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Ostendorff ‘s Reply to Return To Petition is as follows:

1-The issue was raised. It was raised as a surprise issue by SinTrust’s attorney.It is thus

preserved for Appeillate review.

Ostendorff never agreed with any evidence presented regarding a due date. Ostendorff was in complete
surprise of a surprise statement by SunTrust’s attorney over 3 years after SunTrust stopped Ostendorff’'s
construction draws with no explanation , as that explanation is required by SunTrust in the loan

documents.

No where in the loan contract documents does it state a due date.Pragraph 14 of Susan Walker’s
affidavit- Ostendorff never agreed that the exhibit was correct. A review of the transcript would show
that Ostendorff was not prepared to answer a surprise issue. Susan Walker never stated that the due

date was the reason SunTrust stopped the draws.

2- There was no evidence whatsoever that showed SunTrust had the right to stop the construction
draws. A reason to stop the draws would have to be a reason at that time, not something their attorney
dreamed up years after stopping the construction draws. SunTrust by its own Iban contact documents
requires that SunTrust notify Ostendorff within 30 days of any

reasons to stop the draws.

3- Ostendorff will show the court that Mike Watts told Ostendorff that “ there really is no due date” on
the monthly interest payments.

SunTrust has refused after numerous requeéts by Ostendorff for Mike Watts ‘ address .SunTrust has also



refused to provide contact addresses of other former employees that will dispute SunTrust’ s attorney’s

claim of a due date.

In conclusion, Ostendorff asks the Court to hear his Writ Of Certiorari .
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