverside Lane - , 104 Riverside Lane
- Duncan, SC 29334 B - Duncan, SC 29334

Betty L. Tangeman ". Delbert R. Tangeman

102 Oak Ridge St. . : 102 OatoRidge St.

- Spartanburg, SC 29306 _ ‘Spartanburg, SC 29306

Donald C. Coggins, Esq.
P.O. Box 3547
Spartanburg, SC 29304
_ Attorney for Defendants Alice R. Mallek
And Donald C. Coggins, Jr.

Re: .Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securmes 1 Trust 2004-BO1

vs. Betty L. Tangeman, et al.
Docket Number: 2010 CP-42-05847

Dear Sir/Madam:

Enclosed and served upon you please find a filed, 51gned copy of the Order Denying Motion to
Reconsxder and Reopen Case of Defendant Delbert R. Tangeman.

Si erely,

%ntha] Rhoa@ \ﬁﬁw

Legal Assistant

ce

At
Vs

AN
NSO ST K
METLLO
EBTERQ

Firm Case No. 1201588 (CVL.CAE)



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

o f ORDER DENYING MOTION TO
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear | RECONSIDER AND REOPEN CASE OF
Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004- DEFENDANT DELBERT R. TANGEMAN
BO] o
(NON-JURY MORTGAGE

PLAINTIFF, | FORECLOSURE)

Vvs. ‘ ,
C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847
Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek and
Alice R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggms Jr
Delbert R. Tangeman. =~

DEFENDANT(S)

This matter came before this Court on September 25, 2017 upon the Motion to
Reconsider and Reopen Case, (“Motion™), of Defendant Delbert R. Tangeman, (“Defendant”).
Aﬁpea.n‘ng at the hearing were John B. Kelchner, counsel for Plaintiff Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as
Trustee for Bear Steams Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-B01, (“Plaintiff”’) and Defendant
representing himself pro se. ' '

~ INTRODUCTION AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The within action was filed on November 3, 2010 to foreclose on real property located in

Spartanburg County. Thereafter, Defendant Betty L. Tangeman and Defendant filed counterclaims,
which were subsequently dismissed. This Court issued an Order and Judg‘meht for Foreclosure and
Sale on May 11, 2017 (“Judgment”) Plaintiff served a copy of the Judgment on all Defendanis
on May 23,2017 by mail as shown by that Certificate of Service filed May 24, 2017. Pursuant
to the Judgment, the subject property was sold at public sale on June 5, 2017. On June 15, 2017,
Defendant filed the Motion. Plaintiff served all partiés with Notice of the hearing on the Motion
on August 8, 2017, |
STANDARD OF REVIEW

“A motion to alter or amend the judgment shall be served not later than 10 days after
receipt of written notice of the entry of the order.” Rule 59(e), South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure. (SCRCP) “A party may wish to file such a moti.on when she believes the Court has

" Pagelof3 ’ Firm Case No; 1149441 (JFCS.CAE)
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misunderstood, fmled to fully consrder or perhaps failed to rule on an argument or issue, and the
party wishes for the Court to reconsrder or rule on it. A party must file such a motion when an "
issue or argument has been raised, but not ruled on, in order to preserve it for appellate review.”
Elam v, South quolzna Dept. of Trans.; 361 $.C. 9, 24, 602 S.E.2d 772, 780 (2004). “The
purpose of Rule§59(e) SCRCEP, to alter or amend the j udgment is to request the trial ‘judge to
‘reconsider matters properly encompassed ina decrs:on on the merits.” Arnold v. State, S.C. 157,
172,420 SE.2d 1673 675 (1992).

“On mouon and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve a party or h1s legal
representative. from a final judgment, order, or proceeding for the following reasons: (1) mistake,
inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect; (2) newly discovered evidence wh1ch by-due- -
diligence could not have been discovered in time to move for a new trial under Rule 59(b);

(3) fraud, misrepresentation, or other misconduct of an adverse party, (4) the judgment is v01d
(5) the judgment has been satisfied, released, or d1scharged or a prior judgment upon which it is
based has been reversed or otherwise vacated, or it is no longer equitable that the judgment
should have prospective applieation.” Rule 60(b) SCRCP. | “A party seeking to set aside a
‘judgment has the burden of presenting evidence entitling him to the requested relief.” Perry v.
Heirs at Law of Gadsden, 357:S.C. 42, 46 590 S.E.2d 502, 504 (Ct. App. 2003); See Rule 60(b)
SCRCP. “Whether to grant or deny a motion for relief from judgment lies within the soun‘d
discretion of the judge.” Raby Const., L.L.P v. Orr, 358 S.C. 10, 18 594 S.E.2d 478, 482 (2004);
See Rule 60(b) SCRCP.

CONCILUSIONS OF LAW

Defendant bases his Motion on a recitation of affirmative defenses previously made in his
responsive pleadings mcludmg failure to apply payment correctly, Plaintiff’s lack of* standmg,
and the apphcable statute of llmxtatlons barnng Plaintiff’s action. In addition, Defendant claims
that he was not served properly. Defendant does not reference with which pleadings, notices or
orders he was lmproperly served .

Defendant does not reference the Rule under which he makes the Motion, SCRCP Rule
59(e) or 60(b). Under Rule 59(e), Defendant would have been required to move within ten days
of receipt of the Judgment. The Judgment was filed on May 11, 2017 and served on May 23,
2017 but Defendant did not fi le his Motion until June 15, 2017, Therefore his Motion was not
timely filed.

Page 2 of 3 ' Firm Case No: i14944l (JFCS.CAE)
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Even if this Motion would have

been considered timely, Defendant still failed to meet the

requir‘ements of Rule 59(e). This Court determined that Plaintiff established that it was the

holder: of the subject loan with the nght

endorsed Note, Mortgage and’ correct ¢

to bring the within action by presenting a properly

hain of assignments of the Mortgage. Plaintiff presented

sufficient evi idence reﬂ ecting the exlstence of a contract, the breach of said contract, and its

damages resulting from that breach. The statute of limitations cited by Defendant is not

apphclable to mortgage foreclosure actxons Finally, this Court firids that Defendant was properly

servecl| with the Complaint, all: notxcesl of helarmgs in this case, and the Judgment.

Defendant’s Motion also fails to meet the burden of presentmg evxdence in accordance

with Rule 60(b) SCRCP. Defendant offers no evidence that the Judgment should be set aside by -

virtue of mlstake madvettence surpnse or excusable neglect Likewise, Defendant presented no

newly discovered evidence nor sufficiently alleged any fraud, misrepresentation, or other

conduct by an adverse party Justlfymg reconsideration of the Judgment The Judgement is not

void nor has it been satisfied, released or discharged.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Defendant’s Motion is denied.

IT IS SO ORDERED,

JUDGE’S SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW

Page 3 of 3

Firm Case No: 1149441 (JFCS.CAE)
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Spartanburg Common Pleas

Case Caption: Wells Fargo Bank Na Trustee For Bear Stearns Asset' Backed Securities

etal
Case Number:  2010CP4205847 -

1 Trust 2004 BO! , plaintiff, et al VS Betty L Tangeman |, defendaiit; .

Type: Order/Other

It is So Ordered |

s/Judge Gordon G Cooper-3065

Electronically signed on 2017-09-26 1:3:59:2'1 page 4 of 4
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| STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA : IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear - CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust
-2004-BO1, 4 " | (NON-TJURY MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE)
 PLAINTIFF, '
VS. : C/A NO: 2010-CP-42-05847

Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek; Alice
R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert
R. Tangéman, o

DEFENDANT(S)

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that on today’s date, I served on the person(s) below a filed
copy of the signed Order Denying Motion to Reconsider and Reopen Case of Defendant Delbert
R. Tangeman for the above-referenced case by e-file and/or depositing same in the United States
Mail with sufficient postage affixed and addressed as follows: ' ’

Betty L. Tangeman : Delbert R. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane : ~ 104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334 o ‘ Duncan, SC 29334
Betty L. Tangeman : Delbert R. Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge St. - 102 Oak Ridge St.

Spartanburg, SC 29306 : Spartanburg, SC 29306

Donald C. Coggins, Esq.

P.O. Box 3547

Spartanburg, SC 29304

Attorney for Defendants Alice R. Mallek
And Donald C. Coggins, Jr

This the 28th of September, 2017

BY:

Legal Assistant
Hutchens Law Firm
P.O. Box 8237
Columbia, SC 29202
803-726-2700

Firm Case No. 1201588 (CVL.CAE)
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NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
, IN'THE COURT OF APPEALS

APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY
- COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
The Honorable Judge Gordan Cooper

C/A No.; 2010-CP-42-05847 .

Wells Fargo Bank, N. A.; Trustees for Bear Stearns Assit Backed
Securities I Trust 2004-BO1, John B. Kelchner

................................................................

L e et st e ae s b Y oot e s e s s e s s e st nese e Appellat

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Upon defendant's motion to "open the case" heard by Honorable Judge Gordan
‘Cooper September 25, 2017.- Defendants recéived: Judge Cooper's Order in our mail
box Saturday, October 7, 2017, whiich denied defendant's motion to "Open the Case.

Therefore Appellates are appealmg to the Court of Appeals for ;ustlce

Q E October: 12, 2017 ,
Ijﬁ)é&;/i{ég Pro e 104 Riverside. Lane, Duncan, SC 29334, 864-303-4282,

Appellate

Other Counsel of Record John B. Kelchner, P.O. Box 8237, Col. SC 29202 Att. for
' Respondents, 803-726-2704

e
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- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A., AS
TRUSTEE FOR BEAR STEARNS

ASSET BACKED SECURITIES I TRUST

2004-BO]1,
PLAINTIFF,

-VS-

BETTY L. TANGEMAN, BARRY D.
MALLEK AND ALICE R. MALLEK:

DONALD C. COGGINS, JR., AND
DELBERT R. TANGEMAN,

DEFENDANTS.

s

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) (2010CP42-5847)
) |
)
)

REFERENCE HELD:
BEFORE:

SEPTEMBER 25, 2017.

HONORABLE GORDON G. COOPER,
MASTER-IN-EQUITY FOR SPARTANBURG COUNTY.

THE HUTCHENS LAW FIRM,
BY: ' JOHN B. KELCHNER, ESQUIRE
Attorneys for the Plaintiff.

Delbert R. Tangeman is present,

Sarah Hollis, Court Reporter
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'MR. TANGEMAN: Yes sit. You want me to present?

your motion:

/5

Ed

THE COURT: We go on the record in the case of Wells Fargo Bank, N. A., as Trustee for Bear
Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-B01, versus Betty L. Tangeman, Barry D. Mallek
and Alice R. Mallek, Donald C. Coggins, Jr., and Delbert R. Tangeman. All right. This is the
hearing on the Motion _to Reconsider filed by Mr. Tangeman, Delbert R. Tangeman. This is
Case Number 2910-5 84:17. The foreclosure order Was filed on May 11,2017. The foreclosure
sale took place on June 5,2017. The Motion to Reconsider and Open the Case was filed by
Delbert R. Tangeman. - And the Certificate of Service attached to his Motion is dated June 15,
2017. All right, Mr. Tangeman

MR. TANGEMAN: Xes sir.

THE COURT: ltis your motion.

THE COURT: Yessir, You filed your Motion to Reconsider. So now js the hearing based on

MR. TANGEMAN: To open the case. Yes.

THE COURT: All right. ‘ _

MR. TANGEMAN: Well Your Honor, I base my motion upon several things. Number one is
that the Plaintiff does not possess a legal note. The note that was filed was recopied numerous
times and when you start copying things you can put most anything on the note that you want, -
And so it turns out as it did.  As far as that the number on the note was blotted out so that there
is no account number at all showing. And another reason is that the three (3) year Statute of
Limitations which is Code 15-3-5 10 on collectmg a debt in South Carolina expired several years
ago. And also three (3) other attorneys have attempted to file a lawsuit against me but then they
retired or something happened but anyway they never- did shown up in Court. And then I don’t
see any chain of allonges or assignments or endorsements attached to the fraudulent note. And

the buyers of the note should have something in writing. An allonge or an afﬁdavnt proving that

2




12 || note. With respect to the redactions that were referenced, on the note we have to do that with

16 || back he was properly served with the Notice of Hearmg for the Motion for Summary Judgment

" 18 || Motion filed within ten (10) days of the Judgment being filed. There is nothing under Rule

l6

1 || there was Iegal transference for the note. Actually, the three (3) year Statute of Limitations
should close this case. ‘And those are the main reasons for opening the case that [ presented

THE COURT: Allright. Thank you. Counsel.
MR. KELCHNER: John Kelchner on behalf of the Plaintiff, Your Honor. Your Honor I will

SN

5 || refer to the Defendant’s Motion, the Reconsideration Motion in which he recited in his argument
6 || this morning. ‘These issues all were brought up prior to the judgment being filed and the Motion
7} for Summary.J ixdgmentfbeing filed. Mr. Tangeman’s counterclaims were dismissed. Ibelieve
8 || there is a Motion to Reconsider which was also dismissed. At the heanng he argued again with
9 || respect to standmg The 1ssues with respect to the payments and the property insurance also

10 || were addressed at the hearmg. Your Honor, was well within his discretion to find that the

11 L Plaintiff had proper standing. We had the original note at the hearing. A properly endorsed

i3 respect to protecting per;sonally identifiable information. None of the arguments raised
14 |1 including the arguments with respect to service of various pleadings provide grounds to set this
15 || aside pursuant to Rule 60. The Defendant was properly served with the pleadings. Looking

!

17| and he was properly served with the Decree on May 23. Furthermore, there was no 59(e)

19 | 60(b). There is no new dlscovered evidence. Allegations for the stay pursuant to the Judgment
20 |f that g1ves grounds to set this aside pursuant to Rule 60(b). So the Plaintiff would respectfully .

21 || request that the Defendant’s motion be denied: Thank you.

22 | THE COURT: Anything further Mr. Tangeman?

23 | MR. TANGEMAN: Yes. Iam still wondering why we can foreclose on a piece of property thet

24 || the statues of limitation has expired on. How can that be? I thought that we were here to

25 || uphold the law not 1gnore it.
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THE COURT: Counsel do you want to address that? 4

MR. KELCHNER: Well Your Honor, first the statute cited is not applicable to foreclosure
actions. The law in South Carolina is that the law of special limitations expires twenty (20)
years after the maturity date. If there is no maturity date on the note it will be twenty (20) years
after the note originated. The borrower was in default for the July 2010 due date. The
Complaint was filed in December of 2010, So even if this statute applied, the Plaintiff properly
complied with that statute by filing the case and taking action within less than six (6) months of
the default date. And the fact that the case has been ongoing for several years the case can’t just
be strung out and then after three (3) years be dismissed by allegations that the statute of
limitations has explred So Your Honor this argument in addition to being already addressed at
the Motlon for Summary Judgment hearing is not applicable, Your Honor. And we would
request again that argument would not be consxdered as legitimate information.

THE COURT: All nght :

MR. TANGEMAN: Well Your Honor, I disagree. He hasn’t stated anything that proves that
the statute of limitations does not apply. | | .

THE COURT: All riglrt. Mr. Tangeman this Court has always found that the Statute of |
Lirnitations does not apply. Especially this case has been pending for ten (10) years and I
remember when it started. And this statute of limitations once the filing took place it took place
within six (6) months of the default of the payment. The statute of limitations that you are
addressing or attempting to apply to this case does not apply in this case. So I am finding that it
does not apply in.this case. And this matter has been brought up several times and it still does
not apply. The other i 1ssue that [ have is and I have continually told you that when you select
yourself as your attorney then I have got to hold you to the same level as an attorney. And that
being said you did not ﬁle this Motion within the ten (10) days as required by the Rules of szxl

Procedure. And that is why when we started I specifically set out on the record the dates of the

4




‘co ~J =) W L -8 w N

IOL
nl
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

entry of the Order. The dates of the Certxﬁcate that the attorneys for the Plaintiff sent you coples
of all pleadings. The éther matters that you are addressing as far as the notes, I find in the Order
and throughout this that they were proper asmgnments of these documents to the present Plaintiff |
and in fact in the Order dated May 11, I again confirmed that there were proper assignments to
the present Plaintiff, And found that the loan created a first priority mortgage on this subject
property. So based on all of these findings, I am going to deny the Motion for Reconsideration
or Reconsideration and Opening the Case. SoIam denymg that Motion. Counsel if you would
prepare the appropriate: Order

MR. KELCHNER: Thank you, Your Honor. I will.

THE COURT: And send a copy to Mr. Tangeman

MR. KELCHNER Yes Your Honor.

THE COURT: Just hke you.did with the last order as far as a certificate.

MR. KELCHNER: Yes sir.

THE COURT: But e-file it as well.

MR. KELCHNER: - Yes sir. ‘

THE COURT:- And Mr. Tangeman ‘i'f you want to see the Order prior to it being received by you:
it will be electronically filed and available on line with the clerk’s filing.

MR. TANGEMAN: Your Honor, I don’t know ﬁow to do that online. |
THE COURT: Well you will get the Order within the time frame just like you did with the
Order that was originally entered back in May of 2017.

MR. TANGEMAN: Your Honor, I couldn’t get to itand I don’t know why. Ieven had - - well
somebody gave me the how to do it but I still couldn’t get it and if I could come to your Office
and pick it up. Icould do that.

THE COURT: We don’ tprovxde it. We e-file it and you can get a copy at the Clefk’s office

downstairs.
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MR. TANGEMAN:  Your Honor, I got a copy before from here.

THE COURT: We dc;n’t have a copy now. But the e-filing - - Mr. Tange_man listen to me. If
you want a copy - - counsel do you have an email Mr. Tangeman? '

MR. TANGEMAN: Yes sir.

THE COURT: Allright. If you would write it down and give it to counsel. Idon’t want it on
the record because as counsel has stated you have to be very concerned about thmgs that make it
onto the record. So if you would write it down and glve itto him. And if you would e-mail a
copy as well after [ e]ectromcally file it.

MR. KELCHNER Yes Your Honor.

THE COURT But that will be available in the Clerk’s office on the second floor of this
building. We are on the third (3) floor now. So as soon'as I sign it electromcally it will be filed
in the Clerk’s office. _ _

MR. TANGEMAN: So1 can pick up a copy in the Clerk’s office?

THE COURT: They can run yoﬁ off a copy there but counsel is going té also e-mail you a copy-
at the e-mail address that you prov1de tohim. ke fid Al oo W

MR. TANGEMAN: Al right.

THE COURT: Do youhave somethmg to write on'7

MR. TANGEMAN: Yes sir.

THE COURT: All nght Counsel 1f you would do that as a courtesy to Mr. Tangeman as well

MR. KELCHNER Yes sir.

THE COURT; All righf. Counsel can you read it?

MR. KELCHNER: I am sorry.

|| THE COURT: Can you read what he wrote? Can you tell what it is?

MR. KELCHNER: - Yes, Your Honor,
THE COURT: All right. If you will prepare that like I said and e-file it and I will sign it s soon

6
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MR. KELCHNER: Yes, Your Honor.

as I get it and when you get it back if you will e-mail a copy and also send it to him by regular

mail.

THE COURT: Allright.
MR. KELCHNER: Thank you.
THE COURT: All rxght Mr. Tangeman have a good day.

MR TANGEMAN: Thank you.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

:

CERTIFICATE

I, the undemgned Sarah Hollis, Courc Reporter for the Master-In-Equity for the  County

- of Spartanburg, State of South Carohna, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and

accurate Transcript of Testlmony of the proceedmgs had at the motions hearing of the captioned
case, before the Honorable Gordon G. Cooper, Master-In—Equlty for Spartanburg County, South
Carolina, on the 25th day of September 2017.

I do further certlfy that I am neither of kin, counsel nor interest to any party hereto.

ol Fatts

Sarah Hollis
Court Reporter

SWORN to before me this

9th day of October, 2017.
Spartanburg, South Carolina.

il
4

Moo, < Hhstiad

Notary Public for South Carolina

My Commission Expires; September 13, 2026.
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To: Mr. Griffin, Mr. Schulz and John Kelchner...That was quite a shotgun blast
(both barrels) all to a closed Appellate case No. 2017-001799, which Tangeman initiated and

Pl

shortly thereafter dismissed, dated October 16 201 7. Attached at Exhibit 7.

Tangeman erred in attempting to appeal Judge Cooper’s order denying Tangeman’s
MOTION TO RECONSIDER. Instead, Tangeman responded to Mr. Kelchner’s “NOTICE

OF HEARING...to open the case”... SCHEDULED FOR SEPTEMBER 25TH, 2017.

ISSUE OF STANDING & REVIEW OF LEGAL STANDING

Résponder’nts made no believable response to negate “Standing.” Mr. Kelchner:
(Lines 9 and 11 page 3) regarding " Standing." Plaintiff did not produce an original note to
Defendant Tangeman (line 11 p.3 p}aintiﬁ‘ stated "We had the original ndté at the hearing".
PLAINTIFF PERJURED HIMSELF?!) Plaintiff produced only this multiple copies. (ref. p.2,
lines 17- 20) When one starts copying multiple times, one can arrange a fake note any way one
wishes. (N owhere in lines 4 thru 21 did the Plaintiff deny that statement.) The plaintiff did not
produce the original note at the "Hearing" as he stated. The statemént was untrue! Was that
Perjury? fraud? or both? Rule F.-- 2 was that an intent to deceive? Therefore, without the

original note, the plaintiff has no standing.
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1. “INJURY: The blaintiff must have suffered or imminently will suffer injury. The
injury must not be abstract and must be within the zone of interests meant to be
regulated or protected under the statutory or constitutional guarantee in
question.”

A. The injury was self-inflicted. GMAC sent back to Appellant payments |
amounting to more than $6,800.00. Theréfore, Appellant just gave up
and quit sending payments. (Exhibit # 4)

B. After several years, the debt grew so large that it passed the real value

-

of the property. Respondent sent to various Attorneys applications for

“LOAN MODIFICATION". None responded...Those efforts went nowhere!

2. “CAUSATION:” The injury must be reasonably connected to the

 defendant’s conduct.”

A. There is no “reasona_bﬂity factor” that could possibly' be the fault
of the Appellant. He made every reasonable effort to send GMAC
payments due them, but GMAC kept returning them. GMAC's injury was
self-inflicted!

B. The fault was that GMAC was a predatory Lender. “ A Wicked Default is
the third most common form of wrongful foreclosure we see is when a
lender-, takes nefarious action to put a -loan into default, resulting in a
situation where the borrower is unable to cure the default. Maybe, the

lender declined payments, such as was done by GMAC... Maybe, because
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of a catch clause in the contract, which escalated the interest rate way too
.high. Thereby forcieg a default. There are generally three ways‘to attack
these types of loans: to attack based on fraud, to attack based on usury,
and to attack based on improper foreclosure proceeding...and the
Appellent intends to pursue those and more.

C. The fault is also in the law that President Bill Clinton passed, requiring
lenders to approve mortgages to mortgagees even if they had little of no

income. Hence, the year 2008 financial collapse of many banks.

3. “REbRESSABILlTY:" A favorable court deeision must be likely to redress
~ the injury. |

A, Now the [arger, bigger, vulture Banks, like Wells Fargo, are
‘;unreasonably” and 'unjustly seizing preperties from Apbellants like v
myself whose incomee were dependant upon tennants whom the
subprime lenders took away from them.

B. Where is the justiee end fairness in the law to favor “Redressability”
when GMAC and even Bear Stearns committed legal suicide by filing for

Bankruptcy"' Therefore Appellant Prays the Court to ﬁnd in his favor!

4. “OTHER REQUIREMENTS: There are other requirements imposed by the

Appeals Court and made law:

4

A A party may only assert his or her own rights and cannot raise the claims of a
third party who is not before the court.

B. If the court deems that Wells Fargo has not passed the “no Space test,” or
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intrinsic fraud,or due process clauses as legal holder of said “NOTE” then,

does that mean that all other holders of the NOTE become third parties who argl
not before the court?

R vs. | PER ENDORSED G

Properly endorsed allonges MUST MEET THE “NO SPACE” TEST AS

REQUIRED BY SOUTH CAROLINA LAW.

Both, the attorney for Wells Fargo and the |'ugg. e are guilty of .

in that."Intrinsic fraud is defined as- “fraud which misleads a court in
detérmining issues and induces the court to find for the party pérpetrating the
fraud. (SEE PAGE 3 LINES 11 AND 12 WHEREIN RESPONDENT STATED
“WE HAD THE ORIGINAL NOTE AT THE HEARING AND. A PROPERLY
ENDORSED NOTE...." NEITHER STATEMENT WAS TRUE! WHY DID HE |
NOT SHOW ME THE NOTE? NEITHER WAS IT PROPERLY “ENDORSED."_
Even though Judge Cooper confirmed the endorsements were “proper” (see
p.5,|inés 4 & 5 in the transcript) THERE WAS TOTAL DISREGARD FOR THE

“NO SPACE” RULE & LOOSE PAGES AS REQUIRED BY S.C. LAW.

Lines
(See section 30-7-80 (last 3g)



o 27

ISLEADING ST NTS BY RESPONDENT AND THE COURT
. Therefore, both the attorney and the Court made misleading statements.

This is a classic case of intrinsic fraud regarding perjured testimony or
| “presenting forgéd documents at trial. Allegations that a party failed to disclose
documents also generally a'mountv to intrinsic, rather than extrinsic, fraud.” 2
Raby v. Orr, 358 S.C. 10, 594 S.E.2d 478 (2004) (Intrinsic fraud was
mxsrepresentat:on about accounting practices), Bowman v. Bowman 375 S.C.
146, 591 S.E.2d 654 (Ct App 2004)(!ntnnsnc fraud was fallure to dlsclose
information about retirement accqunt), Chewmng v. Ford Motor Co., 354 S.C.
72, 79 S.E.2d 605 (2003)(Fraud upon the court by an attorney, Whether or not
_intrinéic or extrinsic, can be used to set aside a prior judgment), Chewnihg V.
Ford Motor Cb., 345 8.C. 28, 550 S.E.2d 584 (Ct. App. 2001 )(Fra;ld upon the
court by an attorney, whether or not intrinéfc or extrinsic, can be used to
' éet aside a priorjudgmenf ar.wd court declined‘to follow reasoning of Bankers

Trust v. Braten, 317 S.C. 547, 455 S.E. 2d 199 (Ct. App. 1995)), Hagy v. Pruitt,

339 S.C. 425, 529 S.E.2d 714 (2000) ...

“Intrinsic fraud is defined as “fraud which Magg acourtin at 82, |
579 S.determining issues and induceé the court to find for the party
perpetrating the fraud. Thé classic case of intrinsic fraud is perjured,
testimony or presenting forged documents at trial. Allegations that a

party failed to disclose documents also generally amount to intrinsic,
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rather than extrinsic, fraud.” Raby Const. LLP v. Orr; 358 S.C. 10, 594

S.E.2d 478 (2004)(citing Chewning, 354 SC E.2d at 610-11). See, e.g.,
Br'yan V. Bryan, 220 S.C. at 169, 66 S.E.2d at 611; James F. Flanagan,
South Carolina Civil Procedure at 485 (2d ed. 1996)". ©2006 Melissé F.

Brown

UNCLEAN HANDS

“Buckley may provide the practitioner with a recent equitable argument
issued by our Supreme Court which does not look favorably upon those who
are undeserving and who try to use the court rules to obtain a benefit they do
~ not deserve. “

Wells Fargo has very “UNCLEAN HANDS.” WELLS FARGO
CURRENTLY VS. BANK OF AMERICA, U.S. BANK, BB&T, Chase Bank,
Credit Zendore,Regions Bark and Mortgage Bank. That says nothing about two
(2) class action lawsuits currently going forward with Wells fargo’s illegal
deceptions with their own depositors and their con_tinued,practice of forcing
mortgagees to continue paying on- mortgages after they are paid off. .

Recently our Supreme Court relied upon the equitable principle of -

unclean hands. The Court cited First Union Nat'| Bank of S.C. v. Soden, which
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held that the doctrine of unclean hands will preclude a litigant from recovering in

»equity if that litigant acted unfairly.

“Federal Rule 60(b)(3), by its express terms, mmw

aside 'fg[ fraud, whether the fraud is intrinsic or extrinsic.” Mr. G. v. Mrs. G, 320

S.C. 305, 465 S.E.2d 101 (Ct. App. 1995), fn. 2. (emphasis added).” Chewning
,V' Ford Motor Co., 345 S.C. 28, 550 S.E.2d 584 (Ct. App. 2001)(Fraud upon the
_couﬁ by an attorney, whether or not intrinsic or extrinsic, <;an be used to set

aside a pfiorjudgment and court declined to follow reasoning of Bankers Trust

v. Braten, 317 S.C. 547, 455 S.E. 2d 199 (Ct. App. 1995).

- “Litigants should lose cases when the facts or the rules of substantive
law alre against them. They should not lose because their lawyer and judge
disagreed on Some fine point of evidence law:” E. Warrant .Moise, Credibility
-and Character Evidence: History, Policy and Procedure ( attachment” require?
Physical Attachment New York UCC §3-202(2) states: “.‘An indorsement must be
written by or on behalf of the holder and on the instrument or on a paper so
ﬁrmly affixed thereto as to become a part thereof.”” This requirement t:ghtened the
NIL’s previous requnrement that the indorsement “be written on the instrument itself or
upon a paper attached fhereto. The éhange was deliberate, apparentfy designed to

assure the indorsement would travel with the instrument. This, it was thought,
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| would "bfotect subsequent purchasers from the risk that the present holder or a
previous holder has negotiated the instrument to someone outside fhe apparent chain
of title through a separate document”18...(Respondents had only one “Allonge” and
that was an assignment from Bank One but the allonge does not address to

whom. the assigned firm wa s. All the others were assignments of mortgages,

not the “note.”) (see Exhibits 11 thru 13)...by Lawrence

“2003)(citing James F. Dreher, A Guide to S.C. Evidence 93 (1967)
Raby v. Orr, 358 S.C. 10, 594 S.E.2d 478 (2004) (Intrinsic fraud was
- misrepresentation about accounting practices), Bowman v. Bowman, 375 S.C.
146, 591 S.E.2d 654 (Ct. App. 2004)(Intrinsic fraud was failure to disclose
information about retirement account), Chewnihg v. Ford Motor Co., 354 S.C.
. 72,79 S.E.2d 605 (2003)(Fraud ubon the court by an attorney, whether or not
intrinsic or extrinsic, can be used to set aside a prior judgme_nt), Chewning v.
Ford Motor Co., 345 S.C. 28, 550 S.E.2d 584 (Ct. App. 2001)(Fraud upon the
court by an attorney Raby v. Orr, 358 S.C. 10, 594 S.E.2d 478 (2004) (Intrinsic
fraud was misrepresentation about accounting practices), Bowman v. Bowman,
375 S.C. 146, 591 S.E.Zd 654 (Ct. App. 2004)(Intrinsic fraud was failure to

disclose information about retirement account), Chewning v. Ford Motor Co.,
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whether or not intrinsic or extrinsic, can be used to set aside a prior judgment),

354 S.C. 72, 79 S.E.2d 605 (2003)(Fraud upon the court by an attorney,

Chewnmg v. Ford Motor Co 345 S.C. 28 550 S.E.2d 584 (Ct. App

| 2001)(Fraud upon the court by an attorney, whether or not intrinsic or extrinsic,
can be used to set aside a prior judgment and court declined to follow

reasoning of Bankers Trust v. Braten, 317 S.C. 547, 455 S.E. 2d 199 (Ct. App.
1995)), Hagy v. Pruitt, 339 S.C. 425, 529 S.E.2d 714 (2000) (Misrepresentation
to obtain consent for adoption is extrinsic fraud but party failed to prove -

| extrinsic fraud heré by clear and convincing eVi_dence),Mr. G. v. Mrs. G, 320 |
S.C. 305, 465 S.E.2d 101 (Ct. App 1995)(Misrepresentation about parentage is -
intrinsic fraud) Evans V. Gunter 294 S.C. 525, 366 S.E.2d 44 (Ct. App. |
1988)(Perjury was intrinsic fraud but court also found extrinsic fraud where a

' party was ihduced to sign a waiver form which denied his opportunity to be
heard), Hilton Head Center of SC, Inc. v. Public Service Commission of SC, 294
S.C. 9 362 S.E.2d 176 (1987)(Intrinsic fraud was misrepresentation),Ex Parte
Corley, 247 S.C. 179, 146 S.E.2d 609 (1966)(Intrinsic fraud was perjury vand :
false testimony), Bryan v. Bryan; 220 S.C. 164; 66 »S.E.2d 609 (1951)(Intrinsic
fraud was perjured testimony). 3 Raby Const. LLP v. Orr; 358 S.C. 10, 594 |
S.E.2d ;178 (2004 )(citing Ch‘ewning, 354 S.C. at 82, 579 S.E.2d at 610- 11).

- See, e.g., Bryan v. Bryan, 220 S.C. at 169, 66 S.E.2d at 611: James F.
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Flanagan, South Carolina Civil Procedure at 485 (2d ed. 1996). 4 Id. 358 S.C.
at 19, 594 S.E.2d at 483(citing Chewning, 354 S.C. at 81, 579 S.E.2d 610). 5
Id. 358 S.C. at ‘1 9, 594 S.E.2d at 482 (citing Chewning, supra). 6 Id. 358 S.C. at
18, 594 S.E.2d at 482 (As long as ihtrinsic fraud is relevant or can be used to
attack a witness, whether or not intrihsic or extrinsic, can be used to set aside a

case.” -Melissa F. Boren

CESS O W

“The Respondents deprived the Appellant of “Due Process” when they
‘seizéd his property just a few days after the lower court's “ORDER” was

issued/published.

“This act set aside a prior judgmeﬁt and court declined to follow
reasoning of Bankers Trust v. Braten, 317 S.C. 547, 455 SE 2d 199 (Ct. App.
© 1995)), Hagy v. Pruitt, 339 S.C. 425, 529 S.E.2d 714 (2000).” |

- The lower Court issued an “ORDER FOR WRIT OF ASSISTANCE FOR

DEFENDANTS ONLY.” (SEE EXHIBIT 8)This order was dated “the 17th day of

November, 2017”, even though the Respondents Attorney had been informed
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before the judge that the defendant was taking this to the Court of Appeals. (at

N

The residence was a duplex rented to two (2) tenants who were evicted
instead of the Defendants. The residence was stripped of appliances, some glass

windows were broken, and most likely all the wiring and copper pipes torn out.

(Note: The succeeding was copied from a N.Y. Law Journal verbatim) “A
fundamental, cbnstitutional guarantee that all legal proceedings will be fair and
that one will be given notice of the proceedings and an opportunity to be heard
before the government acts to take away one’s life, liberty, or property. Also, a
constitutional guarantee that a law shall not be unreasonable, Arbitrary, or

capricious.

“The constitutional guarantee of due process of law, found in the Fifth and
Fourteenth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution, prohibits all levels of government from
arbitrarily or unfairly depriving individuals of their basic constitutional rights to life,

liberty, and property.The due process clause of the Eimm, ratified in 1791,

asserts that no person shall "be deprived of life, liberty, or property,

- without due process of law." This amendment restricts the powers of the federal
government and applies only to actions by it. The Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment, ratified in 1868, declares," [N]or shall any State deprive any person of life,

~ liberty, or property, without due process of law" (§ 1). This clause limits the powers of the

states, rather than tho_sé of the federal government.
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“The Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment has also been
interpreted by theU.S. Supreme Court in the twentieth century to incorporate
protections of the Bill of Rights,so that those protections apply to the states as
well as to the federal government. Thus, the Due Process Clause serves as the
means whereby the Bill of Rignts has become binding on state governments as
well as on the federal government.The concept of due process originated in
English Common Law. The rule that individuals shall not be deprived of life,
liberty, or property without notice and an opportunity to defend themselves -

predates written constitutions and was widely accepted in England.

(Appellant did not receive any notice served by a licensed or unlicensed

server for either the Complaint nore the Writ.)

THE MAGNA CHARTA

“An agreement, signed in 1215 that defined the rights of English subjects
against the king, IS an early example of a constitutionai guarantee of due process.
That document includes a clause that declares, "No free men shell be seized, or
imprieened ... except by the lawful judgment of his peers, or by the law of the land"
(ch. 39). This concept of the law of the land was later transformed into the phrase "due
process of law." By the seventeenth century, England's North American colonies were

using the phrase "due procees of I_aw" in their statutes.

“The application of constitutional due process is traditionally divided into the
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two categories of Substantive Due Prgcéss_ and procedural due process. These
categories are derived from a distinction that is made between two types of law.
Substantive L aw creates,defines, and regulates rights, whereas proce&ural law
enforces those rights or seeks redress for their violation. Thus, in the United States,
substantive due process is concerned with such issues as Freedom of §geeqh and
privacy, whereas procedural due process is concemned with provisions such as the
right to adequate notice of a lawsuit, the right to be present during testimony, and the

right to an attorney.

ALONGES

"Though'prevalent, these practices do not meet the technical requirements of the New
York Uniform Commercial Code to make the transferee of a promissory note its “holder.” The

potential result: unnecessary and totally avoidable legal issues‘ if the purchaser or pledgee

ever needs to establish it holds the note. For example, in a foreclosure, these

claiming the plaintiff does n'gg validly hold the loan. The problem arises from a careful.
reading of the technical requirements of the UCC as in effect in New York (New York UCC).2
New York is one of only two states (8.C. see # 16 below) that still use the antiquated 1951

| version of UCC Article 3.3 The ‘No-Space Test' Under any UCC, if a transferee (whether buyer
or secured party) wants to become a “holder"4 of a negotiable instrument 5 —or, better, é
“holder in due course”6—the transferor must first duly “negotiate” the instrument to the new
holder. Negotiation of a negotiable 7 instrumeht requires delivery of the instrument to the
holder with any necessary indorsement.8 Being a holder (even “in due course”) of an

instrument is not necessarily the same as owning it, though some courts do not grasp the



distinction.9 An indorsemént- on the front or back of an instrument will unquestionably meet the
test for “negotiation.” A separaté piece of paper— today’s industry sténdard, the
“allonge’—raises legal issues that impair its effectiveness as a valid indorsement. First,
‘ancient principfes of commercial law, possibly still good law in New York, prohibit use of any
additional piece of paper for an indorsement as long as enough space reméins to write the
indorsement sor.newhere on the instrument itself (the “No-Space Test"). Second, even when
the law allows a separate indorsement, the New York UCC literally requires an allonge to be
“firmly affixed” to the instrument, a fequirement that today’s practice generally flunks.
Historically, the law disfavored use of an allonge to indorse an instrument. The majority view
under all of the “law merchant,”10 the Uniform Negotiable Instruments Law (NIL),11 and the
common law applied the No-Space Test.12 An overwhelming majority of courts in other states
that have expressly considered this issue have repeatedly interpreted the 1951 version vof

UCC §3-202 to carry forward the No-Space TestP.s

“On the other hand, quite a few cases have allowed a separate allonge under
these circumstances.14 Only a few of these ‘cases expressly considered whethér a
particular instrument still had room for an indorsement.15 These cases generally
upheld an allonge without discussing the No-Space Test. No New York case expressly
decides whether the New York UCC includes a No-Space Test. A few New York cases
on allonges, #16 and a few from out of state applying the 1951 UCC, do hot consider
whether the instrument still had enough space for an indorsement. The Official Text of
Revised Article 3 does not directly address a No-Space Test. But Official Comment 1
to Revised Section 3-204 says: “An indorsement on an allonge is valid even though

“there is sufficient space on the instrument for an indorsement.” If New York enacted



27

the Revised UCC, any concern ébout a No-Space Test would diminish to the
vanishing point.vBu: New York, along with only South Carolina, hasn’t done that,
at least a lingering concern in New York. And if lenders waht to identify and mitigate
every possible legal risk in their docuﬁwénts——as they do—they should assume,
conservatively, that New York has a No Space Test.17 If New York law does not have -
a No-Spéce Test, or if a particular transaction has satisfied the test, counsel must then

ask two more questions before using an allonge.

“Must the parties physically attach the allonge to the instrument being

~ endorsed? If so, what does “physically attached” mean? (Note: there ain’t no staple

mark on the respondent’s Fake N‘ otel) (rgge exhibit 9 & 10).

(See Exhibit No. Four “) Whereln GMAC began returning all of Tangemans checks
as hsted on Exhibit (4). Also see the bottom of (Exhibit Ne. (5) where the ﬁrst check returned to the
Tangemans was dated 01/07/2008. Does the three (3) year statute of limitation which began to
run from the date of default which was Jan. 7, 2008. Does that three (3) statute stop the clock
by which a legal complaint by the court can no longer file said complaint??? See check at
the bottom of exhibit 5.(See Plaintiff Words, page 4, lines 4-13 and lines 16-21 exhibit # 2
attached). The original .Summons was filed November 3, 2010, when the current docket No.

ending in 05847 was first issued (See Exhibit # 3). The Plaintiff is simply using undocumented dates

out of thin air and certainly much more than six (6) months. More like (9) years. Not six (6)

months as implied. Also see (Exhibit No. five (5) which



confirms - the Jan. 7th, 2008 as beginning the date of Defaﬁlt

DEFAULT DATE;
HOWEVER, WELLS FARGO BANK AND ATTORNEY
KELCHNER WITH THE HUTCHENS LAW FIRM DID NOT START ACTION

UNTIL MAY 5, 2017 (SEE EXHIBIT 6)... THAT'S NINE (9 YEARS AND

FIVE MONTH SINCE THE DATE OF DEFAULT! Roger Townsend & Thomas Law
Firm reconstituted the 6ase No, as 10-CP-42-5847 which began January 19, 2011. (see Exlibit
No. three (3). That created two cases active af the same time...with the Bradley & Arant Law
Firm from Charlotte, N.C. That case was heard by Judge Mark Hayes at about the same time.

I (0) ARD REDACT

The account number on the fraudulent note was blacked out, se¢ attached "Note" as
(Exhibit 1). THE LAST 3 OR 4 DIGITS of an account number should remain in order to show

proof or originality of the note. Too much redaction leads me to to be suspicious of the
- note's originality. The defendant is the one who must physically see the note. The
last four digits of my Social Security number is out there for every loan, bank

account and credit accounts.

JSSUE OF INSURANCE

From the beginning of the default which actually was J anuary

of 2008, (Exhibit # 5), GMAC began including Fire and Hazard Insurance as
did all the succeeding buyers of said note. If you multiply $500 to $700 per year
for bank added insurance, it probably was more than $10,000.00. So where is

that hidden in those figures Well Fargo Bank gave attorney Kelchner?






BANK ONE, MA
P.O, BOX 710097

. ) % Loan dumbi_
OLIMBETS, OH - 43271-0097 W

Maturty Oate
LENDEN'S NAMY AND ADORSRS . S LouR Amouat ¢
2You® mesns O Lenaes, ka and esipna,

: o it JRADWER'S NAME AND anDRESS . ol RemewetOf
TERAMS FOLLOWING ald APPLY ONLY i C"ECKE;L;'- INCUO 402N Borromer above, iSindy and u-iulfi_.

For vohue cacaivad, | pramise 10 0¥ 12 you 21 your adrdrexs kntsg atigvm the PRRCIPAL sum M%
:Qltil.ttﬂ_ttct.tiiﬁt.ttitti Dolhvtti'E'QQO-QO
EX single Advance: twik racsive alf of this peincipot sum on . 12 - No sdditional advances are contomplatad undsr thiy norg,
Madiply Advance: The principst am shown ABOwY.is the m. el | can borow. unger thei-note; On , —_—
| wilt ive-the-amouny of § - : X G Rt principal ad s ore
You and | agree thar ) My borrow up to the mani v

R. 12, 2020

INTEREST: 1 agres 1o [ 1 o0 rhe ing principal pai trom 12, 2 ot the
rate of ___“_Q_,_'ZS_D%_ per yoar unut MATLIRTTY

Varinble Raty: Thip epta ey then change ax yoted boiow,

Changs Detes: Exch data on which the Intereai réte may change iz covied

. ) and-on svery

The Inciex: Boginning with the firg| Change Date,:

© Change Data, The mierox) ralw may changs

———
therepfier,
tha intoraat tyte winl po Bassd on the loBownng indax;

Tho mos! recant Inder valus avaiable se of the date'(J 45.geya [J
is calied the “Curiamt ingex.~ :

Calardation of Change: Befors each Change Date, the Lende),
tha Cureant Inges,

bétorg each.Chenge Date

will calcuiata the Intarest-tatd, which will be
The cosult of i calcutation will be rounded,

16l wii become affective on each Crnangs Data. Subisct 1 any, Simitanons belgv; this veill by LS
Hmitatinea: The wnteraat rate wil sgver be-greater than S % orises: than

. %.
p, T———
Toe imsrest rste win never change an any_,ujnggn cmnq. Oste by mors- - oL X .

ACCRUAL METHOD: Intaross will by cakculnted on 4
LATE CHARGE: 1 G708 10 pa

¥ @ 1816 chotge whon on Instalimart i not pess wihp -
5% of the vosid smouny, or § 20, 00" « whichever is mis, [} y_ . :
Pursuam 10 sscs. 37-3-203 ang 37-1-109 6t ‘the South Carofina C\omumar Protecyon Cooe a0 as
. Iaw. . R . . .
D ADDITIONAL CHARGES: I5 addltion 0 interass, ] agees i ey the 'tﬁllowinn chergas which D [ D e rot- msll\i;od. tﬁatpv‘inupu‘cmdmx
above: . — i
PAYMENTS: 1 B30/08 10 pay ths nots s (oliows:

240 PAYMENTS OF $464.89 EACH ON THE 1274 OF EACH MONTH BEGDNVDG oy OCTOBER 12, 2000

.} will pay - “belioan paymant* of §
s fongage} and dete,
THE PRINC]

ADDITIONAL TERMS:.

PURPOSE: The purposa of this loin q SONSIMER: REFINANCE, SIGNATURES: | AGREE To TH

THOSE ON PAGE 2). 1 Nave recw

E TERMS OF THIS NOTE {NCLUDING
vad & copy on today’s date,

Signsture for Lender

{Sou)

(Seal)

{Saon
REAL ESTATE NOTE

TR s s e~ Exhiibit OniG T OF 3




- GMAC Mortgage
3451 Hammond Ave -

P.0. Box 780
Waterloo, {A 50704-0780

T T —

y

gwfﬁg

/
AN

05/14/08

BETTY L TANGEMAN
104 RIVERSIDE. LN .. : - . -

DUNCAN

SC 29334-0000

RE+ —Account Number - -
Property Address

DGE CT APT A & B
DUNCAN SC 29334-0000

Dear BETTY L, TANGEMAN

.

Our records indicate the above-referenced mortgage loan is in"~
default. S : -

Youi,account is-due for 04/12/08, and succeeding payménts. This
is a demand for payment of the total amount due and owing as of
the date of this letter, which is as follows: '

Payments .......... ... S 929.78
Late Charges ....................cn..... $ 12.00
Fees, Costs, and other amounts accrued

todate ....... ... . s 0.00
Suspense .............. e $ ' 0.00
Total Amount Due ................0 0. .... $ 941,78

You may cure the default by paying the total amount due,
indicated above, within thirty (30) days from the date of this

: “w~»¥?~«letter.—‘&tnrﬂzNS‘aiso“respcnsibie*for“paying*EHY“additicnai““”““'"ﬂ——-

payments, fees, and charges that become due during this 30-day
period. Payments must be made in certified funds or cashier’s
check. If funds tendered are not honored for any reason, the

T ——— e e e e

default will not be cured.
than the total amount due sh
rights and/or remedies unde
“law.’ '

Our acceptance of any funds less
all not constitute a waiver of our
the loan documents or applicable .

(continued on back)
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Detav/{ dates,

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ' IN THE COURT OF CQNHVION PLEAS
= S8/

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ' DOCKETNOz.
| b

GMAC Mortgage, LLC, ' N
| Plaintiff . SUMMONS AND NOTICES
(NON-JURY)
FORECLOSURE OF REAL ESTATE
MORTGAGE

- Deficiency Judgment Waived
v. ' |

~

Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek; Alice R.

‘Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R. - | [ [ - $ - ‘/O

Tangeman,;

Defendant(s).

(008045-03409)

TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED: , |

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to appear and defend by answering the -
Complaint in this action, of which 4 copy is hierewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of your
Answer on the subscribers. 5t their offices; '2'204 Executive Center Drive, Suite 109, Post Office Box
100200, Columbia, South Carolina 29202, within thirty (30) days after the service hereof, exclusive of the
day of such service, except that the United ‘States of America, if nafnéd, shall have sixty 60) days ‘to
answer after the service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service; and if you fail to do so, judgrwx;ent’,.@
default will be rendered against you for the relief démarided in the Complaint. o § iﬁf

YOU WILL ALSO TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff will move for an order of re%'r‘ence‘;@'r.
that the'Court may issue a general order of reference of this action to a master in equity/specgl refefe,

e K S

pursuant to Rule 53, of the South Carolina Rules, of Civil Procedure. o=

' TO. MINOR(S) OVER FOURTEEN YEARS OF AGE, AND/OR To:?vfmcnz(sﬁ:’
UNDER FOURTEEN YEARS OF: AGE AND THE PERSON WITH WHOM THE MINOR(sy 7
RESIDES, AND/OR TO PERSONS UNDER SOME LEGAL DISABILITY: : L




12189 6
LYMGM

Agent Signature / -
Firma del. Agente‘:'_& ‘

Customer Recelpt / Recibo del Cliente

lppw

lBux’L..fi?!‘?

Custorer Signature /. )

) .mFlrma del Clients -

IN. ADDmON -TO: TH ER

- ARGOS. poa EL SERVICIO oe TRANSFE Encwwesr R
ADEMA DE; Losc M AT E 5

R.
MOMENTO! EN EL QUE ENV} EL D
CONTRARIO EL TIPO; DE CAMBIO

TRAN EACCIO RVICIOS .QUE iUS?
ST, ESOS TERMINOS

DE: ACUERDO CO

N.UNION. TAMBléN GANA.D
N: SOBRE EL CAMBIO: DE'|
ONEDA E |

INERO. CUANDO ‘CAMBIA® SUS DéLARES A
MONED. EL.TIP % CAMBIO -PARA. SU

- TIPO:DE-CAM
U, EL TI ARIO RECIBA'LLOS FONDOS, ALGUNOS
TED=‘I'>I(A)=§$|ECGIDO SE. ESTABLECEN EN LAS AL REVERSO
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"HUTCHENS

. | —LAW FIRM —

HIGH PERFORMANCE LAW™

. Foreclosure Department Offices In:
Phone: 803-726-2700 Fayetteville, Charlotte, Wilmington, NC | Columbia, SC
Fax: 803-252-6822 :
HutchensLawFirm.com

240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 400

Columbia, SC 29210

P.O. Box 8237
cu - . Columbia, SC 29202
- May S, 2017
Betty L Tangeman Delbert R. Tangeman
104-Riverside Lane - 104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334 ‘ Duncan, SC 29334
Betty L Tangeixfgan S Delbert R. Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge Street 3 102 Oak Ridge Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306 Spartanburg, SC 29306 29681

RE: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., Trusteg;f6i:Bear.Ste: ns;Asset,Backed; Securities I Trust
-2004-BO1 vs. Betty L Tang - .

. Case No. 2010-CP-42-05847"

Dear Mr. and Ms; Tangeman:

"Enclosed please find a copy of Memorandum R Support of Plamtlff ’s Motlo_" foi
s ‘Judgment which I hereby serve 'upon you by ma.ll If you have any qucstlons ple _
T h thte'to contact our office.

FROM YOU PERSONALL

Firm Case No.: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)



O

-advised that this appeal was remitted to the lower court on Oct

The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29217
: 1220 SENATE STREET -
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
DEPUTY CLERK -

TELEPHONE: (803) 734.1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
WWW.SCCOUrS.org

October 16, 2017

Delbeit R. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan SC 29334

Re:  Wells Fargo Bank, N.A, v. Betty Tangeman

PR 0179

Dear Mr. Tangeman:

The Court is in receipt of your documents, filed October 13, 2017. Please be

I o T

o

idoguments,lo.youzass

g e M
£ g T e s
LR AR

Very truly yours,

V4 Cleeion. % %

CLERK
cc: Donald C. Coggins, Jr., Esquire

John Brian Kelchner, Esquire
M. Hope Blackley
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. .  STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA . | IN THE COURT OF ‘COMMON PLEA&1
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ' CASE NO. 2010-CP-42-05847

7 Wells Fargo Bak, N:A. as Trustee. for Bear
) . Asset Backed Secunnes 1 Trust: 2004- ORDER FORWBIT OF ASSISTANCE FOR
: DEFENDANTSONLY

;:?hinﬁff,
Betty L .Tangemani; Barry D. Mallek “Alice R,

‘Mallek; Donald C, Coggins Jr Delbert R.
' Tangeman, t

Defendant(s)

Pursuant to Cireuit Couit'Rule53 of the: South Carelma Rules of Civil Procedure, ‘the- .
above-enutled matter was reférred to ther-undersrgned to makeé’ appropnate ‘finidings of facts ahd

Fjudgment in the case.

<o

Putsuaiit t6 heé Master in Equity s~Repo’“‘ and Judgment of Foreclosiire and Salé.signed on
May 11,2017, the sub_]ect property was sold- 1) e~successful brdder at the foreclosure: sale held:
on June 5,2017. ) RO
¥ That the compliance of the bid: from the successful bidder has been received:and-a Master s
Deed was €xec ted on Junie 23, 2017.

Tlret bject pr eﬂy sold \mder Judreial Order is and: contmues to be oceupled by the
Deféndants Betty L Ter '_im, Barry D. Mallek; Alice R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggms, Jroand
ADelbert R. Tangeman R

_IT IS"HEREBY" ORDERBD ADJUDGED AND'-DECREED that ‘the - Shenff of
Spartanburg County or his authonzed d"{ ' tles be and they are hereby are; authonzed and’ dltected _

+wiBEnizn 470 FHICWE - ST NOWNOD - DHNENVIHVYAS - Wd 162 ¥2100-2102 - G313 ATIVOINOHLOT T
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EANK QNE, NA

P.O. BOX 710097 - A04 RIVERSIDEIN

UMBUS, OH  43271-0097 DOXCAN, SC 29334

. LEMDER'S NAME AND ADDRSSS
"You® means the Lender, ke suceeasors and aesipns. S RAME AND ADDRESS

TERMS FOLLOWING A [ APRLY ONLY IF CHECKED | " inctudes asch Borrawer sbove, jpincty end seveislly

For value raceived, T promise 16 Pay o you 81 YOUT sddress Listad sbove the PRINCIPAL sum of

‘-,ttotlti'ltttcttqtttcttttu,,n.,.‘ig‘ooo'oo
EX singie Advanca: | wit raceive all of s peincipst sumon SEP. 12, 2000 o samn - plated under 1his note.
a Maddple Advance: The princips! sum shown sbous it the i smoynt of i 'lcmMoumuﬁm.m_—_____,
| will seceiva the of 9 g fuwre princi; ~e
You end ) agree that § may borow up to the masimum only ong e tand subject 3o aff other condiuona), .
Condl The d-uions for tunare ath e i M ~
INTERESY: I agtes t0 pay ilerast o the ing princips! betance trom ___ SEPTEMBER 12 2000 ot the
weof _____ 9.750% per your urm MBRTURITY :

Variuble Rats: This rete mey then change as stated bolow.
Change Dates: Esch dato on which the Intarest rate My chang® is Colled ¢ Change Dave. The intares rate may change -

and on every therestter.

The Inclex: Beginning with the firss Change Date, the intorast raie witl bo bassd on the Jebowing Indsx:

The moat sacant index velus Svailabie e of 1hs date L) 45 cays LJ . ; betore each Chenge Dato
is callad rhe *Cizram inder.”

Caladution of Change: Oefore sach Changs Date. the Lender wil caicuiate she Interest rate, which will be . .
P the Current indtex, The resuil of this calculation will be d

" . Tha new §
rote wil bacoms effcctive on eack Change Dats. Subjset any imitationa below, this will be the new interest rate untit e nex1 Cranpe Data.
Limitations; The wntereat rets will naver b greaier than % or leas than - %. '

(3 7na imwest rate wit naver change an any single Change Detis by more than ».

£ffect of Verintle Rate: A change in the inTarss 1ale wil heve the following sifact on the paymente:

0 the 4 0f #ach schadhied peyment wit change. | 3 The amownt of tha tinal prymen wi change.

O : .
ACCRUAL METHOD: Intarest will > cakustodon s ACTUAL/36S : banis.
EXLATE CHARGE: 1 sg784 10 pay « late ChIrgs when an Instaiment i rot Derd Wit 15 . daya atiw it I3 duv, This amoum will be:

XX 6% of the vnonid amouny, or 120,00 . whicheverismas. () o -1 alia sgres thet yoir may changs this amownt
BuIsusnt o $eca. 37-3-203 ond 37-1.109 of the South Carctina Canaumer Protecylon Code #0 a8 10 shways ba ths maximum smount alioweed by
Inw. : . :
a ADDIMONAL CHARGES: in addition to imerest, | et 10 puy the following cheiges which L) ars O Rt included in the principel emount
L above: N : . . : .

PAYMENTS: | ageee 10 oy tha noro se tolows: . . . L

240 PAYMENTS OF 5464.89 EACH ON THE 12TH OF EACH MONTH. BEGDINING ON OCTORER 12, 2000

(3 i adition 10 the paymenta cescribed:above. | will pey a “belioan paymant® of 3 e
SECURITY: This nois is secured by I sepasata o ™ by type fe.g., mondéac) and dal: .
DEED | - 2000 SFOUR THE - P

on

ANCUNT OF. $49, 000,00

ADOTTIONAL TERMS:

PURPOSE: The purposs at this tusn @ CONSUMER: REFINANCE SIGNATURES: | AGREE TO THE TERNS OF THI9 NOTE (INCLUDING
: . . THOSE ON PAGE 2). | have recaed & Copy oh loday’s date.

Signetwrs for Landor

(Soal) ) {Seal}
. {Seall i Ssal)
{Sosl)

m&ﬂ‘!&mnm W B: Cout MM ISV IOT. %0 14 e haae o n s mmm E-xhibit O qe 1 Of 3
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Loan Number: |

Borrower Name: TANGEMAN

ALLONGE TO NOTE

Pay to the order of

without recourse this 30th day of September, 2004
Bank One, NA

| %quaz_é,
\ Jennifer L. Hillebrand
Vice President

Exhibit One 3 of 3



" WITNESS my hand and officlal seal,

T P S pu ey e (i BT L e ey

Recordig'Requested By? .
OCWEN LLOAN SERVICING, LLC

When Recorded Retumn To:

OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC P
240 TECHNOLOGY DRIVE
IDAHO FALLS, 1D 83401

Rocorded 1 Pages on 014 :

g:? g Feerea o 82017 11:01:48 AM
ioe of REGISTER OF DEEDS, SPARY/

‘. Dorolhy Eerle, Reginter Of Deeds ANELRG. S.C.

e e e .

-ttt o

CORPORATE ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE
Spartanburg, South Caraline .
sms“gmvgcmm(wuu# TANGEMAN"

SELLER'S LENDER ID#: @ zdected s
OLO SERVICING S @ _ i, L-ed. -,

 Date of Assignment, December Sih, 2016

Assignor: GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC'BY TS ATTORNEY IN FACT GCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC at 1661
WORTHINGTON ROAD, SUITE 100, WEST PALM BEACH, FL. 33408

Assignee: WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. AS TRUSTEE FOR BEAR STEARNS ASSET BACKED SECURITIES I'TRUST
2004-BO1 al C/O OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC, 1681 WORTHINGTON ROAD, STE 100, WEST PALM BEACH, FL

“Executed By: DELBERT R TANGEMAN AND BETTYL TANGEMAN To: BANK ONE, NA .
Date of Morigage: 08/12/2000 Recorded: 08/4/2000 in Book/Reel/Libar: 2383 Pagel/Fotio; 703 as Instrumerd No.: N/A
In the County of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina, : X

- -

Property Address: 102 OAK RIDGE CT APT A & B, DUNCAN, S5C 26334

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that for good snd valtable tonsideration, tlie recéipt and sufficlency of
which is hereby. acknowledged, the said Assiginor hereby asslgns urito the abéve-named Assignes, the said Mortgage
having an original principal sum of $48,000.00 with interest, secured thereby, and the fuil benefit of all the powers and of
alt the covenants and provisos therein contained, and the sald Assignor hareby grants and conveys unto the sald
Assigres, the Assignorainterest under the Mortgegs. j

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the seid Morlgage, ard the said property uito the said Assignee forever, subject 6 the
terms mtglned in said Mortgage. .

GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC BY ITS ATTORNEY IN FACT OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC POA:"10/21/2014 as
Instrument No.: DEE201442036 ' R o

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

“ on DEC 09 206, . porrg me, SWENOKING. ., & Notary Pisiic in and for PALMBEACH in the

E————————— . -
State of FLORIDA, personally appeared Jamell Strachan, Servicing Operstions Specialist, personally known to
proved fo me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose hame(s) Is/are §tibns.£iybedm the m
instrument and acknowledged to me that helshefthey executed the same In hishenfthelr utfiortzed capadity; and that by
histherAheir signature on the instrument the person(s), or the entlty upon behall of which the person(s) attsd; executed

the instrument.

fﬂ‘ anm GO

(This area for notarial seal)
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STATB op soum CARor:mA L ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE

R - Moftgage Book 2382 ot Pago 703
COUNTY OP SPARTANBURG U
_FOR VALUE RECEIVED, we, hercby set over, transfer and assign unto GMAC

Mortgage; Mi Corp., 500 Enterprisc Road, Horsham, PA19044, its
successors and assjgns. _glns,'title and interest in and 1 a certain Mortgage, together with
the Note executed by De R.TangemnandBettyL Tangeman to Bank One, NAdated
Septeinbief 12,2000, ind' duly'recorded in the public records of Spartanburg County. State of
-South CamIina, on lS_eptember‘M’ 2000; i Mottgage Book 2382 atPage 703.
“IND WI'I'NESS WHEREOF, JPMorgan Chase Bank N.A.. suecossor by merger to Bank
Aha isg d‘ﬂi'“mstmmmtto ‘¢ Executec  Corporate ,d

L
. GO A

STATE OF Pa, S ACKNOWLEDGMENT
N 5 C, Code £30-8:30
- ; o e " (Efctrve Samuary 1, 1995) L
fa. .4

? _ by cc' fyihat JPMorgan Chase Bank, Il » SUCCessor by merger to Ba:;k One NAbZ%:
; ' sres. - 4, personally appeared before me
3 o} t‘ - ;an . .
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.+ Recording Requested By: _ . ?
OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC : 3 % ,
wexeon I |
When Recorded Return To: HTO 8K 6221 PG 834.831
Record
OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC Rocended 1 Pages on 121302016 100833 AM
240 TECHNOLOGY DRIVE Offe of REQISTER OF DEEDS, SPARTANBURG, 5.C.

IDAHO FALLS, ID 83401 ~ Dorothy Earte, Register Of Deeds

CORPORATE ASSIGNMENT OF MORYGAGE

Spantanburg, South Ceroling »
SELLER'S semcmt.ggp,\rgmemf
SELLER'S LENDER ID#: OW 14773.3

. OLDSERVICNG#. REDACTED
Dats of Assignment: December Oth, 2018

Assignor: GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC BY ITS ATTORNEY IN FACT OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC at 1861
WORTHINGTON ROAD, SUITE 100, WEST PALM BEACH, FL. 33408

" Assignee: WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A. AS TRUSTEE FOR BEAR STEARNS ASSET BACKED SECURITIES | TRUST
%am 3 CJ0 OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLG, 1661 WORTHINGTON ROAD, STE 100, WEST PALM BEACH, FL

Executed By: DELBERT R TANGEMAN AND BETTY L TANGEMAN To: BANK ONE, NA

Date of Morigage:~09/12/2000 Rocorded:-08/14/2000-1n Book/Reeliibsr: 2382 Page/Folio; 703 as Instrument No.: NIA
in the County of Spentanburg, Staté of South Caralina. ’ = -

Property Address: 102 OAK RIDGE CT APT A & B, DUNCAN, SC 2883

"KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that for good and valusble consideration, the reosipt and sufficiency of
which Is hereby ackniowledged, the ¢ald Assignor héraby aseigns unto the above-named Assignee, the ald Mortgage
having en ofiginal principal sum of $49,000.00 viilh Interest, sscured ihereby, and the full bensfit of all the powers and of
all the covenants and provisos therein contalned, and the said Assignor hereby grants and conveys unto the satd
Assignes, the Assignor's Intsreat under the Mortgage. .

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said Mortgage, and the said property urio the seid Assignes forever, subject to the
terms conlained In sald Mortgage. ) X

oYY T o

GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC BY ITS ATTORNEY IN FACT OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLG POA: 1012172014 as

WITNESS

T —

STATE OF FLORIDA - -
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

- beforeme, ___Yenifer LOTON20. o Notery Public inand fof PALM BEACH in the

Stafs of FLORIDA, personally appeared Jamell Strachen, Servicing Operations Specigiist, personally known 1o me (or
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose narie(s) ls/ere subscribed ‘o the within
instrument and acknowiedged to me thal he/shefihay executed the seme in histarthelr suthortzed capacily, arid that by

hismerhelr signature o1 the metrument the perean(s), or the entity upon behalf 6f which the person(s) acted, executed
the instrument. . :

T : (This area for notartal seal)
REDACTEDscspsmrRED ACEEEIRE 10HT ASSIONASSH “AL-0L6MAC"
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