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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Dear Honorable Judge Letitia H. Verdin 

Please see attached Letter I am sending in response to the court decision to dismiss my appeal.

If you have any questions please let me know.

Thank you

Terry Lennette Grant

mailto:terrygrantseries@gmail.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:Chad.Burgess@brockandscott.com
mailto:bsapp@lowcountry.com



THE STA丁E OF SOUTH CAROLINA


血the Court ofAppeals


APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY


Be]函min C.P. Sapp, Spccial Referce, Grcuit Court


Case No. 2023-001394


Deutsche Bank National Trust Company as


Trustee for NovaStar Mortgage Funding Trust,


Scrics 2006-5 NovaStar Home Equity Loan


Asset-BackedCertificates, Series 2006-5


Respondent,


Terry ‾Lcmctte Grant


Appellant.


LETTER MOTION


Appeal No:2023-001 394


Honorable Lctitia H. Verdin


賞」ETTER MOTION


I am the pro-Se Defendant/Appeuant in the above action and appeal that-s been before


your co血since September 5・ 2023.


I submit血is letter motion seeking:


a) An order reinstating my appeal once again.







b) Allow this appeal to move forward with me拙ng my final briefor


c) In the altemative, COnSider examining a11 documents, eVidence and arglmentS


submitted by Defchdant and conclude that the lower court crred in granting


Plaintiff forecIosure and sale of Defendant’s property.


On ^ugust 19, 2024’I rcccived at- emai冊om your clerk ofcourt dismlSSmg my aPPeal,


stating, “Appellant failed to serve and file the appellant,s amended initial brief and designation


ofmatter, aS required by Rules 208 and 209’SCACR・ and this Court,s letter dated Ju】y 15’2024.


According-y, thi`s matter is dismissed二The remittitur wi11 be sent as providcd by Rulc 22 1 (b)・


Upon infomation and belie亀Appellant has not exhausted the 30 days as required by law


for ming証ia冊efand designation ofmatter as evidence ofthe previous航gs within this


on or around November 1 6, 2023 Defendant filed her Initial Briefand Designation of


Matter. According to SCRCP’Respondent were due to me their Repty Brief within a spec誼ed


time frame. Respondent failed to file their Reply Brief Instead・ Respondent filed a Motion to


Dismiss on December 11, 2023.


on Dcccmbcr 18, 2023 Appc11ant filed a Rctum to Rcspondcnt,s Motion to Dismiss.


Appellant filed a Motion to Stay on December 29’2023 and Motion to Dismiss. Respondent


claims that Appellant failed to submit Initial Briefwithin time required by SCRCP and was not


in accord with the Rules.


On or around J孤uary 5, 2024 Rcspondcnt filed a Rct皿1 tO Appe]1ant’s Motion to Stay・
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Appellant replied to the Retum on 」anuaIy = , 2024.


on January 3 1 , 2024 Appellant filed a Motion of Non-Retum because Respondent did


not file a Retum in the five (5) days as required by SCRCP (Motion to Dismiss).


On Fcbruary 9, 2024 Coutt de-1icd Respondent,s Motion to Dismiss;howevcr・ gaVe


Appellant ten (10) days to submit Amended lnitial Brief.


on Fcbruary 22, 2024 Respondent filed a Renewed Motion to Dismiss stating that


Appellant faiIcd to甜e Amended lnitial Brief within Courtis spccifrod time within thc


February 9, 2024,s Order.


on February 26, 2024 Appellant filed her Amended Initial Briefand Designation of


Matter which was within the specified time as required by SCRCP. Appellant also filed a Return


to Respondent・s Motion to Dismiss denying their misrepresentation of facts as to lhe date of


触ng Amended Initial Brief and Designation of Matter


on March l, 2024 Respondent filed a Reply to Appellant・s Retum o†their Motion to


on March 5, 2024 Appellant submitted S皿ePly to Motion to Dismiss; however・


App。lant had to filc a Motion to File S皿Reply` W-1ich was f罷d oll March 8’2024.


on March 28, 2024 the granted Respondent・s Order stating that Appellant did not file


within the required ten (1 0) day specified timeframe.


on Apri1 1. 2024 Appellant filed a Motion to Reinstate appea- because the calculation of


the time to甜e Amended Initial Briefwas within血e specified time. It was filed timely.
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on Apri1 16, 2024 Co血made an entry that Respondent made no Retum to Motion to


on July 9, 2024 Court of Appeals Order reinstated appellant Appeal, after a care餌


revicw, With further instructions for Respondent to file initial brief within 30 days fro-n the date


ofthe July 9, 2024 Order.


on July 12, 2024 Respondent filed co∬eSPOndence requesting clarification -Motion to


on July 1 5, 2024 Clerk of Court sent Appellant a letter stating’`.July 9, 2024 cover


the letter inadvertently set a timeline for the respondent・s initial brief and designation of matten


please disregard the deadline“・ l血ther stated, ・・ Within thirty (30) days from the date ofthis


letter, the appellant must service and file the amcnded initial brief and designation of matter・


Failure to serve and file the appellant・s amended initial brief and designation of matter within


thirty (30) dyas from the date ofthi油er will resuIt in the dismissal ofthis appeal’’・


Dismissal of Appellant’s appeal on August 19, 2024, uPOn infomation and belief


violated Appellant's rights to due process of law. In addition the dismissal was premature.


Appellant has not exhaustcd l-Cr time for飾ng amcnded initial bricf and amendcd desigtlatio{1 Of


As previous filing will show evidence that Appellant filed within time frame given by


this court each time. The航g ofsaid documents are as a matter Oflaw allowed to file within


specified ‘ime given dy, Said co“rl・ However, it does not include weekends (Saturday’Sunday)
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nor (Holidays). This co血has followed that rule of law throughout this case・ What has changed?


Furthermore, Appe11ant filed her initial brief and designation of matter on November 16‘


2023. Appcllant also filed her first amended initial brief and designation of matter on February


26, 2024 which was the thirtieth (30) days oftms court dead血c givcn by Ordcr几ctter datcd


FebruaIγ 9, 2024. Appellant will be filing her 2nd amended initial brief and designation of


matter Within the courts thirty (30) day deadline; however亘the meantime, the Appellant is


THEREFORE stating that:


l) Respondent failed to file a Reply to the Motion to Reinstate;


2) Respondent failed to Reply to the Sur-Reply;


3) Respondent faited to submitted Reply Briefas required by SCRCP 208(a)3'4;


4) Respondent also forfeited the opportunity t.o file a Reply Brief at this point


(SCRCP 208(b)2:Ifa respondent does not include his own statement of the case,


they shall be bound by the matters stated or alleged in appellant's statement of the


5) Respol「den両、′e beeIl gi¥′en a冊1ds ofoppo一・funities to not addl-eSSしhese


mattcrs within this casc.


6) The Court nevcr stated that the Appellant,s amended initial brie† and designation


ofmatter創ed on Fcbruary 26, 2024 was insu飾cie]1t.


Appellant respect餌Iy request that this Co巾enter an Order stating:


d) An order reinstating my appcal;


e) Reversing the lower co巾decision that sold my property on November 3, 2023


for $2,500 to Deutsche Bank Plaintiff in this action and Rcspondent in this appeal’


even though there was a Satisfaction release dated Apri1 2l , 2004.


f) A11ow this appeal to move forward with me filing another amended initial brief


and designation ofmatter or my final brief; Or


g) ln the altemative’COnSider examining all documents・ eVidence and arguments


submitted by Defendant and conclude that the lower court erred in granting


Plaintiff forecIosure and sale of Defchdant’s property.
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Respect餌ly Submitted


August 20・ 2024


Ter吋 Lemette Gr狐t Appellant’


POBox21936


Hilton Head Island, SC 29926


圃欄間圃同園　間田岡


843-301-5750


cc: Chad W. Burgess・ Esq.


Brock & Scott, PLLC


3800 Femandina RD Ste.拙O


Columbia, SC 29210


chad.burgess@brockandscott. cOm


sIGNA|'l)RE PAGE LETTER MOT賞0N


Pro Se







IN THE STArE OF SOUTH CAROLINA


In the Court of Appeals


APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY


Court of Common Pleas


Ber直min C仲Sapp, Specうal Referee


Case No. 2016-CP-07-O1466


(Appellate Case No・ 2023-001 394)


DeuしSche Bahk Nalional TrusしCompa11y as Truslec ∫br NovaSlar Mor'gage Funding Trusし


series, 2006-5, NovaStar Home Equity Loan Asset-Backed Certificates’Series


丁erry Lemette Grant, Pro Se


Respondents.


Appc11ant,


This is to certify that I, Teny Lemette Grant sent true cOPies of


Appellant・s LETTER MOTION tO the attomey of record named below. A


true copy was sent via email ofrecords and/or U.S.Postal Service’


with adequate postage PrePaid for the following:


Chad W Burgess, Esq.
Brock & Scott, PLLC


3800 Femandina Rd Ste =0


Columbia, SC 29210


Email : Chad.burgess@brockandscott.com


Counseljbr Responden ts







SIGNArURE PAGE LETTER MOTION


PROOF OF SERV霊CE


Respecrf皿y Submitted


August 20, 2024


Terry Lennette Grant Appellant・ Pro


POBox21936


Hilton Head Island, SC 29926


迫聾遭rantSeries@ gmai上CQ坦


843-30l-5750


Se






