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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

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

PLAINTIFE,
VSs. :

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

DEFENDANT(S)

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

PLAINTIFF’S NOTICE OF MOTION AND
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

(NON-JURY MORTGAGE
FORECLOSURE)

C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847

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 Plaintiff, through its undersigned counsel, will move

before Gordon G. Cooper as Master in Equity for Spartanburg County on the 10® day after

service hereof at 180 Magnolia 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 Plaintitt

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

Plaintiff is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. This motion is based on the attached affidavit

of debt, pleadings in this case, and applicable South Carolina 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
john.kelchner@hutchenslawfirm.com

Attorney for Plaintiff
March 6, 2017

Firm Case No. 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear

Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004- AFFIDAVIT OF(AMOUNT DUE
2oL PLAINTIFF,

Vvs.

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

DEFENDANT(S).

L Chastrie R. Eloi , being of lawful age and being first duly sworn on

oath, states and deposes as follows:

1. [ amthe _ContractManagement Coordinator  of Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC (“Ocwen™),

servicer for Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust
2004-BO1 (“Plaintiff*). As such, I am authorized to make this Affidavit. I am over the age of

eighteen years, and [ 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. In the regular performance of my job functions, I have access to and am familiar

with the business records (the “Records”) relating to the servicing of the mortgage loan at issue

in this foreclosure action (the “Loan”). The Records summarized herein constitute records or
data compilations of transactions relating to the Loan (the “Transactions™), 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 Transactions.
I reviewed and relied upon the Records in executing this Affidavit.

3. According to the Records, the Plaintiff is authorized to enforce the negotiable
instrument secured by the mortgage.

4, Accdrding to the Récords, the Defendant’s/Defendants’ last accepted payment
was applied to the installment contractually due for June 12, 2010, and the

Firm Case No: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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Defendant’s/Defendants’ is/are therefore in default for failure to tender the required monthly

payments when due. All sums due and owing pursuant to the terms of the promissory note and

mortgage have been accelerated.

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

upon said Loan the following amounts:

a)
b)
©)
d)
€)

g)
h)

)

Principal due on the note $ 36,536.36

Deferred Principal Balance $ 0.00

Interest (at date of default 9.75000%) from 6/13/2010 to 2/13/2017 $ 23,764.90

Late Charges $ 312.00

Escrow Balance: $  9,639.65

Taxes for the Year(s) 2013-2016 $4,574.70

Insurance for the Year(s) 2014-2016 $1,179.00

Escrow Payments/Credits $0.00

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

Interest Arrearage $ 0.00

Prior servicer fees $ 6,194.52

Suspense Account (debits/credits) $ (1.89)

Additional Costs: $ 922.00

‘Property Inspections $416.00

Property Valuation Fee/BPO $231.00

Property Preservation/Maintenance Fee $0.00

Certified Mail Cost $0.00

Other Fees/Costs $0.00

Bankruptcy Costs $0.00

Title Search Expenses $250.00

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

Total Due , _ $ 77,367.54
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 his/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 authorizes the attorney of record, or his/her representative, to

testify on behalf of Plaintiff in this foreclosure action.

Dated: ;2 ’_2,2,' 201 Affiant Signature:( ! mg&é e £ Q _Q';,

Print Name: Chastrie R. Elo}

Title: Contract Managersent Coordinator
Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC
servicer for Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for
Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-
BO1

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 72)— day /ZZ é of
2017, by Chastrie R. Elol as Contract Management Coordinator for Ocwen
Loan Servicing, LLC who is the servicer for Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear Stearns
Asset Backed Securities I Trust 2004-BO1, who is personWr who has produced

B’;— as on. |

Signature of Notary Public
Name of Notary Public:

. et Py,  Notary Public State of Florida
&A%

Dana Vera

'Dana Vera § My Commission FF 967308

g ‘%‘co o Expuesomz/zozo R

Personally known: e
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 Securities I Trust 2004-
BOI1,

PLAINTIFF,

VS.

Betty L Tangeman; Barry D Mallek; 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

1, 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 Sunumary Judgment in the above-
referenced case by via E-filing or depositing same in the United States Mail with 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. Coggins, Esquire

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

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

L)JAt\ ‘ lﬂ/&
Brigitte Dull /
Senior Legal Assistant
HUTCHENS LAW FIRM
P.0. BOX 8237
Columbia, SC 29202
803-726-2700

Firm Case No. 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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THIS IS A COMMUNICATION FROM A DEBT-COLLECTOR., THE PURPOSE ‘OF THIS COMMUNICATION 1 TO .
COLLECT A DEBT AND ANY, INFORMAT ION OBTAINED WILLBE U '
in the instance of bankruptcy protectlon .

IFYOUARE UNDER THE PROTECTION OQFTHE B

FROM YOU PERSONALLY

Page 2 of 2
Firm Case No. 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bea
Stearns Asset Backed Securities 1 Trust 2004
BO1,

PLAINTIFF,
YS.

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

DEFENDANT.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

+NOTICE OF'HEARING

(NON-JURY MORTGAGE
#“FORECLOSURE)'

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

A hearing has been scheduled on Defendants Betty L. Tangeman and Delbert R.

Tangemans’ Motion to Reconsider andé'@_‘,én;;h'é‘géﬁégibefore the Honorable Gordon G. Cooper at

the Spartanburg County Judicial Center, 180 Magnolia Street, 3¢ F loor, Suite 901, Spartanburg,

South Carolina on-September:25:201756t.9:307A N -

—

S/John B. Kelchner

August 8, 2017

John B. Kelchner S.C. Bar #13589
HUTCHENS LAW FIRM

P.O. Box 8237 (29202)

240 Stoneridge Dr., Suite 400
Columbia, SC 29210

803-726-2700

John kelchner@hutchenslawfirm.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

Firm Case No: 1201588 (CVL.CAE)
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) (O-1-17

HUTCHENS | ~

— LAW FIRM —

HIGH PERFORMANCE LAW™

Foreclosure Department Offices In:
Phone: 803-726-2700 Fayetteville, Charlotte, Wilmington, NC | Columbia, SC
Fax: 803-252'-6822 240 Stoneridge Drive
HutchensLawFirm.com Columbia, SC 29210

P.O. Box 8237

Columbia, SC 29202
September 28, 2017

Betty L. Tangeman Delbert R. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane 104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334 Duncan, SC 29334
Betty L. Tangeman . Delbert R. Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge St. 102 OaleRidge 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 Securities I 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, signed copy of the Order Denying Motion io
Reconsider and Reopen Case of Defendant Delbert R. Tangeman.

Sincerely,
. @(t N ()Uzrip}ou) ,'\ﬁ%‘""l' 0. J

Zmantha J. Rhoadj
Legal Assistant

cc: The Honorable Gordon G. Cooper

THIS IS A COMMUNICATION FROM A DEBT COLLECTOR. “THE PURPOSE OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS TO COLLECT ADEBT
AND ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE, except as stated below:in the instanceof bankruptcy
protection. K

[i¥ YOU ARE UNDER THE PROTECTION OF THE BANKRUPTCY COURT OR HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED AS A RESULT OF A
BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDING, THIS NOTICE IS GIVEN TO YOU PURSUANT TO STATUTORY REQUIREMENT AND FOR.
INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES AND IS NOT INTENDED AS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT OR AS AN ACT TO
COLLECT, ASSESS, OR RECOVER ALL OR ANY PORTION OF THE DEBT FROM YOU PERSONALLY: :

Firm Case No. 1201588 (CVL.CAE)



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

' 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

BO1,
(NON-JURY MORTGAGE

PLAINTIFF, | FORECLOSURE)

V8.
C/ANO: 2010-CP-42-05847

Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek and
Alice R. Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, 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”).
Appearing at the hearing were John B. Kelchner, cbunsel for Plaintiff Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as
Trustee for Bear Stearns 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 Judgment for Foreclosure and
Sale on May 11, 2017 (“Judgment”). Plaintiff served a copy of the Judgment on all Defendants
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 parties 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 motion when she believes the Court has

Page 1 of 3. ) : o . Firm Case No:.1149441 (JFCS.CAE)
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misunderstood, failed to fully consider, or perhaps failed to rule on an argument or issue, and the
party wishes forthe Court to reconsider 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 Carolina Dept. of Trams., 361 S.C. 9, 24, 602 S.E.2d 772, 780 (2004). “The
purpose of Rule 59(e), SCRCP, to alter or amend the judgment is to request the trial judge to
‘reconsider matters properly encompassed in a decision on the merits.” Arnold v. State, S.C. 157,
172, 420 S E.2d 673, 675 (1992).

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

3) fraud,.misrepreseritation, or other misconduct of an adverse party; (4) the judgment is void;
(5) the judgment has been satisfied, released, or discharged, 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 application.” Rule 60(b) SCRCP. “A party seeking to set aside a
judgment has the burden of presénting 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 sound
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.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Defendant bases his Motion on a recitation of affirmative defenses previously made in his

responsive pleadings including failure to apply payment correctly, Plaintiffs lack of standing,
and the applicable statute of limitations barring 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 improperly 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 file his Motion until June 15, 2017. Therefore, his Motion was not

timely filed.
Page20of3 . . . . : - - Firm Case No: 1149441 (JFCS.CAE)
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Even if this Motion would have been considered timely, Defendant still failed to meet the
requirements of Rule 59(e). This Court determined that Plaintiff established that it was the
holder of the subject loan with the right to bring the within action by presenting a properly
endorsed Note, Mortgage, and correct chain of assignments of the Mortgage. Plaintiff presented
sufficient evidence reflecting the existence bf a contract, the breach of said contract, and its
damaées resulting from that breach. The statute of limitations cited by Defendant is not
applic,éble to mortgage foreclosure actions. | Finally, this Court finds that Defendant was properly
servecf with the Complaint, all notices of hearings in this case, and.the Judgment.

Defendant’s Motion also failsito megt the burden of presenting evidence in accordance

with Rule 60(b) SCRCP. Defendant offers ho evidence that the Judgment should be set aside by

virtue of mistake, inadvertence, surprise or excusable neglect. Likewise, Defendant presented no
newly discovered evidence nor sufficiently alleged any fraud, misrepresentation, or other
‘conduct by an adverse party justifying recénsid.eration 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 of3 | . : - - 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
1 Trust 2004 BO1 , plaintiff, et al VS Betty L Tangeman , defendant,
et al

Case Number: 2010CP4205847

Type: ~ Order/Other

It is So Ordered

s/Judge Gordon G Codper-?;OéS

Electronically signed on 2017-09-26 13:59:21 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, (NON-JURY 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. Tangeman,

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 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

d }
BY: (’7§ Gmartho sy 7‘2740 adta’

"Safnantha J. Rhoadés’

Legal Assistant

Hutchens Law Firm

P.O. Box 8237
~ Columbia, SC 29202 _
803-726-2700

Firm Case No. 1201588 (CVL.CAE)



FORM 1
NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE -
déf’i";\‘-"“:‘; LAY #l é’;‘l\'y’ :
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA e
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS - L Hlie
P a?m/f Iy or.

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. KeIChNET «...ocveeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee oo

Respondents

Betty L. Tangeman(deceased snce 12-16-201 1) and Delbert R.
TANGEIMIAN ..ot e et Appellat

NOTICE OF APPEAL -

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

Therefore Appellates are appealing to the Court of Appeals for justice.

Q Ay October 12, 2017,
g 5y

W; u.{::ﬁ/ '/’_,,[,( P
Delber?l/{b Taﬁlgemfk Pro Se 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



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

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

ASSET BACKED SECURITIES I TRUST

2004-BO1,
PLAINTIFF,

-VS-

MALLEK AND ALICE R. MALLEK;

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

DEFENDANTS.

)
)
)
)
)
)
;
BETTY L. TANGEMAN, BARRY D. )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

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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THE COURT: We go on the record in the case of Wells Fargo Bank, N. A., as Trustee for Bear
Stearns Assef 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. Allright. This is the
hearing on the Motion to Reconsider filed by Mr. Tangeman, Delbert R. Tangeman. This is
Case Number 2010-5847. 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 Métion 1s dated June 15,
2017. All right, Mr. Tangeman.

MR. TANGEMAN: Yes sir.

THE COURT: It is your motion.

MR. TANGEMAN: Yes sir. You want me to present? |

THE COURT: Yes sir. You filed your Motion to Reconsider. So now is the hearing based on
your motioﬁ.

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 ié that the three (3) year Statute of
Limitations which is Code 15-3-510 on collecting 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 affidavit proving that

2
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there was legal 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 I presented.
THE COURT: Allright. Thank you. Counsel. _

MR. KELCHNER: John Kelchner on behalf of the Plaintiff, Your Honor. Your Honor, I will
refer to the Defendant’s Motion, the Reconsideration Motion in which he recited in his argument
this morning. These issues all were brought up prior to the judgment being filed and the Motion
for Summary Judgment being filed. Mr. Tangeman’s counterclaims were dismissed. I believe
there is a Motion to Reconsider which was also dismissed. At the hearing he argued again with
respect to standing. The issues with respect to the payments and the property insurance also
were addressed at the hearing. Your Honor, was well within his discretion to find that the
Plaintiff had proper sianding. We had the original note at the hearing. A properly endorsed
note. With respect to the redactions that were. referenced, on the note we have to do that with
respect to protecting personally identifiable information. None of the arguments raised
including the arguments with respect to service of various pleadings provide grounds to set this
aside pursuant to Rule 60. The Defendant was properly served with the pleadings. Looking |
back he was properly served with the Notice of Hearing for the Motion for Summary J udgment
and he was properly served with the Decree on May 23. Furthermore, there was no 5 9(e)
Motion filed within ten (10) days of the Judgment being filed. There is nothing under Rule
00(b). There is no new discovered evidence. Allegations for the stay pursuant to the Judgment
that gives grounds to set this aside pursuant to Rule 60(b). So the Plaintiff would respectfully
request that the Defendant’s motion be denied: Thank you.

THE COURT: Anything further Mr. Tangeman?

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

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

uphold the law not ignore it,

(OS]
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the statute of limitations does not apply.

does not apply in this case. And this matter has been brought up several times and it still does

7

THE COURT: Counsel do you want to address that?

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 expired. So Your Honor this argument in addition to being already addressed at
the Motion for Summary Judgment hearing is not applicable, Your Honor. And we would
request again that argument would not be considered as legitimate information.

THE COURT: Al right.
MR. TANGEMAN: Well Your Honor, I disagree. He hasn’t stated anything that proves that

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Tangeman this Court has always found that thé Statute of
Limitations 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. SoIam finding that it

not apply. The other issue that I 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 Cjvil

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

4
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entry of the Order. The dates of the Certificate that the attorneys for the Plaintiff sent you copies
of all pleadings. The other matters that you are addressing as far as the notes, I find in the Order
and tllfougl1out this that they were proper assignments of these documents to the present Plaintiff
and in fact in the Order dated May 11, I again confirmed that there were proper assignmenis {0
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. So T am denying 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 like 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 if 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 how 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 gettoitand I don’t know why. Teven had - - well
somebody gave me the how to do it but I still couldn’t get it and if T could come to vour Office
and pick it up. Icould do that.

THE COURT: We don’t provide it. We e-file it and you can get a copy at the Clerk’s office

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

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

MR. TANGEMAN: Yes sir.

THE COURT: Allright. If Sfou would write it down and give it to counsel. I don’t want it on
the record because as counsel has stated you have to be very concerned about things that make it
onto the record. So if you would write it down and give it to him. And if you would e-mail a
copy as well after I electronically 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 electronically it will be filed
in the Clerk’s office.

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

THE COURT: They can run you off a copy there but counsel is going 10 also e-mail you a copy
at the e-mail address that you provide to him. h(,a(;a{ M MW

MR. TANGEMAN: All right.

THE COURT: Do you have something to write on?

MR. TANGEMAN: Yes sir. |

THE COURT: All right. Counsel if you would do that as a courtesy to Mr. Tangeman as well.
MR. KELCHNER: Yes sir.

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

MR. KELCHNER: 1am sory.

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

MR. KELCHNER: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Allright. If you will prepare that like 1 said and e-file it and I will sign ii 5 soon

6
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1| as I getit and when you get it back if you will e-mail a copy and also send it to him by regular

mail.

MR. KELCHNER: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Al right.

MR. KELCHNER: Thank you.

THE COURT: Allright. Mr. Tangeman have a good day.

\IO\MAUJN

MR. TANGEMAN: Thank you,
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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

shortly thereafter dismissed, dated October 16, 2017. Attached at Exhibit 7.

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

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

Respondents made no believable response to negate “Standing.” Mr. Kelchaer:
(Lines 9 and 11 page 3) regarding "Standing." Plaintiff did not produce an eriginal note to
Defendant Tangeman (line 11 p.3 plaintiff .stated "We had the original note at the hearing".
PLAINTIFF PERJURED HIMSEILF!) 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. (Nowhere 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 statement 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 plaintiff 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 waé self-inflicted. GMAC sent back to Appellant payments
amounting to more than $6,800;00.‘Therefore, Appellaﬂnt 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. \%peadea‘t 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 nb “reasonability 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 raté way too
high. Thereby forcing a default. There are generally three ways to attack
these typeslof 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 ban_ks.

3. “REDRESSABILITY:” A favorable court decision must be likely to redress
the injury.

A. Now the larger, bigger, vultulre Banks, like Wells Fargo, are
“unreasonably” and unjustly seizing properties from Appellants like
myself whose incomes were dependant upbn tennants whom the
subprime lenders took away from them.

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

‘Bankruptcy!? Therefore, Appeliant Prays the Court to find in his favort
4. “OTHER REQUIREMENTS: There are other requirements imposed by the
Appeals Court and made law:

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




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 are

not before the court?

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

REQUIRED BY SOUTH CAROLINA LAW.

Both, the attorney for Wells Fargo and the judge are guilty of
‘misleading the court,..
in that.”Intrinsic fraud is defined as “fraud which misleads a court in
determining issﬁes and induces the court to find for the party perpetrating 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 endorsehents were “proper” (see
p.5,lines 4 & 5 in the transcript) THERE WAS TOTAL DISREGARD FOR THE

“‘NO SPACE" RULE & LOOSE PAGES AS REQUIRED BY S.C. LAW.
L}Me%
(See section 30-7-80 (last 3g)
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MISLEADING STATEMENTS 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 testimqny or
“presenting forged documents at trial. Allegations that a pérty failed to disclose
documents also generally amount to intrinsic, rather than extrinsic, fraud.” 2
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), Chewning v. Ford Motor Co., 354 S.C.
72,79 S.E.2d 605 (2003)(Fraud upon the court by an attorney, whether or not
intrinsic or extri~nsic, can be used to set aside a prior judgment), Chewning 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) ...

“Intrinsic fraud is defined as “fraud which misleads a court in at 82,
579 S.determini’ng issues and induces the court to find for the party
perpetrating the fraud. The classic case of intrinsic fraud is perjured
testimony or presenting forged documents at trial. Allegétions 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 S.C. E.2d at 610-11). See, e.g.,
Bryan 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 Melissa 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 FARGQ
CURRENTLY VS. BANK OF AMERICA, U.S. BANK, BB&T, Chase Bank,
Credit Zendore,Regions Bank 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 continued practice of fqrcing

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’l Bank of S.C. v. Soden, which

fiy
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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, permits judaments to be set

aside for 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
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).

“Litigants should lose cases when the facts or the rules of substantive
law are against them. They should not lose because their lawyer and judge
disagreed on some fine point of evidence law.” E. Warrant Moise, Credibility

and Charact_er 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 tightened the
NiL’s previous requirement that the indorsement “be written on the instrument itself or
upon a paper attached thereto. The change was deliberate, apparently designed to

assure the indorsement would travel with the instrument. This, it was thought,
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would “protect subsequent purchasers from the risk that the present holder or a
previous holder has negotiated the instrument to someone outside the apparent chain
of title through a separate document”18...(Respondents had only one “Allonge” and
that was an assignment from Bank One but the ailonge does not address to |
whom the assigned firm wa s. All the olthers were assignments of mortgages,

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

CE 93 (1967) BY MELISA F. BROEN

“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 fra.ud was failure to disclose
information about retirement account), Chewning v. Ford Motor Co., 354 S.C.
72,79 S.E.2d 605 (2003)(Fraud upon the court by an attorney, whether or not
intrinsic dr extrinsic, can be used to set aside a prior judgment), 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 misrepresenta‘tion abéut 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), Chewning v. Ford Motor Co.,
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354 S.C. 72, 79 S.E.2d 605 (2003)(Fraud upon the court by an attorney,
whether or not intrinsic or extrinsic, can be used to set aside a prior judgment),
Chewning 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
extrinsib fraud here by clear and convincing evidénce),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 induced to sign a waiver form which denied his opportunity to be
heard), Hilton Head Cehter 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 and
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 478 (2004)(citing Chewning, 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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Flanégan, 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 19, 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 intrinsic fraud is relevant or can be used to
attack a witness, whether or not intrinsic or extrinsic, can be used to set aside a

case.” -iMelissa F. Boren

DUE PROCESS OF LAW

“The Respondents deprived the Appellant of “Due Process” when they
seized his property just a few days after the lower court's “ORDER” was
issued/published.

“This act 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).”

The lower Court issued an “

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

November, 2017”, even though the Respondents Attorney had been informed



before the judge that the defendant was taking this to the Court of Appeals. (at

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, constitutional guarantee that ail legal prodeedings will be fair and
that one will be given notice of the proceedings and an opportunity to be heard
befdre the governiment 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 u nfairly depriving individuals of their basic constitutional rights to life,

liberty, and property.ﬂne due process clause of the Fifth Amendment, ratified in 1791,

asserts that ne person shall "be deprived of life, liberty, er property,

without due process of law.”" This amendment restricts the pewers 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 those 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 Rights 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 shali 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 hore the Writ.)

“An agreement, signed in 1215 that defined the rights of English subjects
against the king, is an early example of a constitutional guarantee of due process.
That document includes a clause that declares, "No free man shall be seized, or
imprisoned ... 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 process of law" in their statutes.

“The application of constitutional due process is traditionally divided into the



two categories of Substantive Due Process and procedural due process. These

categories are derived from a distinction that is made between two types of law. -

Substantive Law creates,defines, and regulates rights, whereas procedural 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 Speech and

privacy, whereas procedural due process is concerned 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 foreciosure, these

imperfections might let the borrower defeat a motion for summary judgment by

claiming the plaintiff does not validly hold the ioan. 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 (S.C. see # 16 below) that still use the antiquated 1951

version of UCC Article 3.3 The ‘No-Space Test’ Undér any UCC, if a transferee (whether buyer
or secured party) wants to become a “holder”4 of a negotiable instrument 5 —or, better, a
“holder in due course”6—the transferor must first duly “negotiate” the instrument to the new
holder. Negoﬁation of a negotiable 7 instrument 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
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distinction.9 An indorsement on the front or back of an instrument will unquestionably meet the
 test for “negotiation.” A separate piece of paper— today’é industry standard, the
“allonge”—raises legal issueé that impair its effectiveness as a valid indorsement. First,
ancient principles 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 remains to write the
indorsement somewhere 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 requirement 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 co.urts in other states
that have expressly considered this issue have repeatedly interpreted the 1951 version of

UCC §3-202 to carry forward the No-Space TestP.8

“On the other hand, quite a few cases have allowed a separate allonge under
these circumstanées.14 Only a few of these cases expressly considered whether 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 not 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 én allonge is valid even though

there is sufficient space on the instrument for an indorsement.” If New York enacted
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the Revised UCC, any concern about a No-Space Test would diminish to the

vanishing point. But New York, along with only South Carolina, hasn’t done that.

at least a lingering concemn in New York. And if lenders want to identify and mitigate

‘every possible legal risk in their documents—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-Space 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 stapie

mark on the respondent’s Fake Note!) {(see exhibit 9 & 10).

THE ISSUE OF THE DEFAULT DATE

(See Exhibit No. Four (4) Wherein GMAC began returning all of Tangemans checks
as listed 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 2ir 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 Default

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 SIN CE THE DATE OF DEFAULT! Roger Townsend & Thomas Law

Firm reconstituted the case No, as 10-CP-42-5847 which began January 19, 2011. (see Exhibit
No. three (3). That created two cases active at 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.

ISSUE OF REGARDING REDACTIONS

The account number on the fraudulent note was blacked out, see 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.

ISSUE OF INSURANCE

From the beginning of the default which actually was January
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?



(See Lines 9-11 page 3 of Transcript | | ﬁéﬂ

CONCLUSION

The Appellant has proven, with convincing and conclusive
evidence, that both the lower Court Judge, and, Plaintiff misled the
proceedings, and, thereby prejudiced the appellant with their
false statements regarding: the legality of the note, Standing,
Alonges, and Due Process. Therefore, Appellant pleads the
Justices to reverse the lower Court’s decision.
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BANK CNE, NA %_
P.O. BOX 710097 - 104 e
UMBUS, CH 43271-0097 Q\E&_sc_zg_a;i\

LEMDER'S MAMY AND ADDRESS
“You® menne Ow Lonoer, iu IULLENIONT ond Boxipna. VORADWER'S NAME AMD ADDRESS

TERMS FOLLOWING & (] APPLY ONLY IF CHECKED nCluges sach Bomower above, findy and sovorally. [l

For vahse cacaived, I promise 10 pay 10 you a1 vour sadrass iirtag sbova 1he PRINCIPAL sum olmm_rﬂm_f_
fit*titit"****‘_ﬂ’*'Q*i*f*i!tDolln"‘ﬁa!!!ol!!o i

Bshyo Advanca: | wil seceivo all of this peincipal sum on SEP. 12, 2000 - No additlons) asvancos ara contemploted under this fots.
Mudiple Advence: Tha mincipal sum shawn above i the i of ipal { can bortow wunasr the nota, On
1 will iva the amount of § . 8nd Iuture principsl sdvancss avg conlemplaled.

You ond | sgree ther ! may borow up to the maximum only ong ums {and subact 10 all other condiliony},
Conditlons: The conditions for future advances ara

INTEREST: | ogres 10 pav mtoraxt on the outstanding principal bolanca from 12, 2 ot the
TLURTTY

fmeol ____ 9.750% per yoar unui MR

Viriebla Rate: This rote Moy 1han change as stoted below,
Chenge Dates: Edch dato on which the Intarest rato may chang® is called a Change Dow. The interest rate may change

and oA svery therosfier.

The lncox: Boginning with the firgt Change Date. the imarent 1gta will 52 baasd on the loFowing index:
e —————— e
The most recemt Indax value availsbie s of the dato D 45 day= D botore each Chango Date

in called rho *Curcam Ingox.~ )
Caladation of Changa: Baforn each Changa Date. the Lendyy wiill calculaie the nterest 819, which will ba
tha Curiant indax, The rosuli of this calculation will be rounded

. Tha riow interest
tala will become effective on asch Chanpe Dots. Subjser to any limitanone below, this will bé the new intsroat rate until the nex1 Changa Dats,
Urdtatians: The iateraat rate will Never bo greater than - % or leas than %®.

O e iMISTest rote witl nsver change on any single Change Dote by moro than . 5.
Etfoct of Varehis Ante: A changs In the intarsest rata wil have the following etfoct.on the bwmaon:

D The omount of sach schadulag payment win change. "Tha amount of it fnal prymant will change.

a . .
ACCRUAL METHOD: Intorest will bo cakculatod on a —  _ACTUAL/365 - i . banis.
EX1ATE cHaRBE: 1 agrse 10 P8y alate chargs when on Instaliment is not pasd wimnin 15 . - days afer it Ia duv, This amount will ba;

P04 % ol the unpaid amount, or ‘;Q.-L. whichevar is loas, [} ] 2.4 alod agrog they you may changs this ampunt
Pursuant to secs. 37-3-203 snd 37-1.109 of tha South Carolina Conaumar Protecon Coo =0 a8 1o #iwiys b tha maxirmum smount allowed by

Inw.
D ADDITIONAL CHARGES: in addltion 10 interast, | 208 10 poy the following charges which D aro D #e not  included in tha principel empunt

ebova:
PAYMENTS: | agren 1o pay thia note &3 folipw:

240 PAYMENTS OF 5464,89 EACH o THE 12‘i‘H OF EACH mm;aasmmsavcmceaz 12, 2000

D In oddition 10 the payments dosctibad above, | will P2Y 8 “bolioon paymoni® pf ] on ] .
: \ - ——_

SECURITY: Thit nota is secired by (daecribe xaparsta document by type {e.g., mongage) and date):
R DEED 2 Q SECURING THE P ]

IC LA

ADOITIONAL TERMS: S

THOSE ON PAl

PURPOBE: The purpons of this Ioan e LONSUMER: REFINANCE BIGNATURES: { AGREE TO THE TEAMS OF THIS HOTE {NCLUDING
GE 2J. | hovo racarved o COpy on loday’s datg,

Signeturo tor Landes

{Soa) < {Seal)
(Seal  [Seah
(Seah)

fm‘f-ﬂfﬁa:ﬂfmnum - Bl Lot MUGLEMARTLIN G fas e me (e E“Xhibit One 1 Of 3 - == -
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GMAC Mortgage ., -
TN A g .g égﬁ

3451 Hammond Ave %%‘ :
P.0. Box 780 e
Waterloo, |A 50704-0780

05/14/08

BETTY L TANGEMAN
104 RIVERSIDE LN

DUNCAN , SC 29334-0000

RE: —Account Number
Property Address

DUNCAN SC 29334-0000

Dear BETTY L TANGEMAN

P
ya
i

Our records indicate the above-referenced mortgage loan is in
. default.

Your account is due for 04/12/08, and succeeding payments. 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 .......... .. ... ... .. ... . . ... ... $ 929.78
Late Charges ........... e e S 12.00
Fees, Costs, and other amounts accrued '

to date ... ..., S 0.00
SUSPENSE . ...ttt it i . $ 0.00
Total Amount Due ..................... .. S 941.78

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

- - letter.~~¥ou—are~a}So~responsibie“for“ ayingany=additiongl —— - ————

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
default will not be cured. Our acceptance of any funds less
than the total amount due shall not constitute a waiver of our
rights and/or remedies under the loan documents or applicable .
law. :

{(continued on back)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ™
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG | DOCKETNO- =5 qu 7
GMAC Mortgage, LLC, D g
‘Plaintiff, SUMMONS AND NOTICES
(NON-JURY)
FORECLOSURE OF REAL ESTATE
MORTGAGE
Deficiency Judgment Waived
V. . . P
Betty L. Tangeman; Barry D. Mallek; Alice R. O
. Mallek; Donald C. Coggins, Jr.; Delbert R. ‘ . [ - 3 -1
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
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 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 Judgment lgg
default will be rendered against you for the relief demanded in the Complaint. §

YOU WILL ALSO TAKE NOTICE that Plamtlff will move for an order of reférence ‘er
that the Court may issue a general order of reference of this actlon to a master in equ1ty/speci7 refe?t’e
pursuant to Rule 53, of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. ,? 2”

TO MINOR(S) OVER FOURTEEN YEARS OF AGE, AND/OR TO FMIN OR(S)\

UNDER FOURTEEN YEARS OF AGE AND THE PERSON WITH WHOM THE MH\I@R(S)
RESIDES, AND/OR TO PERSONS UNDER SOME LEGAL DISABILITY:

,\




Customer Receipt / Recibo del Ciiente WWW-WeSternuniqn.%
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Customer Slgnature /

Agent Signature /
Firma dei Cliente

Firma del Agente

y ADDITION TO THE TRANSFER FEE, WESTERN UNION ALSO MAKES MONEY WHEN IT CHANGES YOUR DOLLARS INTO FOREIGN GURRENGY.
'L EASE SEE REVERSE BIDE FOR MORE INFORMATION REGARDING CURRENCY_EXCHANGE. IF THE EXCHANGE RATE FOR YOUR TRANSACTION
/AS DETERMINED A} THE TIME YOU SENT THE MONEY, THE CURRENCY TO BE PAID OUT AND THE EXCHANGE RATE ARE LISTED ON YOUR REGEIPT.
ITHERWISE, THE EXCHANGE RATE WILL BE SET WHEN THE RECEIVER RECEIVES THE FUNDS. CERTAIN TERMS AND CONDITIONS GOVERNING THIS
HANSACTION AND THE SERVICES YOU HAVE SELECTED ARE SET FORTR ON THE REVERSE SIDE. BY SIGNING THIS RECEIPT, YOU ARE AGREEING
O THOSE TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

DEMAS DE LOS CARGOS POR EL SERVICIO DE TRANSFERENCIA, WESTERN UNION TAMBIEN GANA DINERO CUANDO CAMBIA SUS DOLARES A
IONEDA EXTRANJERA. POR FAVOR LEA AL REVERSO MAS INFORMACION SOBRE EL CAMBIO DE MONEDA.. S| :EL TIPO DE CAMBIO PARA SU
RANSACCION FUE FIJADO EN EL MOMENTO EN EL QUE ENVIO EL DINERO, LA MONEDA EN LA QUE SE.HARA EL PAGO Y ELTIPO. DE CAMBIO SE
IDICARAN EN EL RECIBO. DE LO CONTRARIO, EL TIPO, DE CAMBIO SE FIJARA CUANDO EL DESTINATARIO RECIBA LOS FONDOS. ALGUNOS
ERMINOS Y CONDICIONES QUE RIGEN ESTA TRANSACCION Y LOS SERVICIOS QUE USTED HA ELEGIDO SE ESTABLECEN EN LAS AL REVERSO. AL
IRMAR ESTE RECIBO, USTED DECLARA QUE ESTA DE ACUERDO CON ESOS TERMINOS Y CONDICIONES.




CUSTOMER INFORMATION PROPERTY ADDRESS

Name: Betty L Tangeman 102 OAKRIDGE CTAPTA&B
' DUNCAN SC 29334

Account Number: 0359064685 . L
Home Phone #: (864)949-8855 Visit us at www.gmacmortgage.com for

* ac information or to

AT
/2aid
T A RRG IO

‘Subsidy/Buydowii.
E'sc_r"ow'

Amount Past Diie
Outstanding-La

-

Current. Pr: -

Current Escrow Balance
Interest Paid Year-to-Date:

Taxes Paid Year—to-Dafg et .
ervicing of your ac

11 1-800:766-4622. -




Exhibit x

HUTCHENS 6

— LAW FIRM —

HIGH PERFORMANCE LAW™

Foreclosure Department
Phone: 803-726-2700
Fax: 803-252-6822
HutchenslawFirm.com

Befty L Tangeman
104-Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

Betty L Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306

Offices In:
Fayetteville, Charlotte, Wilmington, NC | Columbia, SC

240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 400
Columbia, SC 29210

_ P.O. Box 8237
Columbia, SC 29202

May 5, 2017

Delbert R. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan, SC 29334

Delbert R. Tangeman
102 Oak Ridge Street
Spartanburg, SC 29306 29681

RE:  Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., Trustee for:Bear Stearns Asset Backed Securities I Trust
2004-BO1 vs. Betty L Tangeman, et al.
Case No. 2010-CP-42-05847

" Dear Mr. and Ms. Tangeman:

Enclosed please find a copy of Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion for. Summary
Judgment which I hereby serve upon you by mail. If you have any questions, please do not

hesitate to contact our office.

Sincerely,

‘:;/ fm (:w;ﬁ }%7{{ o0 \0&,4/

mantha Rhoades
Senior Legal Assistant

THISIS A COMMUNICATION FROM A DEBT COLLECTOR. THE PURPOSE OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS TO
COLLECT A DEBT AND ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE, except as stated below
in the instance of bankruptcy protection. i

IF YOU ARE UNDER THE PROTECTION OF THE BANKRUPTCY COURT OR HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED AS A

RESULT OF A BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDING THIS NOTICE IS GIVEN TO YOU PURSUANT TO STATUTORY
REQU]REMENT AND FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES AND IS NOT INTENDED AS AN ATTEMPT TO -
COLLECT A DEBT OR AS ANACT TO COLLECT, ASSESS, OR RECOVER ALL OR ANY PORTION OF THE DEBT -

FROM YOU PERSONALLY.

Firm Case No.: 1182770 (JFCS.CAE)
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The South Caroling Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211

CLERK
1220 SENATE STREET
VDCLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
EPUTY CLER TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890

FAX: (803) 734-1839
WWW.SCCOUNS.org

October 16,2017

Delbert R. Tangeman
104 Riverside Lane
Duncan SC 29334

Re: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.l v. Betty Tangeman
Appellate Case No.. 2047-001799

Dear Mr. Tangeman:

The Court is in receipt of your documents, filed October 13,2017. Please be
advised that this appeal was remitted to the lower court on October 5,2017.
Therefore;-we are returning your documents to you, as this Court no lenger has
jurisdiction over this.matter. '

Very truly yours,

ey . I -’") £
[V A IR L7 i i
P ol AP ¥ 4 ) e £ »»—]{21..@-»"’;’-‘-53

Z

K

CLERK

cc:  Donald C. Coggins, Jr., Esquire
John Brian Kelchner, Esquire
M. Hope Blackley



. COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ' CASE NO. 2010-CP-42-05847

fiSteams Asset Backed Securities 1 Trust 2004- ORDER FOR WRIT OF ASSISTANCE FOR

‘Mallek; Donald C. Coggins Jr.; Delbert R.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEA ﬂ

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. as Trustee for Bear
BOY, | DEFENDANTS ONLY

Plaintiff,
V.

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

Tangeman,

Defénidant(s)

Pursuant to Circuit Court Rule 53 of the South €arolina Rules of Civil Procedure; the |
above-entitled matter was referred to the.undersigned to make'appropriate findings of facts ahd
conclusionsof law with authority to entera final judgment in the case.

Pursuant to the Master in Equity’s Report:and Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale signed on

May 11, 2017, the subject property was sold to°thé successful bidder at the foreclosure sale held
on June 5, 2017.

That the compliance of the bid from the successful bidder has been received and a Master’s
Deed was executed on June 23, 2017, ' '

That the subjéct property sold under Judicial Order is and continues to be occupied by the
Defendants Betty: L. T"ang”eman;_ Barry D. Mallek; Alice R. Mallek, Donald C. Coggins, Jr. and
Delbért R. Tangeman.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Sheriff of
Sp’artanburg County or his authorized deputies be, and they are hereby are, authorized and directed
to enter upon the premises at: 102 Oak: R1d g Street Unit A, Spartanburg, SC 29306 as described
in the Petition and in the Judgment of Foreclosure and:-Sale, at any time after 1:00 p.m. on the

__[Lday of Jever

Defendants Betty L. Tangeman, Barry D. Mallek, Alice R, Mallek, Donald C. Coggms, Jr and

, 2017 and to either peaceably or forcibly eject and remove the

Delbert R, Tangeman and all personal property of same located within or on the premises, ;- . ,qd that

force may be used, if necessary, to enter the premises.

1 , 11458 BV

*CID614603% S 0232%
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P.0. BX 710097 - 04 e
COLIMBUS, CH | 43271-0097 DIMCAN, SC 29334

LERDER'S NAME AND ADDRESS
“You" monns the Lorxs, ks suctagsors ond aosipna. BORADWER'S RAME AND ADDRESS

TERMS FOLLOWING & {J APPLY ONLY IF CHECKED “I” inciudes 2ath Borowar above, joindy and sevaistiy: (S

For valuo rocaived, ! pramise to pay 10 you a1 your sadrexe listed sbove the PRENCIPAL sum of 0D* +
‘i,ﬁit*itkttttﬁ!ttt*ﬁ*tittiDo“.,.‘ia'ooo_oo
BX singio Adwanco: | wi¥ recoio ail of this mincipa! sum on SEP. 12, 2000 - No sdditiona) agvancos ate contemplated undsr this note.
D Mautdply Advensa: The principal oum shown above it the mozimum smount of principal | can borow under theg nots. On
| will o the amaunz of § and fyure principsl sdvancos sre ‘contemnplaiod.

You and | agrec that t may borow up to the maximum only ong Ume tend subjact 1o all other conditional,

Conditieng: The conditions for furure advances arn : ~
INTEREST: | agrae 10 pay intorast on the outstanding principal balance fom _ SEPTEMBER 12, 2000 i the

rawofl 9. 750% por yoar urni _MATURTTY

Vaorichia Rota: This rote moy then change as oteted balow.
Chenga Dotos: Eoch date on which tha intorent 1ate mey cherge is called o Change Dote. The intarest rata may chshge

and on every theresfier.
Thu Indax: Beginning with tha firgl Changs Qile. the imoaraat rgte will bo batad on the tokowing Indox;

The most récant Indax value avaiable s of the date [ 45 days [J before cach Changa Date
in calied rho *Cursem Indox.” !

Calculation of Changa: Baforo oach Chongn Date, 1he Lontar will caloulate the Interest rora, which will ba

tha Currant inden, The resull of this calculstion will bs tound

. Tha now &
rale will become efective on esch Chanpe Date. Subjpct to any limitsthons bolow, this will be tha new interost rowe until 1he naxy Chanpd Dats.
Limitationa: Tho niterant rato will naver bs greater than “% or leas than . %.

3 The imerest rate wit nevor change on any singte Change Dote by moro than __° %.
Etfoct of Varinhio Rato: A changs In the intovast rate will have the following otfect on the poymantas:
0O The omount of each schadulad payment win change. O The amount of tha hnal prymem will chonga.
ACCRUAL METHOD: Intorest will bo cakcuistod on o ACTUAL/365 bunis.
aU\TE CHARGE: | 29700 10 Doy a l2to chargs when on instalment is not poxd within 15 days afiev it Is due, This amoum will ba:
p.o. ¢ 1 ¢! the unpaid amount, of IQQ_._QQ___, whichevar is bss, D ) -1 nloo agreg thet you may changs this amount
purtuent te secs. 37-3-203 6nd 37-1-108 of the South Carclina Consumar Protecton Cod= =0 as o slways be the maximum amount allowed by
low.
(] ADDMONAL CHARGES: 1n 2ddlrion to inrerast, | agras 1o pay the following charges which L) arc 0 ere rat  included in the principat amount
sbova: .
PAYMENTS: | agcoa 10 pay Lhis nom o foligws:
240 PAYMENTS OF $464.89 EACH ON THE 12TH OF FACH MONTH BEGINNING OGN OCTORER 12, 2000

[ in cddition 10 te yments doscribod above, | will pay o “balioan paymant® of 9 on
SECURITY: Thia nate is secured by describa saperats document by type {9.9., morigege) and dota): )
12, . THE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT OF. $49, 000,00

ADDITIONAL TERMS:

PURPOSE: The purposa of this loon @ CONSUMER : REFINANCE SIGNATURES: | AGREE TO THE TERMS OF THIS MOTE (INCLUDING
THOSE ON PAGE 2). | hovo rocoved & copy on today’s dota.

Signaturo lor Lander {Saal)
(Sea) " {Soall

(Seal) (Seal}

iSeatl

REAL ESTATE NOTE

©1D04. 1991, 1903 BarSErS SYROMA Ins_ §i Cvast AN 11 AMLYATINS 3 Coas it mn (e E_Xhibit O_r]_e 1 of 3




M |
~ Pay to the order of ' ‘/\/g M

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

HKW

J ennifer L. Hillebrand
Vice President

Exhibit One 3 of 3



Recording‘Requested By!
OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC

When Recorded Return To:

OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC
240 TECHNOLOGY DRIVE
IDAHO FALLS, ID 83401

——

MTG-2017-2091

MTG BK 5228 PG 211-214
Recorded 1 Peges on 01/18/2017 11:01:

Recording Fea 600 11:01:48 AM

. Office of REGISTER OF DEEDS,

CORPORATE ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE «__Dorothy Earle, Register Of Deeds SPARTANBURG, $.C.
Spartanburg, South Car~line . T e—em e L

SELLER'S SERVICING } i Aect2/4  TANGEMAN"
SELLER'S LENDER ID#: Qedectel s

OLD SERVIGING# @ , i, o beh. 7.

T e

Date of A.'ssignmerit:_ December Sth, 2016

Assignor: GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC'BY ITS ATTORNEY IN FACT OCWEN 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 at C/O OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC, 16561 WORTHINGTON ROAD, STE 100, WEST PALM BEACH, FL

33409

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

Date of Mortgage: 08/12/2000 Recorded: 08/14/2000 in Book/Reel/Liber: 2382 Page/Folio: 703 as Instrument No.: N/A
In the County of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina. : . .

Property Address: 102 OAK RIDGE CT APT A & B, DUNCAN, SC 20334

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of
which is hereby acknowledged, the said Assignor hereby assigns unfo the above-named Assignee, the said Mortgage
having an origina! principal sum of $49,000.00 with interest, secured thereby, and the full benefit of alt the powers and of
all the covenants, and provisos therein contained, and the said Assignor hereby grants and conveys unto the said
Assignee, the Assignor's interest under the Mortgage.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said Morigage, and the said property unto the said Assignee forever, subject to the
fermns contajned in said Morigage. .

GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC BY {TS ATTORNEY IN FACT OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC POA: 10/21/2014 as
Instrument No.: DEE201442036 ) .

On
By: a,[/\/é’l/(/ -
N - Jamell Strachan,
cing Operations Specialist
WITNES WITNESS
bV
A/ Sdops
y i/

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH -
On M before me, Shitine ing . @ Notary Public in and for PALM BEACH in the

State of FLORIDA, personally appeared Jamell Strachan, Servicing Operations Specialist, personally known to me (or
proved fo me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose name(s) isfare subscribed to the within
instrument and acknowledged to me that he/shefthey executed the same in hisfheritheir authorized capacity, and that by
h;slherltheir signature on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed
the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal, AR AR
. Notary Public State of Florida

. . & €% Sane King
v Bty Commiission GG 031114
Shilne ' ¢ HWd
Notary Emires;SEP/'l 8 2070 . AP
' (This area for notarial seal)

Expres 08/16/2020
“VASVASGMAC"12/05/2016 11:4029 AM* GMACA0GMA T z.éa.u&—écl. . YSCSPAR.p, wh&csrm‘e_mom_nssnen_;\ssu S SLLGHMACY
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROER¥A . ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE
o T Mojrfgage Book 2382 at Page 703
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG - :

FOR VALUE RECEIVED, we hereby set over, transfer and assign unto GMAC
Mortgage; | LLC, c/o GMAC Mortgage Corp., 500 Enterprise Road, Horsham, PA19044, its
successors: and assxgns, all rts  rights, ‘title and interest in and 1o a certain Mortgage, together with
the Noté executed by Delbert R. Tangeman and Betty L. Tangeman to Bank One, NA dated
September 12,2000, and duly recorded in the public records of Spartanburg County, State of
South Carolina, on Septeniber 14, 2000, in Mortgage Book 2382 at Page 703.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., successor by merger to Bank
NA ha auy d this mstrument to be executed in its corporfe niame and behalf by

A . sasits , duly
izefd, on this ﬂ.ﬂ day of [ » 2009.
' ' - ' JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., successor by

merger to Ban

. i Je l

Limited ngmng Ofﬁcer
itness No. 2 .
STATE OF J%, - ACKNOWLEDGMENT
N @ e oy 1. 1995
COUNTY. OF 4 i ' . o
1, the undersigned, Notady Public for the State of Pa, . ,do
p eby oe lfy that J'PMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., successor by merger to Bank One, NA by
q 210y LMe ; s S'O _, personally. appeared before me
et execution of thc foregomg instrument.
Witness my hand this “Q' __day of 2009 M
i ' NO'#AKY PUBLIC ﬁOR
My Cq_mml_ssxon Expires: .
mn#:v?uund&'fh FC
Rogers o, . uosm:wwemu OF PENNSYLVARIA
g:ﬁ:sm,gm?m 29302 : o NO?M:;SEA:“‘.'MI
(008045-0!384) P e

Jppot MM Twp., Menigomury Loumry
“M’Zr wiidon Eapiot Now 3, 2010
Vs Wﬂm ot NAgRe,

memmm LD
Bares o 213772008 8:48:38 AM
fl:ac:muis:&ﬁ age: s stamps $000
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Recording Requested By: %
OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC . 3 %

MTG-2016-58824

When Recorded Return To: MTG BK 5221 PO 831-531

Recorded oy
OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC Rocoring Foocsa0n o 100833 A 1
240 TECHNOLOGY DRIVE Office of REGISTER OF DEEDS, SPARTANBURG, S.C. /
IDAHO FALLS, 1D 83401 Dorothy Earle, Register Of Deeds vnG. S

CORPORATE ASSIGNMENT OF MORTGAGE
Spartanburg, South Caroling

SELLER'S SERVICING # RED AL TEBNGEMAN'
SELLER'S LENDER ID#: DW 44773.3
OLD SERVICING #1 REDACTRD

Date of Assignment: December Sth, 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
2004-B01 at C/O OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LL.C, 1661 WORTHINGTON ROAD, STE 100, WEST PALM BEACH, FL
33408 . .

Executed By: DELBERT R TANGEMAN AND BETTY L TANGENAN To: BANK ONE, NA
Date of Morigage: 08/12/2000 Recorded: 09/14/2000 in Book/ReslLiber; 2382 Page/Folio: 703 as Instrument No.: N/A
in the County of Spartanburg, State of South Carolina.

Property Address: 102 OAK RIDGE CT APT A & B, DUNCAN, SC 29334

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that for good end valusble consideration, the recelpt and sufficiency of
which Is hereby acknowledged, the sald Assignor héreby assigns unto the above-named Assignee, the said Morigage
having an orignal princlpal sum of $49,000.00 with interest, secured thereby, and the full benefit of all the powars and of
all the covenants and provisos therein contained, and the said Assignor hereby grants and conveys unto the said
Assignee, the Assignor's interest under the Mortgage.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said Morigage, and the sald property unto the said Assignes forever, subject to the
terms contained in said Mortgage.

GMAG MORTBAGE, LLC BY TS ATTORNEY IN FACT OCWEN LOAN SERVICING, LLC POA: 10/21/2014 as

Ig:trurﬂgﬁ lﬁog iﬁzm 442038

WITNESS WITNE <
e Clioni._Jlithior!

ShinaKing 8

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF PALM BEACH

on DEC 08 BB veforeme, ___Yenifer Lorenzo __ a Notary Public in and for PALM BEACH In the

Stafe of FLORIDA, personally appeared Jamell Strachan, Servicing Operatlons Specialist, personally known to me (or
proved to me on the basis of safisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose namie(s) Is/are subscribed tothe within
instrument and acknowledged fo me that hefshefthay executed the same in hisfherfihelr authorized capacity, and that by
hisferithelr signature on the instrument the person(s), of the enfity upon betialf of which the person(s) acted, executed
the instrument,

Notasy Public State of Florida
Yenifer Lorenzo
S My Commisslon FF 226257
odf Explres 05152019 v

%.

=,

3
T o

(This area for notarial seal)
~VASVASGMACH2/0872018 11:4029 AM® GMACAOGHMATS REDALCTEDscsparrRED ALKEEIR: MORT ASSIGN ASSH "ALmLGHAG?
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