at the tire of the comvayance of the property by tuited Machine Yorks, Inc,
to Rebecea Joy Crififin the sortgage was in defanlt aned that no nawnts
were received by the Plaintiffs either from nited Machine Vorks, Inc, or
from Rebecca Joy CGriffin,

It further appears to the Couwrt from the Complaint as well
as from the Answer of the Defendants that the canveyance to Rebecca Joy
CGriffin was recorded in the R.M.C. Offica for Greeaville County on hne
18, 1981 in Deed Book 1150 at Page 198 at a time wikm the Defendants knew
or should have knxm that the Plaintiffs were in the process of comencing
a foreclosure action on the mortgage. It also appears that the coveyance
accurred at a time when the Defendant Uhited Machine Works, Inc, made a
muber of coweyanwes to other individuals, and this conveyance was in-
advertently included in that process emd was made by muitual mistake be-
tween the Defendents and should not have occurred or been recorded. This
is boletered by the fact that the Defendant Rebecca Joy Griffin is the
daughter of one of the officers of thited Machine Works, Inc., and no one
is disputing the fact that none of the wortgage payments have been made
or that there was, apparently, a ccoplete lack of consideration as a
result of the mutual odstake having been made, Additionally, it appears
to the Court that the foreclosure of the mortgage did, in fact, take
place with Uhited thchine Works, Inc. named as the prime Defendant rather
. than Rebecca Joy Griffin as is reflected in Judgment Roll #81-7221, It
is undisputed that in that foreclosure action all necessary parties were
served and were before the Cowrt and that the mortgage proceeded in a
ormal course of events resulting in an Order holding the Plaintiffs herein
to have a first rortgage and to have priorty over the claims or Interests
of all of the Defendants, The only potential Defendmnt notnamed in the
foreclosure action was the Defendmt herein Rebecca Joy Griffin, and it
does appesr to the Court based upon a review of the allepations in the
Complaint and the Answor of both Defendants as well as thefr consent to
this Order that she did, in fact, obtain har interest in the property
through a mitual ndstake,

As a result of the mutual mistake having been made, the
conveyance should be declared mull, wid and of no effect, and the R,M,C,
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