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material proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material.

RESPECTFULLY PRESENTED this _@'day of December, 2021.

“Without Prejudice”

oo /M 12-17-2031

THE BENEFICIAL OWNER OF THE CESTI QUI EQUITABLE TRUST
Nelson L. Bruce, Propria Persona, Sui Juris

All Natural Rights Explicitly Reserved and Retained

U.C.C. 1-207/1-308, 1.103.6
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\ Yo J OF FAULT IN DisBONOR Q

smvzponrmmmnvhmmpsmmmusmvmn
by the UNITED STATES POST OFFICE via First Clugs Postage Prepaid

Notice date: ‘Febriiary 13,2019
Claimant(s):. Nelson L. Bruse

144 Puviion Strees \
Summerviile, South Caroliaa [29485]
Respondeiit(z): outh Carolina House of

Attention: Mandy W Kimnsons
SIM‘MW'HB hndImn,SM,Ophmbh. South Caroline 29201

N&;onlgaqgsnnuéivsmmwu-mm

Addendum to Agreement/Cesitract LD. mnbsm-ms-ol,»mcwsrcm-‘s«sno.

terms of the agreement to which you have not compled with, you have
terms and Conditlons contained therein including but not Nmited to
DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WiTH (NTEREST."

~ Ifyoudid not receive a copy.of the original contract communication and or the original
addendum to contract In the form of the original contrac communication, and were not aware of its

edstence, you have three (3) days, (72) hours in Which to provide proof of such non-receipt, this Isa good

This dummunlatlbp’_k'to.infbm you that you are in default of the

‘contract communication which includes the “SELF-BEXECUTING RREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
‘ATTORNEY, cbuﬂtb»mm;msr.',sym Way, you cannot provide proof because Inclided with this.
notice Is proof that it was sent out and delivered. ‘We have not recelved a response from you, if you do
not provide siich proof of non-recelpt or provide proof that you have indeed responded.to each and
every point of averment or proof of dialm within the i0 day akotted time or within the additional three
(3) days, (72) hours specified'in the Adderidum, within the 3 days as referenced sbove pertainilfig to this;
notice, you will be'in:“defait’ and we will do this, we will proceed to get a judgment against you
through arbitration. _

 This Is a lagal communication, You are ta take legal/judiclal/special/exceptional notice s there
‘may be dire:and kreparable consequances that may affect you individually; professionally, legaty,
corporately.

“The three(3) day; (72) hour timeframe commences upon recelpt of this riotification, and Is only
applicable within the confiries of the originai contract communication and or the original addendum to-
contract in the form of the original contract communication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING.
IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” terms of agreement.

Thank you for your consideration....
Of:this presentment take due Notice and heed, and govern yoursalf accordingly.

NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPLE AND VICE VERSA
Sincerely,

Without Recourse

Qruce .2-:’!3--)9

NnhnaLBm-Nnnuan
(TEIE REMATNDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEPT BLANK)
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Nomm INDISHONOR Q
Dpp mni‘yﬁ) Cul'ﬁ)

SERVED OR PRESENTED via the: UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
by!heUNlTEDSTATESPOSTOFHCEviaF!mCMPWPnpa‘ id
Notice date: February 13, 2019
Claimant(s):. Nelson L. Bruce
144 Pavitlon Strest
Summerville, South Caroling [29483)
Respondent(g): the South Carolina State Treasurer
OFFICE OF THE STATE TREASURER and orthelr aasigns
Attentioa: State Treasurer Curtts M. Loftis, Jr,
1200 Senate Stroet, Suite 214, Wads Hasmpton Buliding, Coltirnbla, South Caroting 29201
Reference: Agreement/Contraet No.; 2019-6108BRUCWSFCM-812389981- 557759981 1© v
Addendum to Agreement/Contract LD, # ADBDEN{-2819-0130BRUCWSFCM-844815

This communication is to Inform you that you are In default of the agreement, and as per the

_ if you did not receive a copy of the original contract communication and or the original
addendum to comtract in the form of the original contract tommunication; and were not aware of its

existence, you have three (3) days, (72) hours in which to provide proof of such non-receipt, this s agood’

faith effortin providing you with an opportunity to cure your.default. The contractual agreement
includes as an exclusive remedy arbitration, this remedy Is only avallable respecting the issue of defautt,
whereby you prove based on a Preponderance of evidence that you had not recelved a copy of the
original cantract communication and or the original addendum to contract in thie form of the original.
contract communication which Includes the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST." By the way, you cannot provide proof because Included with this
notice is proof that it was sent out and delivered. We have not recelved a response from you, if you do
not provide such proof of non-receipt or provide proof that you have'indeed responded to each anid
every point of averment or proof of claim within the 10 day allotted time or within the additional three
(3) days, (72) hours specified in the Addendum, within the 3 days as referericed above pertaining to this.
notice, you will be in “default” and we will do this, we will proceed to:get o judgment against you
through arbitration,

You may or may not be aware, that all the elements of a contract having been met, that the:

original contract communication and or the original addendum to contract.in the form of the original

contract communication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” supersedes any and all previous contracts between the parties,
and isa legally binding contractual obligaﬁon upon all partiés associated thereto.

This Is ategal communication, you are to take legal/judicial/spedal/exceptional notice as there
may be dire and Irreparable consequences that may affect you individually,. professionally, legally,
corporately.

The three (3) day, {72) hour timeframe commences upon recelpt of this notification, and Is only
applicable within the éonfines of the original contract communication and or th;e(qrigmal addendum to.
contract in the form of the original contract communication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING'
IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” terms of agreernem

Thank you for your considaration....
Of this presentment take due Notice and heed, and govern youiself accordingly.

NOTICE.TOAGE.NTISNOTICENPRNCIPIEAND VICE VERSA
Sincerely,
Without Recourse

. ‘ -B.‘H
Nelson L. Bruce a Natural Man Date:

(THE REMAINDER WTESPAGEMMNALL\’LEHMD,
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Noq:or FAULT INDISHONOR . o
. Ao SAOpportunity ta Cure)

:SERVED OR PRESENTED via the: UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

* by the UNITED STATES POST OFFICE via First Class Pestage Prepaid

£38 Jubazis Dodds Bivd, Scits 261, Mt Pleanact, SC 29464
Reference; - AgreementiContract No.: 2019.8108BRUCWSFCM-812389981 - $STT89981 j© ,
Addsndum to Agreemeat/Contract LD, #: ADDENI-2819.0138BRUCWSFCM.S4481°°

N This obmmwilﬁitlon‘litp inform you that you are in defauilt of the agreement, and as per the
terms of the agreement to which you have not i':_oh\plleduiith_,'yqu have consented and agreed to all the
terms and conditions contalriéd therein including but not limited to the *SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE

DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WiTH INTEREST.”

‘existence; you have three (3)days, (72) hours in which'to provide proof of such nan-recelpt, this is a'good
faith effoit in providing you with an opportunity to cure your defauit. The contractual agreement
includes as an exclusive remedy arbitration; this remedy Is only avallable respecting the issue of default;
‘whereby you prove based on a preponderance of evidence that you had not recelved a copy of the
ofiginal contract communication and'or the original addendum to contractin

contract communication which Includes the *SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
Amnuﬁvmmwmmm" By the way, you cannot provide proo:

You sy or may not be awars, that all the elements of a contract having been met, that the

original contract communication and or the original addendum to contract In the form of the original

contract communication which includes the *SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” supersedes any and all US contracts between the parties,

andis o legally binding contractual oﬁﬂ@qomupon;aabam”asocﬁted thereto.

This I 2 legal communication, you are to take legal/judicial/special/exceptional notice as there
may be dire and lrrapambleeonsequenca that may affect you Individuslly; proféssionaly, legally,
corporately.

The three (3) day, (72) hour timeframe commences upon recaipt of this notification, andis only
applicable within the confines of the original contract communication and or the original addendum to
contract Inthe form of the orlghal'eon_tm;t communication which Includes the “SELF-EXECUTING
IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” tefs of agreement.
Thank yo for your consideration....

Of this preséritment take due:Notice and heed, and govern yourself accordingly.

‘NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPLE AND VICE VERSA
Sincerely,
Without Recourse.

Nelson'L. Braesa Naturst Man

mmn@ggormrmmmmux,mmm
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NQEFYE OF FAULT IN DISEONOR Q
‘ (Opportunity to Care) |
SERVED OR PRESENTED via the: UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
by the UNITED STATES POST OFFICE via First Class Postage Prepaid

Notioe date: February 13, 2019

Cléimant(s): Nelson L. Bruce "
144 Pavilion Strest :
Summervilte, Seuth Caroling 29483}

Reésporndeni(s): GOYERNOR OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
The Honorable Henry McMsster
State House
1100 Gervals Street, Columbia, Seuth Carolina 20204

Reference: Agreement/Contract No.; 2019-0103BRUCWSFCM-812389961— 5577899811°
Addendam to Agresment/Contract LD, #: ADDEN}-2019-0130BRUCWSFCM-54451°

This communication Is to inform you that you are In défault of the agreement, and as per the
terms of the agreement to which you have not complied with, you have consented and agreed to all the

terms and condltions contalned therein Including bt not limited to the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE

DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST.”
ifyou did not recelve a copy of the original contract communication and or the original

addendum to contract in the form of the orlginal contract communicatian, and were not aware of its,
existence, you have three (3) days, (72) hours in which to provide proof of siich non-receipt, this Is a good
faith effort in providing you with an opportunity to cure your default. The contractual agreement
Includes as an exclizsive remsdy arbitration, this remedy is only avalable respecting the issue of default,
whereby you prove based on a preponderance of evidence that you had not réceived a oopy of the
original contract communication and or the ariginal addendum to contract in the form of the original
contract communication which Includes the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST.” By the way, you cannot provide proof because Included with this
notice is proof that it was sent out and delivered. ‘We have not received a response from you, if you do
not provide such proof of non-recelpt or provide proof that you have indeed responded to each and
every point of averment or procf of claim within the 10 day aliotted time or within the additional three
{3) days, (72) haurs specified in the Addendum, within the 3 days as referenced above pertaining to this-
natice, you will be in “default” and we will do this, we witl proceed to get a Judgment against you
through arbitration. -

You may or may not be aware; that all the elements of a'contract having been met, that the
original contract communication end.or the original addendum to contract In the form of the originai
contract communication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING (RREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” supersedes any and all previous contracts batween the ‘partles,
and Isa tegally binding contractual obilgation upon all parties associated thereto.

This is a legal communication, you are to take legal/jud;lq:!al]spedaVemepﬂqnal notice as there:
may be dire and irreparable consequences that may affect you individiially, professionally, legally,
corporately.

‘The three (3) day, (72) hour timeframe commences upon recelpt of this notification, and Is only
applcable within the confines of the original.contract communication and or the original addendumto

contract In the form of the ariginal contract communication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING
|moumwmmwAnommummm.-memsofamem

Thank you for your consideration....
Of this presentment take due Notice and heed, and govern yoursalf accordingly.

NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPLE AND VICE VERSA

Kotoorn X Beseo 2-13:19

Nelson L. Bruce a Natural Man

Sincerely,

Without Recourse

(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PACE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)
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by.the vuﬁms-rArzs-rosT'omcnvhmi‘c:m.=rmgepr¢pu¢ '
“Notlce date: February 16, 2019
‘Clabmant(s): ‘Nelson L. Bruee
T Mereiim
Respondent(s):  tis United States Suprams Court _
) mwmmmma—
I First 8t NE, Washingtos, DC 20843,
Reference:, ‘Agreement/Contract No; 2019-0106BRUCWSFCM-511389531.- 557739081 ol
wmu&mmm-&mmemwmmmﬁ

‘ This eor_i-uniiqiléatlonb:to*!ﬁfuﬁn‘:yoﬁ that you'are in default of the agreement, and as per the
;,tgnns of the agreerment to which you have not complied wm,,yuu‘héve_consenmd and agreed 1o all the-

not provide such proof of Ron-receipt or provide proof that you have indeed responded to each and
every point of averment or proof of clakm within the 10 day allotted time or within the additional three
(3) days, (72):hiours specified in.the Addendum, within the 3 days as referenced above pertaining to this:
notice, you will be In “detsuht® and we wi dothis; we will proceed to gat a judgment against you

and iéa Iesaltyblndlngeonuacuulobkgaﬂon upon all parties associated thereto,
Thisis a legal communication; you are to take tegal/Judicial/special/exceptional notice as there

may be dire and imeparable consequiences that may affect you individually, professionally, legally,

The three (3) day, (72) hour timeframe commences upen receipt of this notification, and is only
applicable within the confines of the original contract communication and or the original addendum to
contract in the form of the original contract communication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING

Of this presentment take due Notice and heed, and govem yourself accordingly.

NOTICE TO AGENT lsnoncnrornmcm.mmvmnvnm

Sincerely;
Without Recourse . , |
Jobsor Y. Bauce 2-16-19
Netwon L. Bruce a Nstural Man Date:
(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)
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N@orrAuumnrsnonoR Qo

(Opportanity to Cure) )
SERVED OR PRESENTED via the: UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
by the UNITED STATES POST OFFICE via First Clags Postage Prepaid

Notice date: February 16,2019

Clal_num(n): Nelson L, Bruce
144 Pavilian Street .
Summervitle, South Carolina 29483)
Respondent(s): The Treasurer of the United States
Office of the Treasurer and or thelr assigns
1500 Peansylvania Avenne, NW, Rooin 214
Wathington, District of Columbta 26220
Refercnoe: Agreement/Contract No.: muxmnucwsmnmu-mm
Addeadum to Agreement/Contract LD.# Annmmumm‘:cwsrcumP

This communication Is to inform you that you are in default of the agreement, and as per the
terms of the agreement to which Yyou have not complled with, you have consented and agreed to,all the
terms and conditions contained therein Including but gt limited to the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE
DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST.”

if you did not receive a copy of the original cantract communication‘and or the:original
addendum to contract in the form of the original contract communication, and were not aware 'of its:
existénce, you have three {3) days, (72) hours In which to provide proof of such non-recelpt, this Is a good
faith effort in providing you with an opportunity to cure your default. The contractual agreement
Includes as an exclusive remedy arbitration, this remedy is only avaifable respecting the issue of default,

e communication which Inciudes the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COUPLED WATH lN‘lEREST."By_ the way, you cannot provide proof because included:with this

fiotice is proof that it was sent out and delivered. Wé have not received a response from you, if you do

every-point of avarment or proof of dlaim within the 10 day allotted time or within the additional three
(3) days, (72} hours specified in the Addendum, within the 3 days as referenced above pertaining to this
natice, you will be in “defauit” and we will do this, we will proceed to get a judgment against you
through arbitration,

You may or may not be aware; that all the elements of a contract haVlhg been met, that the
original contract communication and or the original addendum to contract in the form of the original.

This is a lagal communlcation, you are to take legal/]udichllspedal/meptlonal_ notice as there
may be dire and irreparable consequences that may affect you-individually, professionally, legally,
corporately.

The three (3) day, (72) hour timeframe commences upon receipt of this notification, and Is orily
applicable within the confines of the original contract communication and or the originat adqgndum to
‘contract in the form of the original contract communication which Includes the “SELF-EXECUTING
IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” terms of agreament.

Thank you for your consideration....
Of this presentment take due Notice and heed, and govern yourself accordingly,

NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TOPRINCIPLE AND VICE VERSA
Sincerely,

Without Recourse

Ltlron X Bruea. 21619

Nelson L. Bruee s Natural Man Date:

(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK):
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'NOg ¥ OF FAULTIN DISHONOR o
SERVED OR PRESENTED via the: UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
by the UNITED STATES POST OF CEﬂkvlﬂm;Chss,,antage.Pmpaid

Respondenis)  the UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.
SUTED STATES ATTORNEY GENERAL it U.S. Department of Justice

ania Avefiie, NW Washington, DC 20530-0801
Referenicé:' Agrecimeit/Cotract No.: 2619-0103BRUCWSFCM-812389981.- 557789931 10
Addendam ghmmmm;mm'mmmlumnucwsmmmﬁ

This communication 'is'to Inform you that you are In defautt of the agreement, and as per the
terms of the agreement to which you have not compiied with, you have consented and dgreed to ali the
terms and conditions coritaln’ad "ﬁmfejﬁllﬁcﬁldlngbut not iimiited to the “SELF-EXECUTING RREVOCABLE
DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST.”

.. Ufyou ‘dl,danatirecelve,a copy.of the ariginal contract commiunication and.or the ofiginal
addendum to contract 'lnrthp‘fo'tm of the original contract communication; and were not aware of its
‘exdstence, you iave three (3] days, (72) ours in which to provide proof of such non-recaipt, this isa good
falth effort in providing you with an‘opportuiity to cure your default. The contractual agreement

ATTORNEY.COUPLED WATH INTEREST.” By the Wway, you cannot provide proof because included with this
‘notice is proof that it was sent out and delivared. . We havii not received a resporise fromm you; ifyou do
not provide such proof of non-recelpt or provide proof that you have indeed responded to each and
every point of averment or proof of clatm within the 10 day allotted time or within the additional three
{3) days, (72} hours specified In the Adderidum, within the 3 days as referenced above pertaining to this
natice; you will be In *defauit” and we will dothis, we will proceed to get a judgment against you

through arbitration.
 ¥oumay 6F may not be aware; that al the elements of a contract having been met, that the
-original contract ¢priimun(nﬁ'on‘anq_orme original addendum %o contract In the form of the original

This s a legal communication, you are to take legal/judiclal/special/exceptional notice as there
may.be dire and Irreparable consequences that may affect you Individually, professionally, (egally,
corporataly. ‘ :

‘The three (3) day, (72) hour timetramie commences upon recelpt of thls notification, and is only.
applicable within the confines of the original contract communication and or the original addendum to'
contract in the form of the original contract commiinication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING
IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WATH INTERESY,” terms of agreement,

Thank you for your consideration....
Of this presentment take due Notice and heed, and govérn yourself accordingly.

(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)
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NOTg& )OF FAULT IN DISHONOR Q
| portunity to Cure) b
SERVED OR PRESENTED vis the: UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
bythelMTED.STATESPOSTOFFlCEVinFimCIumgePnpaid
CERTIFIED MAIL NO.: 7018 0368 8001 0340 6409

‘Notlce date: February 28, 2019
Claimant(s): Nelson L. Brues
144 Pavilion Street
Summeryille, South Carolina [29483)
Responden(s):. the United Stxtes Departoeent of Agritutture
Flscal Serviee, Director, Finanee Office

1400 Independence Avenas, SW, ‘Waskingtos, DC 20250

Reference: Agreement/Contract Nox 2019-0108BRUCWSFCM-S12389981- S5T789981 16
Addendum to Agreement/Cantract LD. #: ADDEN]-2019-8136BRUCWSFCM-S44S1°

This communication is to inform you that you are.In. default of the agreement, and as per the
terms of the agreement to which you have not complied with, you have consented and agreed to-all the.
terms and condltions contained therein Including but not imited to the 'SWCWNG IRREVOCABLE'
DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST.”

ifyou did not recelve a copy of the original contract communication:and or the original
‘addendum to contract in the formi of the original contract communication, and were not aware of its
existence, you have three (3) days, (72) hours Ih which to provide proof of such non-receipt, thisisa good
faith effort in providing you with an opportunity to cure your defauit. The contractual agreement.
Includes as an exclusive remedy arbitration, this remedy Is only avallable respecting the Issue of defauit,
whereby you prove based on a preponderance of evidence that you had not recelved a copy of the
original contract communication and or the original addendum to contract in the form of the original
contract communication which Includes the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COURLED WITH INTEREST." By the way, you cannot provide procf because included with this
notice Is proof that it was sent out and delivared. if you do not provide such proof of non-receipt or
provide proof that you have indeed responded to each and every point of averment or. proof of claim
within the 10 day allotted time or within the additional three (3) days, (72) hours specified in the
Addendum withia the 3 days as referenced above pertaining to this notice, you will be in “default” and
we will do this, we will proceed to get a judgment against you through arbitration.-

You may or may not be aware, that all the elements of a contract having been met, that the:
original.contract communication and or the original addendum to contract in the form of the original
contract communication which includes the “SELF-EXECUTING IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF
ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” supersedes any and al previous cantracts between the partles,
and is a legally binding contractual obiigation upon all parties associated thereto. '

This Is a legal commiunication, you'are to take tegal/Judicial/special/exceptional notice as there
may be dire and irreparable consequences that may affect vou Individually, profassionally, legally,
corporately.

The three (3) day, (72) hour timeframe commences upon recelpt of this notification, and is only
applicable within the confines of the original contract communication and or the original addendum to
contract in the form of the original contract communication which Includes the “SELF-EXECUTING
IRREVOCABLE DURABLE POWER OF ATTORNEY COUPLED WITH INTEREST,” terms of agreement.

Thank you for your consideration....

Of this presentment take due Notice and heed, and govern yourself accordingly.
NOTICE TO AGENT IS NOTICE TO PRINCIPLE AND VICE VERSA

Sincerely,

Without Recourse

Hotrgn X Bruuea. 22519

Nelsan L. Bruce s Natural Man

(THE REMAINDER OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY-LEFT BLANK)
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S WD, USPS. COTY GO/ mcxuonﬁrmAction?tRef—fﬁxllpage&tI
© o

. USPS Trackingo FAQS 3 (htipssi . memmm“f”',

Track Another Package +

Tracking Number: 950551 054_582903651 7246 Remove-X
Expected Delivery on.
WEDNESDAY

6 on® " 10:20am and 12:20pmo

© Delivered
February 8, 2019 at 11:37.am

Delivered, Front Desk/Receptior/Mall Room
SAINT GEORGE, SC 29477.

weqpaay

Tracking Number: 8506610545828037518068 Remeva-X.
On Time

ed Délivery on

THURSDAY

y & T -
prrd D 8:00pmo

& Delivered

February 7, 20184t 1:44 pm
Defivered, PO Box
CHARLESTON,:SC 20401

‘See'More v
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g = mebwi nt_tps://tools.usps.com/go/'I\‘ackCont_'lrmActiOn?tReﬁﬁxllpage&t}

&

. IEliibit:lEviiIence -Fl
Tracking Number: 950551 0545829037518051 Remove X

Your item has been delivered and is avallable at a PO Box at 11:00 am on February 15, 2019 in WILMINGTON,
DE 19801,

& Delivered

February 15, 2019 a1 11:00 am
Delivered, PO Box
WILMINGTON, DE 18801

See More v/

Tracking Number: 9505510545829037518044. , Remove X

‘Expected Delivery by
FRIDAY

8z
2019 8:00pmo

_. ”

& Delivered

Febneary 8, 2019 at 12:11 pm
Delivered, Individual Picked Up at Poatal Facility
CHARLOTTE, NC 28255

See More \v/

510
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TE sty A

&

Tracking Number: 9505510545828037518082
On Time:

Expected Defivery.on

FRIDAY

T by
8 o0 8:00pmo

& Delivered

Februery 8, 2010 at 7:40am .
Dalvered, Individual Picked Up at Postal Facility
WESTFIELD, IN'48074

See More v/

Tracking Number: 8505510545849038317569
Expected Delivery on

FRIDAY

- by
8 20100 8:00pmo@

& Delivered

Fébruary 8, 2019 at 12:56 pm
Dellvered, InfAt Mallbox-

-COLUMBIA, SC 28201

‘8ee.More \/

511

hitps:/tools.usps;com/go/Ti rackanfi@Acﬁon?’tReﬁﬁxllpage&t
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Remove X

Remove X
-

%aeqpss

Remove X
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R nttps://tools.com/gb/’l‘rackConfumAction?tReﬁﬂﬂlpage&tj
£

Tracking Number; 9505510545839040439724

On Time
Expected Delivery on
MONDAY

11 55?:%‘” gs:’OOpm@

& Delivered

February 11, 2019 at12:40 pm
Delivered, Front Desk/Recaption/Mail Room
COLUMBIA, SC 29201

Get Updates \/

See More v

Tracking Number: 9505510545839040439748

On Time
Expected Delivery on
MONDAY

N by
1 1 %50 8:00pmo

& Delivered

February 11,2018 &t 11:17 am
Deflivered, Front.Desk/Reception/Mall Roomn
COLUMBIA, SC 28210

Gst Updates \/

See More v/

512
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Remove X
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Remove X
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Tracking'Number: 9_50551 0545839040439755

Expected Delivery by
MONDAY

11 280 g‘:(oopm@

& Delivered
February’11, 2019 at10:13.am
Delivered

COLUMBIA, SC 20211

Get Updates /.

See More v/

Tracking Niimber: 9505510545849045321139
iExpected Delivery by

SATURDAY

Y 2 by
16 =2~ Sooomo
& Delivered

Fabruaiy 16, 2018 at 8:34 am
Delivared, In/At Malibox.

-COLUMBIA, SC 28201
‘Get Updates b4

513

>: vnttps:/ltoo;s.usps.com/go/l‘rackConﬁnnAction?tRe#ﬁillpage&t]

| Exbibies/Evidence - 3]

Remove X

Remave X

3INSHNIA 1T-2n.PA



- mn e s WOULD @ https://tools;usp&m/gom’ackConfn'mA'ction?tRef—"?ﬂlllpage&tl

Tracking Number: 950551 0545849045321146
Expected Delivery on
FRIDAY

15 = 2ocomo

lEhibit‘levl’dence - JTI

& Delivered

February 15, 2018 &t 11:25 am
Deflvered, Front Desk/Reception/Mail Room
COLUMBIA, SC 29201

Get Updates \/

See More \v

Tracking Number: 9505510545849045321153 | Remoyie X
Expected Delivery on
FRIDAY

1 5 bt :Zmpma)

¥08qpod

& Delivered

February 15, 2019 at 12:25pm
Dellvered, In/At Mallbox
MOUNT PLEASANT, SC 29464

-Get Updates \/

Seo More \/

Remove X

514
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Tracking Number: 9505510545849045321160
Expected Delivery on.
FRIDAY

16 =% 2oopmo

& Delivered
February 15, 2019 at 11:45.am

Dalivered, Front DeslvRsception/Mall Robin
COLUMBIA, SC 29201

. Gét Updtes \v/

Tracking Number: 9505510545829054527784

Your item:was delivéred at 3:56 am on February 26, 2019 In WASHINGTON, DC 20220,

& Delivered
February 26,2019 at 3:56 am
WASHINGTON, DC 20220

See'More v/

515
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A WS UYL B irackConnrmAction?tRef=fullpage&:t]

O

Tracking Number: 950551 0545829054527791

Expected Delivery on
TUESDAY

26 20180 :'OOpm,@

& Delivered
February 26, 2019 at 5:45 am
Delivered

WASHINGTON, DC 20530

GetUpdmsy
See More v

Tracking Number: 950551 0545829054527807

On Time
Expected Defivery on
MONDAY

25 20150 ZOOpm'a)

& Delivered
Fabruary 25, 2019 at 10:56 am
Delivered
WASHINGTON, DC 20543
Get Updates \/
-See More v/
516
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Remove X

Remove X
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‘Remove X

3/25/2019, 11:10 PM



10

Tracking Number: 701803600001 03406409
Expected Dalivery on
MONDAY

. T - ,
4 20190 8:00pm@

& Delivered
March 4, 2018 at 6:27 am
Deliverad, To Agent
WASHINGTON, DC'20250:
Get Updates\/

‘See More \/!

nttps://tool‘s;usps.coz‘n/go/ﬁackConﬁMActioq?tReﬁﬁu|page&ﬂ

’ lgmmmvmme =93]

Can’t find what you're looking for?

Goito our-FAQs saction to find answers to your tracking questions.

‘FAQQ'WIMWQQSP&comﬁaqa/hspmqklngefaqu) _

¥oeqpsay

The easiest tracking number is the one you don't have to know,;

*-Ses images*.of incoming mail. )

*-Automatically track the packages you'ie expecting..

+.Set up emall.and text alerts so you.don't need to enter tracking numbers,
o-Enter USPS Delivery Instructions™ for your ma’i'lvca:ﬁe,r,.

517

With informed Delivery®, you riever have to type in another tracking number. Sign up to:
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'MORTGAGE SERVICES, LLC V;s.tﬂeld, IN¢
) | MmsDReo

LU

A preeeem

o

IEhibitx/Ewdcnce - 34|

Wi Monthly Mortgage Statement

f? MR 29 PN o 30

0019256 01.AB 0409 *ALITO T2 09492 29483844444, -cuwlmsa

.. ‘NELSON L BRUCE
ReE 144 PAVILION ST

RBEr SUMMERVILLE ‘SC 29483-8444

el i
T4 o

Statement Date 02N18/19

. Account Number. 7000124554
S Amount Due $62,077.58
Due Date: 03/01/19
lfpamankmmmom&m 2$41.34 Laté foe wii
bedharged.
Contact Us:
Q 800-561-4567 & 800-486-5134
L] www.CamringtonMs.com

 Account Information DELINQUEHCY KOTICE
PMMM - 'wmhummmmmmmh
144 PAVLION STREET Inteest Rte Untl 2/01/43) 1575%  Modiicatton Date: 02092013 e bl
SUMMERVILLE: SC 29483 Prepzyment Pery:. No Maturtty Date: 02/01/2043 Curmentsrelted t the befaguenqy Boxon poge 2
Explanation ofAmountDue _ . __Carrent Loan Balances - Past Payment Breakdown
Prndpal: ' - $33358 Prindpal Bafance®: sI031265 7 bildiestMoth | PakiYeartoDae
interest: 5506.79 Esqow’ Batanie: 58.621 10 Prindpal $0.00 $0.00
Ba’ow: $193.28 Pastmsexaiam $58450.09  ‘Interest $0.00- $0.00-
(s andforossramce? , Defarred Batinas(s): N/R  EScrow oesandso trsuance $0.00 $0.00
leg.ﬂonlﬂyhmam $1033.65  Buydown Balance: NA  Feesand (harges $0.00 $0.00
Overdue Payment: Sspacnng.  Negative Amartization: NIA ‘Unappfied Funds $0.00- $0.00
Total Fees Charged: !,m,m.nu: Unapptied Fundss - 000 Tota) $0.00 $0.00
Total Amoant Due: $62,077:58 *Pleaseses page 3 of th statsment or additional iforastion,
o ' -r«nmhmmummm
See page3 forlaan Payoff nformatien,
A Pleasé detachand netum wit yourpaymet A
CAWON Amount Due. $62,077.58
"NORTUAGE SIVIRA TS Loan Number: 7000124554 Due Date; 03/01/19
saom NELSON L BRUCE-
144 PAVILION ST Lte e recehvedatr6316/1: | 4134
Makeapaymmtatmws.mmhy SUMMERVILLE. SC 29483 L2 Paymmect Amount eceved after 3/16/19: sez 182
by Chedkor AutoPay forfreei
l|||l||||||n|||||ll||llllmlMllll||"|"lll"llnlmllln'llu Mdlﬂ:a!mp': :_::-_;.-.:; sumineh }
CARRINGION MORTGAGE SERVICESLLC At oo 1 i
PHOENIX AZ 850629001 510 Lateage §; ——
2 Total Amount Endosed  §

7000124554006207 7580062118931



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) _1st_JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF DORCHESTER )
) CASENO: 16  -CP-18 . 1678
)
Wilmington Savings Funds Society, FSB, Trustee ) MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
Plaintiff, ) FORM AND COVERSHEET
Vs, )
) , ,
Nelson L. Bruce, etal. ) -’(.,;‘: g — . F‘
ant. IO A . |
Defendant. ) | #;‘aﬁ‘-. '._.5.1 _;'_:
Plaintiff’s Attorney: ‘Defendant’s Attorney: ' AR N Yy
' , Bar No. : ,B ' Dq; @© >
Address: Address: s é =2
144 Pavilion Street, Summerville, Southgtdfm 294 :._:.:S
Phone: Fax ' Phone: 843-437-7901  _ Fax_ =z e |
E-mail: Other: - E-mail: ‘leonbruce8l@yalico.com QOthes w! T Re?

FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS:; ILand. 111)]
PROPOSED ORDERICONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS I aiid 11T 7

MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete: SECTIONS I and ITI)

SECTION I: Hearing Information
Nature of Motion: EMERGENCY MOTION FOR STAY /NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS

Estimated Time Needed: 30'min. .Court Reporter Needed: BYES/! | NO
SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

[XlWritten motion attached : ’

[JForm Motion/Order

I'hereby move for relief or action by the court as set forth in the attached proposed order.

(check reason) [ ] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect.
[] indigent:Status  [[] State Agency'v: Indigent Party
] Sexually Violent Predator Act [ ] Post-Coriviction Rélief
(] Motion for Stay in Bankruptc;
[] Motion for Publication Motion.for Execution (Rule:69, SCRCP)
{1 Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
reduced to writing from motion made in‘open court per judge’s instructions

% 2-27 -H03-2 Febiuary 27 ,20_20
Signature of Attomey for X Plaintiff /[ | Defendant ‘Date submitted
SECTION III: Motion Fee
[J PAID - AMOUNT: § FILING FEE CONTESTED
U] EXEMPT: [ Rule to Show Cause in Child of Spousal Support

‘Name of Court Reporter:
[] other:
JUDGE'S SECTION
(] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached | JUDGE CODE
order. :
1 Other: Date: , 20
CLERK’S VERIFICATION

Collected by: Date Filed: , 20

[] MOTION FEE COLLECTED: $
[] CONTESTED — AMOUNT DUE: $

SCCA 233 (11/2003)

520



Record/FILE ON DEMAND H‘-EDRECOTD’

IN THE COURT OF COMI@@JH‘E.QS %KD%)%CHESTER COUNTY

IN AND FOR THE RE » ‘%ﬁ%UTHCAROLINA
A WAV
M INTY

Ut

s NSNS
_ VLT TE

‘Wilmington Savings Fund Society FSB as Trustee, |  Sub contract-case No. 16-CP-18-1678

Plaintiff(s), EMERGENCY MOTION FOR
STAY OF PROCEEDINGS
V. PENDING CONFIRMATION OF
» : ~ _AWARD IN U.S. DISTRICT COURT
.| Nelsoi L. Briuce, Sui Juris, et al, NOTICE OF CHANGE OF
| ADDRESS
Defendants(s).

Comes now Defendant, Nelson L. Bruce, the natural man, of the age of the majority, with

all-natural rights explicitly reserved and retained and exercised at all times, hereby presents this
Emergency Motion for stay pending confirmation of arbitration award Governed under the FAA
in U.S. District Court Case No.: 2:19-cv-02854-BHH-BM filed October 8, 2019. The parties

‘to this ase had éntéred into an-agreément whereby certain claimis as it pertained to the award were

Defendant has-filed a petition in U.S.:District Court as-required under 9 USC 9 and 13. Because

the award issued greatly affects the merits of this case as it pertains to'the parties, their ¢ontract,
the award, and would be considered -a ‘breach of the contract where an ‘award was issued.
Defendant requests for a stay of the proceedings until that case has been decided by the District
‘Court. Defendant also requests this stay because:he would need to request leave of court to amend

his motions based off of new evidence and estoppel doctrines and a possible voluntary dismissal

.of his' counterclaims/countersuit ‘depending on the results of that petition in District Court.

Initiating:the stay. would limit any furthier appeals as the defendant does. not wish to breach the

Page lggy




contract between the parties. The District court has the authority to “Confirm” the validity of the

award, and therefore a stay of the proceedings is greatly needed here.

NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS: All parties to'this case are notified that my address has

changed. Please send all further communications. to “144 Pavilion Street, Summerville, South

Carolina [29483].

CONCLUSION
For the reasons specified above, this court should immediately stay the proceedings pending
the decision of the U.S. District Court in case no.: 2:19-cv-02854-BHH-BM,
RES?ECTFULLY PRESENTED,

“Without Prejudice”

; el 2-27:20320
THE BENEFICIAL OWNER OF THE CESTI.QUI EQUITABLE TRUST
Nelson L. Bruce, Propria Persona, Sui Juris

All Natural Riglits Explicitly Reserved and Retained

U.C.C. 1-207/1-308, 1.103.6

c/o 144 Pavnhon Street

Summerville South Carolina [29483]

Ph. 843-437-7901

Page 2322



‘CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
T'HEREBY CERTIFY ‘that a true and correct copy of this EMERGENCY MOTION FOR
STAY / NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS have been electronically mailed to all parties on

the service list via.the UNITED STATES POST OFFICE via the UNITED STATES POSTAL
SERVICE via CERTIFIED Mail.

RESPECTFULLY PRESENT ED, .
<7 g8 =
Add : Yoo I Frm
ALBERTELI LAW. Pmas B D
Attention: William S. Koehler (Attorfieys for Plaintiffs) j‘,’?‘% et %
201 Main Street, Suite 1450 mNHn R
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 SR 32 =3
Certified Mail No.: 70191640 0002 1913 3854 '.»_’::é;;: ] = "":‘jl
gt . !
South Carolina:Housing Trust Fund é w =
sC Housmg ‘Corp. ‘
Attention: Tracey C. Easton (Attorney for the referenced Defendant)
300-C Outlet Pointe Boulevard
Columbna, South Carolina 29210

Certified Mail No.: 7018 0360 0001.0343:3832

e L Bwer 2799 200

Nelson ). Bruce, , Frogrio Petsona, ot o
Bl Audond o] s fi#'o'l)y Quserved ond Retained
YOG 13 gl
L/ ,q‘/%\nhm et

5VMM»wﬂt Sovth Cwa)mc\ &"%’39
N, 8'-;3.%7 790!

Page 3 623




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )] IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) _1st_JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF DORCHESTER )
' ) CASENO.: 16 -Cp- 18 _ 1678
)
Wilmington Savings Funds Society, FSB, Trustee. ) MOTION AND:ORDER INFORMATION
Plaintiff, ) FORM AND COVERSHEET
vs. )
)
Nelson L. Bruce, et al. )
Defendant. )
Plaintiff"s Attorney: Defendant’s Attorney:
‘ . Bar No. ,
Address: ' Address: . _
, ; 144 Pavilion Stréet, Summerville, South Carolinia 29483
Phone: _Fax__ | 'Phone: 843-437-7901 Fax
E-mail: Other: [E-mail: leonbruce8i@yahoo.com QOther:

[JMOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS 1 and I11)
[XFORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS 1L and IIl)
EPROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete-SECTIONS 11 and HI)

SECTION I: Hearing Information

'Nature of Motion: ; :
Estimated Time Needed: ‘Court Reporter Needed: | [YES/[ [NO.
SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

, & Written motion attached
Form Motion/Order :
‘ 1 hereby move for relief or action by the court as set forth-in the attached proposed order.

Tt ¥ Bunes Ma.ig'an 20250
Signature of Awersey for| ]Plaintiff / PdDefendant Date Submitted: _

SECTION HI: Motion Fee

- [J PAID - AMOUNT: §

M EXEMPT: [_] Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support

(check reason) [ ] Domestic Abuse or Abusé and Neglect

X] Indigent Status  [_] State Agency v. Indigent Party
[_] Sexually Violent Predator Act [_] Post-Conviction Relief
] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy =~ © ,
[[] Motion for Publication ?BMogiOhffor‘ Executiori (Rule. 69, SCRCP)
[J Proposed order submitted at request 'of the-court; or,

reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions

J ‘Name of Court an

B Other: _Sge devi &&g&-
JUDGE’S SECTION 5
[C] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the sttached | JUDGE CODE
order.
QOther: Date: , , 20
CLERK'S VERIFICATION
-Collected by: Date Filed: . 20;

] MOTION FEE COLLECTED: $
[[] CONTESTED - AMOUNT DUE: $

SCCA 233 (11/2003)
524




Record/FILE ON DEMAND EVIDENCE FOR THE RECORD

Affidavit of Fact- Financial Statement
Fee Waiver To Be Heard
(Exerveise of Constitutional I'Treaty -Secared Right)
Date: May 15, 2020

From: Nelson L. Bruce, Propiia Persona, Sui Juris
All Natural Rights Explicitly Reserved and Retained
U.C.C. 1-207/1-308,1.103.6
<¢/a 144 Pavilion Street
Summerville South Carolina Republic [29483]

To:  DORCHESTER'COUNTY COURT HOUSE.
ATTENTION: Cheryl Graham, Clerk, James E. Cheliis.or Diane S. Goodstein Judges
‘5200 E. JIM'BILTON BOULEVAR
SAINT GEORGE, SOUTH.CAROLINA'29477:8020

Notice of Judges and Officials' Oath- Bound Obligations and Fiduciary Duties

Article V1 |

“All debts contracted and engagements.entered into, before the adoption of this Constitution, shall beasvalid
against the United States under this Constitution, as.under the Confederation. This Constitution, and the laws of the
United States which shall be made in pursuance thereof; and ati treaties made, or which shall be made, under the

authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the lgnd; and the judges in every state shall be bound

‘thereby, anything i the Constitution of laws of any-State to.the contrary notwithstanding. The Senators and
‘Representatives before'mentioned, and the members. of the several state legislatures, and all-executive and judicial
‘officers, both of the United-States and of the several states, shall be bound by oath or affirmation, to support this

Constitution; but no religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or public trust under the

“United States.” -

Articte 1, Section X

"All debts shall be payable in‘gold or silver coin”

Anjéhdmént‘V'
*No Person shall be deprived of due process of law"

LAffirm, far the Record, that | Nelson L Bruce, In Propria Persona, Sii Juris, a U.S.C. Title 15 "Natural Person".
‘Authorized Representative, do not have; or possess, any gold of silver coins, as prescribed by United States
Constitution Law, which is the lawful money to pay the restricting demands, conditionally commanded by
Employees.and Contractors of the Court: The said restrictions (unconstitutional) are arbitrarily (hindering Due.
Process) and imposed for processing these Dacuments, as stipulated in the United States Constitution noted above.
Therefore, I'present this Writ “Iir Forma Pauperis,” being an enjoyment and exercisé of my unconditional and
constitutionally - Secured Rights (and not a feudal — fee — burdened privilege) to timely and speedily enforce Due-
Process of Law;;as noted above: :

(It states nothing about motioning a court to pay a fee- This is a.Constitutional Exercise of a “Right" not a
“Privilege")

Your demand for a:"Fee" to file.a *Motion” is used as to deriy me due process of law and my right to free access to
the courts. 1 introduce this evidence in the form of an Affidavit of Fact and marked as Evidence, If someone in the

courts tamper with that evidence, which is'a Federal Violation, and misrepreserited it:as an assumption that

Pated gt



Record/FILE ON DEMAND EVIDENCE FOR THE RECORD

permission must be requested to exercise my Constitutional Rights and an exercise of a right is a Constitutional
Right, not a Request and this office kinows that. This is a direct violation of my “Secured Constitutional / Treaty
Rights which is the Supreme Law of the Land and "Stare Decisis" and a violation of your "Oathi of Office.”
Furthermore as there is no law as prescribed in the United States Constitution stating a "Financial Statement,.
Financial Fee (Feudal Law),” or @ "Motion" requesting permission must be submitted with a Fee in order to exercise
my Constitutional Rights, your demand is a violation of Amendment IX of the United States Constitution and a
violation of your fiduciary duties.

Amendment 1X

"The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by
the people”

Where rights secured by the Constitution ar€ involved, there can be no rule-making or'legislation, which would
-abrogate them. Miranda v. Arizona 384 US 436, 125;

As an Officer(s) of the Court, you and your assigns are bound (er_have taken) a solemn Oath (See-Article VI) to
uphold and Support the Constitution: for the United States Republic. Refusal of this" Affidavit of Financial
Statement’ is construed to deny me timely 'Due Process"and will be a 'Colorable Act’ to violate my secured
exercise of a Right. Such an act and imposition is a violation of your Official Oath of office. This can result in
additional lawful remedy actions filed against those violating Officers of the Court, Under Title 18 and Title 42, in
their official and private capacities. The Law always gives a remedy for the people aguinst golor of law actions
committed by those who violate their Oaths of Office colluding to-abridge the Rights secured for the Natural
Beings and the citizens. Any denials of my rights, 1 must hereby challenge this court’s jurisdiction. [ also bring to
this courts attention Form G-SSA-445 which can be obtained online or from the Social Security Administration
either locally or otherwise to collect a fee-as this form is to be utifized for such fees being requested from this court
for their services as a State/Local Government Agency (organizations) such as this court (see...section 3-of this
form, a blank copy isprovided with this affidavit.)

I respectfully, with 'Good Faith' and with Honor, by right to unhindered Due -Process, present this 'Affidavit of
Financial Statement' as Evidence as 1 do not.have nor possess-any lawful money as specified above and request fora
fee waiver. '

RESPECTFULLY PRESENTED,
“Without Préjudice”

Y iy ,_} - . ' NITTY .

20 by o5 - o'J;?-;"s—t.b'C.‘~ A ,"/y" ,z-g )—( ,
THE BENEFICIAL OWNER OF THE CESTI QUI EQUITABLE TRUST
Nelson L. Bruce, Propria Persona, Sui Juris »
All Natural Rights Explicitly Reserved and Retained WAIVING-NONE
U.C.C. 1-207/1-308, 1.103.6
¢/o 144 Pavilion Street ’
‘Summerville, South Carolina [29483)

S—

) \ Ph. 843<437-7901 '
( *
7 : Wi,
/[ 0§ 2000 e N Gt
e 2%

ﬁoT7wub|ic Signature: Date: = le%,',,
, . § IWO0TARY™ =
Castre Mo, g N Yo
Notary Public Print: = § i 3
' P
OA-03-X03g U0 i RS (SEAL)
My Commission Expires: "',07 H 1CA3.°\(0‘ N

s
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Record/FILE ON DEMAND.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS FOR DORCHESTER COU q‘h %
.IN AND FOR THE REPUBLIC OF South Carolina % 0%

Wilmington Savings Fund Society FSB as | Sub contract case No. 16-CP-18-1678
| Trustee;

DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR
Plaintifis). RECONSIDERATION, RELIEF FROM
’ APRIL 22, 2020 ORDER AND DIMISSAL OF
v AMENDED
: ) COUNTERCLAIM/COUNTERSUIT AND

| VACATE/SET ASIDE THE APRIL 22, 2020
JUDGMENT/ORDER AND STAY

{ PROCEEDINGS, TO STRIKE FILINGS BY

| PLAINTIFF’S ATTORNEY, TO ENJOIN

| PARTIES, FOR CONTINUANCE OF HIS

'MOTION FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT

| MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

AND EXPEDITED REVIEW OF MOTION

Defendants(s).

Comes nowdefendant Nelson L. Bruce, with his DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION, RELIEF FROM APRIL 22, 2020 ORDER AND DIMISSAL OF
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM/COUNTERSUIT AND REFERRAL TO MASTER IN
EQUITY, TO VACATE/SET ASIDE THE APRIL 22, 2020 JUDGMENT/ORDER AND STAY
PROCEEDINGS, TO STRIKE FILINGS BY PLAINTIFF’S ATTORNEY, TO ENJOIN
PARTIES, FOR CONTINUANCE OF HIS MOTION FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT MOTION
FOR'SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND EXPEDITED REVIEW OF MOTION Defendant
requests for reconsideration of the-April 22, 2020:order dismissing his amended
counterclaim/countersuit which granted an order of transfer to the masters in equity in favor of
the Plaintitfs for the reasons specified in this motion. Defendant also requests for a continuance

of his Motion for Entryof Default filed on 10-26-2017 where an order was placed.on 11-15-
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2017 staying the matter but no-decision was determined asthe judge states a decision from the
court would be improper at the moment.

Defendant is only bring forth this motion under threat of duress and/or coercion under
fear of this court re-litigaling.mat'ters and placing judgments/orders on controversies that are
arbitrable and as agreed to by the parties to be arbitrated and or have already been decided by -an
arbitrdtor (see...Exhibits/Evidence - K filed on the record on-6-13-2019 which is hiereby
incorporated by reference) as agreed to by default of the pl'a'intiﬁ‘s?‘tiie respondents to-the:
unilateral performance contract/agreement (see... Exhibits/Evidence - J filed on the record on.
3-29-2019 and is hereby incorporated by reference) which is self-éxecuting and irrevocable and
supersedes any and all other contracts between the-partics, as a final arbitration award was issued
in May of 2019 and not vacated as prescribed under 9 U:S.C. § 10 or 11 within the 3 month (90
day) statute of limitation timef;'am¢, prescribed under 9'U:S.C. §12 and therefore the award must
be confirmed by the court as prescribed under 9 U.S.C. §9 Défendant hereby states thathe’
does not consent to any of his responses in this case being a waiver of his right to arbitration, for
the defendant to further address new breaches of the performance contract, and to arbitrate’ any
new claims and controversies that are covered under the performance contract against the
respondents which include the attorneys to this case by further proceeding, rgis;jng arguments,
defenses and circumventing the process and the contract as it pertains to the January 8, 2019
conditional acceptance performance contract/agreement, the proof of claims
associated/incorporated within this agreement already admitted to by the respondents.as some or
all of the controversies presented in in the referenced contract that-pertain to this matter has
already been address and decided through arbitration evidenced by an arbitration award being

issues (see... Exhibit — K) which confirmation of that award is currently pending before U.S.
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District Court for the District of South Carolinia, Charleston Division in Case No. 2:19-cv-
02854-BHH-BM whére 4 stay is rieeded here and is hereby requested in this case uritil that
proceeding has béen comipleted and no appeals have been'requested by the Defendant for any
unlawful decisions under color of law, failure to provide.equal protection of law when
affirmative defenses such as the statute of limitations:has been raised and failure to follow the
Federal Arbitration Act (FAA) as-written and prescribed which is the law that the performance
contract is governed under because it involves commerce in fact evidencing a-valid arbitration.
clause, as that proceeding is material to this case for this matter moving forward. Defendant
hereby requests that any claims and controversies as it pertains to-the performance contract that
have not already been decided by thé arbitrator that are arbi_t’rable. be compelled to arbitration and
any claiims-presented in the amended counterclaim/countersuit that are not related to any claims
,pres_entédéinrthc‘ performance contract:be decided by the jury to avoid re-litigation of matters that

are final and conflicts with the arbitrators ﬁndings -and decision and therefore request that.the

~order be'vacated and set aside with.a stay of the proceedings until confirmation of the award in

district court has. been completed. Arbitrators are judges chosen by the parties to decide the.
miatters submitted to them, finally and without appeal. See... DMA Int’l, Inc. v. Qwest

Commc siis Int’l; Inc., $85 F.3d 1341, 1344 (10th Cir. 2009) (“Once an arbitration award is
‘;cjﬁter_édﬂ,;tlicﬂfmality“of‘arb,itrg_tipn weighs heavily in its favor and can-not be'upset except under
exceptional circumstances.”) (citing Ormsbee Dev. Co. v. Grace, 668 F.2d 1140, 114647 (10th
Cir. 1982)); seé also St. John’s Mercy Med; Cir. v. Delfino, 414 F.3d 882, 884 (8th Cir. 2005)
(noting the “strong federal policy” that favors “certainty and final-ity in arbitration”); Merrill

Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc. v. Berry, 92 F. App’x 243, 246 (6th Cir. 2004).
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Defendant hereby brings to this courts attention that: All officers.of the court for the
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, in the COUNTY OF DORCHESTER, state of South Carolina
are hereby placed on notice under authority of the supremacy and equal protection clauses of the
United States Cbnstitu‘tio’n and the common law authorities of Haines v Kerner, 404 U.S. 519,
Platsky v. C.LA. 953 F.2d. 25. and Anastasoff v. United States, 223 F.3d 898 (8th Cir. 2000)
relying on Willy v. Coastal Corp., 503 U.S. 131, 135 (1992), “ United States v. International
Business Machines Corp., 517 U.S. 843, 856 (1996),.quoting Paynev. Tennessee; 501 U.S.
808, 842 (1991) (Souter, J., concurring). Trinsep v. Pagliaro, D.C. Pa. 1964, 229 F. Supp. 647,
American Red Cross v. Community Blood Center of the Ozarks, 257 F.3d 859 (8th Cir.
07/25/2001).

In re Haines: pro se litigants (Party Aggrieved is a pro'se litigant) are held to less stringent
pleading standards than BAR registered atiorneys. Regardless of the deficiencies in their
pleadings, pro se l"iti_g‘ants,are entitled to the-opportunity to submit evidence.in support of their
claims. In re Platsky: court errs if court dismisses the ﬁro se litigant (Party Aggreived is a pro se-
litigant) without instruction of ﬁow pleadings are deficient and how to repair pleadings. Inre
Anastasoff: litigants® constitutional rights are violated when courts depart from precedent where:
parties are similaily situated. All litigants have a constitutional right to-have iheir claims
adjudicated according the rule of precedent. See. .. Anastasoff v. United States, 223 F.3d 898 (8th
Cir. 2000).

DEFENDANTS OBJECTIONS TO THIS COURTS FINDINGS UNDER DEFENDANT’S
MOTIONS THAT WERE DENIED FOR FAILURE TO PAY A FEE

This court erred in stating that the defendants only response for not pay the $25.00 filing
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fee for'any of his motions when questioned by the Court on this issue, Defendant stated that he
did not believe that he i§ required to pay motion filing fees and that Defendant further asserted
that he would wait to know how the County uses the proceeds from the motion. This court failed
1o also document that defendant defenses was: that the court is also prepaid yearly through tax
dollars from state citizens and. estimated financials every year through the “South Carolina
Departinént of Administration: Budget Departrient™ and this is the reason why defendant was
challenging the filing feés and asked how the county are using the proceeds from individuals filing
motions as this is a-doublé tax issue. The Supreme Court has stated in‘a response of the Freedom
of Information Request from the defendant that the office of Diane $. Goodstein is funded by the
states appropriated fund. Defendant states that these funds are produced by the amount of 1axes
obtained f'r:om'; state tax payers.every year. For the sake of this motion and to save time, defendant -
‘hereby: produces an-affidavit for a ‘feé’wdiver with this‘motion to be used for the motions denied
as well instead of refiling and requests. This court should be sending out compliance notices
instead of proceeding ‘with hearings only to deny for failure to pay the fee at the hearing.
Defendant also states that as presented in his amended. counterclaim/countersuit which is in
affidavit form, :and should be-used as a fee waiver as he specifies his position and that there is a
form forf the Gourt to rvéollet:t a fee for agency services as they are a state gpve_rﬁment agency.
Defendant requests that this ‘court vacate/sét aside the order and proceed with the motions that
were denied:for failure to pay filing fees if this case is not stayed, as it was stated during the March
12, 2020 heafing that the Defendant was to either pay the $25 filing fee or file an affidavit of
indigency. Vacaling/'setﬁng,aéide the order in regards to the motions will not prejudice any parties
to this casé as'the only reason thc motions were denied is for a.failure to pay a filing fee not for

any defenses:and controversies raised in any of these motions.
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This court ermred in their decision dismissing defendant’'s amended -
counterclaims/countersuit by failing to take into ‘consideration. the facts stated in defendants
opposition to plaintiff°s, by their attorneys motion to dismiss filed on 12-17-2018 which this entire
opposition is hereby reiterated and incorporated by reference in its-entirety with this metion. This
court erred because the amended counterclaim/countersuit was to be decided By a jury trialnot the
court as this right had been exercised by the defendant. Se;.,;_.Soutl: Carolina Community Bank,
Respondent, v. LLC Appellate Case No. 2014-002627 Décided: April 26, 2017. This court erred
by failing to address, review the merits and apply all laws and. violations present before the court
in defendants amended counterclaim/countersuit (RESPA, Federal Banking Law 12 USC §24 (7),
SC Code § 34-3-210, PUBLIC POLICY, THE JUDICIAL AND NONJUDICIAL
FORECLOSURE ACT, THE FEDERAL HOUSING ACT, THE FEDERAL MORTGAGE
SATISFACTION ACT, THE GOLD REPEAL ACT, THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT CODES AND LAWS, BREACH OF CONTRACT) which
defendant claims. This court failed to review the filings, presented to the court by the defendant
including his Exhibits “A™ through “K”, which include Affidavits as Evidence which support his
claims that pertain to his amended counterclaim/countersuit Wheh considering ‘the dismissal
thereby limiting the supporting factual evidence, defenses and controversies presented in
opposition that are authenticated by detendant when considering the motion to dismiss by the
Plaintiff’s attorney which should have been denied.

This court erred by failing to enjoin the parties that Defendant requested the court to enjoin

in this case before any substitutions was requested. Carrington Mortgage Services, LLC and
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‘Wilmington Savings Fund Society, FSB as trustee of Stanwich Mortgage Loan Trust — C (see
page S Paragraphi 9 of Defendants amended Counterclaim/Countersuit filed on 9-23-2017)
should have been enjoined and tio partics-should have been substituted. ‘The fajlure to enjoin
these parties has caused multiple undue-prejudice to the defendant and his claims in his amended
counterclaim/countersuit by not enjoining all opposing parties. It is not clear rather this was an
oversight/mistake of the court as.it has not been addressed but these acts has definitely caused
uiidue prejudice 16 the defendant as it has limited defendants claims against all relevant parties
which are futile in ‘this matter for defendant proceeding and establishing all his claims for
violations. of -laws. as presented in his amended counterclaim/countersuit -against .all opposing
parties. The defenddnt’s right to remedy and seek redressand justice against the party’s has been
limited .and prejudiced. _'l'hcée{a(':ts“by thé court has limited the following and ‘possibly other
de'f‘en'ses;of. defendants to the motion-to dismiss filed by the attorneys on behalf of the Plaintiff:

(1) It has limited defendants discovery as the original Plaintiﬁ‘s claim-that they do not have to
response to discovery as they: are:no longer parties to the casé when they have claims
‘against-them by the defendant;

(2) It has caused more abusive, deceptive, or otherwise unfair debt collection practices (15
US.C. § 1692¢, 1692¢(2)(S)6)(8)(10) § 1692€, 1692£(7)(8)) as the original plaintiffs have
‘never produced the original instruments (the “Note™) which gives them the authority to
collect payments from the Defendant and bring forth a foreclosure- action as a physical
halder in possession of the wet-ink signature note of the defendant for failure to pay as
they have produced at least. “three™ different copies of an alleged “Note” that are not
authenticated only iii an attempt to collect an alleged debt for the purposes of leading the
Defendant to believe they have the purported original *Note” which his actual signature
on it when their should only be “one” original, not multiple differenit versions of a copy of
the:note. Carrington has also produced slightly different noni-authentic but simildr alleged
copies only;. '

(3) It has caused parties to substitute their position in the middle of this action, without fully

- validating and verifying the debt and their position to bring forth a foreclosure action after
claims have been presented by the defendant against.all 3 parties reférenced above as the
Plaintiffs attorney based their substitution off allegations.and unlawful filings of mortgage
assignments that have niot been verified nor authenticated. Both Carrington and Bank of
America’s assignment have been challenged by the defendant as they use these
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assignments to claim their position when «.the_o‘riginal, Plaintiff was never the real parties in

interest and have never validated and verified their position and provided no proof that

they were in possession of the Defendants Note and Mortgage at the time of filing the

complaint as they are required to have in order to have the authority to bring forth a

foreclosure action see ... Deutsche Bank v. Hendriech COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

OF THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT July 30, 2013. The Plaintiffs attomey have

provided nothing but hearsay, allegations conclusions in this case that are not authentic nor

validated nor verified.

(4), it has limited the Defendants claims in this case to only against the current Plaintiff when
he requested that all parties referenced above be “énjoined” into the case as the claims are
against them as well;

Defendant’s amended counterclaim/countersuit is presented to the courtin verified form,
in Affidavit form as provided as evidenced by that filing 1o which there are no opposing:affidavits
filed under oath and sworn to under penalty of perjury by-an'individual-with firsthand knowledge
of the fact in this casé to rebut the Defendants claims which are now facts before the court. The
Plaintiff’s attorney have provided nothing but hearsay, allegations and conclusions, no facts
supported by evidence and verified. Affidavits stand as truth when not rebutted or propetly
rebutted (see...[United States v. Kis, 658 F.2d 526, 536 (7th Cir. 1981); Cert. Denied, 50 U.S. L.
W. 2169; S. Ct. March 22, 1982)). Affidavit uncontested unrebutted unanswered stands as true.
“An Affidavit if not contested in a timely manner is: considered undisputed facts as a matter of
~ law.”), Indeed, no more than affidavits is necessary to make the prima facie case which is the case
‘here. United States v. Kis, 658 F2d 526 (7 th Cir. 1981); certiorari denied, 50 U.S.L.W. 2169;
S.Ct. March 22, 1982 denied, 50 U.S.L.W. 2169; S.Ct. March 22, 1982. If the complaint is
verified, the answer must be verified. There are no verified answers supported by affidavits and
personal knowledge filed on the record in this case and swom to under cath and penalty of petjury
rebutting with evidentiary facts to any of the claims presented in Defendant’s verified amended

counterclaim/countersuit therefore there is no valid answers to Defendants amended

counterclaim/countersuit.
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CONSTRUCTIVE FRAUD CLAIMS

Defendant objects to. }this courts' findings that defendant has not specified what false

representations the Plaintiff has miade and other things and how the Defendant would have relied

on the tnith of'the allegedly false representations to his detriment. Under “Lack of Standing”

Paragraphs 6 numbers 9: & 10:which includes Exhibit - C, Under DEBT VALIDATION

DEMAND paragraph 13, Under Genéral Allegations number 22, 23, 24, 26, 30, 31, 32, 34, &

35 of defendants counterclaim/countersuit which is in aﬁdaﬁt form therefore are facts before the

‘court and also DEFENDANT’S REPLY/RESPONSE AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIEF'S:

ANSWER/RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT’S COUNTERCLAIMS filed on 3-27-2018 which are

all herébi reiterated and incorporated by reference in their entire'ty.and: provides all 9 elements of

fraud even. intent even ifhough ‘the elément of intent is not required. for constructive fraud and

cléarly specifies that the plaintiffs used fraudulent assignment to allege that they are in possession |
of the defendant’s note to try to collect an alleged mortgage: debt such as payments trom the
defendant. The alleged copies they sent ‘were forged/counterfeit/fraudulent copies as there'should
only be - ‘'version of the original note baring the defendants wet ink signature and none of their
corresponidence’s riot once ‘stated that they are in possession of the wet-ink signature note of

defendant. In fact, original plaintiff, Bank of America, N.A. through correspondences to

defendant states that- they need to retain the original note with defendants signature on it

(See...Exhibit — F filed onthe record-in this case on 9-13-2017 which is hereby incorporated by

Lo

reference) therefore willfully PrOducmg a forgery/counterfeit otherwise fraudulent. copy of the

note, the negotiable security instrument as they have produced multiple unverified version of the

alleged note in their correspondence’s to defendant that wére never validated and verified. A note
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is a security instrument and it is unlawful to duplicate a security. No individual from their
organization has signed.and sworn to under oath and penalty of perjury that they have firsthand
’knowlédge of the docutnents sent to defendant being true and correct copy nor that the copy of the
note is ‘an original copy baring defendants wet-ink signature as it stands today under personal
knowledge and without this, the mortgage loan debt and ownership as a holder to receive payments
from defendant have never been validated and verified. The Note is d “debt instrument” which
needs to be validated and verified of actual physical possession.. The assignment of the mortgage,
without an assignment of the debt, is a nullity. “The note and mortgage-are inseparable; the former
as essential, the latter as an incident. An assignment of the note carries.the mortgage with it, while
an assignment of the latter alone ‘is a nullity." See...Carpenter v. Longan, 83 U.S: 271 (1872);
Van Burkleo v. Southwestern, Tex. Civ. App., 39 S.W. 1085, 1087; Sheldon v. Sifl, 49 U.S. 441
(1850) 49 U.S. 441: The assignment of the mortgage, without an assignment of the debt, is a
nullity:” See...Kirbyv v. Williams, 230 F.2d 330 (Unitéd States Court of Appeals Fifth Circuit)
February 10, 1956.

The Plaintiffs and other parties requested to be enjoined have remained silent on several
affidavits ‘and. requests for information and documentation fegarding the mortgage from: its
inception to present. "Silence can only be equated with fraud where there is a legal or moral duty
to speak (the parties hold a legal and moral duty to speak and respond to defendant under U.C.C.
9-207 and SC Code § 36-9-207 pertaining to all inquiries regarding the mortgage) where a duty
to speak is imposed which it is imposed here, or where an inquiry left unanswered would be
intentionally misleading, which it is in this case as serveral inquiries have remained unanswered
by the Original Plaintiff, Substitute Plaintiff and other parties requested to be enjoined evidenced

by the exhibits filed on the record by defendant documenting the parties defaults. . . We cannot
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condone this shockirig behavior... This sort of deception will not be tolerated and if this is routine
itshould be corrected immediately." -- U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F.2d 297, 299. See also U.S..v. Prudden,
424 F.2d 1021, 1032; Cdrmine v. Bowen, 64 A. 932.

Fraud maybe committed by failure fo speak, but a duty to speak must be
imposed, " Dunahay v. Struzik, 393 P.2d 930, 96 Ariz. 246 (1964). "Suppression of a material fact
which a party is bound in ‘good faith to disclose is equivalent.to a false representation.” Leigh v.
Loyd, 244 P.2d 356, 74 Ariz. 84-(1952).."

When one conveys a false impression by disclosure of some facts.and the concealment of
others, such concealment is in effect a falsé representation that what is disclosed is the whole
truth.” State v. Coddington, 662 P.2d 155,135 Ariz. 480 (Ariz. App. 1983); Formento v. Encanto

Business Park (1987); State v. Carrasco (2001); Hill v. Jones (1986); Sigmen v. Arizona Dept.

of Real Estate (1991); Lindsey v. Edgar (1984); Authorities (4) This opinion cites: Dennis v.

Thomson, 43 S.W.2d 18 (Ky. Ct. App. 1931); State v. Hall, 633 P.2d 398 (Ariz. 1981); Equitable
Life Ins. Co. of Iowa v. Halsey, Stuart & ...Schock v. Jacka, 460-P.2d 185 (Ariz. 1969); "
Fraud and deceit may arisc from silence where there is a duty to speak the truth, as well as

from speaking an uritrith.* Mo#rison v Acton, 198 P.2d 590, 68 Ariz. 27 ( Ariz. 1948); This case

'has been cited by:these opinions: Fernandi v. Strully (1961); Nichols v. City of Phoenix (1949);

Willfiiis_dn:v. Harrington.(1968); aGUST, -ROSENFELD v. Prudential Ins. (1995); Sato v. Van
Denburgh (1979); Authorities (22) This opinion cites: Barkam v. Widing, 291 P. 173 (Cal. 1930);
Whetstine v. Moravec, 291 N.W. 425 (Iowa 1940); Boyce v. Brown, 77 P.2d 455 (Ariz. 1938);
In Re McDonnell's Estate, 179 P.2d 238 (Ariz. 1947); Burton v. Tribble, 70 S.W.2d 503 (Ark.

1934)..
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Concealing a material fact when therc is duty to disclose may be actionable
fraud."Universal Inv. Co. v. Sahara Motor Inn, Inc., 619 P-2d 485,127 Ariz. 213- (Ariz. App.
1980). Also cited in the following cases: Mid Kansas Fed. S. & L. v. Dynamic Dev. (1991); S
Dev. Co.v. Pima Capital Mgmt. Co. (2001); Nordstrom, Inc. v. Maricopa County (2004);
TruServ Corp. v, Morgan's Tool & Supply Co. (2012); Hill v. Jones. (1986) Authorities (9)This
opinion cites: Bank of Italy Etc. Assn. v. Bentley, 20 P.2d 940 (Cal. 1933); Neal v. Neal, 570
P.2d 758 (Ariz. 1977); Nat. Housing Indus. v. EI Jones. Develop. Co., 576 P.2d; Cohen v.
Citizens Nat. Trust Etc. Bank, 143 Cal. App.; Sanfran Co. v. Rees Blow Pipe Mfg. Co., 168 Cal.

Regardless of the deficiencies in Defendants presentments as-a SUI JURIS or“Litigant in
Person™, | am entitled that opportunity to respectfully present evidence in support of my claims.
In regards to the plaintiff claiming that they are the note holders of the Defendants Note and have
the legal title owners of the mortgage, these have been challenged in ‘the Defendants
counterélaim/countersuit to which not original documerits have been produced baring any wet-ink.
signatures. To the extent that Plaintiffs is referencing the mortgage documents filed iri Dorchester
county, this is an unlawful filing as the previous assignment has been challenged as there is
evidence of rubber-stamping/robo-signing which is cvidencc*of fraud and has MERS attached to-
it and if this is an unlawful filing as MERS never had possession of the original note baring the'
Defendants wet-ink signature to be able to assign it through physical delivery, then any assignment
filed on the records in Dorchester county register of deed thereafter is also fraudulent, unlawful
and invalid and there is a conflict of interest because Carrington is signing as agents in fact under
a power of attorney for Bank of America, N.A. and ‘Wilmington. You cannot represent both

assignor and assignee in a transfer of interest situation signing for both parties.
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In regards to'the plaintiff claiming that they are the note holders of the. Defendants Note
and are the legal title owners. of the mortgage, these instruments have been challenged in the
Defendants: amended -couhterélaifnﬂeountcrsuit; ‘to which no original documents have been
produced baring any wet-ink signatures in'any hearings which is:and has been demanded multiple
times. To the extent that Plaintiffs is referencing the mortgage documents filed in Dorchester
county registet of deeds, this is an unlawful filing utilized to deceive as the previous assignment
has. been :challenged as there’ is evidence of rubber-stamping/robo-signing, a scheme -which is

evidence.of fraud and has MERS .attached to it and if'this.is an unlawful deceitful filing, as MERS
| never had possession of the original note baring the Defendants wet-ink signature to be able to
assign it through.physical delivery, then any assignment filed on the records inDofch’e,ster county
“,re'g'is‘ter\of deed thiereafter.is also fraudulent, deceitful, unlawful and invalid and there isa conflict
of interest because Carrington is-signing as agents in fact under a power of attorney for Bank of
Amgrica, N.A, and 1Wilm"i'ngton, ‘both the assignor and assignee. You cannot represent both
assignor and assignee in a‘ﬁansfervb'ﬁinterest' situation signing for both parties. Even if Carrington
could sign, the assignment Would still be void and unlawful because there:is no'power of attorney
filled on the record. for Carington to which they are teferencing which gives:them authority to

~ sign for the alleged Trustee, Wilmington.

By Bank of America, N.A., utilizing this faulty Rubber-stamping/Robo-Signed assignment,
which thcy"ui_ilized :to defraud the defendant in believing they were in possession of the original
note with his wet-irik signature in-an-effort to collect payments and bring forth a foreclosure action
through-an alleged assignment is §vidcnc’e of fraud and fraud before the court. In January.2018,
in the case of “United State of Aimerica, ex rel., Bruce Jacobs v. Bank of America Corporation,

et al. case # 1:15-.cv-24585-UU brought forth in another whistle blower under the false claims act
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against Bank of America, N.A.vit was stated that Bank of America was were still utilizing /Rubber
Stamping/Robo-Signed msiMmts that purport to alleged that both mortgage and note' was
assigned to them in an effort to defraud. the govemment and home owners in violation of the
consent order that they signed which included the attorney general back in 2011. This is why they
never poﬁld produce the note when requested and was only sending multiple alleged copics which
all copies were different from the other of which they stated in their correspondence that- they
would have to obtain the original note and is proof that they were never in possession of the
original note baring the defendants wet-ink signature and that the note and mortgage were
separated creating in immediate nullity as Bank of America, N.A. have not proven and cannot
prove otherwise to these facts to ever being in possessi‘on of the original wet-ink signature note
which is why they allegedly transferred the alleged mortgage loan debt during the foreclosure
action instead of completing the foreclosure proceedings in their name so they can try to avoid
this controversy and avoid this concealed fraud being uncovered.

The Court noted iti, Rabin v. Dep’t of State, No. 95-4310, 1997 U.S. Dist. Léxis 15718
that Sui Juris plaintiffs should be afforded “special solicitude.™ (Such $pecial solicitude” is hereby
respectfully requested in the instant nmatter) as there is clearly genuine issue:of material fact to be
tried, and that the party for whom summary judgment is rendered is entitled theteto. as-a matter of
law." |

The original alleged lender “intentionally created fraud in the factum” and withheld from
plaintiff..." vital information concerning said debt and all of the matrix involved in making the
loan", evidenced by the record and their failure to disclose as they have lent “bookkeeping entry
credit” in the form of a loan which was not disclosed to defendant. Deutsche Bank v. Peabody,

866 N.Y.S.2d 91 (2008). This court failed to address the ultra vires.contract. "It has been settled
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beyond controversy that @ national bank, under federal Law being limited in its powers and
capacity, cannot lend its credit by guardnteeing the. debts of another. All such contracts entercd
into'by its officers:are ultra vires . ... Merchants’ Bank v. Baird 160 F 642 also see...” Howard
& Foster Co. v. Citizens Nat'l Bank of Union, 133 SC 202, 130 SE 759(1926). "When a contract
is~ior:1ce>,deqlared ultra vires, the fact that it is executed does not validate it, nor can it be ratified, so
as to make it the basis of :suitor action, nor does. the doctrine of estoppel apply.” F& PR v.
Richmond, 133 SE 898; 151 Va 195. (See...Defendants memorandum of law filed on 9-13-2017
‘which is hereby reiterated and incorporated by reference. This court-failed to address that there
Was not consideration in ‘this mortgage loan transaction and no consideration has been no
consideration given, that because of féii’lure of a lawful consideration the Note(s) and Mortgage(s)

-alleged in this case are null and void. See...First national bank. of Monigomery vs. Daly (1969).

This court. did not take into consideration any of the Defendants oppositions,
memprandgms,exmbits, affidavits, filed on the record in support of debt validation disputes and
affidavits filed on the record to support the Defendants claims of the violations of the F DCPA and
other state consumer protection codes &and therefore Defendant objects to this court’s finding that
defendant has not plead sufficient facts to support his claims under the FDCPA. The amended.
countersuit/counterclaim filed by the: Defendant is presented to the court in verified form, in
Affidavit fénn to which thereare no opposing affidavits supported by evideritiary fact to rebut the
Defendants:claims filed on the record in this case. Plaintiffs” attorney have provided nothing but
hearsay, conclusions, allegations, no facts supported by evidence that have been authenticated as
required uridet SC Rule 901. Affidavits stand as truth when not rebutted or properly rebutted
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(see...[United States v. Kis, 658 F.2d 526, 536 (7th Cir. 1981); Cert. Denied, 50 U.S. L. w. 2169;
S. Ct. March 22, 1982] Affidavit uncontested unrebutted unanswered stands as.true. “An Affidavit
if not contested in a timely manner is considered undisputed facts as a matter of law.”). Indeed,
no more than affidavits is necessary to make.the pritna facie case. & quot; United States v. Kis,
658 F2d 526 (7th Cir. 1981); certiorari denied, 50 U.S.L.W. 2169; S.Ct. March 22, 1982 denied,
$0 US.L.W. 2169; S.Ct. March 22, 1982. “Statements of counsel, in their briefs or their
arguments are not sufficient for a motion to dismiss or for summary judgment,” and “An attorney
for the Plaintiff cannot admit evidence into the Court, He is either an attorney or a witness”..
Trinsey v. Pagliaro, D.C. Pa. 1964, 229 F. Supp. 647.

‘Defendant also objects to and request reconsideration in regards to the FDCPA claims and
the Stat’e_:‘s Consumier Protection Code for violations against the Plaintiff and other parties being
_ debt collectors. The Defendants amended Counterclaim/Countersuit is against Bank of America,
N.A. (the original Plaintiff) who should not have been allowed:to be substituted when they still
had pending claims against them which has caused undue:prejudice to the defendant and is futile
10 the Defendants:claims-as Carrington Mortgage Services, LLC, and Wilmington Savings Fund
Society, FSB were requested to be enjoined into this case before any:motions to substitute plaintiff
were requested which would have been addressed if this court had not prejudiced the Defendant:
to a hearing of that motion so he could raise these points and objections as all 3 parties aré debt
collectors as provided in this motion. These parties must be enjoined as required under Rule 18
and 19 of the SC Rule of Civil to insure a full adjudication of the controversy."Bancohio
National Bank v. Neville, 310 5.C. 323, 328, 426 S.E.2d 773, 776 (1993).

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the third circuit in the case of Mary Barbato v. Crown Asset

Management LLC, et al., No. 18-1042 (3d Cir. Feb. 22, 2019) has correctly interpreted the U.S.
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Supreme Court proceedings decided in Henson v. Santander, Consumer USA Inc., 137 8. Ct.
1718 (2018) which they explain that, the Henson v, Santander case only pertain to the “regularly

collects” definition. In Ciowh Asset Médnagement LLC which Crown tried to file a writ of

Certiorari ‘in the U.S. Supreme Court to revérse the decision of the third circuit determining that

Crown is a debt collector under-the “Permissible: Purpose” provision of the FDCPA and it was

denied. Therefore the referenced. U.S. Supreme Court proceedings which the Plaintiffs attorncy

are referencing to-¢claim that they are not debt collectors does not apply to this matter for this

situation:and the allegations presented as a defense by the Plaintiffs attorney cannot be utilized.to

dismiss this action by incorrectly determining if the Plaintiff is-a debt collector for violation of the

FDCPA for the'reasons stated in this entire motion and the following::

1.

The:-original Plaintiff, Substitute Plaintiff and other parties requested to be enjoined
permissible purpose when-they allegedly obtained the defaulted mortgage loan debt as
explained in this motion was to collect payments on the defaulted mortgage debt as

 they have attempted to do multiple times from 2015 —present. The parties have failed

to validate and verify the alleged mortgage debt by not responding and disclosing all

the requested documents and information requested to be validated and verified
evidenced their defaults and by the defendant, the consumer exhibits, affidavits and

default notices against them (see...Exhibits “A” through K™, filed on the record in

this-case’which is hereby incorporated by reference.) “To prevail on an FDCPA claim

as demonstrated and satisfied throughout this motion, in the defendants amended
counterclaim/countersuit and other filings to. include opposition filings filed on. the
record along with exhibits and affidavits, a plaintiff must prove that (1) he is a

- consumer, defendant is a consumer because he is a natural person obligated or allegedly

obligated to pay any debt. (2) the plaintiff is a debt collector, as presented and evidenced
by this ‘motion, all.-parties are debt collectors (Carrington, Bank of America, N.A.,

Wilmington, Albertelli Law and the Previous Attorneys of record) (3) the Plaintiff’s
challenged practice involves: an -attémpt to collect a defaulted debt, in this case a
defaulted mortgage ‘debt” as the [FDCPA] defines it as any debt, for the purposes
thereof which is further explained throughout this motion and (4) the Plaintiff has

violated a provision of the FDCPA in attempting to collect the debt.” St. Pierre v:

Retrieval-Masters Creditors Bureau, Inc., 898 F.3d 351, 358 (3d Cir. 2018) (quoting
Douglass v. Convergent Outsourcing, 765 F.3d 299, 303 (3d Cir. 2014)). The parties
have violated several provision of this law. Even though the Defendant has not detailed
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all the sections of the FDCPA the Plaintiffs and other parties have violated in his
amended counterclaim/countersuit, it clearly details that the parties have not validated
and verified the alleged mortgage debt which is a violation of the FDCPA and have
utilized False and Misleading representation in communications such as multiple
alleged copies of a note, rubber-stamped/robo-signed -assignment, contacts to third
parties such as credit reporting agencies. It is clearthat defendant has presented facts.
supported. by evidence, affidavits (the exhibits filed on the record in this case as
referenced in. this motion which are all hereby incorporated by reference in their
entirety) in regards to these FDCPA claims and that they have failed to validate and
verify the alleged debt in the manner requested in the timeframe required by the
FDCPA which is 30 days from receipt of the request. The Defendants Exhibits — H
filed on 8-23-2018 specified the damages and the amounts for violations of the law
presented in those affidavits of fact (debt validation/verification). The FDCPA states
that all collection activities must be stayed until validated and verified which include
foreclosure actions, enforcing alleged security interests. Every filing by the third party
debt collectors (the attorneys) is a separat'e violation of ‘the FDCPA as they afe.
Wllmmgton. and Camngton and the Attomeys are operatmg on behalf of another and
are debt collectors which their communications with -defendant documents
(see...Exhibits — L).

. The parties referenced in this motion also fall under South -Carolinas ‘Consumer
protection code as “debt. collectors” (See...SC code of law 37-1-301(28) Debt Collector-
Defined as any person who collects, attempts to collect, directly or indirectly, debts due or
asserted to be owed or due another. The term also includes a creditor who collects, attempts to

collect, directly or indirectly, his own debts. Also se¢ SC code of law 37-12-
20(10)(a)(i)(idi)(iv)(v)(b) for violations: by theseparties which are hidden from the public for
some reason as only the unannotated versions not the annotated versions are showing and the
online version.skips sections on the South Carolina-Legislator Website). Defendant has raised
claims of violations under the Consumer Protection Laws of South Carolina against these.
parties as presented in his amended counterclaim/countersuit which this court failed to address
and consider and this motion which is another reason why this amended
counterclaim/countersuit should not have been dismissed.

. That provision of the FDCPA also defines a debt collector.as “any person . . .. who
regularly collects or attempts to collect, directly or indirectly, debts owed or due or
asserted to be owed or due another.” This court in its order only addressed the “who
regularly collect debts owed or due to another” and has incorrectly applied the wrong
FDCPA definition as it also applies to “debt collectors,” who are defined alternatively
as those engaged “in any business the “principal purpose” of which is the collection of
any debts and since the plaintiffs both current and previous allegedly acquired this
alleged mortgage debt while it was in default the debt clearly falls under any debts as
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any' payments. to the Plaintiff would ‘go to paying down the alleged balance of the
mortgage debt, even through a sale of the property after foreclosure is granted and a
sale date is determined in a judicial foreclosure action. In contrast to the “regularly
collects™ definition, where Congress explicitly used the verb “to collect” in describing the
actions of those it initended the definifion to cover, in the “principal purpose™ definition,
Congress. used. the noun “collection” and did not specify who must do the collecting or to
whom the debt must be-owed. 15 U.S.C. § 1692a(6); see also Tepper v, Amos Firi, LLC, 898
.F.3d at'370."Thus, by its terms, the “principal purpose” definition sweeps. more broadly than
‘the “regularly collects” definition, and we must presume. that the “legislature says . ... what it
‘means.and means ... . what it says.” Henson, 137 8. Ct. at 1725 (quoting Dodd v. United
States, 545 U.S. 353, 357 (2005)). Plaintiff is a debt collector because they acquired the
Defendant’s debt after it was allegedly in default-and its “principal purpose” was collecting a
‘payment or'payments on that allegedly defaulted debt and or enforcing security interest either
directly or indirectly through third parties such as the attorneys and the servicers (Bank of
‘America, N.A. and Carrington Mortgage Services, LLC) which is debt collection activity and
- ialso falls un‘der the regularly collects. category of the FDCPA for purposes described in: this
otion, thetefore they are-“debt collectors™ under the FDCPA (See... Barbato v. Greystone
All., LLC, No. CV 3:13-2748, 2017 WL 549604 7,.at *l, *9;*10»(MD. Pa. Nov. 16, 2017))).

. The FDCPA statute also defines “debt collector,” as.any person who uses any instrumentality
of iinterstate commerce or the mails in any business the. principal purpose of which is the
enforcement of security interests.” 15 US.C. § 1692a(6). This applies to all parties who.claim
they are.atiempting to enforce security interests. Plaintiffs and the-other parties referenced in
this:motion have.never proven to be a trustee of which the corporate filings are registered in
Delaware since 2017, which would indicate this corporation was created for the purpose of
collecting this alleged mortgage debt directly or. indirectly which Wilmington Savings Fund
Society, FSB is the Registered Agent of which the alléged trust has multiple owners within the
trustreferred to.as bond certificate holders which payments are passed through to the certificate
hiolders and qualifies as collection on behalf of another as Wilmington does not keep the whole
amount of payments they receive. The certificate holders own a percentage of the trust to
which they receive payments. Excluded from the FDCPA's definition’s reach of a “debt
collector™ are, among -others, a creditor’s officers and employees who' collect debts for the
creditor, an entity collecting a debt it originated, and an entity collecting a debt it obtained that
 was not in.default at the time of purchase. Id. §§ 1692a(6)(A), (F) which is not relevant here
'as{thé;all*qg;eﬁi mortgage debt was in default when it was obtained from Ginnie Mae to Bank of
America, N.A. and from Bank of America, N.A. to Wilmington Savings Fund Society, FSB
as trustees of Stanwich Mortgage Loan Trust C. The FDCPA ¢ven covers the enforcement of
an interest in ieal property securing the consumer’s obligation in judicial proceedings. in a.
judicial district or similar legal entity in which such.real property is located brought forth by
debt collectors. 15'U.S. Code § 1692i(a)(1)&(2). Legal actions by debt collectors.

. In Mary Barbato v. Crown Asset Management LLC, et al., No. 18-1042 (3d Cir. Feb, 22,

2019), the Third Circuit Coutt of Appéals issued a precedential ruling which it interpreted the
Supreme-Court’s recent tuling in Hesison v. Santander, Consumer USA Inc., 137 S. Ct. 1718
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(2018), and held an entity is a debt collector if its “{mportant aim” and. the reason for-its
existence is obtaining payment on the debts that it acquires which is the:case here as the
Plaintiffs created an entity as specified above in Delaware in 2017 in the name of the trust
when they allegedly obtained the Defendants mortgage debt and as trustee they collect and
receive payments for the trust bond certificate holders of this alleged trust.

 The Fair Debt Collection Practices Act (“FDCPA™) protects. consumers from abusive,
deceptive, or.otherwise unfair debt collection practices. 15 U.S.C. § 1692(a). It applies to “debt
collectors,” defined alternatively as those engaged “in any business the principal purpose of
which is the collection of any debts™ and those “who regularly collect[s]” debts.“owed or due
another.” Id. § 1692a(6) and includes the enforcement of security interests. In Henson v.
Santander, it found that an entity that seeks to collect a debt that it.owns is not adebt collector’
under the FDCPA's “regularly collects™ definition only. The statute thus providés two
separate paths to establishing an entity’s status as @ “debt collector.” See Henson, 137 S. Ct.
at 1721. The Plaintiffs and other parties.requested by defendant to be enjoined fall under the
category of debt collectors under the FDCPA’s “who regularly collect(s] payments or
enforces security interests (Carrington-and the Attorneys)” and/or “principal purpose”
(Wilmington) definition (See...Mary Barbato v. Crown Asset Management LLC). In
Barbato v. Crown, the Court focused on the meaning of the phrase “principal purpose™ in the
FDCPA, holding that “an entity that has the ‘collection of any debts’ as its ‘important’ ‘aim’
is-a debt collector under [the principal purpose] definition.... . . [als long as 2 business’s raison
d’etre is obtaining payment on the debts that it acquires, it is a debt collector.” It doesn’t
matter rather they tiy to collect on their own or through a third party the payments are being;
collected in regards to the defaulted mortgage debt, so they are: still debt collectors under’
principal purpose, see...Mary Barbato v. Crown Asset Management LLC; et al., No. 18-1 042
(3d Cir. Feb. 22, 2019). Validation requests were sent out to all parties to which they had
thirty (30) days under section 15 USC 1692g § 809 (Validation of debts).and (b) Disputed
debts, to respond to in full to all portions of the: dispute ‘and provide both validation and
verification of the alleged mortgage debt and producing the requested information to
validate/verify their claims of a valid outstanding debt being owed which they did not and also
have never validated/verified how, wheén and if they had obtained possession of the “origindl
note” baring the defendants “wet-ink signature™ which has been verified by an individual with
firsthand knowledge in physical possession of the instrument which is also part of the
validation/verification, this would include the attorneys of record and previous attorneys.of
record 1o which neither parties validated and verified the debts as required uiider the FDCPA
in the manner requested by the Defendant acceptable to the Defendants requests.

. Plaintiffs have produced no contract with the Defendant to which he has signed baring his wet-
ink signature and non can be produced as it has yet 10 be produced as requested in the
throughout this case an in the first hearing on 9-13-2017, only hearsay, alleged
counterfeit/altered copies to which no.one has authenticated it under firsthand knowledge at
any time since the initiation of the foreclosure action. The Carrington on behalf of the
Substitute Plaintiff kept sending offers, new terms in the form of statements, payoffs and other
documents. The Defendant Conditionally accepted the offer and claims -of the parties upon
proof of claim which if produced in full, he agreed to pay what was alleged in the offer by
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initiatifig a conditional acceéptance agreement dated January 8, 2019 baring a contract number
of 2019-0108BRUCWSFCM-512389981- 5577899811 to which the parties accepted by
‘their conduct and have not provided any evidence to-the contrary proving otherwise that they
‘have not accepted the Defendarits offer: which the claims as it pertained to the above reference
ccontract was arbitrated and is currently pending before District Court for confirmation where
instead.of. litigating the claims as it pertains to the contract through the court, the parties by
that contract agreed to arbitration. A copy of the contract and award is already filed in this
.case asExhibits:J & K which is hereby incorporated by reference and is further evidence to
suppott his claims. The Plaintiff’s, the Respondents to which an award was issued against had
3 months (90 days) from the date a copy of the award was délivered to them.or filed to raise:
any objections to the award ‘the arbitrators findings under one of the FAA’s only exceptions
for vacating an award but have failed to do so and are now barred from doirig-so by the FAA
statiite of limitétion and the district court must now confirm the award and. enter a judgment
.on the award which materially affects this case moving forward to include the alleged
-agreements they claim to have-in their possession which-allegedly give them standing as the
findings of the arbitrator are now facts before the court to be utilized to support defendants
claims, motions, and opposmons in this marter. Plaintiffs may argue that there is no agreement
- orithat they did ot sign.any agreement but a unilateral contract does not require signatures of
all ‘parties, it is one parties promise and the. other ‘party’s performance but that is for an
arbitratorto decideand this has already been decided by the arbitrator who has been délegated
authority to make such determination. The Resporndents, the Plaintiffs in this action agreed to
médiate (arbitrate) the claims and controversies as it pertains to-the performance coritract by
faumg_to properly notify (réspond) to the defendant of their lack of accéptance in the 10-20
calendar day rejection’period... that the language indicated a change in the terms was an offer...

which was. accepted by performance/conduct, see.. " Tick-Anen v. Harris & Harris, Ltd., 461
F: Supp 2d 863, 867,868 (E.D. ‘Wis. 2006) therefore the unilateral contracts do not require
their. signatures, are: vahd and enforceable as the FAA prescnbes 9 U.S.C. § 2 and the Plaintiffs
are barred from: ralsmg these defenses as the statute of limitation has passed to.do so. Either
way, confifmation is a decision for the dlsmct court or a court of original jurisdiction
referenced in the agreerment agreed to by the parties which have limited jurisdiction to confirm
as:prescribed under the FAA, not. this court which is why a stay of the proceeding is needed.

. The Plaintiffs and other parties requested to be enjoined are also debt collectors because at the
time_the Plaintiffs and other parties received the defendants multiple requests to validate and
verify the -debts in the manner requested by defendant to. prove such Ownership/Physical
Possession of the original note baring the defendants. wet ink signature, the financials
pertaining to the account, and other documents that ‘pertain to Mortgage Backed Securities
(MBS) and tax issues relating to the alleged mortgage debt, the current Plaintiff was not a party
to-the foreclosure action and the other parties such as Bank of America, N.A. had not brought
forth a foreclosure action seeking to foreclose on an alleged interest that they never provided
evidence that-they had physical possession of both the mortgage and the Note (a requirement
to bring forth .a foreclosure -action) at the time of filing such action, Carrington were not
enforcing'a:security interest, they were all attempting to collect on a defaulted mortgage debt
(directly and/or indirectly) before foreclosure proccedings had beeninitiated and Carrington
. ‘had been trying to collect again in January of 2020.. Carmrington has also harassed me stating
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if I don’t bring the account current my home would be taken from me. Because they never
validated and verified the debt as the FDCPA statute requires, they were to-cease all.collection
activities as prescribed by the FDCPA until they have both validated and verified the debt
within 30 days of defendants request for validation and verification which they never did as
explained in this motion therefore any foreclosure actions are unlawful and should be
dismissed. When the Defendant noticed that there-was a foreclosure action filed against him,
this triggered another FDCPA violation as the plaintiffs were to cease all collection activities
such as foreclosure and is also violations of the South Carolina Consumer Protection Code.

. In Mary Barbato v. Crown Asset Management LLC, 2019), the appeals court for the third
circuit recognized that A debt collector may be held vicariously liable for the. conduct of its
attomney (quoting Pollice v. National Tax Funding, L.P.,.225.F.3d at 40405 (3d Cir. 2000)).
The mortgage debt that was allegedly purchased was in default at the time either plaintiffs
(original and substitute) acquired it and the attorneys principal purpose is collection, the
enforcement of alleged security intérests as the FDCPA applies to, therefore Defendant need
not add the attorneys to his amended counterclaim/countersuit as they are also in default of the
validation requests, these claims are held against both Plaintiff’s (Original -and Substitute)..
The Attorneys both previous and current have admitted by their coitospondence to being debt
collectorsi(see.. . Exhibit — L attached to this motion) and have sent in offers to pay the-alleged
un-authenticated remaining default balance and/or full amount to settle the debt. Carrington
still sends offers on behalf of the investor/trustee, the Plaintiff in the form of statements and
payoff statements to settle the debt. All being done by third parties on behalf of the Plaintiff
which: is débt collection activity even during the foreclosure action as the mortgage debt was
in default at the time it was acquired by the plaintiff’s andneither the current plaintiff nor the
previous plaintiffs are the eriginators, the creditors of the mortgage loan. Failure of this court
to properly apply the State Consumer Law and the Federal Law, the FDCPA as intended by
congress as the statute prescribes and as it applies to this matter as specified above, | must
hereby challerige this court’s jurisdiction in regards to this whole matter and jurisdiction is-
hereby challenged and [ request jurisdiction to be produced on the record by this court moving
forward. The law requires proof of jurisdiction to appear on the record of the administrative
agency and all administrative proceedings.” Hagans v Lavine, 415 U. S. 533. "Once
challenged, jurisdiction cannot be assumed, it must be proved to exist.” Stuck v. Medical
Examiners 94 Ca 2d 751. 211 P2d 389. "There is no discretion to ignore that lack. of
jurisdiction.” Joyce v. US, 474 F2d 215. "The burden shifts to the court to prove jurisdiction.”
Rosemond v. Lambert, 469 F2d 416, If this court does have jurisdiction and cannot prove
jurisdiction, I demand that this matter be transferred or remanded back to U.S. District Court,
a court of original jurisdiction for Federal Matters to determine the controversies here.

In regards to the foreclosure action with a waiver of deficiency not being a collection ofa

debt, Defendant objects and states that the mortgage is an FHA mortgage ‘which incorporates

within it “mortgage default insurance™ which the Plaintiffs and or insurance certificate holders.

will apply for payment of any deficiency therefor it is not actually a waiver, they are just seeking
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the remaining balance through an insurance ¢laim administered through HUD who pays on behalf
of the defendant. who has been paying'insmancc'-pmnﬁums; It may look to be a waiver in court
but .outside of court,.they will file for this insurance to collect the difference in payments. of the

alieged remaining balance after a foreclosure sale. The FHA mortgage and the noté requires that

the Plaintiffs seek .a letter from the secrétary of HUD giving them permission to bring forth a
foreclosure action as specified in Dcfmdant’s 'opposition.to Plaintiff*s'motion to dismiss/motion
for order of reference filing filed on the record 12-17-2018 which is hereby incorporated by
reference in‘its entirety. ‘The Plaintiffs are also supposed to send the defendant a default notice
‘before proceeding with an acceleration.of the mortgage and a foreclosure action. This also did
ot happen. This is a breach of contract against the current and previous plaintiffs which is part

of the defendant’s amiended counterclaim/couritersuit.

As presented in,;dcfendantSfoprsition to plaintiffs'motion to dismiss filed on 12-17-2018
which is hereby incorporated by:refcréncé, [ am not required to layotit my entire case. I am only-
required to.give a brief description of what my-claims and issues are. The law does not require
me to explain the:entire case at this.time therefore [ hereby object to any-dismissal when it pertains
to- this issué, See...Swierkiewicz v. Sorema N.A., 534 U.S. 506, 512 (2002); accord Atchison,
Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. v. Buell, 480 U.S. 557, 568. n.15 (1987) (under Rule 8, claimant has
'“no,.duty?lb-sél out all of the relevant facts in his complaint”).

OBJECTIONS TO THE COURTS FINDINGS OF CONSPIRACY CLAIMS

As specified in the judges order, “A civil conspiracy consists: of three elements: (1) A

«combination 6f two or inofe persoris, (2) fdfthe;pmpose of injuring the:plaintifl; (3) which causes

the plaintiff special damages” Hammond v. Butler, Means, Evins & Brown, 300 S.C. 458, 463,

388 S.E.2d 796, 798 (1990). Defendant has satisfied this theory as defendant has stated in is
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“amended counterclaim/countersuit” that he requests that Wilmington and Carrington be enjoined
into this lawsuit, bring the claims against two or more persons. ‘The court has overlooked this
request as it has caused undue prejudice against the defendant and his claims in his amended
counterclaim/countersuit. The defendant has specified that the plaintiffs and other parties have
produced cbnﬁlsing information and that the parties were using multiple alleged copies when
trying to validate their position and that they were in possession of the original note baring the
defendants wet ink signature. This allegation by the original plaintiff and substitute plaintiff
during the time of the defendant’s requests and first motion to-dismiss was incorrect. They could
not possibly be the holder in due course with the defendants wet-ink signature note:otherwise there
would be no need to send multiple altered versions of a note allegedly signed by the defendant.
The defendant was not present during these alterations therefore. they should be void .as they
express an agreement to-something defendant has not agreed to. Also because the mortgage
assignment with Bank of America, N.A. has been challenged as it contains a fraudulent scheme
know as Rubber-stamping/robo-signing ‘which makes any assignments there after deceitful,
fraudulent and unlawful. Since this was in the ¢course of validation and. verification of the
~mortgage debt to collect payment from defendant, one can only assume even if not mentioned
specifically in the defendants amended counterclaini/countersuit that their actions was for the
purpose of injuring the plaintiff by utilizing non-authentic instrurents to get the defendant to pay
a party who did not legally own and was not in physical possession of the note baring the
defendants wet-ink signature as required to receive payment from him during these times to enrich
themselves and because of this, it has caused the defendant injury and damages, special or
otherwise one being the reporting of negative payments to third party reporting agencies when

they have not validated and verified the alleged mortgage debt thereby reporting incorrect
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information. By allegedly transferring alleged interest, and allegedly signing power of attorneys.

allowing a party to:do something in the other parties name, it is clear that the parties have come

1logether in. a. sort of bait and switch situation as original plaintiff does not have firsthand

knowledge of any facts and the suibstitute plaintiff has even less firsthand knowledge of any facts

as it relates to the alleged mortgage debt since its inception.

Defendant abjects to the courts statements that the Defendant has not pleaded.any specific
facts related to a violation of this act. On the contrary, page 4 paragraph 7 of defendant’s

amended counterclaim/couritersuit specifies these violations. Defendant has even included the

' tracking numbers to which his recession was received from by the original plaintiff rescinding

whatever interest.claimed inthe:mortgage (see... Exhibit — E filed on the record 9-13-2017 in this

case which is hereby incorporated by reference). Which is another reéason’ why the Plaintiffs have

‘no valid security interest in defendant’s mortgage that they can foreclose on. Their interésts dre.

void as they had 20 calendar days from receipt of the rescission request to réturn any money or

property that has been given to anyone in connection with the transaction and shall take any action

necessary to. reflect the 'ter'mingﬁon-. of the security intefest, which they have. failed to do and
cgnjinues-té-ﬁigndre’ihe;faCt'that' the Defendant has exercised hi’svright under TILA and have given
notice-of rescission to the Original Plaintiff and at this point, they had no authority to assign and
or sale any interests over to any other parties. Plaintiffs would have to ;.bring»fc‘mh a suite in the
propet jurisdiction to ‘address the rescission of the mortgage to address their interests.

See...JESINOSKI ET AL v..COUNTRYWIDE HOME LOANS, INC., ET AL. CERTIORAR!
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TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE EIGHTH ‘CIRCUIT No. 13-
684. Argued November 4, 2014-Decided January 13, 2015.

The Original Plaintiff, Bank of America, N.A. (previous servicer) and current Plaintiff
Wilmington Savings Fund Society, FSB as Trustee and current servicer Carrington hold a duty to
respond to defendant and have failed to abide by their duty to respond with PROOF OF CLAIMs
and evidence, proving that the original lender did not lend “bookkeeping entry-credit” in the form.
of a loan, and failed to provide such notification and clear, unambiguous, ‘conspicuous;
language/terminology that any reasonable man or woman would understand. By their conduct,
they have "intentionally created fraud in the factum” and withheld from defendant. ... "vital
information concerning said debt and all of the matrix involved in making the loan". Deutsche
Bank v, Peabody, 866 N.Y.8.2d 91 (2008). EquiFirst, when making the loan, violated Regulation
Z of the Federal Truth in Lending Act- 15 USC-§1601 and the Fair Debt Collections Practices
Act 15 USC §1692.

OBJECTIONS AND DEFENSES TO THE C
MOTIONTO

This court in going off of the Plaintiff’s attorney proposed order which are not facts before.
the court which claims that defendant is not entitled to- a jury trial under the grounds. that “A
mortgage foreclosure 1s an action in equity” citipg U.S. Bank Trust Nat'l Ass’n v. Bell, 385 S.C.
364, 373, 684 S.E.2d 199, 204 (Ct. App. 2009). “Generally, the relevant quéstion in determining
the right to trial by jury is whether an action is legal or equitable; there is no right to trial by jury
for equitable actions.” Lester v. Dawson, 327 S.C. 263, 267, 491 S.E.2d 240, 242 (1997).
However this court has failed to also recognize that where legal and equitable issues or rights are

raised in the same complaint as they are here, the legal issues are for determination by a jury and
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the equitable issues are for determination by thé .court. See...South Carolina Court of Appeals
3792 - Bateman v.. Rouse. (2004) quoting Floyd v. Floyd, 306 S.C. 376, 379, 412 S.E.2d 397,
398-99 (1991). Defendant has raised multiple. legal issues in his amended
counterclaim/countersuit which is legal ahd compulsory and therefore defendant is entitled to a
jury trial ,in'this'-‘n'lattér; see...South Carolina Community Bank, Respondent, v. LLC Appellate
‘Case No. 2014-002627 Decided: April 26, 2017, |

Plaintiff has raiséd a legal issue in their complaint in paragraph 3 which they state,
“Plaintiff has a legal right to enforce the:negotiable instrument secured by the mortgage,” meaning
the “note™ as the negotiable instrument buit they have failed to prove by sutficient fact and firsthand
knowledge that they were in posséssion of this negotiable instrument at the time of the initial filing
of the foreclosure proceedings which would give them authority to bring forth a foreclosure action.
It is.clear that to have standing in this foreclosure, the Original Plaintiff (Emphasis Added) must
show that they riot only were the physical holders and owners of the original Note baring the
defendant’s wet-ink signature (no copies), but also the Mortgage as well, see...Deutsche Bank
Natioiial Trust Company v. Heinrich (2013) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF THE
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT County.of Charleston quoting the-Supreme Court’s decision in
Carpenter v. Longan; 83 U.S. 271, 16 Wall. 271, 21 L.Ed. 313 (1872) which the Court found
“clearly.supports the notion that the Plaintiff must-own the Note and the Mortgage to foreclose on
the ‘property (emphasis in. the opinion)... Plaintiff's Complaint in this case fails to meets this
criteria as the Original Note Bating't'he:defendants wet-ink sighature was.never produced in court
during either hearings by the Original: Plaintiff as requested to be produce many times validating
and verifying when; where, and how they were in physical possession of both the original wet-ink

signaturenote _aﬁd:mdrt'ga’ge at the time of filing this foreclosure case and before any substitutions.
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Original Plaintif{f Bank of America, N.A. lacked the standing to initiate and prosecute the
foreclosure, and substitute plaintiff lacks standing to take over the case in Bank of America, N.A.’s
position as Plaintiff to prosecute the foreclosure and dismissal pursuant to Rule 17(a) and Rule
12(b)(6) SCRCP is appropriate.

Furthermore, either party may demand a trial by jury of any issue triable by jury. See...
Rule 38 (b), SCRCP. Therefore a trial defendant has a right to:a trial by Jury as demanded by
defendant. The defendant dgmanded trial by jury for the legal issues of law raised in his:amenided
counterclaim/countersuit which was for a juryto decide, not the court. This case should not have
been referred to the master in equity and there should be no orders granting final ‘summary
judgment by the court in regards to the amended counterclaim/countersuit without a jury-trial as
there are still issues of material facts as presented: that must be resolved in this case before a jury’
present in regards to the legal issues raised by the plaintiff in-their complaint and challenged by
the Defendant since his special appearance in 2017 as he was never served with the:suminons and
complaint evidenced by the record and as raised in defendants amended counterclaim/countersuit.
Any such orders are void judgments.

There is a clear Failure to Join Necessary Parties under Rule 12(b)(7), SCRCP. Rule
12(b)(7) provides that one defense to an action is the failure to join a party'under Rule 19 of the
South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. This defense is hereby raised by the defendant as
presented in this motion.

Rule 19 provides that:

A person who is subject 10 service of process and whose joinder will not deprive
the court of jurisdiction over_ the subject matter of the actxon hall be |omed asa
party in the action if{1) in his absence complete relief can
those already parties, or (2) he claims an interest relating to the. subject of the
action and is so situated that the disposition of the action in his absence may (i) as -
a practical matter impair or impede his ability to protect that interest or (ii) leave
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-any. of the persons already parties subject to a substantial risk of incurring double,
multiple, or otherwise inconsistent obligations by reason of his claimed interest. If
‘e has not.been so. joined, the court shall order that he be made a party.
‘Défendants claims that Bank.of America, N.A., and Carrington Mortgage Sérvices, LLC,
are necessary parties to this action, and that the court must join them as parties to protect the
Defendants and insure a full adjudication of the contfoversy against all relevant parties presented
in this motion ;and ‘or specified in his amended counterclaim/countersuit. On ‘a Ruile 12(b)(7)
‘motion, "the proper course. for the trial- court is to determine the necessity of adding'a new party
under: Rule 19. Bancohio-National Bank v. Neville, 310 5.C. 323, 328, 426 S.E.2d 773, 776
(1993).
This casé shiould not have been-dismissed and transferred to the Master as there are still
‘genuine issues of material facts present hiere and controversies that needs to be addressed to which
have been presented in thiscase against the opposing parties to include the parties who have not
been'enjoined or re-enjoinéd it this matter.
MOTION TO STRIKE
De'fend,ant.-t_'equestslthatfariy and all motions, proposed orders, memorandums, oppdsitions,
exhibits; answers to-amended counterclaims be stricken from the record since the incéption of this
case if they are not sworn to under oath and penalty of perjury by the Plaintiff, an individual, a
4rlal.turg\,lipers,onj with firsthand knowledge of the facts submitted before the court on behialf of the:
plaintiff. Since the amended countersuit/counterclaim is verified, the answer shall be verified by
an individual with firsthand knowledge of the facts presented and therefore any alleged answers
should be- stricken. ﬁ-_om. the record for want of an answer. Plaintiffs’ attomey have provided
nothing but hearsay, conclusions, allegation, they produced no facts supported by evidence that
have been authenticated. ds required under SC Rule 901 and therefore have produced no
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evidentiary facts before the court. Statements of counsel, in their briefs or their arguments are not
sufficient for a motion to dismiss or for summary judgment,” and “an attorney for the Plaintift’
cannot admit evidence into the Court, He is either an attorney or a witness”. Trinsey v. Pagliaro,
D.C. Pa. 1964, 229 F. Supp. 647. “Where there are no depositions, admissioris, or affidavits the
Court has no fact to rely on for a summary determination.” The Defendant has filed a verified
pleadinig which is in affidavit form, there are not depositions, admissions, or affidavits filed by the
opposing party, the Plaintiff in the form of a verified answer and therefore summary Jjudgment is
appropriate in favor of the defendant (Dawkins v. Fields, 3310 (2001)). There is a controversy

and the court is here to hear controversy.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons specified in this motion, this court should reverse/vacaté/set aside their
Apﬁi 20,2022 order dismissing defendant’s amended counterclaim/countersuit under Rule 60 {(b)
1,2, & 4, SCRCP, based on the neglect, fraud, misrepresentation, or other misconduct, and the
judgment being void for violating the rights of defendant to a trial By jufy in -re‘gards to his
amended counterclaim/countersuit as presented above. This court should reverse/vacate/set aside
the order granting referral to the master in equity for the fact that when placing their order, this
court has created undue prejudice towards the defendant and his tights, did ‘not take into
consideration all exhibits, affidavits attesting to and authenticating defendaﬂtsfaété, oppositions,
memorandums presented by the defendant in support of defendant’s claims, opposition to any
dismissals of the amended counterclaims/countersuit, defendants réply to answers by plaintiff to
counterclaims-and other filings by defendant and because there is a manifest error of law applied
to dismiss valid claims of fact for violations of law and the court plainly disregarded and did not
apply all other laws violations including the state consumer protection laws as specified in this

motion. This court should reverse/vacate/set aside their order for failure to enjoin relevant parties
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when fequested causing undue prejudice to defendant and his claims as this court relied on
unsworn' affidavits/non-authentic statements, hearsay ‘and other. filings from the opposing party
counsel/attorney which are not.authenticated, is not based off of firsthand knowledge nor are they
facts béfore the court as presented in this motion and this court should strike each of these filings
1o include.any answers to counterclaim/countersuit and enter summary judgment in favor of the
defcnd@t vsupporté’c'l by his verified filings:

This court should reverse/vacate/set aside their order because there was no jury present as
demanded in the amended counierclaim/countérsuit. There are no sworn:statements/affidavits on
record authenticating anything filed from the: Substitute and Original Plaintiff. The fact that the
defendant’s amended counterclaim/countersuit is verified in affidavit form, the defendants
affidavits are the only statements of fact sworn to under- personal firsthand knowledge and filed
on the: record a8 pnma facie evidence before the' court to which the order should be
'reversedf/vacat‘e(.iilset. aside, Carrington should be enjoitied and original plaintiff should be re-:
enjoined back into this casé and a stay should be placed in this:matter as;}presented in this motion
and other motionsto stay filed by the defendant as there isa pending confirmation of an arbitration
~ awardthat involves all 3 parties which are material to this case to which the award, the claims
addressediin arbitrafion as it pertain‘to the performance contract/agreement which supersedes and
predates.as well as replaces any and all prior'agreements between the parties covers most of the
claims presented in. this amended ‘counterclaim/countersuit and the foreclosure proceeding to
which this court may have or may be re-litigating the same claims which is a conflict of the
arbitrators findings: which -are 1'31'80.‘ facts before the .court especially now that the Statute of
limitations has passed to have the award 'vacated after they have received notice of its existence

by delivery and filing the 2 notice requirements of the FAA statute to have an award confirmed.
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This court should grant the entry of default requested by the defendant filed on 10-26-2017 for
failure to file a verified answer. This court should grant leave of court for defendant to.cure any
defects if any are present in defendant’s amended counterclaim/countersuit and after any stay of
proceedings have been liﬁea, to compel any controversies and ‘new claims that are now present
here that pertain to new breaches of the performance contract/agreement to the chosen arbitration
association that defendant has chosen gnd stay the proceedings until arbitration has been
completed and a copy of the arbitrators findings have been filed into cour. lfthis‘court finds that
is does not, did not or do not want to produce proof of jurisdiction on the record, defendant requests.
that this case be remanded back to district court for further proceedings and the state claims stayed
until the district court has completed litigation of the amended counterclaim/countersuit. A
proposed order is included with this filing.

RESPECTFULLY PRESENTED,

/&7 2 5194
THE BENEFICIAL OWNER OF THE CESTI QULEQUITABLE TRUST
Nelson L. Bruce, Propria Persona, Sui Juris, Affiant

All Natural Rights Explicitly Reserved and Retained

U.C.C. 1-308, 1.103.6

c/o 144 Pavilion StreetSummemlle, South Carolina [29483]

Email: leonbruce81@yahoo.com.
| Ph. 843-437-7901
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 HEREBY. CERTIFY that a true-and correct copy of the above referenced MOTION has been
électronically mailed to the parties located below via the UNITED STATES POST OFFICE via the

R

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE via First Class Postage Prepaid under Certified Mail.

RESPECTFULLY PRESENTED,

ALBERTELI'LAW

Attention: ‘William S, Koehler (Attorneys.for Plaintiffs)
201 Main Street, Suite 1450

‘Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Certified Mail No.: 7019 1640-0002 1913 4066

*Without Prejudice”™

THE BENEFICIAL OWNER OF THE CESTI QUI EQUITABLE TRU
Nelson L. Bruce, Propfia Persona, Sui Juris
All Natural Rights Explicitly Reserved and Retained
U.C.C. 1-207/1-308, 1.103.6
¢c/o 144 Pavilion.Street, Summerville South Carolina [29483]
Ph. 843-437-7901
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EXHIBITS - L

Detailed Schedule of Exhibits:

1. DEBT COLLECTION COMMUNICATION FROM ROGERS TOWNSEND ATTORNEYS
AT LAW (5 pages); and

2. DEBT COLLECTION COMMUNICATION CARRINGTON MORTGAGE SERVICES (10
pages); und

3. DEBT COLLECTION COMMUNICATION ALBERTELLI'LAW (3 pages).

19 pages total including this cover sheet
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| Exhibits - 1. _|

. " 'ROGERS TOWNGEND.& THOMAS, PC: POST OFFICE BOX, 100200
4404 DEFAULT SERVIGES DEPARTMENT: COLUMBIA, BOUTH CAROLINA 29202
44 ROGERS TOWNSEND P 803.746 4444 F 803.343.7013
es ATTORNEYS AT LAW WWW.RTT-LAW:COM
October 11, 2016

‘Nelson L; Bruce 7
1605:Céntral Avenue, Ste.:6; #167
Summerville, SC 29483

RE: Bankof America, N.A. v: Nelson L. Bruce, etal
Case No. 2016-CP-18-01678; Dorchester County
Our File No. Ol‘f5ﬂ262-024'2’1

‘Dear Mr. Bruge:

The law firm of Rogers Townsend & Thomas, PC has received your debt dispute related to loan
number;202985786.

After consulting with, our client (the creditor), who has. re-reviewed its system. following its
receipt.of your dispute, our law’ firmi has been instructed to validate/verify the'debt and hereby encloses an
updated payoff statement in the event you/fyour client desire to-payofT this loan in full.

Your mortgage wiis given 16 Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems; Inc., as nominee for
Countrywide: Bank, FSB, its successors and assigns, and was recorded on' April-1, 2009 in Book 7005 at
‘Page-309; This mortgage was assigned to Baiik of America, N.A., successor by merger to BAC Home
Logns Servicing, LP fka Countrywide Home Loans Servicing, LP by.assignment dated September 2, 2011

~ and recorded :September 16, 2011 in Book 8012 at Page 142, This mortgage is subject to a loan
madification agreement dated February 9, 2013, Enclosed are copies of the Mortgage, Assignment of
Mortgage and Loan Modification Agreement.

Sincerely yours,

Default Services Department’

Rogers Townsend & Thomas, PC
Enclosures
This firm:collects debts for morigage lenders.and other creditors: Any information obtained will be used
for that purpose: However, if you aré in bankruptcy or have received-a bankruptcy discharge of this debt,

this communication is not'an attempt to-collect the debt but:is only notice of possible enforcement of the
iienf,ggainst:the’collateml property:
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[ Exnibits- L
ROGERS TOWNSEND 8 THOMAS. PC POST OFFICE:B0K 100200
-4 5-5-4d , DEFAULT SERVICES DEPARTMENT. COLUMBIA. SOUTH CARDLINA 29202
ee ROGERS TOWNSEND P 8037444484  F 803.343.70%3
oo ATTORNEYS AT LAW WWW.RTT-LAW COM

October 10, 2016

Nelson Bruce
144 Pavilion Street
Summerville, SC 29483-8444

‘Re:  BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP vs. Bruce, Nelson
Property Address: 144 Pavilion Street, Summerville, SC 29483-8444.
Loan No. 202985786

Our File No. 015262-02421
FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES ONLY
Dear Sir or Madam:

ROGERS, TOWNSEND & THOMAS, PC IS A DEBT COLLECTOR. THIS IS AN
ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT AND ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED -
FOR THAT PURPOSE.

HOWEVER, IF YOU ARE IN BANKRUPTCY OR HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED IN

BANKRUPTCY, THIS LETTER IS FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES.ONLY 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.

This letter is in response to your request for a payoff. It is our understanding that you may intend
to pay off this loan at a future date. The amount that will be necessary to payoff this loan in full, including
legal fees and costs, may increase between the date of this letter and the date that you remit your pay off
funds. In order to give you a payoff that is valid through s future date, we have included estimated costs
and fees for additional steps that may occur in the foreclosure process between the date of this letter and
October 31, 2016. We have also included estimated advances (if any) that may be required to be paid by
the Plaintiff on your behalf, and additional interest that will accrue between the date’ of this: letter and
October 31, 2016. If you pay this loan off by no later than-October 31, 2016, the estimated payoff
amount.is itemized as follows:

Principal Balance rerresensreneasssasmasssssnsesssmsastesserossessssssnersenssasseeeivsssmaisnssiiny 3 170,312,658
Interest.......... noees oo se RS are s AR TR SRR RS RSRR R e e Rs $8,799.52
MIP oot feieaiossesasbrorboasaivasbsbiostdnessansnvsssnsssorsssatorssesssnsssisnansas rosenaraveganssborsss - $113.98
Other AQVAIICES. ... oo tvistcesisatirrermararstsssaterstseteesatausesressverssiasnssaonnannsesns 51,525.00
Escrow Balance.............ccccnviercrasionns $1,537.42
Total Estimated Payoff Amount due as of October 31,2016............... $182,288.57

Please note that this eatimiated payoff quote expires on Qctober 31, 2016.
ATTORNEY TRUST OR ATTORNEY ESCROW CHECKS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.

P. 0. Box 100200 (29202) » 100 Executive Center Drive, Suite 210 » Columbia, South Carolina 29210
Tel: 803-744-4444 » Fax: 803-343-7017 » Web: www.nit-law.com
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.a-foreclosure sale, you must contact:us at (803)744-4444 or email a requiest to

[ Exhibis-L |

The payoff ﬁgu.res listed :above include items that have been:paid by the Plaintiff-or incurred by
our law' firm and. items that are: cum:ntly due or will become due through October 31, 2016. In
constructing this. payoff we.may have included anticipated additional fees and costs in: otder to provide
you with an estimated payoff good through October 31, 2016, These anticipated fees and costs merely
represent an estimate as to what our actual fees and costs will be if you pay off the loan by no later than

October 31, 2016. Please understand that any estimated or anticipated. charges contained in this letter will

not be: bmdmg on this ﬁrm Jor on the Plaumff and that the account remains lisble for all fees and -costs

incurred.after today even if those items are riot included 8§ part of the estimated amounts set forth in this
letter.. “You will be responsible for-reimbursing the Plaintiff or its servicer if it pays other taxes, insurance
or-miscellaneous expenses permitted by law.

Please understand that the above figures are subject to final verification upon receipt by the
lender.or servicer. All fees. and costs incurred after the issuance of this. payoff letter will continue to-be

Eassessed until the loan is paid in full.

*IMPORTANT: Along with the payoff funds, please provide us with your new address: In the

;event we receive legal fees or costs in excess of the amount you actually owe, those excess funds will be
‘pronq)tly returned to you by your lender or servicer to the property address or address provided to us by
youin wntmg.

If you desire to pay off your loan after October 31, 2016, and the 'property | has not yet becn sold at

obtain-an updated payoff amount. Please be sure to provide us with the fax-number, ¢-mail address and&&r

‘address where you would:like these figures to be sent.

Please forward your certified check made payable to: Bank of America, N.A., and mail to:
Rogers; Townsend and Thornas, Attention Relmtal:ement, 100 Execative Center Drive, Suite 210,

‘Columbia, SC 29216 so that it is réceived no later than 4:00-PM on'or before October 31, 2016. Please
include-your loan number, your name and our file number on your certified funds, Cash, personal checks,

credit/debit. cards or attorney Trust-or Atiorney Escrow Checks ‘will not be accepted. The payoff funds

'wxll e returned if any portion are in the form of a personal check, We also recommend that you forward

your payoff by certified mail or overnight delivery to insure-timely delivery.

Ify you would pnefer to wire the-funds directly to our account; wiring instructions are attached for
your-convenierice.

_Pleasé be advised that the fofeélosure action will continue until the total payoff funds are received
in-‘compliance:with the terms in this letter.

PLEASE NOTE If there'is a foreclosure sale date scheduled for your property, this letter does

‘-Sincereiy,

‘Reinstatement/Payoff Department
Thls firm collects debts for mortgage lenders.and other creditors. Any information obtained will be used
for that purpose, However, if you are in bankruptcy or have received a bankruptcy discharge of this-debt,

this communication is not'an attempt to collect:the debt but is-only notice of possible enforcement of the
lieh.agairist the collateral property.
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Please return this attachment along with your payment.

Homeowner(s) Name:

L

Exhibits - 1.

i

Property Address:

Is the homeown