
From: Dr. Green
To: drgreen@myyahoo.com; Spence, James O.; Judge James Spence; ahhicks@lexingtoncounty.sc.gov;

rdolan@lexingtoncounty.sc.gov; cseinquire@dss.sc.gov; james.swick@dss.sc.gov; Childadvocate Sc Info;
wmcleod@lex-co.com; GAIL FAIRCLOTH; Lisa Comer; Mona Denise Huggins; Mona Huggins; Leslie Shealy; Joy
Davidson; John S. Kay; Brigitte B. Dull; Gregory Wooten; alan.stewart@hutchenslawfirm.com; Ashley Stanley;
Nelson Weston; OCCmail; ODCmail; Mary Alice Coker; Sarah O. Leonard; Flinchum, Debra J.; Shumaker,
Kimberly; Thomas, McKenna E.; Smith, Scarlett B.; Supreme Court Filings; T. M.; McLeod, Walton Secretary
(Kimberly Livingston); Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: Dr. Green
Subject: Re: Notice of Appeal
Date: Friday, January 31, 2025 5:11:45 PM
Attachments: 1 31 25 AMENDED Notice of Appeal.pdf

1 31 25 RFP.pdf
12 14 24 MET.pdf
12 2 24 V FINAL.pdf
12 2 24 V AppendixFINALwith POS.pdf

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

Judge Spence 207pm email was received. In summary:
1. Appeals are per SC Court of Appeals.
2. Defendant appears to be applying for federal and state jurisdiction. 
3. Plaintiff to review post Order denying Motion to Vacate and notify court if Plaintiff
believes valid reason to stay Monday's sale is present. 

Defendants response:
1. Please response to all. Defendants privacy notice removed.
2. Email from municipal court recieved at 807am, indicated file with municpal court
3. Note dates of SCOTUS filings, not new. Merely returned documents due to
suspected criminal activity. This court ignoring SCOTUS filings in past, prompted
state level filings. 
4. If this court and plaintiff proceeds with sale despite notice of appeal, its considered
theft. Thus danger to public as they would be encouraged to participate in fraudulent
activity. I request the Authorities to move in IMMEDIATELY to arrest those attempting
to harm and defraud the public by the sale of STOLEN property.

The court of Appeals is included on this email

Clerk of Courts, please file this document and all attachments.  
2. 

mailto:drgreen@myyahoo.com
mailto:drgreen@myyahoo.com
mailto:jspence@lex-co.com
mailto:jspence@lexingtoncounty.sc.gov
mailto:ahhicks@lexingtoncounty.sc.gov
mailto:rdolan@lexingtoncounty.sc.gov
mailto:cseinquire@dss.sc.gov
mailto:james.swick@dss.sc.gov
mailto:info@childadvocate.sc.gov
mailto:wmcleod@lex-co.com
mailto:gfaircloth@lex-co.com
mailto:lcomer@lex-co.com
mailto:mhuggins@lex-co.com
mailto:mhuggins@lexingtoncounty.sc.gov
mailto:lshealy@lex-co.com
mailto:jfdavidson@lex-co.com
mailto:jfdavidson@lex-co.com
mailto:john.kay@hutchenslawfirm.com
mailto:brigitte.dull@hutchenslawfirm.com
mailto:k.gregory.wooten@hutchenslawfirm.com
mailto:alan.stewart@hutchenslawfirm.com
mailto:ashley.stanley@hutchenslawfirm.com
mailto:nweston@richardsonplowden.com
mailto:OCCmail@sccourts.org
mailto:ODCmail@sccourts.org
mailto:maryalice.coker@hutchenslawfirm.com
mailto:sarah.leonard@hutchenslawfirm.com
mailto:djflinchum@sccourts.org
mailto:kshumaker@sccourts.org
mailto:kshumaker@sccourts.org
mailto:methomas@sccourts.org
mailto:sbsmith@sccourts.org
mailto:supctfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:drgreen02@myyahoo.com
mailto:wjmcleodsc@sccourts.org
mailto:wjmcleodsc@sccourts.org
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:drgreen@myyahoo.com



 
January 31, 2025 


Amended Notice of Appeal  Page 1 of 18 
 


 


Amended Notice Of Appeal 
Tracie Mitchem-Green 
PO Box 521 
Yonkers, NY 10710 
8033610602 
 


Case:  
US Bank National Association (PLAINTIFF) vs Tracie L. Green; Cardinal Pines Homeowners’ 
Association, Inc; Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union (DEFENDANTS)  
Lexington County Court of Common Pleas  
CASE# 2022CP3200784 
 
Informa Pauperis Status Verification:  
 


 
 
AMENDMENTS: Removed Lexington County Municipal Court, added Lexington County Circuit Court.  
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Reason To Appeal Judge’s Decision: 
 
Presented to Court on January 28, 2025  


List of issues are as follows (with associated documents submitted for filing listed): 


1 22 25 CD3. PDF, CEASE AND DESIST No. 3 [UPDATED Criminal Complaint, Charges Requested with 


Certificate of Service] (4 pages) 


1.  Discrimination, made to provide court reporter though informa pauperis status. 


2. Fraud, missing/altered documents; printing e-filed documents. 


3. Fraud, suspected association to Federal  


4. Case 3:20cv00054 BJDPDB. 


1 14 25 Response.pdf, DEFENDANT’S REBUTTAL, Motion for Dismissal with Prejudice and Certificate of 


Service (75 pages) 


5. Fraud, Plaintiff did not provide Defense with copy of PLANTIFF’S OBJECTION TO THE 


DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO VACATE JUDGEMENT, FILED JANUARY 13, 2025 1251PM 


6. Fraud, Supreme Court jurisdiction active February 2023 -August 19, 2024. (detailed below) 


7.  Fraud, blatant illegal, unlawful activity ignored. (detailed below) 


8. Fraud, concurrent jurisdiction proper procedure violated as per 15 U.S. Code 3612 and 45 U.S. 


Code 56.(detailed below) 


9. Fraud, court activity ceased while case at District Court and Court of appeals; inconsistent with 


activity that occurred while at Supreme Court of the United States. 


[11 3 24 Defendants’  Proposed Order, entitled MASTER’S ORDER AND JUDGEMENT FOR 


DEFENDANT, (8 pages) based on SC Code 15-36-10 was rejected by Judge Spence] 


10. Fraud, US Bank National intentionally offered COVID-19 Recover Standalone Partial Claim 


instead of COVID-19 Loan Modification as per July 23, 2021, HUD 21-115 Public Release Notice 


Federal Housing Administration Announces Additional COVID-19 Recovery Options for 


Homeowners. US Bank National ignored Defendants’ multiple notices of the same. 


11. Fraud, lawsuit is malicious in intent, filed 14 days after Defense contacted FHA/HUD to assist in 


conflict resolution. 


12. Fraud, 7/13/22 Motion to Change Venue to Federal Jurisdiction; 8/22/22 allegations of perjury, 


mockery of judicial process, state law, and federal law; intentional non-adherence to federal 


guidelines; predatory lending; targeting/malicious intent; federal tampering never addressed by 


Court/Judge Spence.  


13. Multiple Frauds* [“First Summary Judgement Attempt” (just 5 months after filing foreclosure 


lawsuit):  
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a. * 8/3/22, Defendant received US Bank National’s certified Notice of Home Acquisition in 


60 to 90 days, dated July 28, 2022.  


b. 8/3/22, Defendant submitted concern in filing Response to U.S. Bank National Certified 


Mail Letters, Dated July 28, 2022 (1 page).  


c.  *8/20/22, Defendant received a Notice of Foreclosure Hearing before Judge Spence for 


9/13/22, with the said notice being filed 2 days earlier (on August 18, 2022). 


d. 8/22/22, Defendant submitted 95-page “Notice of Home Acquisition” detailing unlawful 


activity. 


e. * 9/1/22, Clerk of Court filed Defendant’s 8/22/22 document (10 days after submitted).  


On same day, US Bank National via Attorney Kay filed a NOTARIZED Attorney Affidavit 


of Fees stating “A hearing was held by the Master, who requires an order to be  


proposed by Plaintiff Counsel.” DEFENDANT WAS NEVER NOTIFIED OF THIS HEARING 


AND NEVER RECEIVED PLAINTIFF PROPOSED ORDER, but did receive Plaintiff’s 7/28/22 


Notice of Pending Acquisition earlier. This indicates said meeting likely occurred in July 


2022, without Defense knowledge or lawful participation. 


f. * 9/13/22 Foreclosure Hearing cancelled, Status Conference held in its place. 


g. *Less than 48 hours later, 9/14/22 1043pm, Judge McLeod struck case from active 


roster, causing direct conflict with Judge Spence directives. 


i. Order for dismissal if not restored to active roster in 180 days due to non-


compliance. 


h. *Case restored to active docket February 2, 2024 (past the 180-day timeframe), with the 


Order restoring to active roster being dated February 28, 2023. 


i. After Defense raised concern, the following occurred:  


i. * 2/25/24, Clerk of Court removed all documents indexed online (i.e. not 


downloadable). 


ii. *Clerk of Court changed name of Defendant’s indexed documents to generic 


labeling, while name of Plaintiff’s documents remained unchanged with detailed 


labeling.  


iii. *Court ignored Defendants’ 3/15/24 Motion to Dismissal with Prejudice due to 


Judge McLeod’s order and simultaneous, concurrency with Federal jurisdictional 


proceedings. Motion hearing’s were not held for Defense motions, only 


Plaintiff’s initiated motions, as 1/24/25 Motion hearing is the second hearing 


Defendant is aware of since the 3/4/22 filing of this case. 


j. *Referral to Master-In-Equity Judge Spence occurred with agreement between Plaintiff 


and Clerk of Court Mona Huggins. Defense never consented to case transfer.  *Court 


never addressed this concern, though requested by Defense.  


14. Fraud, Clerk of Court filed Defendant’s Motion to Move to Inactive Roster, dated 2/6/24, six 


days later, on 2/12/24; whereas Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgement was filed and 


indexed on 2/7/24. 


15. Fraud, Judge Spence reminded of pending Federal proceedings (RICO case, Supreme Court 


Notice of Removal); Plaintiff breeching FHA/HUD COVID-19 guidelines, multiple “Summary 
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Judgement” attempts; partial treatment with Clerk of Court (missing documents; altered 


documents; electronically filed documents not electronically filed). 


16. Fraud, 1 14 25 Defendants Motion for Dismissal with prejudice ignored by Court. 


[11 18 24 Response email correspondence, entitled Notice to Cease and Desist/Motion to Reconsider 


[detailing errors noted in Judge Spence 11 14 24 Judgement Order for Foreclosure], requesting 


correction ignored.  


17. Multiple Frauds*, Judge Spence Judgement Order document continued to be profiled publicly 


until January 24, 2025, despite Defendant’s notifications.  


a. *Page 2 of Judge Spence Judgement Order states Defendant failed to show up for 


Summary Judgment Hearing, but fails to mention Defense present via phone(even 


speaking with Judge Spence directly) due to Court refusal to acknowledge the notice of 


restraining order issued by Defense, limiting ability to be in person because of safety 


concerns. 


i. Defendant details barring by Judge Spence in the Notice to Cease and 


Desist/Motion to Reconsider document, though Defense still attempted to 


attend due to Judge Spence not honoring the notice of restraining order.  


ii. *Court ignores and fails to intervene in Defense report of persistent filing issues 


with Clerk of Court, fraudulently filed Summary Judgement by Plaintiff, mail 


fraud concerns, motion to reconsider judgement. Motion hearing was not 


scheduled.  


[1 6 25 CEASE AND DESIST No. 2 [Criminal Complaint, Charges Requested with Certificate of Service]  


18. Fraud, details Judge Spence operating on case actively being evaluated by Federal court despite 


repeated notifications from Defense (as discussed above) 


19. Fraud, details Judge Spence3/29/24 permitting Zoom attendance to Summary Judgement 


Hearing then changing his mind, knowing it would bar Defendant’s attendance, due to out-of-


state residency, safety concerns, and financial limitation.  


a. Fraud, this was doubled as Judge Spence stated all outstanding motions would be heard. 


Thus, Judge Spence knowing majority of the motions were Defendant-derived, gives rise 


to possible reason Defendant was barred from 6.21.24 Summary Judgement Hearing by 


Judge Spence.  


20. Fraud, court documents do not indicate that anyone, including Judge Spence, ever contacted 


law enforcement given the multiple reports of targeting, criminal activity, and harm reported by 


the Defense.  


21. Fraud, Defense request for Judge Spence to assist in getting June 14, 2024 submitted document 


filed and indexed online by Clerk of Court never addressed to Defense’s knowledge. 


In Summary, Pursuant to SC Code Title 14 Chapter 11 and Rule 60 of the SC Rules of Civil Procedure, the 


Court errored by not vacating the November 14, 2024, judgement for foreclosure with prejudice due to 


fraud, misrepresentation or other misconduct of listed and unlisted adverse parties in this case as 


detailed above.  
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Communication with the Court on January 30, 2025 at 5:56am 


Good Morning: 
 
1. Judge Spence, have you ruled yet? I have not been notified however, I notice US Bank filed a 
Master Order 1.29 25 1636, which appears to indicate your judgement remains with the Plaintiff?  
 
PLEASE PROFILE JUDGE SPENCE RULING ONLINE. 
 
2. Public Index  shows multiple filings but NO documents are indexed. I repeat, ALL 
DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN REMOVED.  
 
 https://publicindex.sccourts.org/lexington/publicindex/ filings  
 
CLERK OF COURT, PLEASE RETURN ALL DOCUMENTS ONLINE.  
 


Judge Spence’s 13-page order for the Plaintiff (denying Motion to Vacate Judgement for 


foreclosure),  was delivered via email at 1131am with a confidentiality clause instead of being 


indexed online as previous orders, despite this  order being in response to a public hearing. A 


Request for Production is being issued.   
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Communication with the Supreme Court of the United States 
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[Redacted privacy notice] 
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Here is 1 6 25 CCCR.pdf (Page 1), Cease and Desist No. 2 [Criminal Complaint, Charges 


Requested with Certificate of Service] 







 
January 31, 2025 


Amended Notice of Appeal  Page 12 of 18 
 


 







 
January 31, 2025 


Amended Notice of Appeal  Page 13 of 18 
 


 


Here is 1 19 25 SCOTUS CCCR.pdf (Page 1) , PRELIMINARY Criminal Complaint, Charges 


Requested with Certificate of Service: 
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Here are the most recent mailings, which includes an emergency motion to vacate and request 
time extension to file writ of certiorari, originally mailed December 3, 2024 and December 30, 
2024, respectively: 
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Verification of Federal Documents Returned to Supreme Court of the United States  


 


As stated in January 24, 2025 notification above, document were returned exactly as 


received (rubber-banded), with addition of January 19, 2025 CEASE AND DESIST 


[PRELIMINARY Criminal Complaint, Charges Requested with Certificate of Service] (39 


pages). NOTE: Supreme Court of the United States January 2, 2025 Letter with June 13, 2024 


and April 4, 2024 letters (3 pages total) not included in documents returned to the superior Court.  
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Attachments:  


12 2 24 V  AppendixFINALwith POS.pdf 


12 2 24 V FINAL.pdf 


12 14 24 MET WITHOUT IFP.pdf 


1 31 25 RFP.pdf 


 


Certificate of Service 


Lexington County Municipal  Circuit Court, State & Federal Agents/Agencies, SC Attorney 


General Office, SC Law Enforcement Division (SLED), SC Assessors Office, SC DSS, SC DSS 


Attorney, SC Child Advocacy Group, South Carolina Department of Children Advocacy, 


Lexington County Courthouse [Your Honors James Spence, William McLeod, Gail Faircloth, 


Lisa Cromer, Mona Huggins, L. Shealy, Joy Davidson]; Counsel for US Bank National 


[Attorney Kay, K. Gregory Wooten, Alan Stewart, Ashley Stanley, Mary Alice Coker, Sarah 


Leonard, Bridgette Dull]; and Counsel for Co-Defendant Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union 


[Attorney Weston], Office of Disciplinary Counsel; Commission on Judicial Conduct; 


Commission on Lawyer Conduct and South Carolina Supreme Court are recipients of this 


Amended Notice of Appeal.] 


 


 


 


________________________     __January 31, 2025__ 


Tracie Mitchem-Green       Date 


Victim/Owner of 123 Cardinal Pines Drive, Lexington SC 29073 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  IN THE FAMIY COURT 11TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON  ONGOING SUPPORT 


South Carolina Department of Social Services (PLAINTIFF) vs Kory J. Green 
DOCKET NO. 2009DR3200721 


CASE ID: 0791562 
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON  NON-JURY MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE 


US Bank National Association (PLAINTIFF) vs Tracie L. Green; Cardinal Pines Homeowners’ 
Association, Inc; Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union (DEFENDANTS) 


CASE# 2022CP3200784 
 


 


Request for Production with Certificate of Service 


Tracie Mitchem-Green, hereby requests Lexington County Courthouse, Lexington County Courthous 


Clerk of Court, Plaintiff, associated entities, and any other agency or person in receipt of this request to 


produce the following that are in their possession or otherwise available.  This production shall take place 


within thirty days from sending this request. 


Instructions: "Document" means any written, sketch/graphic, or other means of thought/expression and all 


touchable items from which information can be derived, including the originals and all copies, including, 


but not limited to: messages, correspondence, notes, letters, fax, or other communications; inter-/intra-


office calls, notes, reports, printed material, worksheets, receipts, printouts, financial reports, affidavits, 


contracts, releases; any other records or representations of any kind (including, without limitation, 


photographs, microfilm, videotape, records and motion pictures) and electronic, mechanical or electrical 


records or representations of any kind (tapes, cassettes, discs and records, etc); and any and all drafts, 


modifications, changes of any of the above mentioned. "All documents" indicate those known of or able to 


obtain through reasonable diligent effort.  All electronic documents should be provided in the exact same 


format, with headings and metadata preserved. 


The time period covered by this request is February 1, 2024 through the present. 


Requested Documents 


 


• Any and all documents regarding and/or associated with/to Case ID 2022CP3200784 US Bank 


National Association (PLAINTIFF) vs Tracie L. Green; Cardinal Pines Homeowners’ 


Association, Inc; Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union (DEFENDANTS). 


NOTE: At trial , this Defendant will object to the introduction of any document or related objection 


which is not produced and to any evidence which has not been revealed through this Request for 


Production. NOTE 2: Requested documents may be electronically sent to Defendant at 


drgreen@myyahoo.com or mailed to mailing address: PO Box 521, 1585 Central Park Avenue, Yonkers, 


NY 10710. Defendant’s Notice and Privacy Notice, previously provided, regarding electronic 


transmissions remain in effect. 


 


Thank you. 


________________________      ____1/31/25______ 


Tracie Mitchem-Green, Defendant      Date 
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No ________________ 


 


IN THE  


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


 


 


Tracie L. Green — PETITIONER 


vs. 


US Bank National et al — RESPONDENT(S) 


 


ON PETITIONS FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI 


 TO  


Lexington County Courthouse in South Carolina  


 


Petitioner Application to Extend Time To File Petition For Writ of Certiorari 


 


without prepayment of costs and to proceed in forma pauperis. 


 


 


 


December 14, 2024 


 


 


 


 


Signature 


 







 


 


 







 


 







 


 







 


 







 







 


12/14/24 Addendum:  


1. Income $3653.85 bi-weekly. 


2. Child age 18 


3. Motor vehicle insurance $380 


4. Retirement loan approx $85 


5. I am residing at a homeless shelter.  


 







Tracie Mitchem-Green 


 


9. As allotted by the demands of both State of South Carolina foreclosure case 


(No. 2022CP3200784, US Bank National Association vs. Tracie Green, et al) 


and these Supreme Court of the United States cases (23-1176 and 23-6591, 


Tracie Green vs US Bank National Association), I desire to increase my 


income.  


 


With the assistance of social services, I expect to secure an apartment.   
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IN THE  


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


 


 


Tracie L. Green — PETITIONER 


vs. 


US Bank National et al — RESPONDENT(S) 


 


ON WRITS OF CERTIORARI 


  TO  


Lexington County Courthouse in South Carolina  


 


Petitioner Application to Extend Time To File Petition For Writ of Certiorari 


 


 


DECEMBER 14, 2024 


 


TRACIE MITCHEM-GREEN 


ProSe Petitioner 


PO Box 521, 1585 Central Park Avenue, Yonkers, NY 10710 


drgreen@myyahoo.com 


803-361-0602 
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IN THE  


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


 


 


Tracie L. Green — PETITIONER 


vs. 


US Bank National et al — RESPONDENT(S) 


 


ON WRITS OF CERTIORARI 


 TO 


Lexington County Courthouse in South Carolina  


 


Petitioner Application to Extend Time To File Petition For Writ of Certiorari 


 


 


 


 Pursuant to Court’s Rule 13 and 21, this Petitioner respectfully requests this Court to 


grant a 60 day extension of time [until February 12, 2025] to file a writ of certiorari— before a 


full member Court—to appeal the Judgement Order for foreclosure from Lexington County 


Courthouse, issued on November 14, 2024; halting foreclosure activity until review and 


disposition of this case. Although this Court permits writs of certiorari to be filed within 90 


days, this action is requested due to Respondent issuing a Notice of Acquisition within 60 to 90 


days since the issuance of the November 14, 2024 Judgement Order. In addition, several motions 


in associated case No. 23-6591, Tracie Green v US Bank National, remain before this Court.   


As discussed in the June 7, 2024, Petition for Rehearing to the Writ of Certiorari to 


US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit:  


1 







Although instructed by HUD/FHA, US Bank National Association failed to comply with the 


latter two steps: determininng the appropriate assistance option, and assisting this Petitioner 


in completing the selected option… After receiving notice of a Partial Claim Approval and 


experiencing a concerning telephone encounter with a US Bank National representative, this 


Petitioner sent the following email to US Bank National Association on October 24, 2021 


requesting more information… Again, US Bank National Association failed to comply with 


HUD/FHA guidelines by not providing the requested assistance.  After conducting self-


initiated research into Partial Claims Approval, this Petitioner uncovered US Bank National 


error as this Petitioner indeed did not qualify for the COVID-19 Recovery Standalone Partial 


Claim, as she was unable to resume making current monthly mortgage payments as specified 


in HUD 21-115, dated July 23, 2021, Public Release  Notice  entitled “Federal Housing 


Administration Announces Additional COVID-19 Recovery Options for Homeowners”… 


Enlightened, this Petitioner emailed US Bank National Association on November 9, 2021, 


requesting a COVID-19 Loan Modification… After receiving a request to submit another 


Mortgage Assistance Application on the same day, this Petitioner emailed US Bank National 


on February 14th and 15th requesting clarification of the need to submit another application 


and requesting again COVID-19 loan modification due to not qualifying for the partial claim 


as outlined by the HUD/FHA… Again, US Bank National Association did not respond; that is, 


until this Petitioner received the March 4, 2022 Foreclosure summons. 


REASONS FOR GRANTING AN EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE WRIT OF CERTORARI TO 
SOUTH CAROLINA LEXINGTON COUNTY COURTHOUSE  


 


The time to file a Petition for a Writ of Certiorari should be extended for 60 days—until 


February 12, 2025—to appeal the Judgement Order for foreclosure from Lexington County  


2 







Courthouse issued on November 14, 2024. Applicable reasons include the following:  


1. There is evidence that US Bank National intended malicious harm from the 


beginning of its pursuit of foreclosure. As discussed in the multiple court 


documents, including but not limited to the Writ of Certiorari to US District Court of 


South Carolina  and US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit; Petition for 


Rehearing; Supplemental Brief, Stay Return to South Carolina,  and Notice of 


Removal, U.S. Bank National Association failed to use ordinary care in processing 


the Mortgage Assistance Program Applcation; failed to follow guidelines  as 


mandated by HUD/FHA;  repeated requests for completion of additional Mortgage 


Assistance Program Applications appears to have be an attempt to cover the above 


stated failures; August 2022 acqusition of this Petitioner’s  home  without due 


process all undersore  US Bank National Associations underlying intention was to 


harm, harass, and violate this Petitioners rights by pursuing a frivlous foreclosure. 


2. An extension of time will not cause prejudice to Respondents, as this Court would 


likely grant at least one of the motions pending, regardless whether an extension is 


grant. In addition, an extension will ensure Respondent will not need to prepare a 


brief in opposition during the Christmas holidays. 
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Conclusion 


 For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner respectfully requests that the time to 


file the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari for this case be extended 60 days, until 


February 25, 2025, halting foreclosure activity until review and disposition of this 


case.  


Respectfully submitted, 


Tracie Mitchem-Green 


December 14, 2024                 ProSe Petitioner 


P.O. Box 521, 1585 Central Park Ave, Yonkers, NY 10710 


(803) 361-0602; Email: drgreen@myyahoo.com 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


4 








Page 1 of 9   
 


No 23-1176  


And 


No. 2 3 - 6 5 9 1  


( l i n k e d  t o  2 3 A 8 8 8 )  


 


 


IN THE  


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


 


 


Tracie L. Green — PETITIONER 


vs. 


US Bank National et al — RESPONDENT(S) 


 


ON WRITS OF CERTIORARI 


 TO US District Court of South Carolina (No. 23-1176) 


AND 


 


TO US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (No. 23-6591) 


 


 


EMERGENCY MOTION WITH RELIEF REQUESTED BY DECEMBER 17, 2024: 


MOTION TO VACATE THE JUDGEMENTS OF THE US DISTRICT COURT OF 


SOUTH CAROLINA, US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT; AND 


THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES AND REMAND; AND HOLD ALL 


FURTHER ACTION IN ABEYANCE PENDING DISPOSITION OF THIS MOTION 


[WITH APPENDIX] 


 


 


DECEMBER 2, 2024 


 


TRACIE MITCHEM-GREEN 


ProSe Petitioner 


PO Box 521, 1585 Central Park Avenue, Yonkers, NY 10710 


drgreen@myyahoo.com 


803-361-0602 


 


 


 


 


 


 







Page 2 of 9   
 


No 23-1176  


And 


No. 2 3 - 6 5 9 1  


( l i n k e d  t o  2 3 A 8 8 8 )  


 


 


IN THE  


SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 


 


 


Tracie L. Green — PETITIONER 


vs. 


US Bank National et al — RESPONDENT(S) 


 


ON WRITS OF CERTIORARI 


 TO US District Court of South Carolina (No. 23-1176) 


AND 


 


TO US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (No. 23-6591) 


 


 


EMERGENCY MOTION WITH RELIEF REQUESTED BY DECEMBER 17, 2024: 


MOTION TO VACATE THE JUDGEMENTS OF THE US DISTRICT COURT OF 


SOUTH CAROLINA, US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT; AND 


THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES AND REMAND; AND HOLD ALL 


FURTHER ACTION IN ABEYANCE PENDING DISPOSITION OF THIS MOTION 


[WITH APPENDIX] 


 


 


 


 Pursuant to this Court’s Rule 21.2(b) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b), this 


Petitioner respectfully moves that the Court vacate the judgments of the district court, the court 


of appeals; this court and remand to this most superior judicial body—before a full member 


Court; and hold all further action in abeyance pending the Court’s disposition of this motion. 


These actions are requested by December 17, 2024 due to Respondent issuing a Notice of 


Acquisition within 60 to 90 days.  
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These cases concern actions by Tracie L Green (hereafter “Petitioner”) to transfer to federal 


jurisdiction the contested foreclosure summons and complaint initiated by US Bank National 


Association (hereafter “Respondent”) on March 4, 2022. With at least two motions from this 


Petitioner still pending before this court—Motion to Stay Return to South Carolina, with transfer 


of State Level Proceeding to Federal Jurisdiction for the Petitioner; and Notice of Removal— 


since March 26, 2024, and June 24, 2024, respectively, this current motion is complementary. 


Responses to all outstanding motions are respectfully requested.  


Respondent has repeatedly exhibited non-compliance with court rules, including violating 


Rule 26 (a)(1)(a)(ii) “…a party must…provide to the other parties a copy…of all 


documents…that the disclosing party has in its possession, custody, or control and may use to 


support its claims or defenses…” Moreover, Lexington County Courthouse November 14, 2024 


Judgment Order verifies that Respondent federal responses were made and provided to the 


appeals court as well as this Court.  


I find that since the inception of this action, Respondent…attorney Firm has been responsible 


for the preparation of … pleadings in federal court where the Defendant sought to move the 


state court foreclosure case to federal court, including appeals to the Fourth Circuit Court of 


Appeals and the Supreme Court of the United States of America. 


However, either Respondent’s federal responses were not timely received or never received by 


this Petitioner, which is a violation of the rules of civil procedure. 


1. On February 10, 2023, this Petitioner submitted a Notice of Appeal to the District Court 


of South Carolina. Between February 14-15, 2023, the district court submitted appeal 


documents to US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit; these documents were 


resubmitted by this Petitioner as per said Court’s request. On April 10, 2023, this 


Petitioner notified US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit that a reply to the Informal 


Brief was not received from Respondent. The courts’ response letter confirmed that as of 
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April 14, 2023 Respondent reply had not been received. Since court rules require a 


response within 14 days, the Respondents reply was due March 1, 2024 at the latest, 


making the Respondents alleged March 13, 2023 submission untimely. In addition, 


Respondent did not mail this Petitioner a copy of the reply until April 17, 2023, which is 


a violation of the rules of civil procedure.  Although the purpose for the appeals court 


request for this Petitioner to resubmit the Informal Brief remains unclear, however, the 


second copy was mailed on March 26, 2023.  Despite this Petitioner June 3, 2023 


notification to the appeals court that criminal derailment activities were underway, the 


Appeals Court for the Fourth Circuit dismissed the case because the court lacked 


jurisdiction. Again, because the Appeals Court for the Fourth Circuit court lacked 


jurisdiction, the case was dismissed—on October 2, 2023-on the same day as this Court 


denied case 23-1176 being filed under seal—never addressing the derailment notification. 


According to federal rules, a court cannot involve itself in a case it has no jurisdiction 


over; thus the Fourth Circuit violated federal law. 


2. Simultaneously, on October 2, 2023, this Court denied the Writ of Certiorari to the US 


District Court of South Carolina being filed under seal (filed on July 23, 2023, case 23-


1176). The pleading was timely resubmitted on multiple occasions, with sealing 


ultimately removed (last submission dated December 13, 2023); however, the clerk of 


court at the Supreme Court of the United States declined further processing and never 


filed or docketed to resubmitted pleading. This is a violation of court rules. 


3. With the same federal clerk of court returning this Petitioner’s Motion to Remove Court 


Official mailed on January 22, 2024, the clerk then assigned a different case number, now 


23-6591, to the final revision of the Writ of Certiorari to the US Court of Appeals for the 
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Fourth Circuit.  This pleading was submitted on December 26, 2023, received by this 


court on December 28, 2023, but not filed until January 26, 2024, which is a violation of 


court rules. [It is of importance to note that a copy of this same motion  was submitted on 


January 17, 2024  709am to Lexington County clerk of court, but not filed until February 


12, 2024]. All said occurrences are unlawful and violates standard procedural rules as 


well as federal law. An investigation is required. 


4. In the submitted February 22, 2024 Supplemental Brief with Appendix, this Petitioner 


discussed that despite multiple copies of this Courts Waiver Form being provided and/or 


attempted to be provided to Respondent, Respondent never provided a reply nor were any 


associated documents ever provided to this Petitioner. Despite Respondent’s non-


compliance to court order, this Petitioner submitted a Reply to Brief in Opposition to this 


Court nevertheless. 


Records do not appear to indicate if Respondant ever filed a pleading with the District Court 


of South Carolina. 


 


Judicial Compromise and Criminal Activity 


 The institution of the judicial system in the United States of America remains intact and 


honorable, and should be revered; however, there is clear evidence of judicial compromise and 


criminal activity with cases 23-1176 and 23-6591, in which this court is well able to 


acknowledge and resolve: 


1. There is no record known to this Petitioner of the US District Court of South Carolina 


ever reporting the targeting experiences and judicial comprise events reported by this 


Petitioner. Investigation is required. 
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2. Although the Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit indicated the US Marshalls was 


notified of the suspected mail tampering, this Petitioner was never interviewed by the 


said law enforcement agency regarding the occurrence. In addition, the said court never 


addressed the discrepancy regarding the alleged untimely [twelve (12) day deficient] 


submission of the Respondents reply brief, the said Courts admission that the reply brief 


had not been received, nor why the said court requested this Petitioner to submit the 


Informal Brief again, after having received it and it also apparently being available in 


Public Access to Court Electronic Records (PACER).  These occurrences display the 


criminal activity the said court was warned about by this Petitioner. Investigation is 


needed to determine which personnel violated judicial procedure and federal law(s). 


In his November 14, 2024 Judgement Order, Judge James Spence confirmed Respondent 


submitted reply pleadings to the federal courts, including the Supreme Court of the United 


States. How is this possible, with this Petitioner not receiving the same documents, particularly 


to this highest superior Court?  Investigation is required. 


In a November 6, 2024 941am electronic admission, Respondent reassured the Lexington 


County Courthouse that there was not a Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations (RICO) 


case as reported by this Petitioner. However, this Petitioner’s conversation with the US Court of 


Appeals for the Second Circuit on October 25, 2024 proved otherwise by verifying jurisdiction 


of the said court.  The reason for the extreme delay in processing of the RICO case remains 


unclear; investigation is needed. How could the Respondent reassure Lexington County 


Courthouse regarding the validity of the RICO case without unlawful inside knowledge? 


Investigation is required. 


In addition, while awaiting this Courts decision on the Notice of Removal, and Motion to 
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Stay Return to South Carolina, with transfer of State Level Proceeding to Federal Jurisdiction for 


the Petitioner, Lexington County Courthouse ruled for the Respondant, initating foreclosure on 


this Petitioners home.  However, three ergregious errors—guardian ad litem, attorney 


appointment, and attendance to motion hearing— were noted with Lexington County Court 


citing this Petitioners lack of attendance to the motion hearing directly impacting the decision 


making process.  This error by the said Court is refuted in this Petitioner’s June 21, 2024 


submitted document where she details a conversation with Judge James Spence in which he 


denied this Petitioner access to the Motion Hearing, despite receiving notice of the restraining 


order filed against him. Moreover, the state-level Summary Judgement Motion Hearing was 


occurring simultaneously to federal proceedings in this court, the Supreme Court of the United 


States; such activity is unlawful and a violation of standard procedure.  


In response to the ergregious errors within the Judgement Order, this Petitioner issued  a 


Notice to Cease and Desist/Motion to Reconsider on December 18, 2024.  Neither the Supreme 


Court of South Carolina, The Office of Disciplinary Counsel, The Office of Judicial Conduct, 


The Commission on Lawyer conduct, and nor the Lexington County Courthouse have provided a 


response as of the date of this filing.   This is further  evidence of repetitive racketerring activity 


involving multiple persons including but not limited to the Respondent, Lexington County 


Clerks of Court, and Judge James Spence.  A federal investigation is required to determine if the 


reason the state court refuses to correct the ergregioous errors is inclusive of the following; 


1. To assist in Lexington County further covering the unlawful withholding of child support 


payments as detailed in the March 26, 2024 Motion still pending before this court?  Also, 


is this the reason Lexington County has refused to transfer this Petitioner’s child support 


case to New York State, despite multiple requests? Now having cancelled the child 
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support order as of November 15, 2024, just one day after the Judgement Order in the 


state foreclosure case was issued. 


2. To cover the individual(s) at this federal court responsible for appointing this Petitioner a 


defunk attorney’s office without this Petitioner’s permission, causing further finanacial 


and emotional harm? 


The criminal activity occuring at the state-level has been disclosed to all said courts; a 


response is still pending. In 2022, this Petitioner received a Notice of Home Acquitision from 


Respondent, dated July 28, 2022, via certified delivery with United States Postal Service without 


the said document being notified with Lexington County Courthouse. On August 24, 2022, this 


Petitioner mailed a 95-page response detailing the criminal activity occurring, including the 


unlawful home acquisiton. According to the postal service, the document was received by the 


Court on August 25, 2022 1021am, but the document was not filed until September 1, 2022 


801am. Filed on the same day, however, was the Respondent’s Affadavit of Attorney Fees, 


Number 4 Section A “Nature, Extent, and Difficulty of Legal Services Rendered”, Respondent 


admits to attending a hearing held by the Master, that this Petitioner was not notified to attend.  


Investigation is required to determine if Respondent, the Lexington County Clerks of Court, and 


Judge James Spence were attempting to conseal the criminal attempt to steal this Petitioner’s 


home without due process. 


  Although this information was provided to multiple courts as well as the same case 


documents being available through the PACER service,  the criminal activity has yet to be 


discussed by any said court—which is evidentuary of judicial compromise. Moreover, this 


evidence appears to show multiple individuals at state and federal level confederate in 


participation to violate standard judicial procedure while committing criminal offenses including 
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but not limited to mortgage fraud and mail fraud all of which are federal offenses. Investigation 


is required.  


This Petitioner respectfully submits that the appropriate course of action for the Court in such 


compromising circumstances is to vacate the judgments of all lower courts and this Court and 


remand. Both cases, 23-1176 and 23-6591, should be remanded to this Court, the Supreme Court 


of the United States, with instructions to hold all further action in abeyance pending this Court’s 


disposition of this motion (including Lexington County Courthouse current foreclosure 


proceeding).  


The integrity of these cases is negligible outside of this court. The gravity of these cases 


is too substantial to be decided in lower courts. Furthermore, this court is the final jurisdictional 


court capable of intervening and vacating the beforementioned judgements. 


Due to the foregoing reasons, this Court should grant this Petitioner’s motion to vacate 


the judgments of all lower courts; and this court, remanding both cases to this most superior 


judicial body—before a full member Court; and hold all further action in abeyance pending the 


Court’s disposition of this and all remaining motions. These actions are requested by December 


17, 2024 due to Respondent issuing a Notice of Acquisition within 60 to 90 days pursuant to the 


November 14, 2024 Judgement Order by Lexington County Courthouse granting foreclosure.  


 


Respectfully submitted, 


Tracie Mitchem-Green 


December 2, 2024                 ProSe Petitioner 


P.O. Box 521, 1585 Central Park Ave, Yonkers, NY 10710 


(803) 361-0602; Email: drgreen@myyahoo.com 












 


 


EMERGENCY MOTION WITH RELIEF REQUESTED BY DECEMBER 17, 2024: 


MOTION TO VACATE THE JUDGEMENTS OF THE US DISTRICT COURT OF 


SOUTH CAROLINA, US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT; AND 


THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES AND REMAND; AND HOLD ALL 


FURTHER ACTION IN ABEYANCE PENDING DISPOSITION OF THIS MOTION 


[WITH APPENDIX] 
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