From: Dr. Green

To: Dr. Green; Spence, James O.; Judge James Spence; GAIL FAIRCLOTH; Joy Davidson; Lisa Comer; Mona Denise
Huggins; wmcleod@lex-co.com; Mona Huggins; Misty M. Alewine; John S. Kay; Brigitte B. Dull; Gregory Wooten;
alan.stewart@hutchenslawfirm.com; Ashley Stanley; Mary Alice Coker; Sarah O. Leonard; Tiffanie Watson;
Mcleod, Walton Secretary (Kimberly Livingston); Nelson Weston; Leslie Shealy

Cc: Court Of Appeals Filings; OCCmail; ODCmail
Subject: Re: Filing

Date: Sunday, March 23, 2025 11:03:28 PM
Attachments: 3 23 25 WC4th (NO IFP or Letter) COMPLETE.pdf

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

32325

Good Evening:
Please see the attached, 3 23 25 WC4th (NO IFP or Letter) COMPLETE.pdf (86 pages)

NOTE: Law Enforcement is included on this email.
Respectfully, Tracie

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these e-mail
transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the

transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the safety/veracity of any
information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes allrisk associated with the use of this e-
mail transmission and agree that Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim,
or damage that may result from

your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via e-mail. Privacy
Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain information that is protected from
disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is otherwise privileged or confidential. This
communication is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.
If you are not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby

notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message is strictly prohibited
and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may subject you to civil and/or criminal
penalties. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by
telephone and delete

this message.

On Fri, Mar 21, 2025 at 7:10 AM, Dr. Green
<drgreen@myyahoo.com> wrote:

3.21.25

Dear SC Court of Appeals:

Your 3.18.25 Letter of Dismissal signed by Deputy Clerk Catherine Harrison was received.
I object and Appeal as the below correspondence and attached 2.25.25 Response document
verify your silence to the Defense proper and timely submissions to your Court. Be advised
that any action on my property or any assets is illegal and considered theft and a threat.
Please review the submissions below.
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No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Traciel. Green — PETITIONER

VS,

U5 Bank National Associatior . .. — RESPONDENT(S]

MOTION FORLEAVE TO FROCEED IN FORMA FAUPERIS

The petitloner asks leave to flle the attached petition for a writ of
certiorari without prepayment of costs and to proceed in forma pauperis.

Petitioner has previously been granted leave to proceed in forma
pauperis in the following court(s):
Lexington County Courthouse
US District Court of South Carolina
US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit

Petitioner’s affidavit or declaration in support of this motion is attached hereto.

A copy of the order of appointment is appended.

[Signature)





L Tracke Sichwon-Graen, being ey Twoem, SIane hat | am he Defendant and that | do not Bae e Tunds.
mnmmmﬂmummmmlmmmm@mmm
arutl prosose grderoanent Oroers B e wihoul tost o me.

e g o ’3'", oty of L
wliliip. 2~ A

Moty Pl o
My Comemissian : -‘T“““‘-t w3

N DRDER
mhmnmm
o Lesw o denied to proceed i g pluperis, This case will be dismissed witbot further coder of the

ot f the filing foe and dssocisled costs are NOC paid an or bedare
20 [Family Court Cmiy)

' D
Dase: M#‘:j’ I{ 7T —
Trtaye

i1 -

NOTICE TO PLAINTEFF: Tha Coawt may assess costs against aithor pary at hesring.

Cushprhekizrs=t |if appplicatsinl

SCCA &G (17 2005)

PRLOOZECDZZOENISYD - SYTE NOWINDD - NOLENDG -+ INY 806 21 A8 2202 - OF W4 ATIVOINO|LOTS





No.

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Tracie L. Green — PETITIONER
VS.

US Bank National Association et al — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI BEFORE JUDGEMENT UNDER RULE 11
AND A REQUEST FOR AN IMMEDIATE STAY
Tracie Mitchem-Green
ProSe Defendant
P.O. Box 521
Yonkers, NY 10710
(803) 361-0602
Email: drgreen@myyahoo.com

March 23, 2025
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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Stated Issue: Invoking Rule 11, the facts will show that U.S. Bank National, with the assistance
of accomplices, orchestrated and executed a plan to steal property under the guise of foreclosure.
The question presented is:
1. Are the elements of fraud satisifed in this foreclosure case (specifically, was and is there
a scheme to defraud, intent to defraud, a material false statement(s), reliance by victim on

those statement(s), and resulting damages)?

LIST OF PARTIES

All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of all
parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

e John Doe
e Jane Doe

RELATED CASES

US Bank National Association v Tracie Green. No 25-1169. US Court of Appeals for the Fourth

Circuit, Final Judgment pending.

US Bank National Association v Tracie Green. No 3:22-cv-04215-SAL. US District Court of the

District of South Carolina. Final Judgment entered February 18, 2025.





US Bank National Association v Tracie Green. No 2022CP3200784. Lexington County

Courthouse. Final Judgment Pending.
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IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED
STATES PETITION FOR WRIT OF
CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfull}r prays that a writ of certiorar issue to review the Judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW
Federal Court

The opinion of the United States Court of Appeals is pending.

The opinion of the United States District Court of South Carolina appears at
Appendix B and publishing is unknown.

State Court
The opinion of the SC Court of Appeals appears at Appendix C and

publishing is unknown.

The final opinion of Lexington County Courthouse is pending. Initial

opinions appears at Appendix [ and publishing is unknown.

JURISDICTION
Federal courts:
The date is pending on which the United States Court of Appeals
will decide on this case. The jurisdiction of this Court is

expressly invoked under Kule 11 and 28 1. 5. C. § 125401).
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The date on which the United States District Court of South
Carolina decided this case was February 18, 2025. A copy
of that decision appears at Appendix B.
The jurisdiction of this Court is expressly invoked under Rule
11 and 2B U. 5. C. § 1254(1).

State courts:

The date on which the South Carolina Court of Appeals decided
this case was March 18, 2025. A copy of that
decision appears at Appendix C. The
jurisdiction of this Court is expressly invoked under Rule 11

and 23 UL 5. C. §1254(1).

The dates on which the Lexington County Courthouse issued initial
decisions on this case were November 14, 2024 and January 29,
2025; transfer to Federal Jurisdiction is in process. See Appendix
0. The jurisdiction of the Court is expressly invoked under

Rule 11 and 28 U. 5. C. §1254(1).

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS
INVOLVED

Constitution, Fourteenth Amendment, Section 1;

Na siate shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or Inimunities
of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of Iife, liberty, ar
property, without due process of law, nor deny any person within its jurisdiction the

equal proveciion of the laws,
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Federal Rule of Civil Procedure &0-

ja} Carrections Based an Clerical Mistakes: Oversights and Omissions. The court may
covrrect 8 clerical misiake or a mistake arising from oversight or omission whenever ane
Is found in the judgmeny, order, or other part of the record. The court may do so on
motion or on iis own, with or without notice. But after an appeal has been docketed In
the appellate court and while it is pending, such a mistake may be corrected only with the
appeliale courd s leave,

b} Grounds for Relief from a Final Jedgment, Order, or Proceeding. On motion and fust
terms, the court may relieve a party or ifs legal represemiative from a final judgment,
arder, or proceeding for the following reasons: (1} mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or
excusable neglect; (2) newly discovered evidence that, with reasonable diligence, could
nat have been discovered in time to mave for a new trial under Bule 59¢8); (3) fraud
(whether previousiy called Intrinsic or extrinsic), misrepresentation, or mis conduct by
an oppasing party; (4) the judgement is vaid, (5} the judgement has been satisfied,
released or discharged; it is based on an eariier judgment that has been reversed or
vacated: or applying it prospectively is no longer equitable; ar {any other reasan that
Jusiifies relief.

{ ¢ ) Timing and Effect of the Mation. (1) Timing. A motlon under Rule 60 (b} must be
made within a reasonable time—and for reasans (1), (2), and (3) no more than a year
after the entry of the judgment or order ar the date of the proceeding.

{d} Other Powers fo Grant Relief. This rule does not limit a court’s power fo: (1}
erfertain an independent aciion to relieve a party from a judgmend, order, or proceeding,
(3] set aside a judgment for fraud on the court.

Title V1I Civil Rights Act of 1964:

. Prohibits dizscrimination on the basis of race, colov, and national origin in programs
and activitles receiving federal financial assisiance.

As President John F. Kennedy said in 1963
Simpie jusfice requires that public funds, fo which all taxpayers of all races
feodors, and national origing| contribure, not be spent in any fashion which
encourages, entrenches, subsidizes or results in racial {color ar national origing

discriminaiian.,

if & recepient of federal assistance is found to have discriminated and voluntary
comnpiance camnot be achieved, the federal agency providing the assistance showid elther

infiiate funding fermination proceedings or refere the matter to the Department af Jusiice
Sor appopriate legal action.... Title VI inkibits intentional discrimination... "—
Department of Justice

1.5 Department of Housing and Urban Development (Washington, DC) [April 11, 2022 Letter]
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FHA requires your martgage servicer fo review vour situatiaon, defermine wiich
assistance apdian you are eligible for, and then help yau o complede the aption.

HUD 21-115, dated July 23, 2021, Public Belease Motice entitled “Federal Housing
Administration Announces Additional COVID-19 Recovery Options for Homeowners:

For homeowners who can resume making their existing momhly morigage paymenis,
FHA has revised & COVID-I9 Recovery Standalone Paviial Claim . COFID-19
Recovery Modification, for homeowners wilo cannot resume making their current
meily morigage payvmends_ The COFID-18 Pre-foreclosure Sale, for homeowners
wha, after all retention aptions are exhausied ave unahle to keep their home ... The
COVID- 18 Deed-in-Lieu of Fareclasure for homeowners who are unabile fo keep their
home after all retenvion oprions are exhausted, and who are unable (o complete a pre-
Sareclosuwre sade fhe homeowner voluniarily affers the deed fo HUD in exchange for
redeare from all obligations wnder the morigage...

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
This petition invokes Rule 11 with oral argument requested. This Petitioner respectfully

moves the Court to grant writ of certiorari before judgement from US Court of Appeals for the

4™ Circuit—before a full member Court and grant an immediate stay of all activity in lower

courts, including auction/sale of the property in dispute. [In fairness to Respondent, this

petitioner requests Chief Justice Roberts to excuse himself due to petitioner’s direct

communication with him prior to submission of this petition. |

As indicated in the Petitioner’s February 7, 2025 Notice of Removal submitted to the

District Court of South Carolina:

Tracie L. Green, as a Prode Defendant, hereby removes this case from the South
Carolina Court af Appeals o the United States Districr Court for the District of Souh
Carolina, purswant to 28 ULS.C. Codes. 1446, 1332 and FRCF 600,

I, The pending acrion is styled US Bank Natlonal Association v. Tracie L. Green;
Cardinal Pines Homeomvwners® Association, fne; Palmerto Citizens Federal Credit
Union, Cased 2022CP3200784. on appeal—ifrom the Sate of Sowh Carclina County
af Lexingrian Cowrt of Cammon Fleas, located at 205 Ease Main Street, Lexingtan,
South Carolina 2807 2—before the South Carolina Court of Appeals, located af 1220
Senale Streef, Columbia, South Carclina. A irue and correct copy of the summaons,
complaint, and CARES ACT certification are attached as Appendiv A.
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2. As explained below, this Court has original subject matter jurisdiction over this civil
action because the case Involves impoviant federal questions since the complaing
charges Tracie L. Green breeched a marigage contract causing a deficiency, and the
charges imvolve alleged federal and siate law violations that have a federal
preempiton defense. In addition, diversity of citizenship is a facior, as Tracie is a
resident of the state of New York. Moreover, co-defendants Cardinal Fines
Homeowners " Association, Inc and Paimetto Citizens Federal Credit Union Rave
never confested requests to transfer to Federal furisdiction.

J. This case appears fo be unigue In nature, as mulii-level fraud appears o be at work.
As explained below. removal is required.

L THE NOTICE OF REMOVAL IS TIMELY

4. This removal is timely, since it 1s filed within 30 days of the January 28, 2025, order
denying Defendents motflon to vacate fudgement and within 10 days—of faneary 30,
2025, the date in which this Defendant was nodifled of the saild order—io file an
appeal.

II. VENUE IS FROFRER IN THE DISTRICT OF S0OUTH CARCLINA

I,  Under 28 U5, 121, the United States Disirict Court for the District of
Sowh Carolina is the proper venue for removal under 28 US.C. 1446
because the District of South Carolina encampasses Lexington and Richland
Counties, where this stafe actlon is currently pending.

Iv. BACKGROUND

3. Though the Defense appeals the entirety of the _.Fﬂm.l.-a.'}r 28, 2025 Cirder Demying

Mation to Vacate, the Court stated the following

Rule 60_SCRCP provides typical motion fo vacate ﬁmr and legal patterns. Fraud,
mistake, Inadvertence or excusable neglect are reasons to gram, as is lack of subject
matter jurisdiction. The court note that “Relief is granted for extrinsic frawd because
it prevents full litigation of the case. Intrinsic fraud does nat invalidate the
Judgement because that type of deception shouwld have been discovered during the
figration itzelf.. The fravd must be estaldished by clear and convineing evidence ahd
the movant must aiso show s meritorions defense. South Caroling Rules of Civil
Frocedure Second Editlon by Professar fames E. Flanagan University of South
Carnilina Schoal of Law, Page 486. (1896).

Thereby, the Defense will facus on the fraudulent acilvity, though the Defense remains in

stark objection to the enfirely of both the November 14, 2024 Summary Jfudgement Chrder

far the Plaintff and the fanuary 28, 2025 Order Denying Motdlon to Vacate {see

Appendix B). The Defense has already detailed its abjectlon to the Summary Judgement

order in the documents recently returned fo the Supreme Court of the United Siates alfier

this Defendamt noted what appeared fo be additional fravduleni activity. A response is

Ppending.

Extrinsic amnd Inirinsic Fraud

6, The fareclosure complaint is against this Defendents home, localed ar 123 Cardinal
Fires Drive, Lexington, Sowh Carolina 20073, According to the April 11, 2022
Letter from ULS Department af Housing and Urban DevelopmentiFederal Housing
Administration (HUIDVFHA), US Bank National Association was responsible for
Peviewing thiz Defendent s financial sitnalion, deferminiing the appropriale
assisfance option, and assisting this Defendent in compleiing the selected opilon. US
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Bank Natlonal Association falled to comply with the latter fwo steps.

7. O October 6, 2021, & pleasant U5 Bank Nationa! representative abruptly hung up
o this Defendent during the recorded conversation. Then, after receiving nofice af a
Farvlal Claim Approval, this Defendent sent ar email to US Bank National
Association on Uctober 24, 2021 requesting more information and inguiring about
being hung up an when recorded conversations had previously occurred, US Bank
National did not respand, again, failing to camply with HULVFHA guidelines by nat
providing the requested assisence.

& After conducting self-initizted research info Partial Clalms Approval, this Defendemnt
uncovered LS Bank Natlonal error as this Defendent indeed did nat gualify for the
COVI- 18 Recovery Standalone Fartial Claim, as she was unalle fo resume making
curremnt momthly mortgage payvments as specified in HUD Z1-115, dated Jwly 23,
2021, Public Release Notice entitled “Federal Housing Administration Anwounces
Additional COVID-IS Becovery Clptions for Homeowners.” Enlightened, this
Defornden emalled US Bank National Association on November 8, 2021, requesting
a COVID- 18 Loan Modification. US Bank National Association responded with a
request for this Defendent fo submit a new Martgage Assistance Application.

2. This Defendent recelved another packer fram US Bank, dated November 12, 2021
regarding cominuation of the Fartial Claim with around 3834 due December |,
2021, On December &, 2021, after recelving novifications that taxes and insurance
had been pald bur mo respovse o the request for a loan modification, this Defendent
sent & fallow-up email fa Us Bank National Assaclation requesting a loan
madification as per FHA guldelines again.

0. Cn February 14 and February 15, 2022, s Defendent requested clarification of
the need to subimit another application, requesting again COVID-T8 van
madification due fa nat qualifying for the partial claim as outlired by e HUDYFHA.
Again, US Bank National Assaociation did not respond.

11 Araund February 18, 2022, this Defendent contacted HULVFHA, to assist in comiict
resalefian, also informing them of the following umeesual clrcwmsianoes surrounding
comumunications with LS Bank National Assaciation:

*  Citober 24, 2021— a pleasant US bank representative sbraptly hangs up
because the call was being recorded feven though notiffed of the recording at
the initlation af the call).

¢ December F, 2021 —a certiflied defawlt letter fram LS Bank Nationa!
Assaciation, [dated December 3. 2021}, glving this Defendemt untl! fanuary
2, 2022 o pay aver §17,000) with the remnants of & removed refurs receipt
was retrieved from the mallbox. Then on December 28, 2021, recelving a
letter from LS Bank Natlonal Association, extending the date I needed to pay
4 fotal of $17,372.34 from January 2, 2022 to January 23, 2022,

¢ Devember 30, 202 1—Retrieved from the mailbox & notice of certified mall
feraun LW Bank National Association: "1 2022027 Sarry we missed vow while
vou were out " notice. Though this Defendent does not recall anvene coming
I the door on the said dare. A il to the Post Office later revealed the mall
ta be g certified copy of the December 28, 2021 leffer referenced above.

12 A case was apened (#461-5967 115/ Ticket #CAS-9985611). However, US Bank
National proceeded o file the Summaons for Foreclosure with the State af South
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Caralina Cownty af Lexingiion Court of Commaon Pleas on March 4, 2022, The
HUINMFHA case was closed due to the HUDYFHA inability fo ger involved in a legal
disparte.

13. Despite being informed of erroneous Information in the November 14, 2025
Judgmemnt Order, Lexington County Courthouse persists in pubilizing the ermms,
witich continues fo defame this Defondenrs character. The ermors are:

14, Attarnev Appointment and Guardian Ad Litem appointment. This Defendant's
November 15, 2024 response reads:

Be it knovwn, § never requested an attorney be provided for me; _ 1 ask again for the
errorenous siatement regarding ihe guardiar ad lifem io be corrected, please. Here
again iz the filed copy of USBank s demand thar 1 jile for the guardian ad
fidem .. fwas

incheded in the sunmons and complaint|

Yet the errors remain available for public viewing. This Is fraud.

15. As detailed in the January 31, 2025 Amended compiaint fled with the LS Court of
Appeals, the Defendant s non-inclusive list of issuwes are as follows (with associlated
documents submitted for filing listed; NOTE: During the virfual Modlon fo Vacate
hearing, the Deferrse was banned and sternly warned not fo repeal fopics already
verbalized, thus repetitive ftems are mor listed. However, the below occurrences weng
REPETITIVE in nature, of which the Court falled 1o adequarely and appropriarely
address despite MULTIPLE requests from this Defendent)

I 22 25 CD3. FDF, CEASE AND DESIST No. 3 [UPDATED Criminal Complaint,
Charges Requested with Certificate of Service| (4 pages)

{.  Discrimination, made o provide cour? reporter though Informa pauperis
S[AITS.

2. Frauwd, missing/altered documenis; prinding e-fled documents.

3. Frauwd, suspected association o Federal Case 3:200viN054 BIDPDE.

I 14 25 Response.pdf, DEFENDANT'S REBUTTAL, Mation for Dismissal with
Prejudice and Certificate of Service (75 pages}

4. Fraud Plaintif did not provide Defense with copy of PLANTIFE'S
OBJECTION TO THE DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO VACATE
JUDGEMENT, FILED JTANUARY 13, 2025 1251PM

5. Frauwd, Supreme Cour! jurisdiciion active February 2023 -August 18, 2024,

idetailed below)

Frawd, blatam illegal, unlawfid activity ignored. (detailed below)

7. Frauwd, concurremni jurisdiction proper procedure violated as per 15 U5, Code
F612 and 45 US. Code 56, (detailed below)

& Frauwd, couwrt activity ceased while case at District Cowrt smd Court of
appeals; inconsistent with aciivity that occurred while at Supreme Cowrt of
the United States.

fH 3 24 Defendanis " Proposed Cvder, entitled MASTER 'S ORDER AND

SJUDGEMENT FOR DEFENDANT, (8 pages) hased on SC Code 15-36-10 was

refected by Judge Spencef

9. Frauwd, U5 Bank National intentionally affered COVID- 19 Recover
Stamdalone Fartial Claim instead of COVID-18 Loan Modification as per

e
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July 23, 2021, HUD 21-115 Public Release Notice Federal Housing
Administration Anmounces Addittana! COVID-12 Recovery Options for
Homemivners., US Bank National ignored Defendanis  mulfiple nofices of the

SERE.

10, Frawd, lawsult is malicious in imtemt, fled 14 days after Defense contacted
FHAHULD to assise in conflict resolution,

11, Frawd, 771322 Motion to Change Venue to Federal Jurisdiction; 8/22/22
allegations of perjury, mockery of judicial process, siate law, and federal
law; interiianal non-adherence fo federal guidelines; predatory lending;
fargeting/malicious intent; federal tampering never addressed by CourdJudge
Spence.

12 Muolriple Frauds™ {“Firsr Sumomary Sudgement Aftempr™ (just 5 months
after filing foreclosure lawsuit):

a.

h.

* 8222, Defendant received U Bank National s certified Noiice of
Home Acquisition in 60 to 30 days, dated July 28, 2022,
8/.3/22, Defendant submitted concern in Aling Response fo U5, Bank
National Certified Mail Letters, Dated July 28, 2022 {1 pagel.
82022, Defendant received a Natlce of Foreclosure Hearing before
Judge Spence far 8/13/22, with the said notice belng filed 2 days
earller fon August 18, 2022).
B2, Defendant sulwnitted 35-page “Notice of Home Aoguisifion ™
detfalling unlawiul activity.
22, Clevk aof Cowert filed Defendan s 822027 docuwment (1 days
after submitted). On same day, US Bank National via Attorney Kay
Jiled a NOTARIZED Atiorney Affidavii aof Feex stating “A hearing
was freld by the Master, wiho requires an order to be proposed by
Plaintiff Coungel ™ DEFENDANT WAS NEVER NOTIFIED (OF THIS
HEARING AND NEVER RECENVED PFLAINTIFF PROPLSED
CIRDER, but did receive .Pn'ﬂ.l.un.l'.? AL e 'u’:m.:'u o Fumi.lm:

2&22, withput Delese ko w}edgg or lawful participatior
* 8/13/22 Foreclosure Hearing cancelied, Status Dm.l"ermce held in

iis place.

*Less than 48 hours later, 9/14/22 1id 3pm, Judge McLeod siruck
case from active roster, causing direct comilict with Judge Spence
direciives.

i Order for dismissal If not restored to active roster in 180 days
due to nov-compliance.
*Case restored to active docket February 2, 2024 (past the 180-day
timeframe), with the Cirder restoring to active roster being dated
February 28, 2023,
After Defense raised concern, the follawing occurred:
L 22253, Clerk af Court removed &ll docuwnents indexed
arlime (Le. marf downloadahlie).
i ®lerk af Cowrs changed name of Defendani s indexed
AT LmERis fa
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H genevie laheding, wihile name of Plainifis documenis
remalned unchanged with detalled labeling.

v, ®Court ignored Defendanis” 307524 Maotion o Dismissal with
Prejudice due to Judge Moleod s arder and simeadtaneous,
concurrency with Federal furisdictional proceedings. Mation
fearing '® weve nod held for Defense motions, ondy Pladrifi’s
Initiated matians, as 1/24°25 Modon hearing s the secamd
hearing Defendant Is aware af since the 354722 filing of this
CaEE,

J *Referral to Master-In-Equity fudge Spence accurred with agreement
berween Flaimtiff and Clerk of Court Moena Huggins, Defense never
consented fa case transfer.  *Court mever addressed this concern,
though requested by Defense.

13 Fraud, Clerk of Court filed Detendant s Motion fo Mave t Inactive Roster,
deted 206/24 six davs later, on 200 224, whereas Plainifi™s Movion for
Summary fudgemen was flled and indexed o 277724,

1. Frauwd, fudge Spence reminded of pending Federal proceedings (RICC case,
Supreme Court Nodice of Remaval); Flaintlif breeching FHAHUD COVID-
T guidelines, muliiple *Summary Sudaement ™ attempis,; partial reaiment
with Clerd of Court | missing documents, altered documemts; elecirorically
filed dacuments nat eleciromically filed).

15, Frawd, 1 14 25 Defendanis Motan for Dismissal with prejudice ignored by
Court.

{11 I8 24 Response email correspondence, entitied Notice fo Cease and

DrasistMotion fo Reconsider || detalling errors noted in Judge Spence 11 14 24

Judgement Crder for Foreclosure/, requesting correction jgnored.

16, Mudtiple Frauds*, fudge Spence Sudgement Order document contineed o be
prafided pubdicly antil Janeary 24, 2025, despire Defendant s potifications.

& *Page 2 of Judge Spence Judgement Order states Deferndant failed to
show up far Summary Judgment Hearing, but fails to mention Deferse
present via phomefeven speaking with Judge Spence direcelyl due fo
Court refisal to ackrowledge the natice of restraining order Issued by
Drefense, Nmiting abillty to be In person becawse of salefy concerns,

i Defendant details barring by Judge Spence in the Notlce fo
Cease and DesisyMotlon to Reconsider document, Wrough
Drefense sl artempted to attend due to fudge Spence fat
honaring the notlce of restralning arder.

i, *Court ignores and falls fo Intervene i Deferse report af
persistent Aling fssees with Clerk of Courd, fraudulent!y filed
Summary fudgement by Plaimiff, mail frawd concerns, modion
o reconsider judgement. Matian hearing was mor scheduled.

{16 25 CEASE AND DESIST No. 2 {Criminal Complaint, Charges Requested with
Certificate aof Service)

17, Frawd, derails Judge Spence operating ot case aciively being evaluated by
Federal court despite repeated notifications from Defense (as discussed
ainovel
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18, Fraud, defalls fudge Spenced/28/24 permitting Zoam atfendance fo Summary
Judgement Hearing then changing his mind, knowing it would bar
Defendant s attendance, due to our-of-state residency, safety concerns, amd
fnancial limifation.

a. Frawd, this was doubled as Judge Spence stated all ouwistanding
moiions wouwld be heard, Thus, Judge Spence knowing majority af the
mions were Defendant-derived, gives rise fo possible reason
Drefendant was barred from 6.21.24 Summary Judgement Hearing by
Judge Spence.

18, Fraud, count documents do ot indicate that anyene, including Judge Spence,
ever contacted law enforcement given the multiple reports of targeting,
criminal activity, and harm reported by the Defense.

20. Frauwd, Defense request far Judge Spence fo assist in getting June 14, 2024
subwmitted document filed and indexed online by Clerk of Court never
addressed to Defense's knowledge.

fn Surmmary, Pursuant fo 5C Cade Title 14 Chapier 11 and Ruole ) of the 5C Rules
af Civil Procedure, the Court errared by nat vacating the November 14, 2024,
Judgement for fareciosure with prefudice due to fraud, misrepresemiation or other
misconduct of listed and unlisted adverse parties in this case as detalled above,

Communication with dhe Court an Janwary 30, 2025 af 5. 56am
Crovad Marming:

1. Judge Spence, have you ruled yei? [ have mot been notified however, I
natice U5 Bank fled a Master Order 1.29 25 1636, which appears o indicate
vour fodgement remains with the Flainefii?

PLEASE PROFILE JUDNGE SPENCE RULING CINLINE.

2. Pulilic Index shows muliiple flings bui NO documenis are indexed. T
repeal, ALL DOCUMENTSY HAVE BEEN REMOVED.

fins Aoubiicinder. scoounts. ongdeximptonpubliicindex’ flings
CLERK OF OOURT, PLEASE RETURN ALL DMCLNENTS ONLINE,

Judge Spence s 13-page order for the Plaintiff {denying Motlan to Vacate Judgement
far foreclosure), was defivered via emadl ar [ 131am with & confidentiality clause
instead of being indexed online as previous orders, despite this order being in
response to 8 pubfﬁ:' hearing. A Request for Production is being issued.

16, The Defense stance Is thar the Court very well could have permitted this Deferndents
attendance to the Summary fudgement Hearing on fune 21, 2024 bt declined o
(again, directly comtradicting what the Court had already granted in March 2024).
This is fraud.

I7. The Clerks Office, responded that all documents were online, this Defense siands by
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irs repetitive staterments of dacuments elther not being flled, delay-filed, or being
remaved from the public index anline, as 1s also natated in federally-filed documents;
vet, the frapdulent activity persisted and is the gnly reascn Plaingff was able o file
Summary Judgement on February 7, 2024. Whereas Flaimiff Motion to Move fo an
Inactive Roster, originally flled on February 6, 2024 was not Rled and indexed
online untl February 12, 2024, All of this the Court was made aware of o multiple
accasions, vel this case remained active.

18. In respectiul objection of order denying the motion to vacate, the couri? reports that
only this Deferrdant and Attorney John Kay were present. This Is an evror, as
Flaintff Avtorney CGregary Wooten, and Defendant supporters Donna Washington
Farmer and s Givins were in aftendance. This can be corrobarated widh fhe court
transcript, however; fraud also plagues this process as follows:

¢ Defense being mandated to provide a court reporter until presenting the
court with a notarized erder acknowledging the Defense 's informa patiperis
status. It is important to note here that the Deferse was In alyection the
Hearing on the Motion o Vacate Judgement due fo the severity of fraudulemnt
activity and communication with the Supreme Court of the United States
being incomplete, which sill persisis. Yer, Lexington County Courthouse
persisted in stafe court activity anyway. As with the Plaintilf ignoring
Defendant s requests, Lexington County Courthouse has ignoved Defendant-
issued Cease and Desist novices, particularly in the Summary Judgement
order, ultimately defaming the Delenses character and persisiing in
displayving the errars in s public index online and daring to restate the
errars in the order denying Mation to Vacate. There errars are as follows:

*  Here are emall correspondences between the Defense and the Garber Court
Heporting Agency on fanuary 26, 2025 and January 28, 2025.

1.26.25

Dpar Garber Keporting,

I. Please advise on all transcript detalls and costs for Case #20220FP3200784
Lexingtan Cowrthause Cammon Fleas.
2. Below is a prior related contact, dated July 22, 2024, No response was received.
fend]
12825
Crood Morning Mr. Grearthouse,
Your 1.27.25 828am response was recelved and 1s summarized as follows:
1. Garber Reporting did not recelve my July 2024 commurnication.
Z. Two hearing transcripts exis--
a. §.21.24. 334716 | digital copy}

b 1.24.25, completion pending.

In response:

1. How many pages Is the §.21.24 transcript? Time duration?

2. When will the 1.24. 25 rranscripy be completed 7 Cost?...
fend]
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1.28 25 {Second Email)
Mr. Greathouse,

Thank you, 5ir; I received your 936an correspondence. 5o what I understand
iz this:
1. The 6.21.24 transcript is 98 pages long, plus 8 exhiblts, lasting over 2 hours.

The reparters appearance fee has been pald and was EXcluded from the
34716 quoted price.

2. The 1.24.25 transcript turnaround time 1s standardly 20 business days
(approximate ready date 2/21/25). However, that you are aware of the
atforney who schedwled the reparter has no decided if he wants a transcribed
copy. Thus, the “ready date ™ tme clock does not start wntil you receive a
request for rranscriptian. IF the scheduling attorney declines transcription,
then I may request transcripdion, at an increased cost, Including but not
limited to paying far the “sealed ariginal” transcripé that would be provided
fa the Court. Please correct me if I am wrong.

My response;

1. How much is the toial cost for the 1. 2425 transcript, if the scheduling
attorney deciines transcripiion, everything included?

2. What is the procedure if corrections are required/requested?

2. What is the procedure for criminal cases?
fend]

1 28 25 (Third Email)

Mr. Greenhouse,

Flease forgive the detailed questions, Sir, as I am just irying to get & clear
picture af the process and costs, | received your 240pm email; here is whar I
understand [agaln, feel free fo correct me where I am wrong):

i. The exact cost of the 1 24 25 transcript Is unknown. As per estimates, 115
pages may range between 5450 fo $8000.

2. A Errata sheef can be attached to the transcript for ifems requested to be
corrected, though mor usual for hearings. The Errata sheet will then be shared with
all parties, but are not actually carrected In the iranscript.

My response to your request for clarification of my question regarding
crimingl cases: What I am requesting is is the procedure to obiain transcripis the
same for criminal cases?

Thank you, Mr. Greenhouse, for vour quick response and patience with the

sRCcessive emails,

The Defense stance is the detalls provided by communication with the Garber Court repovier
agency was not provided by the Plaintiff or the court, as the Defernse made it clear of its
tnability to pay any legal fees. Now that the transcript has been taken, the Defense is
obligated to request and pay for a transcript, given the level of fraudulent activity.
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18, In summary, multl-faceted extrinisic and Instrinsic frawd is clearly evident.
Foremost, US Bank Natlonal certifying thar it had complied with federal COVID-13
guidelines when In fact It had not, raises delibrate, malicious infent, as evidenced by
Diefense s munltipde regitesis for agsisfance and explanation of partial claim approval
going unanswered; and US Bank Natlonal Assoclation refusing fo comply with
federal COVID- 18 guldelines—specifically in HUD 21-115, dated July 23, 2021,
Public Release Notice entitled " Federal Housing Administration Announces
Additioma! COVIE-IR Recovery Chpifons for Homeowners ™, which instructs Joan
modification was the appropriate pragram the Defense qualified for. Based an these
facts alone, this case should have been dismissed over three years ago, in 2022, soon
after the March 4" filing date. Instead, Summary Judgement as well as Motion to

Vacate the Summary Judgement orders have been granted, which are evidentary of
fraed.

Althaugh some manners are repiifious, the Defense requests the Courts patience as
the Plaintf and siate Cowrt s awareness of fravdulens activity, with @ lack af
intervention, is presented. In the Writ of Certorar! to US District Court of South
Carolina, Writ af Certorari fo US Court of Appeals for the Faurth Circufi, and
Supplemment Briel with Appendiy documents subinitted fo the Supreme Court of the
Linited States,

20, the following case occurrences are highiighted:

» The March 4, 2022 summons certified compllance o applicable Iaw(s),
despite U Bank National being informed on more than one occasion of the
error in offering this Defendent a Partial Claims Instead of a loan
modification as outlined by HUD/FHA,

¢ This Defendent recelving:

i. 8 Notice of Pending Acquisition dated July 28, 2022;

ii. a Notice of Foreclasure hearing filed August 18, 2022, fo review facts
before Master-in-Equity James Spence 50 a final fudgment can be
enfered.

#i. A Natice of the hearing being cancelled and a Starus Conference
schedwled in irs place after this Defondent filed the following
response (submitted on August 22, 2022 but not filed by the Clevk's
office umll Seprember I, 2022):

Cluestion.: ff U Bank Navena!, | has acguived the righis fo 123
Cardinal Plnes Drive, Lexington, SC 29073 [DATED 7/28/22
AND NOT FILED WITH THE COURTY, then why now has US
Bank Nattonal scheduled a meeting [FILED 8/1822] with the
Haonorable fames (). Spence, Master-in-Equity, " for the
purpose of taking testimony, finding of facts and conclusions
of law and fo enter fnal judgment thereln withowt further
owder of tee court ™7 Has mae US Bank National already
abiained a final judgenten without fawhul fudicis! process? .

fv. Also filed Seprember 1, 2022, a notarized ARfadavit of Attorney Fees,
Mumber & Section A “MNature, Extens, and DNificulty of Legal Services
Rendered ™, where US Bank Nationa! Association gdmits to aitending
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a meeting held by the Master in Equity, that this Defendent was nit
made aware af,
The Matus Conference filed and posted on the State of South Carclina County of
Lexingrion Court aof Common Pleas public index, whereas the Natice and subsequent
cancellation of the Foreclosure hearing naot being filed and posted online.
Thiz Defendent s 93 -paged document, Notice of Home Acquisiton, belng filed
September I, 2022 801AM, though delivered to Lexingion County Courthouse on six
days prior.
Lexingtan County Courthause never addressing this Defendemnts multiple, filed
obyections to this case being referred fo the Master-in- Equity, dating as far back to
May 23, 2022; instead requesting a Jury trial. Other unanswered Motions and filed
requests inciode:
o Enforcement of Notice to Compel, filed April 20, 2022,
o Mariton for Jury Trial with Permission o Release Documenis, fled May 23,
222,
o Emnforcement of First Kequest for Production, filed June 20, 2022
o Cheline posting of Plaintiff s Responses to First Set of Requests for
Admissions, dated fuly 12, 2022,
o Emforcement of Secand Request for Production, filed July 13, 2022,
O June 8, 2022, Clerk af Court representative demied this Defendent the right fo file
Response fo Natice of Denial of Loss Mitigation (30 pages) due fo double-sided
printing (though dowbie-sided printing was accepted previousiy,.
O fuly 1, 2022, US Bank Nattonal [Plaindfff filed Order to Referee to Special
Referee (civing mutual agreement with this Defendeny, which is incorrect as this
Defendent was mever infivmed|; order granted by Lexington County Courthouse an
75722 fin FOUR DAYS, Including a federal haliday|. NOTE: Despite being nocified
of this perjurious occurrence, Lexington Caunly Courthouse did not attempt fo
correct s ermor
O the morning of July 6, 2022, documents electronically submiited to Lexington
Courthouse not avallable for public viewing as of 7/7/22 1233 AM. (NOTE: Hand-
delivered documer, fled 776/22 832 AM, also not availlable for public viewing ar
1233 AM |16 hour delay], but available ar 232PM. |
Multiple civil and criminal violations detailed in the 95-paged Notice of Home
Acquisition {mailed 8/24/22; delivered 82522, delaved filed %/1/22, still not profiled
online as of 9/5/22]
As discussed in the Supplemental Briel with Appendix:
o Clerk of Court Delay in Filing Sulbsmitted Documents
& elaved filing Defendend v Motion to Wove bo Inaciive Rogster, dated
and submitted February & 2024 untdl February 12, 2024 thus
permitting and accepting US Bank National Assaciatian to fle
Summary Judgement proceeding on February 7, 2024, Lexingramn
Coumty Courthouse then scheduled Stafus Conference {Summary
Judgment proceeding] for February 27, 2024, one day after the
Respondent s Brief of Opposition is dwe to Supreme Cowurt of the
Limired States.
0 Delaved filing Defendent s December 13, 2023 O Petition for Weit of
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Certlorar! to US Districe Court of South Carclina {still not filed as of
February 12, 2024].
o Judge Spence fallure fo intervene In disclosed partial treatment by Clerk of
Caurt; in Artorney Westan blocking recelpt af Supreme Courd documens.
o Resumpdion af State Level Foreclasure Proceedings despife Current Supreme
Court Proceedings [Respondent filed Modion o Resume Proceedings, and an
February 7. 2024 Summary fudgmemnt| with fudge subsequently ordering a
Status Conference, scheduled for February 27, 2024 despite balng notifled of
Supreme Court proceedings as well gz Defendent s persistent obiection fo
Master in Equity in lleu of & jury trial].
it is af importance fo note that the Cowrt reaffirmed in s fanuary 29, 2025 order denving
the Movion fo Vacale Judgement that all mations not angueed during the June 21, 2025
Summary Judgement and Motion Hearing are deemed abandoned. Yer again, the Court
errors in nof acknowledging it barring the Defense for the hearing direcily caused
abandomment of multiple Defense mations. This is frawd.
W REMOVAL IS REQUIRED
21, Purswani o 28 US.C. Code 1446 and T332, a case may not be removed “on the
basls of jurisdiction move than 1 year after the commencement of the action, unless
the district court finds thar the plaintlff has acted in bad faith in onder fo prevent &
defendant from removing the action. ™ In addition, as alveady acknowledged by the
Lexington Coumty Courthouse, extrinsic evidence is grownds far vacating judgment
af which there was a plethora of evidence provided, vet tis case remalns active. in
as much as a prefiminary awtlon was held on February 3. 2025 despite the appeal fo
South Carolina Appeals Court, which discussed the elements fo validate a siay.
Hawever, Lexingron Counmly courthause declinled fo cancel the auction despite the
Defense maltiple requests.
22, Caverning guidelines and caths from both federal and Soaeh Caralina Appellate
Coert Kules (SCACK), have been violared,
Federal
* Ethics Policies, Code of Conduct far United States Tudges amd Judicial
Employees (United States Courts Ethics Policles: Code of Conduct for United
States Judges; Code of Conduct for Judicial Empioyess, Guide o Judiciary
Policy, Vol 24, Ch. 3}
Sudpes may o hear caves in which they have either personal
knowledge of the disputed facts, a personal bias concerning a pany o
the case, earlier invalvemend in the case...or a financial interest in
any party or subject matter of the case.. A judge showld respect and
comply with the faw . should swot alfow family, secial, poditical,
financial, or other relafionships fo Influence judicial canduct or

Judgemernt,

Emplayees of the Federal Judiciary are expected to observe high
standards of conduct so that the infegrify and independence of the
Judiciary are preserved and the judicial emplovee s office vefleces a
devotion fo serving the puhlic A judicial emplavee showld not
engage in any activitles that would put info question the propriefy of

Page 15 of 31





the fndicial emploves 5 conduct in careying ot the duties of the
office. A judicial employves should not allow family, soclal, or other
relationsihips fo influence official comduct or udgement. A judiclal
emplayee showld not lend dhe prestige of the offlce fo advance or to
appesr o aidvance the private inferests of others. A fudicial employes
should mot use peldic affice for private gain.

¢ Maintaining the Public Truse: Ethics for Federal Judicial Law Clerks, (2011)

Five (5} canons of Code of Conduct for fudicial Employees:

o Uphold the independence and Integrity of the judiciary and of
your affice;

o Avald impropriery and e appearance af impropriety in all
activities;

o Adfere o appropriate standards in performing vour dutles;

o Avodd condlict with official duties and the appearance of
imprapriety in all outside activitles. amd

o Refrain from inappropriate political activirles.

Scrupuiously follow ese camons and the other rules hat govern your
conduect. Do pof goseme that good infeniions are enough . You are
respovsible for conducting youwrsell fo stap, thimk, and evaluate before
Wt fake acfion . that ay have edldeal Implicalions .

v _fudge Oath (Supreme Court of the United Stares)

Ido soleruely swear for affivsy) that T will adwinister fustice witious
respect o persons, and do equal right to the poor and o the rich, and
that I will faithfully and impartially discharge and porform all the
duries incumbend upon me as . under the Constitudion and laws of the
LUinited Sitares. 5o help me God ...

A. State-Level Plaintiff US Bank National Association Acted in Bad Faith

Artempting to Prevemt This State-Level Defendent From Removing The Action.

23, As discussed In detail above, US Bank Natlonal Assaciation has attempled on mare
than one accasion to prevent this case fram belng removed. Some occurrences are
re-highlighted here.

o uly I, 2022 U5 Bank National [Plaintiff] filed Order to Referee to Special
Reforee | citing mutual agreemen with this Defendent, krowing this was a
perfurious actiom,

* I July 2022, US Bank National Assaciation serding an Notlce of Acquistion
knowing it violated the law, but not filing & copy with Lexington County
Cowrthouse and the said Cowrt oot reqeiring a copy be filed after receving
notification. Preceding this occurrence, having met with the Master-in-Equity
James Spence without the State-level Delendam recelving notice or being
present, il kmowidng this was fraud.

*  Fobwwary 7, 2024, US Bank Narlona! Associaton fiing for Summary
Judgement withowut frst providing this Defendent a copy, while having
anmiledge of Lexingion County Clert of Courr delaying shis Defendent's
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Maotion to Move fo Inactive Roster, filed February 6, 2024, the day before as
well as knowing Lexington County Courthouse errar in agreeing i resume
the state-level case having knowledge that the Supreme Court Case was sill
ongoing. Asain, all knowing this was a perjurious action. This Defendent s,
February 26, 2024 Defendant s Response and Rebuttal o Summary
Judgement/Response to Emall Commumications/Motion for Recrusal And
Change of Venwe (From State fo Federal Jurisdiceiion) with Federal
Investigation into ActiveTerrorism highlights the persistent frawd.

It is imporiant fo nove that the status conference scheduled for Tuesday,
Feburary 26, 2024 was scheduled 5 hours 16 minutes after US Bank
filed the Motion for Summary Judgement and Jhours 12 minutes after
the NEF filing on February 7, 2024. In stark contrast, Lexingtan
Coverifionese was and remaing silend fo i Defendans s sabhmitied
Mattan v Move to Inactive Roster ann February 6, 2024, Moreaver,
fhese pocurrances mirmar, in reverse, the evends that accwrmed after the
initlal status conference held Seprember 13, 2022, in which US Bank
National s Mation to Move o fnactive Roster was SIGNED BY FiilR
HONOR JUDE WALTON MOCEEOD ON THE 5AME DAY AT
1043PM BEFORE BEING FILED WITH THE COURT [filed
September 15, 2022 83%am| while this Defondants Motion to Change
Venue, sulsnitted months earlier on JULY 13, 2022 was filing
delaved by rwo davs, and NEVER addressed by the Court ...

B. FRCP Rule 11 Has Been Violated with Notice and Reasonable Time to

24. After being semt to US Bank Natlonal Associarion via appointed Counsed and
submitted to Lexington Coumty Courthouse, this Defendent requested a Justice or the
Supreme Court to address, the EMERGENCY MOTION with Relief Requested by
April 3, 2024 Petiviowers ™ Mogiown fo Stay Retwrn o South Carveling, with ransier of
State Level Proceeding to Federal Jurisdiction for the Petitioner{March 26, 2024, 40
pages. FedEx #272673762263); with additional requested documents housed in
attached Appendix (April 11, 2024, pages 1a-12a. USPS
FO50551 2956084 103758090), in which persistent fravdulent actvity are discussed in
defail:

Suspected Document Tampering and Fartial Treatment at Lexingron County
Cowrthouse... Thus, the above documenis contain clear evidence of suspecied
intentional mishandling of court documents by Lexington County Courthouse
as well as egregious legal and civil right violattans, of which multiple South
Carolina based fudges have been made aware, yer the problems persist. In
fact, according to the February 28, 2023 [nor 2024] modion, signed by &
Judge on February 2, 2024 that restored the state level case back to an active
roster, i is nated that US Bank National—with Judge approval—wants the
state-leved case s appeal fo remain in the confines of Sourh Caroling, exiend
aedy do Sowth Carofinag s Supreme Court;. Wiy?

in additian, the EMERGENCY MOTION incloded concerning events thar occurred
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ouside of judicia!l proceedings, prompring this Defendent fo request & siay of Refurn
fa Sty Caralina,

e o the evidence presented sbove—which clearly shows egregious
salety breaches and the high probabillty of comtinuation if I return fo Sowth
Caroling; and an immediate need for Federal transfer aof all stare-level cowurt
proceedings—ihis Emergency Motlon is seeking for Chief Justice Roberts or
the Supreme Cowrt of the United Srates fa stay my return fo the state of South
Caraling; and transfer South Carolina state-level proceedings fo Federal
Jurisdiceian by April 3, 2024, Irreparable harm is immeniemt if the the
Supreme Court does nor ffervene.

A response Is pending. Additlonally, there fave been new accurrences that franspired
recerdly, such as:

1. The Lexingfon County Assessors office changing the real esiare tax from
approximarely $800 to $4000 based on a frapduwlent mailing they reportedly
received. The fax payment was due o January 13, 2025 to be paid by the
FPlalntiff. My requesis for updates remain unanswered.

2 As mated with other entities ourlined in the Wrels of Certorard fa the Distriict
Cowrt af 50, a new business CPI Securdty, reporied an inability fo refrieve the
monthly payment fram & Falmerto Citlzens Federal Credir Union acoount.
According tho to the said Bank, CFI Security last agempt fo withdraw fumds was
September 2023 My requeses for followap remain ananswered.

3. In an assoicated racketerring case filed In New York, there appears o be a
susplcious delay In processing, giving rise to vel another likely derailment
attermpt. Federal and State awthoriites are aware.

Lirimadely, the preponderance of evidence indicates this case Is overripe from

removal to federal jurisdiction,

C. This Court Has Jurisdiction

Z5. The federal guestion iv " Are the elements of fraud satizsifed in this foreclosure
case " Specifically, isfwas there a scheme to defrand, intent o defraud, a material
false statement(s), refiance by victim on those statement|s), and resulting damages ?

The answer Is unequivecally aflirmative. Furthermore, US Bank Natlonal

Associlation acting in bad faith in muliiple aftempts fo prevent removal of the case to

federal Jurisdiction; some persons and members of the State of South Carolinag

persisting in showing clear hostility and unfair rreatmen toward this New Yark State

Defonders, who resides in New York Sate now because of the said hostliny.

Appealing to 5C Courr of Appeals occurred only after the Court verbalized post

Judgement thar an appeal had nor been fled in the state Court of Appeals, completely
ignaring this Defendants federal flings still pending with the Supreme Court of the

Linited States. This appears fo be yet another fravdulens occurrence. Ultimarely,

criminal charge requests have begun.

As indicated in February 14, 2025 Defendanis Response to Pending Report and
Recommendation submdtted to US District Court of South Carolina:

Dgeuments from his Court have mor been recelved yer. In respectiul anticipation of this
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Court upholding Irs December 2, 2022 Report and Kecommendadion from case No. 3:22-cv-
421 5-5AL-5VH —remanding the case back to Lexingran County Courthouse—and issuing the
prafected Notlce of Right ta File (iections to Keport and Recommendations, tis Defense

R

is being submitted. To date in this new case, the Defense has submitted the

following documents for filing with this Cowrt:

I

2 7.25 [USPS Priority #0502606586865038859106]: Civil Cover Skheot (1 page) and
Attachment (2 pages); 2.7.25 Informa Pauperis Application (2 pages) and Addendum
(3 pages); Notice of Removal (35 pages) with Appendix A (3 4.22 summaons and
covnplaint) and Appendix 8 (1114 24 and 1. 29 25 Judgment orders).

2.10.25 [USPS Express #EI2 16984767 US]: Addendum to Notice of Remaval (CARES
ACT certification; 4.11.22 FHA/HUD letter to Defense; 7.23.21 FHAHUD 21-115
COVID Recovery Oprions for Homeowners, 8 pages); Proaf of Service (3 pages);
2.89.25 Updated Informa Pauperis Application (2 pages) and Updared Addendum (4
pages)

2.11.25 [USPY Express #ER18FT0S848 LS (: Motion for Stay or Injunction Pending
Appeal (3 pages); Appendix A {5C Court of Appeals Natice of Appeal (Second
Amendment| (2 pages), Appellant Letter to the Courr {9 pages, Letter to SC Court af
Appeals)|

2 12.25 Lerter to the Clerk of Court {3 pages, Supreme Court af the United States
document, contains Certificate of Service/—filing today.

2 14.23 [this currems document{ Defendants Response fo Pending Report and
Recommendation {7 pages); Notlce of Appeal fo the US Court of Appeals for the
Fourth Cirowit (1 pagel—filing today. ..

A gummary, two people have died [ihe second died along with Cristapler
Washingron/; and three [if my child were presemt| attempted murders have oocurred
(now including Donna Washington Farmer). Notlfication fo the appropriate
Autharitles is still requested.

As discussed in the February 21, 2025, Informal Brief submitted to US Court of Appeals for the

Fourth Circuit:

-.. D b0 ot recelving a response yef and prior documented mail iampering
occurrences, Tracte L. Green [Mitchem-CGreenf appeals to the United States
Court of Appeals for the Fowrth Clrcult from final judgmer, date wmkiraw,

As Indicated in the above Notice of Appeal, fraud is clearly evidem; and persists

in this case. Malled certified 1o the United Stares Districy Court the Disirict of South
Caroling,; South Caroling (5C) Court of Appeals; Lexingran County Courthause; and
associated partles, US Bank Natlonal Association Counsel, and Falmeito Cltizens
Federal Credit Union Counsel associated parties on February 14, 2024 (with expecred
arrival, February 18 2025) were the following:

o Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
o Notice of Appeal o the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuir (1 page)
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According to the United States Postal Service, however, as of February 19, 2025, all
certified mailed documenis had not arrived fo any of the partles or courts. Thus, the
following day on Felruary 20, 2025, the Defense faxed the fallowing documents fo all*
—all were previously mailed (with tracking (*a fax member was not located for
Falmeno Clilzens Federal Credit Unian Counsel)

o Form I Natice of Appeal in a Civil Case [Second Amendment| (incladed

Staying Sudgement for Sale or Delivery of Land section)

o Farm & Letter to the Appellate Court Clerk Filing the Notice of Appeal
Farm @ Letter to Clerk of Lower Court Filing Notice of Appeal |
Letter to Clerk of Lower Cours Fillng Notice of Appeal [Second
Amendmemn |
Appellant Letter fo the Court
November 14, 2024 Judgement Cirder
Capy af the maney arder, 3257 filing fee.
Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
Natice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Cincuir (1
page)
Form 7 Proof of Service of a Notice of Appeal [Second Amendment|
(Febwruary 2, 2025 electrorie delivered documents; and second Proaf of
Service included mailed ftems and mailing addresses|; third. Proof of
Service included Febrvary 14, 2025 malled ftems.
Documents faxed fo 50 Court of Appeals transmitted successfilly; whereas, framnsmission
was reportedly interrupted fo the District Court of South Caralina; thus, it is unknown
which documents transmitted suocessfully, AL other coures and pariies” repores show a
“rommaniication error”, Thus, electrovic delivery is pending completion of thiz Informal
Brief

oo

ooo oo

o

it is importamn to address that on February 18, 2025, the very day the certified
malled docwrremnts (Defendamts Resparse to Pending Repart and Recommerndatios,
Narice of Appea! fo the US Court of Appesls far the Fourth Circwin, with Proof of Service
of mailing! were scheduled to arrive, this Defense recefved an emall at 337pm from the
SO Court of Appeals regarding the following:

o Appelfate Case Number

o Admornishing Alings needing to e Rule 267 -complian.

o Reference fo inclusion of personal data identifiers pursuans fo Crder
20040 1 5002,

o Naotficaton of 10-day grace period fo correct insulficlencies in farmatting
of Frool ef Service and Notice of Appeal. (iherwise, case will be
alsmlssed.

In response, this Defense sent the fallowing respovse less than 10 hours later:
Dear Ms. Harrisan: § am in receipt of vour fwo letfers dated and recelived
electronically on Felwruary I8, 2025 337pm. Below Is my resparse:
I. This case was removed from your court on Feltruary 7, 2025 prior to the
assigmmernt of a case number; below Is the Felrruary 8, 2025 notification with the
first page and signature page of the Notlce of Removal (35 pages; fotal file
Fipages). Please advise If compliance to your directives is required.
2. I still any unsure whar sensitive Informaiion youw are referring fo. Please
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advise.
3. Did this court acceps my informa pauperis status?
Although I received notice af receipt from the 5C Courr of Appeals, Ihave nor received a
response. Moreover, as of the dare of the letters received fram the sald court, the
Express-mailed requested documents (inclwding payment) has been awaiting a signature
for pickup since Febrouary 4, 2025 650am, accarding the United Sates Posial Service.
Below Is delivery detalls for other enfitles (all mailed same time, in same manner):
o Lexington Counfy Courthouse, signature-required, delivered February 5, 2025
153pm.
o LS Bank National Associarion, avallable for pick-up Felwuary 6, 2025 1054am.
o Palmena Citlzens Federal Credit Union, available for pick-up February 7, 2025
S0 1am.
it is imporiant to note, this Defense has not recelved a response from Us Bank National
Association in this matter either. However, the 5C Court of Appeals admoishing
atformneys fo inciude Attorney ID number gives rise that, once again, US Bank National
Association has submitted & response to the courts, excluding this Defense ance again.
This is pnlawiil. This is fraud. [All documents recelved from SC Court of Appeals with a
confidentiality clause; the Defense still awaits response regarding ability fo freely
distribine. | As of date of this documeny, this Defense is not in personal receips of any
sniled docitmenis from Gy court oF pariv...
.85 21425 [this current document| Dofendants Response to Pending Report and
Recommendation {7 pages); Notice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the
Fourth Circwit {1 page)—iling today
The tracking infarmation for the latter malled documents is as follows:
o U5 District Court of Sowth Carolina, certified USPS#9583 07 10 2270 1835 8352
&1
o 3 Court of Appeals, certified USFY#0580 0710 5270 1835 8353 M
o Lexington County Courthouse, certified USPS#3589 0710 5270 1835 8352 74
o Richardsan Plowden [Counsel for Palmetto Citizens Federal Credlt Unian|,
certified USPA¥F0589 07 10 5270 1835 9352 98
o Hutchen s Law Firm [Counsel for UN Bank Natonal Associaon),  certified
LSP5#0589 0710 5270 1835 83433 11
Moreover, again according ta USFS, an assaciated party still had not picked up the
Express-delivered Motion for Siay or Injuction Pending Appeal packer as of February 13,
2125 affhm:gh i J'mpr.!manr mdacurment Had been available .Fﬂ-rpj'fkups.l'm:'e Febru.ﬂr}r 12
2025. Addivional fravdulent activiry is detailed in the February 7, 2025 Notice of
Remaval delivered to UX Disteict Court af Sourk Caroling an February 13, 2025 ...
- I addition, the February 12, 2025 Supreme Court of the United States priovity-malled
docurment, with an expected delivery of February 14, 2025, still had not arrived as of
February 15, 2025. Here is an excerpt of the letter that accompanied the mailing (NOTE:
A copy of the lefter was electronically provided o the 5C Court of Appesis, Lexington
Coourty Courthouse, and both associated pariles on the same date);
Letter fo the Clerk of Court

Dear Clerk Harrls (Angela Jimenez),
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I am in receipt of vour February 4, 2025 letter as af yesterday, February 11,
2025, a copy Is included below. As requested, a copy of the Novenmber 14, 2024
Sudgement order is included. In addition, I am refurning, as-is, the documents
recelved rubber-band fogether. Please be advised that this case has already been
referred fo the US Disirics Courd for the Disirics of South Caroling.
This 3-paged letter included a copy af the Supreme Court of the United States Clevk's
February 4, 2025 Letter and a Certificate of Service. The documents refurned as-is
should have included documents malled o the Supreme Court since November 14, 2024
Judge Order for foreclosure. They are:
o December 3, 2024 (USPS Priority, #0505515221334338556124);
o 124224 Emergency Motion with Relief Requested by December 17 2024
Muoiion fo Vacate the Judgements of the US District Court of Sowth
Caraling, US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circult; and the Supreme
Court af the Uinlred Siafes and Remand; and Hald AN Farther Action in
Abeyance Pending Dispaosition of the Motion (9 pages) with Appendix and
FProof of S5ervice (28 pages)
o December 30, 2024 {LSPS Express #ERIS53614740U5):
o 124224 Emergency Motion with Rellef Requested by December 17, 2024
Muotlan to Vacate the Judgements of the US Districe Court aof South
Carcling, US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circult; and the Supreme
Courd of the Unlfed Siates and Remand; and Hold AN Further Action o
Abeyance Pending Disposition of the Motion (9 pages) with Appendix and
Froof of S5ervice (25 pages)
o 122724 Petitioner Application fo Extend Time to File Peritlon for Writ of
Certorari {includes informa pavperis]{13 pages]: with Appendix: (£
pages[titlepage, table of contents(). 12224 Emergency Motlan with
Rellef Requested by Decomber 17, 2024: Motion fa Vacate the Judgements
of the US District Court of South Carolina, US Court of Appeals for the
Fourth Circwdt; and the Supreme Court of the United Sates and Remand;
and Hald All Further Action in Abevance Pending Dispoasition of the
Muowion (9 pages) with Appendix and Froof of Service {28 pages);
December 6, 2024 Response Letter Received (1 page).
o 12/2824 Proof of Service (1 page)
To avoid confusian, this Defense only served documernts on the associlated parties as
specified in this Courts FACk—Fro Se Farties; thus, no other Court system was served
coples of this Informal Brief or assoclated documends. It's this Defense’s expectation
that the SC Court of Appeals and other lower courts will comply with the authority and
jurisdiction of the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit by nod dismissing a case
they no longer have jurisdiction over. In summary, frapdulent activity is apparems and
this Caurt, the US Court of Appeals far the Fourth Clrcuit, is again jurisdictionally
positioned fo address this ssue.

On  March 18, 2025, which is 28 days after the stated date of dismissal |February 2B, 2025),

South Carolina Court of Appeals dismissed this Case, citing  “Appellant has failed to serve and
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file an amended notice of appeal in the comrect format...”. However, this Petitioner never

received a response from the said Court to the following February 25, 2025 submission:

Defense Response
I am i recelpt of the following 2/24/25 emailed conmmunications:
I. Judge Spence at 734am stafes:

a. Is pncertain that both Federa! and Siafe can have simultaneons
Jurisdiction.

b. Reguests Plaintilf to request 5C Court of Appeals to issue ruling stating
which court has jurisdiciion; and if with present filings, shouwld the March
3, 2025 deficlency sale be pastponed.

2. Atarney Kay, ar 950am states.
a. Burden of proof to stop March 5* sale is on the Defense.
b. Defense admits in 2/22/25 pleadings a “now " undersianding that stay is
mat automalic,
Defense tried this maneuver in 2023 seeking to stall foreclosure action.

d. FPreviously, the Federal Court derded the previaus removal for a lack of
subfect matter, therefore the Federal Court cannat have Jurisdiction at
this fime for ife same reasm.

e. Has a copy of Order issued by Us District Court on February 18, 2025
denying removal affernp. States this Is a closed case from previous
removal atterngy with case remanded back to stafe couri. A case previously
derted cannot be removed. Case remains in state furisdiction.

£ Deferrse will likely attempt to appeal US Disirict Court decision, however,
there is no state-level siay of foreclosure. Also, the Fourth Circult fournd it
lacked jurisdiction o review the remand order; thus unlikely for the
Fourth Circuil fo change ifs mind. The Kooker-Feidman Dacirine does
bar the Defense from appealing fo & federal court that does nat have

Jurisdiction.

g As of now, there isn 't federal court action pending and no state court siay
in place. If Defense appeals to US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Clreuit,
there is no stay of state court action unless Defense siay Issued.

3. Judge Spence, at 850am siates.

a. Unaware of US District Cour? February 18, 2025 ruling. Insiructs
Flalmdlf o file mast recent emall message.

2 the Defense 1s not correct iiv the above synopsis, please correct. **

n

Matled items recelved today, February 25 2025
1. South Carolina Court of Appeals (postmarked Februaryl8, 2023) appears fo be
exact same letfers (2} recelved via emall on said date.
a. Appellate Case Number
b.  Admamnishing filings needing to be Ruie 267 -compiiam.
c. Reference fo inclusion of personal data idemtifiers pursuant fo Urder
A0 4-104- 1 5-002.
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d. Noiificason of 10-day grace period o correct insulficiencies In formatting
of Prool of Service and Notice of Appeal. Otherwise, case will be
dismissed.

2 US Districs Court Districe of South Carolina (posimarked February 18, 2025)
Copy of arder denying motion for reconsideration; motion for stay and motion for
a preliminary injunction; and also terminating as moaot modion for leave o
proceed i forma pauperis by Judge Lyvdon.

3 LS Districr Court of Districs of South Caroling (postmarked February 21, 2025)

a. February 20, 2025 Filed copy of Notice of Appeal {to 4% Circuit),
Defendamis Response o Pending Report and Recommendations, Letter fo
the Clerk of Court (Supreme Court of the United States); February 14,
2025 Froof of Service; photograph of envelope with apparent tracking
numher atop T Appeal Transmitial Sheet. Ao, Civil Docker for Case (5
pages); and Name and Address Update Form

4. Umnited States Court of Appeals far the Fourth Circwit (postmarked February 21,
2025). New Case No 25-1169. with due dates provided for informal opening brief]
informal response brief, and informal reply briel.

5. Supreme Court of the United States (postmarked February 20, 2025). Letter,
dated February 19, 2025, indicating Defense inability fo fife an extension of
time to file a petition for writ of certiorari for a case nof reviewed by US Court
of Appeals ar by highest state court,

Defense Response:

I, Defence will regerve its responie fo Plainiiff s stafement for silwnission fo fhe U8
Caurt of Appeals for the 4% Clrcult.

2. In the same manner of verbal pleading Flaimiff extended to Defense in the
February 3, 2025 428pm email, the Defense humbly recipracates: Attorney Kay,
Sir, I strongly unge you to ger with your clien and discuss the events surrounding
its quest to acquire my hame. It would be best for your team to willingly divulge
its actions than for the actions fo be found out by other means.

L La::lfngm.rr E‘mml:}r Ebmtﬁmu‘e p.l"ease .a'dl-'ise if the March 5, 2025 final auction
is stayed with current Federal activity. (Below is the current federal motion for
siay as well as the February 2, 2025 state-level stay submitted. |

2. 5C Couri of Appeals, is the February 18, 2025 directives redacted, including the
pending February 28, 2025 dismissal due to this case still being under federal

Jjurisdiction since February 7, 20257

Again, a response was not recelved from South Carolina Court of Appeals; that is, until its
dismis=al of this already removed case just 24 hours after Defense did not lawfully attend
Lexington County Courthouse March 17, 2025 Appeal Bond hearing, of which was within the
jurisdiction of South Carolina Court of Appeals anly to perform as the stay was submitted to the

|latter court.  Law enforcement has been alerted. In the interest of justice, Defendant invokes
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FHule 11, n!quating orel arguments and transfer to Federal Jurisdiction with a criminal

investigation initiated.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
As discussed in the February 27, 2025 Emergency Mation for Dismissal with Frejudice
and To Comped submitted to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circnit:

The Defonse submits this emergency mation for immediate dismissal with prefudice
and regquest the attached praposed arder fo be awarded ta the Defense for the
following reasons:

1. Defense submitted multiple dacenents for fling o 2222/25 712pm to 5C
Court of Appeals and Lexington County Courthouse,; neither Court has filed
the documents as evidenced by 5C Courr of Appeals respanding with an
electranic copy of the filed documents and Lexingran County Courthouse
profiling a copy of the documents on the public index.

2. The Plaintilf Z24/25 1051am documenis has been filed with Lexington County
Courthouse and now one of the fwa documents Is available for viewing after
Defense natifted Clerk of Court documents an 2/26/25 that those two
docurmenis are the only recent documenis not downloadabie; sill the Plaintiffs
fetter is mot available. This is fravd and discrimination.

3. Defense 2/.25/25 1158pm and 2/26/25 1216am elecironic communications also
have not been filed and profiled on Lexington Counfy Courthouse public
index.

4. Sandard civil procedure demands Flaintiff provides Defernse with a copy of
all documents provided to the Court. Despite Defense request to compel
Flaindff to fallow the law, the Defense has not been provided with said
documents and all courts remain sifent. This is fraud and discrimination.

3. As is discussed in the attached 2/25/25 Delense Response, the Plalnilif was
respectfully admowished to divulge its actlans willingly before they are
uncovered. The Plaintlif has not respanded. Due to the above occurrences,
Defense feels pressed fo respond urgemildy:

a.  Variows breeches have been repetitive in nafure withour requested
Itervention, ultimarely contribuiing and furthering fraudulent aciivity
ar Lexington County Cowrthowse. Specifically:

i As per the Supreme Court of the United States, federal
Jurisdiction ended August 19, 2024, Plaimtiff state-level
mation for summary fudgment was submitted on Febrvary 7,
2024 This is fravd, state court did not have jurisdiction af
this time. Thus. the summary judgement order is frandulent
and illegal.

i Al were made aware of Defense connmunication with Supreme
Coprt of the Linited Sieies befng fnmmple.re. Yer stafe
proceedings persisted. This is frawd.
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b Defense statement “now ™ understands stay is not automatic (in the
2 LA25 —mot 2/25/25 as Plalnil reparts— Mattan for Stay or
Injuncilon Pending Appeal— is in reference to Defense ever evolving
awareness of the lega! process. Regardless, Defense timely submited
a stare-level motton to stay foreclasure activity with a copy provided
on 2225, but the preliminary avction was comducted anyway. This is
frawd. Again, the motion for stay requirement was met amnd submitted
the day before the 2/3/25 auction; hence, the auction should have beerr
postpaned pending 5C Court ol Appeals ruling.

c. Regarding retrving a case, there is a legal position where cases can be
revisited If additional evidence Is discovered post-fudgrmend; this is
what fiels the Defense claim of fraod.

d.  Flaingff seems to be referencing yvear 2022 after lssuing mxtice af
Home Acquisition on July 28, 2022 withow due process. Defense asks
Flailmiff vhis one question: PlaiodiT vou referenced similarity to the
past, then what prevented a deficiency sale from oocurring in 20227

e.  The question that Plaintii fails fo answer 1s how was Defense able fo
prevent a deficlency sale in 2022, as it is now 3 years fater? The
Defense persists that in 2022 Plaintlff illegally obtzined permission fo
acquine Defense home and once Defense submitted the 8/22/22 Notice
of Home Acquisition, the Plalntiif and its accomplices aifemptod—and
still are—fo cover the fraud returning fo civil nlles of procedure {i.e.
soheduling a starus conference in lieu of 8 hearing scheduled after
Flaintiff mailed acquisition documents fo Defense. This is frawd,

& With Judge Spence acknowledgemeny that both state and lederal court cannot
have jurisdiciion simultaneously, the Defense submits the fallowing requests
with this Moo to Dismiss with Frejudice:

a. Compel State of Sauth Caroling courts fo comply with civil pracedure
i this case. Specifically,

L Respect Defense legal right fo appeal and honor the federal
siay submitted by halting any and all foreclosure actlvity
associated with 123 Cardinal Pines Drive, Lexingtan, 5C
28073 NOTE: The state-level stay was nof homored as
Lexington County Courthouse held the preliminary awction on
2/3/25 despite a stay in place. This is illegal and
discrimination.

il Campel Lexington Coumnly Courthouwse fo respond fo Defense
request: Please advise if the March 5, 2025 final auction is
stayed with current Federal activity. [Befow is the current
federal motion for stay as well as the February 2, 2025 siate-
Tevel stay submitted. |

i Campel 5C Court of Appeals fa provide Defense an
electranically-filed copy of all submitted documents as it has
darte befare and pravide a response b the Defense question: Is

the February {8, 2025 directives redacted, including the
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pending February 28, 2025 dismissal due to this case stll
being under federal jurisdiction since Febrvary 7, 20257
b.  [Msmiss case based an gross breach of civil procedure, discrimination,
and frawd.
. Award Defense attached proposed order in its entirety (previously
submitted o Lexington County Courthouse)

d. Sulwnit & referral (o law enfarcement for investigation, inciuding
delayed mail occurrences.

A response is pending.

The egregious circumstances provided above underscore and satisfy the legal
requirements of fraud. U.5. Bank Mational Assoclation, along with multiple accomplices,
persistent attermpis to obscure the truth and subvert law are clearly evident. On February 4 2023,
this court determined this is a new case, thus the District Court’s order indicating the case is a
closed case; denying removal, stay and preliminary injunction; and revoking informa pauperis
status cannot be upheld. In addititon, the SC Court of Appeals dismissal is untimely and in error
as it no longer has jurisdiction and was issued past the stated 10-day grace period. Lastly,
Lexington Coumty Courthouse attempting to execute a task lawfully delegated to SC Court of
Appeals, when the latter court no longer held jurisdiction is frawd.

This Court ruled in the June 13, 2022 decision on Kemp v United States (Mo 21-5726):

I sum, nothing in the fext, structure, or history of Rule (B persuades us to narmowly
inferpret the otherwise broad term “mistake " to exclude joudicial error of law. Because
Kemp's Rule 60(h) mation alleged such a legal evvor, we affirm the Eleventh Circuit's

Judgment that the motion was cognizable under Rule 60{h){1), subject fo a I-year

limitations period, and therefore, wmimely.

This petition is within the 1-year limitation period alleging legal error, thus this petition is
timely.

The Constitution, Fourteenth Amendment, Section | expressly indicates states shall not
enforce laws that limit the privileges, steal property without due process, and/or deny equal legal

protection af any American citizen. In regards to Title VI Civil Rights Act of 1964, the

Department af Justice wrote . Tidle F1 inkibics infentional disevimination . this petition details
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recurrent breeches of the Constitution and Title VI Civil Rights Act of 1964, clearly indicating
intentional discrimination. In additon, in the Petitioner’s March 6, 2025 AMENDED Marion o
[Nismiss with Prejudice with Previously Sulwnitted Mavlons for Stay and Certificate of Service
and March 17, 2025, Letter fo the Court/Modion fo Stay all State-level Court Activity Pending
Federal Jurisdiction Compledion submiitied to Lexingion County Courthouse:
Motion to Dismiss with Prejudice with Previously Submitted Motions for Stay
and Certificate of Service

Reasons for Dismissal with Prejudice:
i. Reguest for hearing fo appeal bomd mot held prior to preliminary auctionsale.
2 Simultaneous, concurrent State and Federal jurisdiction is vnlawfin. This is
fraud.

a. Federal jurisdiction (U5 Court af Appeals for the Fourth Circaly) is in
progress, with pleadings due on same day {March 17, 2025) af
requested hearing for appeal band.

I Federal quesiion: “Are e elemenis of frawd satisfied in dis
case”
J March 4, 2025 Defendant s Modion fo Move to Inactive Rosfer has nod been
schedwled for hearing yer.
4. Imtrinsic and Extrinsic Fraud
a. Supreme Couwrt of the United Sates Jurisdiction Feb 13, 2023 to
Aug 18, 2024,

b.  Mate-Level Summary Judgement filed and accepted by Lexingion
County Courthowse February 7, 2024, outside of its jurisdiction. This
is fraud,

L Clerk af Courr delay-filing Defense February 6, 2024 Marlon
to Move fo Inactive Roster untill February 12, 2025 This is
Lraud,

C. Summary Judgement state-level hearing held on June 21, 2024,
outside af its jurisdiction. This is fraod.

d. February 2, 2025 preliminary auction/sale conducied despite appeal
and matiow for siay submitted fo South Carcling Court of Appeals,
This is fraud.

e. Muliiple Delense docunments not filed by Lexington Coumty Clerk of

Court despite repeated requests. This f5 fraud,
£, Muliple, repecitive incidences of suspected mail tampering:delayed
mail. This is frawd.

Here is the motion filed yesterday; a responise has not been received fram the Court.

Fage 28 of 31





March 4, 2025 Motion o Move fo Inactive Roster with Previously Submitted
Mouotions for Stay With Certificate of Service

e ro current federal jurisdiction and this Courts acknowledgement simultaneous state
Jurisdiction is wilawdful, the Defense motions to move tis case fo inactive roster
(inchuding canceling any and all auctions and further state leve! activity] pending
completion of gl federal activity as per the rules of civil procedure. Included below are
the Mation for stays.

Newe: Federal documents submiffed for Aling an March 3, 2025 appear to also be
unusually delayed (as per multiple previous reports of suspected mail tampering/: these
dacuments remain in New York as of the date and time of this filing. Hence, attached are
coples with requests for all courts to fle the documents as mailing delays seem fo be a
persistent issue. The Defense request for investigaiion please. Note2: Multiple Defense
documents are missing fram Lexington Cousty Pulilic Index, as last filed document is
dated 27725, Flease file any amnd aill documents submitted.

Express United States Postal Service, mailed with mracking:

1. Supreme Couwrd of the United States ERIF416F028105
2. United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuir ERI 7416609415
3. Lexington Cownly Courthowse ERIFHIGF005LS
4. Huwichen s Law Firm ERI 4166985015
3. Richardson Flowden ERIFAIGF0N 4N

Letter to the Court/Motion to Stay all State-level Court Activity Pending Federal
Jurisdiction Completion

Dear Lexingron Coumty Courthouse:
in response to this Defense’ March 14, 2025 1237AM correspondence—discussing
including but not limited to notlce of Defense inability to atterd March 17, 2025 Sam
Appeal bond hearing, case currently under FEDERAL jurisdiction, noted document
tampering with Defense submitted records, and request for Clerk to file Federal
dacumens sulwnitted by Defense—ithe following were recelved:
i. Judge hpence af 928am:
& The mamdatory Mamday 17, 2025 hearing will be held.
b.  Valid reason and proof mus: be furnished to court and appasing party for
cowtinuance. Court will examine the request evidence and advise parties.
c.  Reguest advisement if there are any state or federal action that requires
postponement of Defense bond hearing reguest,
2. Attarmey Kay
a. Denies any state or federal aciion thar requires postponement of Defense

band hearing request,
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b. Reguests Defense to pay court reporters appearance fee if hearing is
pastpaned andor if Defense chooses not to arferd.

In response, the Defense submits the following:
I, Postponement due to iliness. Please advise what verification to provide fa court
and FPlalntifi,
2. Defense March 7. 2025 1132pm correspandence remains unaddressed,; here 15 an
EXCET:
7. When will the court address the harm done to the Defense with holding the
initial auctionsale unlawfully due to appeal and motion far stay in place?
When will the recurrent bullying, harm, discrimination, and maltreatment
commitied against the Defense be remedied ?

Be advised the SCRCP 60 states RELIEF IS DUE from this Courts judgment
for fareciosure amd denlal fo vacate; and the current actions of this Cowurs
Is UNLAWFUL as corrections can ONLY be made with the Appeals Court.
Here is an excerpt from the SCRCP & law verbarim:

“fa) Correciions Based on Clerical Mistakes; Oversighis and Omissions. The
court may carrect a clerical mistake ar a mistake arising from oversight
or amissian whenever one is found in the judgment, order, or other part of
the record. The court may do 50 on matian or on its own, with or withouwt
matice. Bur after an appeal has been docketed in the appellale court and
while it is pending, such a mistake may be corrected only with the
appellafe courd's leave.

Attached is a copy of the Defense s March 14, 2025, March 7, 2025, fwo March 6, 20235,
and March 4, 2025 correspondences. The Defense kindly requests again this Court and
the Plaintilf to follow the law, this atfempt to correct is unlawful. Furthermore, the stay
of foreclosure was nof submitted to this court but fo the 5C Court of Appeals and the
federal fudiciary. thus, the hearing is unlawfil

Both this Court and the Flaintiff is aware of current Federal jurisdiction over this case.
Specifically, the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Clrcuit has curremnt jurisdiction, of
which this siate-level courts actions are contested. Again, piease honor the rule of law.
Lastly, the Defense regrets the any expense the Plaintiff ar anyone else has because of the
scheduwling of the hearing. However, Flaintilf was made aware of Defense contesting the
hearing. Thus any expense acorued 1s fully the Plalniffs. In addition, the Flalndif is also
Ffully aware of the Defense informa pauperis siatus.

The Defense thereby motions this state-level court fo hailf any and all state proceedings,
gramiing the already sulwnitted March 4, 2025 Maotian to move to inaciive roster request
pending completion of federal jurisdiciion. The Plaimiff is aware of federal proceedings.

Both motions were ignored and never addressed by the sald Court. In accordance to the

Constitution and Title V1 Civil Rights Act of 1954 and the Department of Justice, the criteria for

fraud has been satisfied. Moreover, Rule 60{a), (b){1)(2){314)(3)(6). {c) (1){3), and (d)1{1)(3) of
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the Federal Rule of Civil Procedure are also all satisfled.

The U.5 Department of Housing and Urban Development Public Release Notice 21-
L1135,
dated July 23, 2021, entitled Federal Howusing Administration Announces Additional
COVID-18 Recovery Options for Homeowners was not adhered to because US Bank Mational
Association refused to assist the Petitioner as required by federal mandate and failed to offer loan
modificaiton, including Deed-in-Lieu-Of-Foreclosure options as mandated by HUD/FHA despite
repeated requests from the Petitioner. Thus the request for foreclosure is unlawful and
fraudulent, with intent in question.
In summary, The Petitioner invokes the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States
under 28 U. 5. C. § 1254(1) and Rule 11. This petition invokes Rule 11 with oral argument
requested. This Petitioner respectfully moves the Court to grant writ of certiorari before
judgement from US Court of Appeals for the 4" Circuit—before a full member Court and grant
an immediate stay of all activity in lower courts, including auction/sale of the property in
dispute. It is apparent, this case presents issues of importance beyond the particular facts
andparties involved, making it * .. imperative to public importance as to justify deviation from
normal appellate practice and to require immediate determination in this Court.™

CONCLUSION
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
March 23, 2025

Tracie Mitchem-Green

P Box 521, 1585 Central Park Avenue
Yonkers, MY 10710

(B03) 3610602, drgreen@myyahoo.com
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Tracie L. Gree
: n
PO Box 521

Yonkers, NY 1071

RE: G S . ;
RE: Green v, US Bank National Association/ Petition for Rehearing

"Emergency Motion to Vacate Judgments"
No: 23-659]

Dear Ms. Green:

~ Yourapplication that was received December 6. 2024 is herewith returned for the
following reason(s):

Your petition for a writ of certiorari was deniced by the Court on May 20, 2024,
with rehearing denied on August 19, 2024. therefore this Court no longer has
jurisdiction over your case.

Sincerely.
Seott S. Harris, Clerk

By: /\/

Robert Meek
(202) 479-3027

Enclosures

Appendix A
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January 2, 2025

Tracie L. Green
PO Box 521
Yonkers, NY 10710

RE: Green v. US Bank National Association/ Petition for Rehearing

"Emergency Motion to Vacate Judgments"
No: 23-6591

Dear Ms. Green:
Your application that was received January 2, 2025 is herewith returned for the
following reason(s):
Per your request. attached are letters from the Court dated June 13, 2024, and
April 4, 2024.

The case is considered closed, and no further filings are authorized. Depi'fll ofa
petition for a writ of certiorari is normally without a separate written opinion.

Sincerely.
Scott S. Harris, Clerk
By:

Robert Meek
(202) 479-3027

Enclosures






Tracie L. Green
PO Box 521

Yonkers, NY 10710

RE: Green v. US Bank National Association
Application for Stay
No: 23-659]

Dear Ms. Green:

Your application for a stay received March 29, 2024 is herewith returned for the
following reason(s):

You failed to comply with Rule 23.3 of the Rules of this Court which requires that %
you first seek the same relief in the appropriate lower courts and attach copies of
the orders from the lower courts to your application filed in this Court.

You must attach a certificate of service showing that you have served all parties
with a copy of the application.

Sincerely,
Scott S. Harris, Clerk
By:

Robert Meek
(202) 479-30627

Enclosures
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June 13, 2024

Tracie . Green
PO Box 521
Yonkers, NY 10710

RE: Green v, US Bank National Association/ Petition for Rehearing
USAP4 No. 23-1176
No: 23-6591

Dear Ms. Green:

The petition for rehearing in the above-entitled case was postmarked June 7, 2024
and received June 11, 2024 and is herewith returned for failure to comply with Rule 44
of the Rules of this Court. The petition must briefly and distinctly state its grounds gnd
must be accompanied by a certificate stating that the grounds are limited to intervening
circumstances of substantial or controlling effect or to other substantial grounds not
previously presented.

You must also certify that the petition for rehearing is presented in good faith and not
for delay.

Also, the petition exceeds the 15 page limitation set out in Rule 33.2(b).

Please correct and resubmit as soon as possible. Unless the petition is submitted to
this Office in corrected form within 15 days of the date of this letter, the petition will not
be filed. Rule 44.6.

Sincerely,
Scott S. Harris, Clerk
By:

Angela Jimenez
(202) 479-3392

Enclosures





SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

February 4, 2025

Tracie L. Green
PO Box 521
Yonkers, NY 10710

RE: Green v. US Bank National Association/ Extension of Time
Lexington County South Carolina (No Case No.)

Dear Ms. Green:

The application for an extension of time within which to file a petition for a writ of
certiorari in the above-entitled case was postmarked January 29, 2025 and received

February 4, 2025. The application is returned for the following reason(s):

The lower court opinion must be appended dated November 14, 2024. Rule 13.5.

You are informed you may not fi
certiorari for a case that has not bee
the highest state court in which a d

le an extension of time to file a petition for writ of
n reviewed by a United States court of appeals or by
ecision could be had. 28 USC 1254 and 1257.

Itis impossible to determine the timeli

ness of your application for an extension of
time without the lower court opinions.

Sincerely,
Scott S. Harris/ Cle
By: v

Angcﬁa\ﬂfm/gncz

(202) 479-3392

clogirec





'RE: Green V. US Bank National Association/ "Emergency Motion Before Judgment"

USAP4 No. 25-1 169

Dear Ms. Green:
The above-entitled motion was received on March 18, 2025. These papers fail to
ules of this Court and are herewith returned.

comply with the R

of a decision only by filing a timely petition for writ of
you submitted are not construed to be a petition for writ of
hoose to file a petition for writ of certiorari, you must submit
mit allowed under Rule 13 of the Rules of this
d a sample petition for a writ of certiorari

You may seek review
certiorari. The papers
certiorari. Should you ¢
the petition within the 90 day time li
Court. A Copy of the Rules of this Court an

are enclosed.

To the extent you intend to file a petition for writ of certiorari which seeks review of
case No. 25-1169 before judgment under Rule 1 1. which remains pending in the Court
of Appeals for the F ourth Circuit, the cover of the petition and the statement of

jurisdiction must expressly invoke Rule 11.

Sincerely,
Scott S. Harris

By:

Angel
(202) 479-3392

Enclosures






S |
Filed: February 21,2025

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

INFORMAL BRIEFING ORDER

NoO, 25-1169, US Bank Natiopal Association v. Tracie Gyeen
3:22.¢v-04215-SAL

[his case has been placed on the count's docket under the abqs'c-l‘.cfmm‘:d
sumber, which should be used on papers subsequently filed in this court. The ;::sc
shall proceed on an informal briefing schedule pursuant 1o Local Rule 34(b). The
Informal Brief Form is anached. Informl bricfs shall be served and filed wl}hm
the time provided in the following schedule, Only the original informal brief is
required; no copics need be filed unless requested by the court,

Informal opening bricf due: 03/17/2025

Informal response brief permitted within 142w 100 wonvee ol informal opening
brief (filing of an informal response brief 1s not poguarads

Informal reply bnief permitted within 10 days alter service ofinformal response
brief, if any,

If the informal opening brief is not served and filed within the scheduled time, the
case will be subject to dismissal pursuant to Local Rule 45 for failure to prosccute,

Extensions of bricfing deadlines are not favored by the court and are granted only
for good cause stated in writing.

The court will not consider issues that are not specifically raised in the informal
opening brief. If a transcript is necessary for consideration of an issue, appellant
must order the transeript within 14 days of filing the notice of appeal, using the
court's Transcript Order Form, Parties who qualify to proceed without
prepayment of fees and costs may apply for preparation of the transcript at
‘govemnment expense. In direct criminal appeals in which the appellant has waived
the right to counsel and elected to proceed pro se, the motion for transcript at

ment expense is filed in the Court of Appeals and transcript is ordered: vi'
v -

R R
. .
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_TRACIE L. GREEN, a/k/a Tracie Ledora Mitchem-Green

Defendant - Appellant

and

MEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION, INC.; PALMETTO .
T UNION T

'CARDINAL PINES HO
CITIZENS FEDERAL CREDI

Defendants

ORDER

The court grants jeave to proceed in forma pauperis.

For the Court--By Direction






February 11, 2025 Pagelof3
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

US Bank National Association,
CaseNo___
Jury tnal: Yes
Agamst
Tracie L Green;
Cardinal Pines Homeowners' Association, Inc,
Palmetto Cinzens Federal Credit Union

Motion for Stay or Injunction Pending Appeal
Pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 62, this ProSe Defendant moves for this

Court 10 stay Lexington County Courthouse November 14, 2024 judgement order and January
20, 2025 dental to vacate judgment order to prevent further foreclosure and auctioning activities
pending appeal completion. Copies of both orders were previously mcluded with the Notice of
Removal on file with this Court.

As discussed in the Notice of Appeal [Second Amendment] submutted to the South
Carolina Court of Appeals on February 2, 2025 (2 pages. See Appendix A, which also includes

Appellant Letter to the Court (9 pages)):

... Staying Judgement for Sale or Deltvery of Land: Pursuant to SC Code 18-9-170
(2023), the below signed appellant, during the possession of such property, will not
commit or suffer to be committed any waste thereon and if the fudgment be affirmed, will
pm the value of the use and occupation of the property from the thme of the execution of
until the delivery of possession thereof pursuant to the judgment, not
acnrﬂngammbcﬂrdb) a fudge of the court by which judgment was rendered and
which shall be specified in the undertaking. When the judgment directs the sale of land to
satisfy a mortgage thereon or other lien, the wndertaking shall prove that in case the
Judgment appealed from be affirmed and the land be final sold for less than the judgment
debt and costs then the appellant shall pay for any waste committed or suffered 1o be
commisted on the land and shall pay a reasonable rental value for the use and occupation
of the land from the time of the execution of the undertaking to the time of the sale, but
not exceeding the amount of such defictency, which sum shall be duly entered as a
payment on the judgement; and in case the land shall be unimproved land, then in any
action or proceedings now pending or hereafter begum In any of the cowrts of this State
the undertaking shall finther provide for the payment by appellant, If the fudgment be
affhrmed, or any taxes due at the thme of the appeal or aiready pald by the morigagee, or
becoming due during the pendency of the appeal, and also for the payment by appeilant

Appendix C
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

US Bank National Association,
CaseNo.___
Jury tnal Yes
Agamst
Tracie L. Green;
Cardinal Pines Homeowners' Association, Inc;
Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union

of the interest on the debt falling due during the pendency of such appeal. Due to the

presence of criminal activity occurring and this Defendants informa pawperis status, this

court is requested to utilize the pending $3 millton fudgement in lieu of the requested two
suretles.

The undersigned now understands that a stay is not automatic in this case. However,
given the strong, compelling evidence of fraudulent activity detailed i the Notice of Removal, a
stay 1s warranted i the interest of justice. Moreover, financial responsibility 1s evident, as the
contested property, 123 Cardinal Pines Drive, Lexington, South Carolina 20073 (valued at
approximately $230,000, judgement order is for $150,213.73), is occupied by the undersigned
with a strong security system through CPI Secunty; while the undersigned remains a resident of
New York (having left South Carolma for safety concerns). However, as discussed in the Notice
of Removal, evadence shows that CPI Secunity may be mvolved with the fraud, thus law
enforcement has been notified. Therefore, the judgement (1.¢. acquusition of said property) is
secure and not i danger of loss. Ireparable harm will be done if a stay is not granted haulting
the acutioning of this property, which has been a home of the undersigned for 18 yeass, Lastly,
granhing a stay or mjuction 15 in the best interest of the public as noted in this January 31, 2025
500pm correspondence:

..Jf this court and plantiff proceeds with sale despite notice of appeal, its considered

theft. Thus danger to pudiic as they would be encouraged to participate it frandulent
activigy...
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

US Bank National Association,
CaseNo.___
Jury tnal: Yes
Aganst
Tracie L. Green;
Cardinal Pines Homeowners' Association, Inc;
Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union

Again, the undersigned now understands that a stay is not automatic. However, despite
the February 2, 2025 submussion to the Coust of Appeals addressing the stay, Lexington County
Courthouse still proceeded with the auction on February 3, 2025, now labeling it a prelinunary
auction, while adding a final auction date for Masch 2025, It is the duty of thus Coust to
determune if Lexangton County Courthouse actions were proper or intended to cause harm and
distress given that a stay request had been filed the day pnor.

Conclusion
For the foregoing reasons, the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina
should grant a stay or mjunction to Lexington County Courthouse November 14, 2024
judgement order and January 29, 2025 demial to vacate judgment order to prevent further
Certif Servi

I hereby certify that on this 11* day of February 2025, a copy of the foregoing Motion

was mailed, postage prepaid, to Plamtiff US Bank National Association via Counsel Hutchen's

Law Fum, PO Box 8237, Columbia, South Carolina 29202; and Co-Defendant Palmetto Citizens
Federal Credit Union via Counsel Richardson Drawer 7788, Columbia, SC 20202

POBou:S“l

1585 Central Park Ave,

Yonkers, New York 10710

(803) 361-0602, drgreen@myyahoo com
ProSe Appellant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

US Bank MNational Association, Cr/a No. 3:22-ov-42 [ 5-5AL1L
Plaintiff,

V.
ORDER
Tracie L. Green, a/l/a Tracie Ledora
Mitchem-Cireen; Cardinal Pines
Homeowners' Association, Inc.; Palmetto
Citizens Federal Credit Union,

Defendants.

This is a closed case. In November 2022, Defendant Tracie L. Green, proceeding pro se
and in forma pauperis, filed a notice of removal that purported to remove a mortgage foreclosure
action {“foreclosure action™) filed in the Cowt of Common Pleas in Lexington County, South
Carolina. In December 2022, the magistrate judge assigned to this matter issued a Report and
Recommendation (“Report™), recommending this court remand the case to the Court of Common
Pleas of Lexington County, South Carolina, for lack of subject matter jurisdiction and because
Defendant had not complied with the procedure required for remowval under 28 US.C. § 1446,
[ECF No. 13.] Defendant filed a response to the Report, but she failed to raise any specific
objections to the Report or to address the jurisdictional and procedural defects in her case. [ECF
MNo. 24.] Accordingly, the court adopted the report and remanded this matter to the Lexington
County Court of Common Please. Jd.

Defendant then appealed this court’s decision to the Fourth Cireuit. In October 2023, the
Fourth Circuit dismissed the appeal for lack of jurisdiction, noting this court had expressly

determined it lacked subject matter jurisdiction. [ECF No. 38.]
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On February 12, 2025, Defendant filed a packet of documents that have been docketed as
a motion for reconsideration (ECF Nos. 42, 45),' a motion to stay and for preliminary injunction
(ECF No. 43), and a motion for leave to proceed in forma pauperis (ECF Nos. 44, 46). But, for
the same reasons already identified by this court, this court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over
this matter. [t has been remanded, and this is a closed case. None of the information provided in
Defendant’s submissions to the court cures the jurisdictional and procedural defects in her case.
Accordingly, Defendant’s pending motions for reconsideration (ECF Nos. 42, 45) and her motion
to stay and for a preliminary injunction (ECF No. 43) are DENIED. Her motion for leave to

proceed in forma pauperis (ECF Nos, 44, 46) is TERMINATED AS MOOT ?

IT IS 50 ORDERED.
M *’. I/i""--""
February 18, 2025 Sherri A. Lydon
Columbia, South Carolina United States District Judge

! These are styled as a notice of removal, but they concern the same state court foreclosure action
that this court has already remanded to state court.

? The magistrate judge previously granted a motion to proceed in forma pauperis in this case. See
ECF No. 10.
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Form 1
NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE
[Second Amendment)

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals [In The Supreme Coust]

APPEAL FROM LEXINGTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
James O. Spence, Master-In-Equity

Case No. 2022.CP-32.00784
John Kay. et al as Personal
Representatives of the Estate of US Bank National, Respondent
v,

Tracic L. Green: Appellant
Cardmal Pines Homeowners' Association. In¢;
Nelson Weston, as Personal Representative of the
Estate of Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union

NOTICE OF APPEAL [Second Amendment]

Tracie L. Green [Mitchem-Green] appeals the order denying motion to vacate judgement
order of the Honorable James O. Spence dated January 29, 2025, Appellant received wnitten
notice of entry of this order denying motion to vacate judgement order on January 30, 2025,
Staying Judgement for Sale or Delivery of Land: Pursuant to SC Code 18:9.170 (2023), the
below signed appellant, dunng the possession of such property, will not comumut or suffer to be
committed any waste thereon and if the judgment be affimed. will pay the value of the use and
occupation of the property from the time of the execution of the undertaking uatil the delivery of
possession thereof pursuant to the judgment, not exceeding a sum 1o be fixed by a judge of the
court by which judgment was rendered and which shall be specified m the undertaking. When
the judgment directs the sale of land to satisfy a mortgage thereon or other lien. the undertaking
shall prove that in case the judgment appealed from be affimed and the land be final sold for
less than the judgment debt and costs then the appellant shall pay for any waste commutted or
suffered to be committed on the land and shall pay a reasonable rental value for the use and
occupation of the land from the time of the execution of the undertaking to the ime of the sale.
but not exceeding the amount of such deficiency, which sum shall be duly entered as a payment
on the judgement; and 1n case the land shall be unimproved land, then in any action or
proceedings now pending or hereafter begun in any of the courts of this State the undertaking
shall further provide for the payment by appellant. if the judgment be affimied. or any taxes due
at the time of the appeal or already paid by the mortgagee, or becoming due dunng the pendency
of the appeal, and also for the payment by appellant of the mterest on the debt falling due dunng
the pendency of such appeal. Due to the presence of cnminal activity occumning and this
Defendants informa paupens status, this court is requested to utilize the pending $3 million
Judgement in licu of the requested two sureties,

[redacted Appendix letter and page number
Appendix D










Appellate Case No. 2025-0001 79

The Honorable James O. Spence
Lexington County
Trial Court Case No. 2022CP3200784

ORDER

Appellant has failed to serve and file an amended notice of appeal in the correct
format, as required by Rule 203 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules ;
(SCACR) and this Court's letter dated February 18, 2025. Accordingly, this appeal
is dismissed. The remittitur will be sent as provided by Rule 221(b), SCACR.

FOR THE gOURT

olumbia, South Carolina

*  FILED
L. Green - Mar18 2025

ord Kay, Esquire
er Leonard, Esquire
tanley, Esquire

ooten, I






STATE OF S(HITH CAROLINA
COUWTY OF LEXIMGTON

L.5 Baek Moiionol Assoc i,
PLAIMTIFE,
VA

Tracie L {wreen; Palepern Citeens Federal
Credit U nbom,
DEFERIAMTIS)

[ THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
MASTERS ORDER ARD IUDGMERT OF
FORBECLOSURE AND SALE
IHORFURY MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE)
Ol Bl MU Po32. 00

DEFKCIERCY REQUESTED

Tik
Hutchezs Law Fima LLP

Ammoreey for Pluimiff

Pursuant 1o Rule 23 SCRCE, the obove-entitbed maser wos referred go the wmdersigned w moke
appropriate findings of fact ond conclusices of law with mihority w enter 2 final judgneent inthe
ceeez. Pursuam so the sad Onder of Beference s hearing was hebd cm June 21, 2024 an the Maintffs
mlion for senmary judgment, aitended by John 5. Kay, Fsq., amomey for the Flaimtifl. The
Defiendema, Tracie L Gireen ("Crreen” or "Defendam™ )y did not appear at the heaneg, despite notice
of the hearing hsving been send 1o all paries on June %, 324

Ther Codgrt Repeorter piresem o the hearing wis Fatbeyn Bostrom with Gorber Beponting Services
whose contget infoemmoion s 3300 Devine Streed, Soive 140% Columbia, South Caroling 250004,
email: infidn garbermeponisg com ond phone numbser (306 2564300 Lexingion Cowsty does not

bave @ saadl court reporier. The panics 1o each case must pay for o coun reporter. Tracie L. (Gineen
cem obimin & copy of the mescript of the hame 21, 2004 hearing by contactisg the coun reporiing
SETVioe I nnrange o pay the oo reporter for the franscrip.

Based upon the srguments of counsel, exhibits presemsed. review and cossideration of the cose
recond filisgs wnd 2 review and considemition of those mmiers raised ond srgusd by Defesdant, [
fimd conchide and onder as follows

Ms. Cereen called ther Coirt e nsomming of the hearing requesting 1o be allowed 1o appear
vimually or by elephone. 1t is, and hes been, this Coun's policy w0 conduct cosessed neaiters in-

Fage | of 13 Frm Case Mo B64] - TRIET
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peersom with & court reporier. The request by M Green hes been made several times previcusly
and it bas been expluined wo ber the while a staius confierence com be micnded vinually simce
there is no swenring of witmess, direct or cross examinmien eic., |, this coun's pracice is thoi

cianlesied hearing must be conductad in-persan.

M. Cereen has discussed in previcus emails wo the Cown that she believes she canniol come o
South Caroling for fear for her life. M. Cereen has indicased dat the rensons dor ber helied ooend
from & mcial componest e a possibility of terrorist activity or something related 1o her

previous work ai o mursing home. The lest reason she gave for not being shle w appear in persan

wis due g0 her linviied fisances. The sebgect of this foreclosure nction is o parcel of real progeny
locoied in Lexizgion County known s 123 Cardizal Pines Deive Lexiggron, South Caroliza.
This was the Dedemdani’s sddress ot the time of de filisg of te seibon and is the becation where
she wis served wih ihe pleadings on March 8, 2022, The Defendant apparenil y moned o the

stase of Mew York ol some point @ the nigoticn ond skl meimains s residence in bew York.

The coaart:

(11 colls atveniion so and imcorpormes by reference Defendomt's soliiude of filings, motions or
plendings.

(2] noiess thet coun standard praciice & 10 discuss coun process thet it is pany's responsibilily b
argee any and oll previceasly filed motions om the doie of hearing. The Coun takoes noitee that
miany medions are filed, then ohandoned or resolved and not orgeed by the pariies.

(41 noies thet the court noiified paribes by email the becsese it was & contesied iesiinony
Ee:emimeg, then thee hicaring is im person, mmd

(41 thet the Coun will nddress all meotions raised ond argued.

(31 colls aiveniion o the Summary Judgmend bearing restimony where court guestioned Flaineiff
ciunse| sboast sistus of various filisgs

The Court further noies ihat since Defendant did not sppeer o argee the below filings or

mrditicns, since Defendom did not appear 1o ergue these maliers, the coun deems these molloes
ahemdomad:

Fape 2od 13 FrmCase Me b9l - 36T





{11GAL. The Defendasa had previously filed 2 motion requesiing that o {reardiem ad Litem he
appainted for her. & Guardion ad Litens wos not sppoanied in this cese a5 the Defendaa is noi
wmder 2 disahilily s would albow for the appoiniment of o {eAL pursuant &0 the South Caroling
Rules of Civil Procedere.

21APPOINTED ATTORMNEY . The Diedendani nlso appeared 1o argue thai sinee she could not
afferd or obaain an sfiorney, them the coun should sppoint a aitomey for her. While the
landmark 19463 Suprense Cowrt coase Cridvow v Bhadbwrght esinblished thot indigem defendanis

kave a right to counsel in cnminal coses, the exiension of this right to a “Civil Cudeon” in civil
court cases has never been esimhlished. South Camliza hes not sdopeed or esablished a right poa

Civil Grudean [other than cemaim Family Cowrt type cases eic ), so the Dedendant does not hove
the legal right i hove counsel appoisted for ber in this case.

(HOONTINUAMCE. This case has been contimied semerons times o the request for e

Defendamt; however, there is Bo provision for s continuance b an indefmne daoe in the fature
when the Detendant might bave funds w travel 10 Sowth Coroling for a hearing.

{41 SAFETY_ Wih regands to the concerns the Defendomi hes about her safety at a hearing, the

Coun had ndvised the Defendamt that 2 member of the Leximgion County Sheridf s Depariment
would meet the Defendant m her car in the courthouse parkisg ot and escort ber safely 10 and

from the couriroom o allay sy fears she mighi hove m appearing in court.

(SILOSS MITIGATION. With regards vo boss mitigation activities dunsg the course of the
foreclosure action, PlaisgitY filed a Motice of Denial Loss Mingatos om May 20, 2022, pursuss
#0 the requirements of the South Carolima Sepeesne Count Adminisinaiive Order for 2011.

(61 JURY TRIAL DEMAND. The Defendoni was served with the sumsmons sed complaint m
this case on March §, 3022, but did not aitempt w0 request a jary triol unid May 23, 2002 (The
Court agnin calls atéention io sed imcorpomices by referemce the various maotiers filed ond
suhmiited in this case denmg the rime period under discession).
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The Ciedemdani olso filed & second request for & jury mal oo haby & 3032 The pleadisgs filed by
Defendama did not imclude any compulscry coummerclaims.

Rule 38, South Caroling Rules of Civil Procedure provides that a panty may demand a pary trinl
ped |eger thon 14 days ofter the service of ihe lesi pleading disecoed io sech issee. | find that the
Defendama did not regeest o jury trial in this cese ima ey fashion,

The Flaimaifi™s cose is ane Tor foreclossre of o morigege snd was properly refeered wo this coun
by Order dmed haly £, 3022,

M VENLUE. Om haly 15, 2022, Defendam filed 2 notion for change of venue in what appears 1o
ke mm aitempt g0 move the case o federal court from stave court. The properiy in quesion is
kocmed in Lexizgron County and the Plaintilf's casse of action is for forechosure of 2 marignge
om this property. Therefore, the proper venue for the cose i the Coun of Commaon Pleas for
Lexingion Courndy, South Caroling.

13 NOTICE OF REMOVAL. On Rovember 2%, 2022, Tracie L. Green fled a Motice of
Removal wigh the Unised Stases Distmicr Cownt for the District of South Conaling seeking 1o

remove the witkin cose 0 fedeml cowri. On December 2, 2022, United Siaics Megisiraoe Judge,
Shivo ¥ Hodges, issued a Bepori snd Recommendation wherein the Coun recomnmesded the

maiter he remamaded (o state cown for lack of subject naiter jurisdiction and failere to follow the
remioval procederes in 28 LLS.C§ 1446, Unied Siames District Count Judge, Sherni A, Lydon,
adopied ihe Repor of the Megisimie Judge in iis eniirety and ssoed an Order on Januory 23,
2023 remamding the cese wo the Lexingion Cowmty Count of Comneon Pleas

19 FEDERAL COURT NOTICE OF APPEAL. (O February 14, 2023 Tracie L. Green filed &
Motkce of Appeal io sppeal the Cinder of Remasd o the United Sdates Cown of Appeals for ihe
Fourth Circuit. On Oeioher 2, 2023, the appeal wes disnussed by the United States Count of
Appeals for the Pounth Circuin.  Thereafter, Green petitionsd the United States Suprense Court for

a wrii of centiomari. The petiion was denied by ihe Usdied $ates Supreme Coert by Cinder desed
May 20, 2024
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FLAINTITT™S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
As there ane ne pending maiters im federnl coun, this cose s properly befiore this Court for final
dispaosition.

“The purpose of senmary pedament is 1o expedite dispositions of cases which de mod requise
the services of & fact fimder” Crooepe v Fabur, 5435 S0 440, 432, 3485 E 24 S48 &T4 (2001). A
motion for sunsmary judgneent soost be gramted “if the plendings, depositions, onswers o
inierrogabonies, and admissions an file, wgether with the affidavies, if any, show that there s no
genuine issue as o any maienal fact mnd that the moving party is entithed 10 & padaneent ns 2 matier
of low.” Seawdard Fiee v Marive Comoacting, 301 5.0, 418, 421, 392 5 F 3d 460, 462; Rule 3njc),
SCRCE  IF the mom-mowving pariy bas mod shown a genuime issue of material fact, "summary
Judgmend, if appropriate, shall be entered ngaimst hina ™ Rule $6ie), SCRCP.

“(ince the party mowving for summary judgneent meeis the initial burden of showing on sbsence

of evidentary sepport for the opponent’s case, the opponent cannol simply rest om neere allegntions
of demials conmined in the plendings.” Regions Sand v Seluwawch, 554 50 &8 &0 352 5 E 2

433 43E (O App 2006 ) citing Ruale S6ic), SCROP; S5 Mad Servs., fue v Cox, 300 5.0 493,
49T, 502 S E2d 7RO, TR {1990 Peverson v B Adm due Ca, 550 5.0 B9, 04, 318 S E.2d a0
G100 (Cr App. 199 “Ramher, the nonmoving pany must come forward wish specific facis
showing there is & gesaine issue for frial.”™ M. To ovoid g gronting of 2 Maotion for Summary
Judgmend by Plaimifl, “[i}t s not sufficient thst one create on inference which is not reasonable.
Sinuilarly, it is not safficient thet one creme s issue of fhiot the is Bt gesaine.™ Mo v Cordep,
IEDS.CO5258, 527, 510 5.E.2d 400, 407, (1524 ). “The irial court should grass summary padgment
againsi 2 pary who has failed vo make & showing sufficiess go esiohlish the existence of an essenval
clement of tho pariy's case.” Hoarels v Rose's Swoves, 515 5.0 344, 546, 433 §.E.2d 908, 906, (O
App 1993 {eitmg Cedoter Corp. v Catrer, 4TT LS. 30T, 106 SO 2548, 91 L. B4 24 268
RLLIE
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The Lis Pendens, Summaon, Complaint, Kotice of Porechosure Imervention were filed on March 4,
MY Service was accomplished on the Defendom, Trocke L. Gireen on Maorch 8, 23022 at the
property address of 123 Candinal Mses Dnive Somh Conoling 3073

Ther Diefemdant hos not denied signing the Moie and g Morignge im this case snd did not file sy
affudavit in opposition & the Flasgiffs neotion for summary judgment or the Plainiiffs affidavit
in support of the motion for summaory judgmess. Plaisaifl is enditled 10 doreckose de properny
because Defemdant has breached the tenms of g Mote and Mortgoge. Am action for foreclosure

of n mongage is, in cssence, thai of hreach of contmct. "The elemenis for @ breach of comtract are
the existence of the contract, s breach, and the damages cossed by such breach.™ Sounk Giass &

Plasrics Co. v Kewpar, 399 5.0 483, 491-92, 752 S E2d 208, 208 (Ce App. 2002) (ciieg Fioller
v Exssern Flre & Cosualty Ins. Co, 240 8., 75, 89, 124 5. E2d 602, 610 (1962, Maintiff hes
showm the exisience of the contmoct — the Moie and Morgage execuiod by the Dedendani. The
Ploinidff has also showm thot the contract was hrenched by the Defendani’s failure 10 make the
manthly paymems on the Mote sd Morigege. Losily, the Plamtiffs affidasin lisis g amount of
damnges saffered by the Plaimiff as a result of the Defendom s hrench.

Ploinidf's Counsel also submitied am affidavi of miorney fees m this mamier for the sum of
£ 34300 | fimed that this sum & rensonable considering the pleadings and issues invaolved in the
maiter [n sddiion. plasdiff™s counsel represented the Mainiff im the federal court action deneg
this case ond sppeals to both the Founh Circuit Coun of Appeals and the United Simes Sepeemme

Lo,

Additionsl Findisgs of Fact and C o besioss of Laow

| The Defendamt, Trcie L Creen. exeosted a Promissory MNoie dsted June 9, 2014,
promising thereby 1o pay o the order of U5, Bank M.A the sem of One Hundred Twenty

Thowssand Mine Hundred Fifty-Seven Amd 0100 (5 120,957.00) with méerest m 4.75 percent per
annum. The Defendsma also executed & mongage in favor of US Bank, N.A, dated Jung 9, 2004,
covenieg renl propenty in Lexington County, knowm os 1224 Cardinal Pines Drive, Lexingion, South
Caroliza. The monigage was filed oo June 19, 2004, and & of recond im ihe (Hfice of the Regisier
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of Deeds - Lenmgion County in Mongage Book Noo 17025, at Page 139 The mortgage consiinses
a first morgage on the subject propeny.

4 Pavenent due om the Moie has ot been made os shown by the Mainif s Adfidavit
af Db, ond the Plaintidl, as the bolder derend, hos elected o require immedioe pavnsent of the

entire anscimt due thereon ond fled this scibom o do so.

3 | find that since ihe mcepiion of this scivon, plasdiffs aitomey bas esumed
respansibility for the insismion of this scivon ond has searched snd updmed the tale on the subject
propeny from the date the cwment owser received the propeny or the date the mongage was
executed te the date of the filling of the Lis Pendens

The Firm has been responsible for the preparstion of the followisg plendings.

1. Mobce of Foreclosure Inierventiion
Lis Pendens
Summeoes and Coenplaim
Ovder of Reference

Motikce of Hearing
Proposed Masier's Cinder and Jedgmeni of Foreclosere and Sale

Hotice of Sake
Record of Hearing

Chber documents & opplicable perainieg o service, foreclosere infervention amd

oMo e W N

o e

prosecution of the nooon.

10 The preparmion of pleadings im the fedemnl oot maiter where the Defendoni sought o
remoye the sime count foreclosure case wo federal coun, including appealks s the Fowrih
Circuit Court of Appeals and the Suprens: Cown of the Usdied Simies of America

Additionally, the Firm has anmmged for service of process om the Dedemdanii's), and has

scheduled and stiemded the hearings sd status conferences in the matter, and reviewed numernoes
documents emmiled and filed inthe case by the Defendant. Fubere duties include foraordisg copics
af the Masser's Order snd Judemend of Foreclosure and Sale 1o ther Dedendaniis ), advising the
Defendemss) of the doie thot te property will be sold, armnging and coondinating the smount o
b bid by Plamaift, represeniation of Plaimidl at sale and preparation of after sale doosmentaiion
as reqgaired. The Coun is required 10 exanuine the Plantif*s rogeest for attormey s fees in view of

six icwrs:
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l. The nabere, exteni, and difficulty of the case

2. The time necessarily devoied o the cose and labor imeolved in the case.

3. The beneficial resahs 1o the clicea of the representabion.

4. The ressceahbleness of the fee

fi. The prodessional sionding of counsel

. The contingency of compensation

Flaimifl™s counsel has im excess of 54 vears of experience i bandlisg defiuli smd coniesied
foreclosure livigatos matiers in Somh Caroling. Phisaiff™s counsel’'s somually hourly rate for
300000 per baowar, [n Lightt of the nature, extent and difficuliy of this case, including the removal of
the case o federal court smd the subsequent appeals to the Fourth Carcuit Cownt of Appeals ond the
Unised Simies Supremse Cowrt, the exiremely large vobeme of documeses filed in the case, the
poseniial lishilities imberent in a foreclosure maier, the sticndant respoasibilities and the outcome
cbtaimed for the Plantidf, 1 find thot the stiorneys’ fees in the smoum of S Thowand Three
Hundred foriy-Five And 00100 (%6, 545,000 are reasceable.

4 The amount due ond owisg on the Moie, with imterest m the rate provided in the
Wote, and other costs and expesses of collecion, including attomeys” fees, secwred by the Baoie
and Mongage, is as follows:

Principal Balince due as of 403030 RN LR
bl Inberest Dnase froms 3172020 w 7/1/2024 LI 44% 40
a4 T30
) Escrow Advemces L104T3 40
Hazard |nsemnce 4,696 00
MIP/PMI Payisenis £1.90.30
Last Positive Balonce 115 o4
Ty £3,12814
i Foreclosure Cosis €1, T4 T2
) Anomey Feos i A
TOTAL DEBT 5158213173
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Interest for the pericd from the dae shomm obove, throwsgh e dme of this Judgmeent o the sbove
siated rmie in be added 10 the above stated *Total Debi” o comnprise the anwoesd of the jedament
deht emered herein snd inierest after the dse of judgneent m the curest rate of £.75%, per annum

i pursusst 1o the tenes of the Mole and Mongagey on the jadgmnent deba should be added 1o such
Judgmena debi o comprise the amount of Plamiffs debt secwred by the mongege through the dae

w0 which swch inberest is conpated.
& That the Defendamt, Palmetic Citizens Federal Credin Unicey, is made a pasiy by
vimue of a mongage given by Trocie Ledorn Green in the amount of Taelve Thousand And (07100

(512 0000000 doied Febroary 23, 2000 s recorded March £, 2000, in Book Mo, 14125, ai Page
134 im the Office of the Register of Deeds for Lexingion County; thereafier, Palmetio Citizens

Federal Credit Union suboerdinmied it snorgage lien te the Plainiff®s morigege ben by vinue of a
Subordination of Morignge doed May 7, 2014 s recorded Jome 19, 2014 in Book 17025 s Page
142 in sasd records.  Said lien s junior in prioriy 1o the Plaisgiff™s fir mongage lien.

5 Thai the Mainaff dees not waive bui specifically denmands judgmeent ngaissst the
Defendama{s), Tmcie L Green, for the full ameunt found i be dee 10 Fainoff on the note and
mongage beld by ploinidf, with ihe right vo enier personal pedgment against the Defendomiis),
Tracie L Green for any deficiency in this action remaising afier sale of the mongaged premises.

T As a personal or deficiency padgment is demanded, the badding will renain open
for a period of thiny {30} days pursaant o 5.C. Code Ann. Section 13235720 (19706)

= The boan is not applicable for the Home Affordable Modification Program as that
program sunset on December 31, 2006

LOMULUSHNN OF LAW
I, therefore, conchude o follows:
L The Plaintiff’ should Bave judgment of foreclosure of the morignge and the
mmigaged propeny should be ordered sodd o public ouction afier due sdvertisemen.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANMD DECREED:
I There is due w0 the Plamifl’ oo the obligetion sd mosigage set fork in the
Complaint the sums of One Hesdred Fifty Thousand Tao Hesdeed Thineen And 73/100 Dollors

(%150, 213.73) representing the “Toinl Diebt” due Ploiniddf as st fonth supra, together with interest
at the rate provided therein on the balonce of prncipal from the doie aforesaid 1o the dase hereof.
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. Ther anscima dhee in the preceding parngraph {the *Tioal De® as szt forth supa smd
later accrued interest om the principal} shall constitute the wtal judgment debi due the Plamgifl and
shall hear imteresi hereafier ol the current rmie of 4.73% percent per annum

3 That the Detendams lishle for tee aforesmd morignge debt shall, om or before the
date of sale of the propeny hercinafter described. pay 1o the Plantiff, or Plainiffs attomey the
amount of Plasdiffs debt as oforesaid, sogether with the costs and disharsements of this sction.

1 That an default of pmyment m or hedore the teme herein indicaed, the moeignged
premises described im the Complain, as bereimafier set forh, be sold by the Masier-in-Bquity at
pablic ouction ai The Leximgion County Judicial Cenier 208 East Main Street, Cowrtroom 5-A4,
Lexingion Coumy Cowrtbeose, Lexingion Cowsdy, South Caroling, on somse convenient sales day
Eerrenfter, cm the following serms, that is o saw

A FOR CASH: The Mesier-in-Fguaity will reguire a deposit of Five peroent

(5% on the amount of tee Bad (in cesh or equivalest) at the ome of the sale, same o be

applied on the purchase price only upon compliance with the bid, but in case of non-

compliance within Thisty (30) days same o be forfeited ond spplied o the cosis and
Plainift's deba.

B Inierest on the halance of the bad shall be paid w the day of compliance ai
the current rale of 4 TA4% percent.
C. The sale shall be subject o tames and nssessments, exising ensements and

casemenis and resrictions of recond.

I The ahove referenced instrumem constiuies a fisst len pnonty noagnge
ol the salbject propery.

E The Purchaser is io pay for the deed preparmion, for Deed Siomps snd cosis
of recording the Deed.

F. If ther swcoessful hidder & o third party other than the Plaintiff, imsterest on
the halamce of the bid shall be paid fo the dme of complisnce at the rme listed in the figures

ahove
& If Plaintidf’ be the successtul bidder at the said sale, dor o sum o exceeding the
amount of cosis, expenses and the imdebicdness of the Plustit! in full, Plainidf may pay io the

wndersigned Master-in-Equity anly the snount of the costs ond expenses crediting the balamce of
the bid ca Plainidt's indehiedness.
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& The Plainidf has judgmen against the Defendants), Tracie L {areen, for the full
amount found e be due &e Plaisdiff on the note and moerignge, with nght &0 enber a persceal
Judgmest against the Defendants), Tracie L {aeen, for any deficiency m this action remaining
afier sale of te mongaged premises.

T As a personal or deficiency padament is denanded, the bidding will remaim open
for a persd of thiny {30} days pursaani to 5.C. Code Ans. Secion 1339720 { 1970)

-4 Thai the Master-in-Equity will, by ndverisement according to law, give nolice of
the time, ond place of sale, and the perms thereof; and will execute &0 the Purcheser, or Purchasers,

adeed o the premises sobd. The PlainiifE, or any ofher party to this nction, may become o purchaser
at such sale, and tha if, upon such sale heing made, the Purcheser, or Parchasers, should fail o
comply with the tenms thereaf withim Thiny (30) doys afier doie of sale, then the Master-im-Equity
may sdvertise the soid prremises for sake on ihe pexi, or some other subsequend sales day, at the nsk
of the highest hidder, sd 50 from time w0 time thereafier wil a fall complinnee shall be secured.

- B That the Mesier-in-Eguaity will apply the procesds of the sabe s follows:

FIRST: To paymend of the swound of the cosis and expenses of this action, mcludieg any
Ciunrdian Ad Litemn fee or fees of atomeys appoinied weder Order of Court.

REXT: To the payment so the Plaintdf or Plamiffs atorney, of the smoum of Moinidft's
debt ond interest, so much therend & the purchase money will pay on the same.

NEXT: Any sasplus will be beld pending further ander of the court
1. Itis ferther GRDERED, ADJUDGED AMD ECREED if the nomed defendan|sh

coniimees in possession of the property nffer a deed has been issued w0 ihe purchaser, then the

Shendf of Lexisgron Coumy is directed o eject ond remoyve samed defendaniis) froen the propeny
sokd, together with all pemsonal propenty located thereon, and pan the seccessful bidder g0 whom
the deed of conveyunce bas been issued or his assigns in full. quies and peacenble possession of
sabd premises without delay, asd 10 keep snid seccessful hidder or his assiges in such peaceshle
OSSR,

1l It is further ORDERED, ADILGGED AND DECREED if the personis) cocupying
the property afier the deed bas beem issuad io the purcheser is caher than the named defendass{s),
the purcheser shall serve the occupanis with a Summoss ond Fale i0 Show Cause o deienine

why the nocupamis) shoakd not be removed from the propemy.
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12 And it is funker ORDERED, ATWUDGED AND DECREED thm each Defendant
and all persons whomsoeyer claming under hing, Ber or them, be forever harred and foreclosed of

all right, iitle, mterest and equity of redempiicn in the said norignged prenuises =0 sold, or any pest
thereaf,

12 And it is ferther ORDERED. ADIUDGED AMD DECREED that any pror lien that
kas been paid in full is herebyw satisfied and conceled of record.

. LIS FURTHER ORDERED that the Deed of comveyunce made pursnant o said
sale shall comtaim the names of eoly the first samed Plaimidff and the first nomed Dedendant and
the Defemdant who was the titleholder of the mongaged property m the time of filisg of the Monce
of Pemdency of the within oction, ond the same of g {emmtee, ond e Mester-in-Equity is

authorized 10 omit from the mdices perinining io such convevance the sames of oll pasiies noi
coninined in sekd Deed.

15 The Master-im-Equity will retaim pansdiction wo do all necessary nots incbdent 1o this
foreclosure incbading, bui noi limited 1o, the issuomee of o 'Wril of Assisismce.

16 Upon issuance of 2 Master-in-Equity Bepont on %ale and Disbursemests, the
Repsier of Deads - Lexingson County is dizected 1o release of record the monigage lien being
foreclnsed, which mongage liem is described as follows:

Thai Morgege originally given o LS. Bank KA. by Tmocie L Green, dated June 19, 3014

and recorded Book Mo, 17023, o Page 1359
17, The following is o descripiion of the premises herein ordered 1o he sold:

All that cenaim piece, parcel or lot of lond, tegether with improvensents thereon, situme,
Iying and being in the Couniy of Lexingion, Siate of South Caroling, being shown sed
designied as Lot & on a Bonded plat of Cordinal Fines Subdivision prepared by Anderson
and Associstes Land Surveying, Imc., dated June 26, 20, revised March 12, 2007 and
reconded in the office of the Register of Dezds for Lexingion Cownty in Plat Shide 943 at
Page 5. This funher being shoam on a plat prepared for Tescie L. Gireen by Andersos and
Associmies Lond Surveying, I, dated June 12, 3T w0 be recorded simulinmesusly
berrewith in Record Book 12033 ai Pape 7. reforemce o said pled is made for o nore
compleie and nocurabe deseripibon, Be oll measuremenis & lidke more or ess

Beimg the same parcel conveyed o Tracie L {rreen from Hurncase Construction, [, by
vimue of & deed deted June 2%, 2007 and recorded baly 3, 2007 in Deed Book 12135 o
Pege 8, in the Oiffice of the Regisier of Deeds for Lexingion Commty, Somh Conaline

Assossnr's Prrce] Moo OO0 4-10] (M
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121 Cardinal Pines Drive
Lexington, SC 29073
THESE I | Q11

12 IT IS FURTHER ORDEREL thai if the Plaimtif or the Flamtiff's represemative
dces nil appear w1 the schedaled sale of the above-described propernty, then the sale of the propeny
sl be null, vold mnd of no feree asd effecn Imsech event, the sale will be reschodaled Bor the sext
available sales day.

JUDGE'S SHGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO VACATE
U.S Bask National Association, C/IANO 2022-CP-32-00784 -
PLAINTIFF,
v MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE
DEFICIENCY REQUESTED

Tracie L Green, Palmetto Citizens Federal
Credit Unson,
DEFENDANT(S)

Plaintiff and Defendant angued Defendan’s motsom 10 vacate by Zoom Virtual hearing on Jasuary
28, 2025 attended by John S Kay, Esq., sttorney for the PlaiseifY and Defendant, Tracie L. Green

Lenagron County does not have a staff court reporser The parties 10 each case must pay for a court
repoier. Plaietiff or Defeadant may obtain a copy of the transcript of the bearing by comacting
Garber Reporting Services, 3200 Devine Streer, Suite 103 Columbaa, Socth Carolina 29205, email
infodgarberreporning com and phane number (803) 256-4500 10 arrange 10 pay the court reportet
foe the teansenipt

Based upon the panies’ argamenty, exhibits presemed, review and consideration of the case record
filings and & teview and comsideration of those mamers raised and argued by the parties, | find.
rule, and oeder x5 follows

| The Coun granted Plasntifs Motion for Summary Judgemeat by November 14, 2024 o

filed Order. The Court huas not recerved sotice of any state court appeal

Defendant's "Mation 10 Vacate Judgement for Foreclosure™ was beard by this court, despite

Defendant’s argument that the motion did not comply with South Carolina Rules of

Piosoduie.

3 Ths Court notes that while it conssdered all azgumenss raised by Defendarnt, all sgumeens
were evahuated against what Defendart acrually filed in her Motion to Vacate and analysis
of motions 10 vasse case law and procedure

‘s

Pape Lol 34

Woe

YRLOOZCAOTZOZHASYD * SV NOWNCO * NOLONIXE * Wd 9€°F 62 wer G202 * 034 ATTIVIINOHLDETI





Rule &0 SCRCP provides iyvpical motion te vacate fact and legal patierns  Frowd,
Mistske, [nadvemence or excusable neglect are reasons 1o grant. as is lack of subjes! feaner
Jarisdiction, The cournt mode that “Relief is granted for extrinsic fraud bocause 1| prevents full
latigation of the cese. Intrinsic fraud does mod invalidate the judgmen because that type of
deception should have been discovered during the ltigstion iiself, and granfing relief
whenever a witnesa's sstimony might kave been misleading umdenmines the stability of all
jusbggrssenits. The fraisd muss be estshliched by clear and convincing cvidence and the rovant
it also show a mentonoas defonse.” South Caroling Civil Prosodiss Second Editicn by
Professor James F. Flanagan Uriversity of South Caselins School of Law, Page 486 [ 1996)
. Federal v Stale Jurisdiction. Defesdant srgues this court has no jorisdiction to procood
while her Federal oot appesl {and =y other agoncy type appeall is proccading
Dicfendani’s conclusion under these case facts is ermoneous, Rule 41 {d) Federal Rules of
Appellate Procedure, 28 USC App Fed. Proceduro and Federal Local Rule 41 peovides
proper process/procedure 8o oblain a stay, noteag thaet the moton shoald be denied without
an articulatod showisg that the motion {5 not fivolous or merely filed for delay.
Dcferdant™s faderal courl sceon was dismiszed and remanded back o The sabe oot 58
irEpoeTant 1o mote that there is no speaific federal court onder Hlayving Mate (ot actn.

. State Jurisdiction. This case iz a morigage foreclosure, The Defendani wes served with
the summons and complaint in this case om March 8, 2002, but did nod aifempt fo request a
jury triad uatil May 23, 2022, (The Couri again calls attention bo and incorporates by
referenoc the various matters filed and submitted in this case during the periosd under
discussion). The Defendant also filed & socond request for a jury tdal on July 6, 2022, The
pleadings filed by Diefendant &5 not include any compulsory counterclaims.

Rube 38, Scuth Carclina Rales of Civil Procedure provides that a party may demand a
jury triad s lacer than 10 days sfter the servioo of the lesf pleading direciod 1o fuch s
I find that the Defendant did nod request a jury tal is this case in & amely feshion, The
PlaintifMs coan e ane for faeeclnsuree of & mongage sexd s properly refemred o this
ot by Onder daged Daly 5, WX The Defendani wes in defauli and thene was no Filied
jury counterclaim. The Court slen nodes thet afier the matior was refiermed 1o Equily Coust,
the court set & Sepéerber 13, J0XE hearimg date, Onee court determined the matter was
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not unconicsted, the cowrt changed this hearing wo & states conference. Defendant never
todd the court of a jury tral demand,

B. Frasd, While this court sotes thai Defendant has filed multstudes of documents, pheadings,
motord e, there s no persaasive claim or proof of fraud sufficient 10 grant & motion 1o
VRCSSE,

9. Bamk Frand' Acquiring Home. Defondan’s claim that Plaintiff commined frusd when
Plaintiff sent the required foderal notics of Toreclosure process (generically referred o as
“Home Acquivition claim™ i 4 misosdervisnding of both prooes and lewe, This fonm i a
required foren sent out i notify parties thai the foreclosune prooss had startad possible tme
paremnciers, and loss mitigation mformation. Sone itales afe wiit loreclosure stales and the
process is much quicker. South Carolina i3 & judicaal foreclosure state that requires fouar (4)
hasic steps: (&) lawssn) filed (1) disposstive bearing held (<) property sold & public soction
() Coun delvers deed w purchaser afier compliance. The Courl explained this proseis at
heareng i Defendant. Defendant sfill owns ber home wince the 4- sl procchs has mod
eooured.

10. Allegatioms of Clerk of Cowrt Fraud. Defendsas argues that the Lexington County Clerk
al Court has imspeoperly filed, enislabeled or not filed certmin um- specificd docaments, whale
filing all of PlainiiTs documents as submitied. The Court explained and finds, that () this
court, without specific authority, doos not have jurisdictios to el Clerk of Court how o file
documents. (b} this count explained. o beasing, thai Lexington is im the stafe e-=filing system.
That sysbern has a sef sumber of Nature of Action (case subtypes) and Initiating actions
whien muaites are e-fHal The Court notes that it is not uncomemon 10 506 et subimined
by attomeys and judges labeled “Order Other” or ~Filing Other™ prewsnably becauae Clerk
staff is unable 10 determise the complete natare of the filing. The court finds no persuasive
evidence that indicates Clerk of Court frand or any other insproper activity.

11. Court Fravd! requiring perssaal appearance ot Summary Judgment Al culstanding
heurimg versus virmal sppesrenee
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The summary [adgment motion was vt as an all-day in person procecding. This proces
had been discussed at status conference, Defendant's claim (that she was harred from

the hearimg Is completely False and without merit.

To thee comarary, because of the nature of the matters o-mailed and filed, the cournt nequired her
physical presence so that the court could listen, wabch, cvalusse all maners mised by
Diefendant in person, rather than 10 do s by a virual heaniag,

There i 0o shapduie righi to & virtual hearing for this type bearing. An in- pérson héamng also
gusrssesd that afl parties, Plaintiff, Defendant and Judge, could see whe else sght be in the
hearing. South Carolina has open cosrtrooms and any oss can sticed o hearing virually or in
person, but if they aftond vimtally, pantses caeent alwarys see and hear ol sctivity s clearly
as they coulkd in poracs.

The Cowrt would not separmicly schedule a motion every time Defendant fled such
documents that wore labslod miotioss of could be argoed 1o be motions. This process s
standard for the Equity Coust, Geseral practice is for Equity Court 1o st a sangle dayftime 1o
argue all cutstaslng motions.

The reason the Summary judgmest molsans was w8t for an all-day hearing was because the
court allocabed time not oaly for Plaintaf¥ io present its motion, but to allow the remainder of
the day for Defiendant so argoe any of the many motions, filing ofe. on rocond, snas this wa
molios hessing day on any and all motions 1o be angeed.

12, Defendmm called the Cogort the mammang of the hn-.ring_frquﬂinglnh-ﬂmﬁ:lu#ut
virrually or by telephone. I i, and has boen, this Count's polsey 1o conduct contested
matiers inepomson wilh a et reporter. The request by Ma. Green has been made several
times provioasly and it baes been explained fo bher that while a status conforends can be

Fagediod|]
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atvended virtually since there is no sweanng of witsess, disect of cfoss examination elc.,
this court's practics is thal comtesed hesring must be conducted in-porson.

13 Mis. Grom bas dhscusise] in previces emails o the Court that she belioves she cannet dome
%o South Casoling for fesr for her life. Ms. Groon has indicated that the reasons for her
Welsed extend froen 2 racial component and a possibility of temonn sstivity or something
relsted b her previous work o a nursing home. The last reason she gave for not being able
#0 appear in person wis dise 1o her haniled fisances. The subject of this foreclosure action
is a parcel of real propenty located in Leningion County known as 113 Candinal Pes
Drive Lexingion, South Caroliza. This was the Dofondant's address # the time of the
filing of the action and is the location where she was served with the pleadings on March
&, WX}, The Defendant apparently moved to the siste of New York at some point in the
litigaticn and still maintaing o residence in New York

v The Court calls atentios o and incompoerstes by reference Defendant’ s maltitude of filings,
moliond of pleadsngs,

— nivies that couri standard practice is to discuss Gourt proocs 1hat i is panty’s respoeaghility fo
argue any and all previously filed motiosd of the date of hearing. The Court takes notice that
many motions ane fled, thes abassdonad of resolved and not argoed by the partics.

- nirles that the cour potslied pasives by email that browese if was a contested leatimony heanng,
then the hesring is in person, and

= thai the Cour will address all mations raised and arguead.

= calls attention 8o the Summary Judgmest bearng sestimony where court questionod Flanaifl
counse] ahout status of vasous filings.

~The Cour further poses that since Diefndant did nit appear to sspue the below filings or
motioes, since Defendant did mot sppear 10 afgue these matters, the count deems these mobions
ahandoned:
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Page 5 of 13

5”





—GAL. The Defendumt had peeviously filed a motion requesting that o CGroardiss ad Litem be
appointed for ber. A Guardian ad Liters was nol appainied in this case, as the Defendant is not
under & disability as wouhd allow for the sppotatment of a GAL pursaant to the South Carolsa
Rules of Civil Procaduarn;,

~APPOINTED ATTORNEY. The Defendant also appeared o angos that simoe she could not
affoed or obtsin an atiorney, then the coun should sppeini s aticeney for her. While the
larsdemark 1963 Supross Cosst case Gidieon @ Miatarighr established that indigent defoadants
have a right 8 counsel in crnisminal cases, the extension of this right 1o a “Civil Gedeon™ s civil
court cascs has mever been established. Sosth Caroling has not sdoptad or establsshed a night toa
Civil Gideoa (other than certain Family Court 1ype cases &), so the Defendant does not have
the begnl right bo have counsel appoisted for ber in this case.

~CONTINUANCE. This case has been continued nemerous tinses 81 the request foe the
D fendan; however, there is no provision for o continuance to an indefissie date in the future
whien the Defendant might have funds 10 travel 1o South Caroline for o hearing.

— SAFETY. With regards 1o the concerns the Defendant has about her safety al o heansg, the
Court had advised the Defendent that a membser of the Lexington County Sherifls Depariment
wivadd meet the Diefondant mt her car in the oousthuosie parking lot and escort her safely bo and
from the courtroom ta allay sy fears ihe might Bave i appearing in court.

~LOSS MITIGATION. With regands o loss mitigation activities dunng the course of the
feecclomere potion, Plantifl filed & Notoe of Denial Lesa Mitigatbon om May 20, 2022, porsuant
10 the requirersents of the South Casolifa Sepreme Cowrt Administrative Order for 2011.
{Further nots: Durisg Metion 1o Vecate Plaintiff argoed that Defondant did st compbete all ko
mikigation packagl ) snd firther rosed that wome nf Loss Mitigatios o svailable cely of
propenty was owner oocupied.  Dofordant ackmon bod ges property has not been owner oocupied
since she moved o New ok, )
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= JURY TRIAL DEMAND. The Defendant was scrvod with the surssnons and complaint in this
case om March &, 3022, bt did not stiempt 1o rogocst & jury trisl el May X3, J022. {The Count
again calls attention to and incorporales by reference the various matiers filed and submitted in
this case during the rime period under discussion). The Defendant also filed & second request for
a jary trial on July 6, 2022 The pleadings filed by Difondant did not inchade sy compulsory
counterclaims, Rule 38, South Carolira Rules of Civil Procadune provides that a party may
dermand o jury trial mot Ister than 10 days afber the servioe of the last pleading directed 1o such
{ssue, | find that the Defendant d5d not reques & jury tral & this case in a imoly fashion.

The Plaintiff's case is one fior foreckovure of o mortgage and was properly peferrad to this oo
by Order dated July §, 2002, Defendant did not appear on motion hearieg date 10 argue this
i, &6 this motion was deensed sbandoned.

= VENUE. On July |5, 2002, Defendant filed & motica for change of venue in what appears to
be an attemnpt 1o meve the case b fisdersl court from state court. The property in question is
located in Lexingion Comnty and the Plaintifs causs of action is for Sorechosure of o morigage
on this property. Therefore, the proper vomss for the case |s the Court of Common Pleas for
Lexingson County, South Carolina,

= NOTHCE OF REMOVAL. On Moversiber 28, 2002, Tracie L. Geoen filed o Notice of
Removal with the United Staies District Count for the Digtfict of South Carcling seeking to
percrve the within case to faderal court. O December 2, 3022, Unitied Stabes Magisirate Judge.
Shiva V. Hodges, ssued a Report and Recoenmendation wherein the Court necommended the
matier be romanded o stale court for lack of subject matior parisdsction and Bilere W fllow the
pemcrval procedures bn 28 U S.C.8 | 446, Unibed Stabes District Court Judge, Shem A Lydon,
sdopited the Repori of the Magistrale Judge in s entirety and issued an Order on lasvary 13,
2023 remanding the cass 1o the Lexisgien County Court of Commaon Pleas.
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— FEDERAL COURT NOTICE OF APPEAL. On Febnaary 14, 2023, Tracie L. Groen filked 2
Maotice of Appeal to appeal the Order of Remand 1o the United States Court of Appeals for the
Fourth Circuit. On Okctaber 2, 7023, the appeal was dismissed by the United States Court of
Appoals for the Fourth Cireuit. Thereafier, Groen petitioned the Unised States Supreme Court for
a writ of certiorast, The petition was denicd by the United States Supreme Court hy Order dated
May 30, D04~

15, Why Court allowed virtual hearing rather thas in person for Defendant’s Motion to
VncuteT

The Court's standerd practice for virteal hearings is for the heansgs to be virtual with in person
optice. Defendant’s motson to vacale was set for & one (1) hour periad 4:00 p.m. -5:00 p.m.
based upon court's examination of the filsd motion and belief that the argument should take an
hasur o bowse

The hearing lasted until afier 6:00 pm. The court pequesied Defendant 1o summarize each
reason fo vacale o oreure the Court could conssder all proper angaments. Instead, Difendant
requesicd to read all of et of previcss filings. The Count explained that it had read all the
plesding, that the pleading were on fibe, and that Defiendat did nol aeed o read 1o Court this
same imformation. Defendant then read all or & portios of filed pleadings. The Court them would
pEEmarize what court belicvel s ke the foous of the pesding. Them Deefiond and srould sk b be
able 8o Fartber explain what she meani by what she wrote. The Court allowal s, bt nol all
of these moquests because the court had been copiod with the previous filings, snd some of the
matters raised had already boen risod and discissed previously.
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The Court then directad Plaiseifi—on or before end of day Monday the 27 o send Court and
Defendam a confirmation list of matters mised by Defendasn, Defendanst would then have unhl
end of day Tuesday the 25 o reply with any other Rule 60 5 valid ressons (o vacate.

Drefendant requestod additional time by email. The Court declined o grant, noting that this
bearing was Defiendant’s Motion. Defendant had obligation to be prepared to presen ber
arpuments i an ordezly fashion, not simply reading and then explain various Blings. In addibion,
the eoun notified both Maintff and Defendast that they had the above-described time line,
which gave them 2-3 days additional lame to summaize information thal should have been
presenied al e heanng.

16, Pl Beai uesred I | i o :
Thrpmummdaduﬁ:nu-u mmmmlhiwhlhmmrmummnﬂ,w
courl cvaluated the issucs against (i} whet Deferdant filed in hor Mogion 1o Vacate (1)
Matiors raised and peselved by Summary Judgement Order. (Fi) Progser Legal Maotion o
Vacale Matters (iv) Mamers barred by Defendam’s failure to appeal s State coun.

As directed, Plaintiff responded s fallows:

Pursuast o the Court s instrocions from Fridays hearing, | have listed the issuecs rascd by Dy,
Green in arguing hor motson 40 vacate and [ bave listed those below:
1. Federsl court vs. state court jurisdctson in the case and whether thero is a stay of Sate
courl proceadings.
Motice of Pending Acgaisition (MOPA) letter shat Delendant seceived and whether there
is a lack of doe process,
Defenadant ¢laisr she wis harred from aftenading the ssmmary judgment hearing.
Covid relicf and hoss miti gataon | s,
Usdoncrom hearing issoc
Dscuments moved or removed oaling (publsc imdex)
DOy of Reference issue
Odier restoring the case isvoe
Urasddidreisiedd iismacs (motions o questions pof addressed in provices bdadg)
10. Notice filkod by Dfendant sookieg Restrainisg Order
11. Defendant claams LS. Seprame Court had pensdicton and PlangifT was bamed from

filing its molion for sommary pedgmont

- RO

Page 9 0l 13

FRIOOECADITIOTNISNYD = 5930 NOWMCD + NOLSHINTT - iNd $E°F 62 VBT §202 + 03714 ATTWHKOHL 3T

A5l





As directed, Defemdant responded as follows:

| 28 25

RECEIYELD:

L/FTr2S 1000am email from Judpe Spence requesting PlaintifT and Definse resend docusents to
Jn}'ﬂlﬁiﬂl‘llﬂﬁqﬂ!}'ﬁ)ﬂﬂiﬂiﬁhﬂhﬂ"ﬂrﬂ#mq | Dsi%am email indicating all of
Plaeai T docoments are filed and indoxad; il dizagres, advise of tifles of docements nof indexed.

Sent b only S recipicats, Plaissil{ABomey John Kay's) 1/27/25 432pm comrespondence
pecalled list of issucs alleped |y patwend by this Defense during this case second Mutsan Hesring
[knows by Defense]. beld 12425 are as fallows:

|, Federsl cousi vs state courd jurisdiction, whether these i s stay of stale courl procoodings.
2, Notice of Pending Acguisition (NOPA) letter received by Defesse, whether lack of doe

3. Defenese clasm baread from atiending summary judgement hearing.

A, OOV rolicl and loss mwligalion Heucs.

&, Unknorwes beaning issue

6. Docurmenis mnoved or removed online public index

7. Order af Reference

8. Oirder restoring Uhe case

. Unsddressed motions'qasstsons nol sddressed during first motion heanag.

10, Deferse Bestraining Order notice

11, Defezse claim US Supreme Court had jurisdiction ssd Plaintiff barred from filing its motion
for senmary padgement.

Again, onlly seof 1o 5§ recipients, Judge Spence 1727725 43%m comespondence acknow|edped
recespt of Abomey Bay's list prequested at |724/2% heanng. Reiorated Defiendant bas until end of
busimess day to provide additional ixsucs, as Eme extension not penmitbed.

DEFEMSE RESPOMNSE-

Since Dicfonse is Bavieg ouble following or enderstanding all PlaintifT has listed, 1o ensure
comploicness, Defense list of iseees are as follows (with associated docaments sabeniited foe
filsng listed):

} 22 25 CD3, PDF, CEASE AND DESIST Mo, 3 [UPDATED Criminal Complaint, Charges
Requestod with Certificate of Service] (4 pages)

i. Discrimination, made w0 pronide coort reporter though informe pauperns stalus,

2. Froud, missing/altened docnents; pristing o-filed documents.

3. Fraud, suspected association 10 Federal Case 3:2ev0054 BIDPDB.

I 14 25 Response. pdf, DEFENDANT'S REBUTTAL, Metion fiesr DHanevissal with Preyadice and
Certificate of Service {75 pages)

5. Fraud, PlainsilfT did s provide Defense with copy of PLANTIFF'S QRIECTRON TOTHE
DEFINDANT'S MOTION TO VACATE JUDGEMENT, FILED JANUARY 13, 2025 1251PM

& Fraud, Supreme Court jurisdiction active Februsry 2023 - Augesd 19, B4 (detailed below)
7. Fraud, blatesi illegal, unlawful activity ignoead, (detsled Below)
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8. Fraad, concarment jurisdiction peoper peocedure violated as per 15 US. Code 3612 and 45 US.

Code 56 (detailed below)
9. Fraad, court activity ceased while case at District Court and Court of appeals; imconsistent
with activity that occurred while st Supreme Court of the Unstod States.

(11 3 24 Defendants’ Proposed Order, entithd MASTER'S ORDER AND JUDGEMENT FOR
DEFENDANT, (8 pages) based on SC Code 15-36-10 was rejected by Judge Spence)

10, Feand, US Bank Naticea istentionally offored COVID-19 Resover Standalone Partial Claim
instead of COVID-19 Loan Modification as per July 23, 2021, HUD 21-115 Public Release
Notice Federal Housing Admanisteation Announces Additional COVID-19 Recovery Options for
Homeowners. US Bank Naticmal ignored Defendants” multiple notices of the same.

11, Fraod, lawsuit is malicious in intest, filod 14 days after Defense contacted FHAHUD 10
assist in cooflict resodation.

12. Frand, 7/13722 Motion 10 Change Venoe to Federal Jurisdiction; 8722722 allegations of
perjury, mockery of judicial process, state law, and foderal law; imtentional non-adberence 1o
addressod by Count'Judge Sponce.

13, Mulsiple Frauds® [“First Summary Jodgement Attempl™ (jast S months afier filing
foreclosure lawsan) |

& * 2322, Defondant reccived US Bask Natiooal's certified Notice of Home Acquisition m &0
to 90 days, dated July 28, 2022.

b. 873722, Defendant submittod concern in filing Response to US. Bank National Certified Mail
Lesters, Dased July 28, 2022 (1 page).

. *8720122, Defeadant received a Notice of Foreclosure Hearing before Judge Spence for
913722, with the said motice being filed 2 days carlier (on August 18, 2022),

d. 82222, Defendast submitiod 95-page “Notice of Home Acguisition™ detailing unlawfal
activity.

. * 91722, Clerk of Court filed Defendant's 82222 documment (10 days after subowitiod). On
same day, US Bank National via Attorney Kay filed & NOTARIZED Atoeney Affidavit of Foes
stating “A heaning was held by the Master, who requires an order 10 be proposed by Plaintifl
Counsel * DEFENDANT WAS NEVER NOTIFIED OF THIS HEARING AND NEVER
RECEIVED PLAINTIFF PROPOSED ORDER, but did receive Plantiff's 7728722 Notice of
Pending Aoquisition carlicr. This indicates sad meeting Rely occurred in July 2022, withost
Defense knowledge or lawfial participation.

£ * 91322 Forechsure Hearing cancelled, Statwus Confercnce held im s place.

g *Loss than 48 howrs later, 9/1422 1043pm, Jodge McLeood struck case from active roster,
causing direct conflict with Judge Spence directives.

i, Ovder for dismissal if not restored 10 active roster in 150 days due to non-complisace.

. *Case restored %0 active docket Febeuary 2, 2024 (past the 180-day timeframc), with the Order
FEMOnng 10 pctive rostor heing datad Febauary 28, 2023

i. After Defense raised concern, the following occurred!

i * 225724, Clerk of Court removed all documents imdexed online (i<, not downloadabic).

il. *Clerk of Court changed name of Defendant's indexed documents to generic labeling, whale
pame of Plaintiff's documents rensained unchanged with detailed labeling.

fil. *Count ignored Defendants” 31524 Motion 10 Dismissal with Prejudice due to Judge
Melood's order and simultancous, comcurrency with Foderal junsdictional proceedings. Motion
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hearing"s were not beld for Defense motioas, only Plaistiffs initisted motioes, as 1724/25
Motion hearing is the second hearing Defendant is aware of since the 3/4/22 filing of this casc.
§. *Referral 80 Master-In-Equity Judge Spence occurred with agreement between Plaintiff and
Clerk of Court Mona Huggins. Defense never consontod 10 case transfer. *Court never
addrossad this concen, though requested by Defense.

14. Frand, Clerk of Coust filed Defendant’s Motion 10 Move %0 Inactive Roster, dated 2/624, six
days later, on 2/1 2/24; wheress Plaintifi™s Motios for Summary Jodgement was filed and
indexed on 2724,

15, Frand, Judge Spesce reminded of pending Fedaral proceediags (RICO case, Supeeme Court
Notice of Removal); Plaintiff breeching FHA/HUD COVID-19 guidelines, multiple “Sumemary
Judgement™ attempts; partial treatment with Clerk of Court (missing documents; alicred
docaments; clectronically filed docsments not clectronically filed).

16, Fesod, 1 14 25 Defendants Motion for Dismassal with prejudice ignored by Court,

(11 18 24 Response email comrespondence, entitlod Notice 1o Cease and Desist/Motion to
Recossider [detailing crrors noted in Judge Spence 11 14 24 Judgoment Order for Foreclosure,
requesting cormection ignored,

17, Multiple Frauds®, Judge Spence Judgement Onder document continued o be profiled
publicly entil January 24, 2025, dospite Defendan™s notifications.

a. *Page 2 of Judge Spence Judgement Onder statos Defendant filed 10 show up for Summary
Judgment Hearing, but fasls 10 menticn Defense present via phooe(even speaking with Judge
Spence directly) dwe 10 Cowt refusal 10 scknowledge the notice of restraining oeder issacd by
Defense, limiting sbility to be in porson because of safety concerns.

i. Defendant details barring by Judge Spence in the Notice 1o Cease and Desist/Mation 1o
Reconsider document, though Defense still attempted o atiend due 10 Judge Spence not hosoring
the notice of restraining ceder,

ii. *Court ignores and £ails 10 intervene in Defense report of persistent filing issucs with Clerk of
Court, fraadulently filed Summary Judgement by Plaintiff, mail fravd concams, motion to

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

18, Froud, detaals Judge Spence operating on case actively boing evaluated by Federal count
despite repeated notifications from Defense (as discussed above)

19, Fraud, detasls Judge Spenced/29/24 pemitting Zoom attendance to Sumimary Judgement
Hearing then changing his mind, knowing it would bar Defendant’s attendance, due to out-of-
state residency, safety concems, and financial limatation,

u. Frawd, this was doubled as Judge Spence stated all outstanding motions would be heard. Thus,
Judge Spence knowing majority of the motions were Defondant-derived, gives rise 10 possible
peason Nefendast was harred froe 6.21.24 Sesnmary Judgement Hearing by Judge Spence.

20. Frand, court documents do not indicate that anyone, including Judge Spence, ever contactad
hwl:}w given the multiple reports of tarpeting, criminal activity, and hanm reported by
the Defense.

21. Fraud, Defense roquest for Judge Spence to assist in getting Jaoe 14, 2024 submisied
document filed and indexed caline by Clerk of Count never addrossed to Defense’s knowlodge.
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I Summary, Pursaant to SC Code Title 14 Chapter 11 and Rule 60 of the SC Rules of Civil
Procedure, Defonse again moticns this Court to vacate the November 14, 2024 judgement for
foreclosure with prejudice due to fraud, misrepresentation or other misconduct of Hsted and
unlisted adverse parties in this casc as detailed shove: and grant Defendant the §3 mullion
dollar jodgement as requested in the November 3, 2024 Proposed Onder.

Attached are the followiag documents previously submitsed for filing:

« § 22 22 FINAL Response. pdf [Notice of Home Acquisition] (95 pages)-see emall &2
* 6 14 24 Response. pdf [Case Status Update: Response] (10 pages)

* 11 3 24 Appendixto RSJ (35 pgIFINAL.pdf

* 11 3 24 RSJ FINAL.pdf Defendants Rebuttal 1o Plaistiffs Second Summary Judgement
Attempt] (15 pages)

= 11 3 24 Proposed Order FINAL ($pgs).docx

* 11 2 24 Proposed Order Jadge Sipnature Pages.pdf (6 pgs)

+ Nov 11 Response to Judge Roqoest pdf (16 pages)

* 1625 COCR.pdf (43 pages)

* 122 25 CD3.pdf (4 pages)

28 25 (Second Email)

Attachment:
8 22 22 FINAL Respoase.zip [contains § 22 22 FINAL Response pdf, Notice of Home

Acquisition] (95 pages)

The Court notes that it has not printed all e-filed stached documents because they appear to be
matters previously emailed, filod or argued,

CONCLUSION

Defendant argued here in the post hearing submassion, and by previous emails ot al., that
virtaally every action taken by this Court, Circuit Count, State Court, Clerk of Count etc. are all
fraud based actions directod against ber. This court finds po legally sufficient proof of perssasive
evidence or arguenent that the described acticos were legally fraudulent as roquired by law.

The court has revicwed proper legal standards for this and other motions and appeals, as well as
examined the vast amount of cosails, copled papers, self-describod filings semt 80 Court 2nd Clerk
Office %0 be e~ filod, to tho best of our abilaty.

This trial court finds, reasons, and rules that Defcndant s Moticn 10 Vacate is desied factaally,
pencadurally and legally.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

January 29 2005 C,’iEEE!\_‘g . s
- 0, Spence '
L Lexington Master-in-Equity
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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)
PROOF OF SERVICE

[, Tracie L. Mitchem-Green , do swear or declare that on this date,

March 23, 2025, as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 and previously
permitted by this Court, | have served the enclosed WRIT OF
CERTORARI TO US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTORARI BEFORE JUDGEMENT UNDER
RULE LL AND A REQUEST FOR AN IMMEDIATE STAY [EXCLUDING
INFORMA PAUPERIS] electronically on each party to the above
proceeding or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be
served as indicated below:

File: 3 23 25 WC4th (NO IFP or Letter) COMPLETE.pdf (85 pages plus this Proof
of Service)
US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit

Lexington County Courthouse
Hutchens Law Firm
Richardson Plowden

PownNPE

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct. Executed on March 23, 2025

(Signature)






The 2.25.25 Response.pdf has been reattached.

Again, be advised that this case continues under FEDERAL JURISDICTION and state
level and federal level stays were submitted as filed below.

Superior Courts and Law Enforcement entities are included on this email.
Respectfully, Tracie

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these e-mail
transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the

transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the safety/veracity of any
information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes allrisk associated with the use of this
e-mail transmission and agree that Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss,
claim, or damage that may result from

your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via e-mail. Privacy
Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain information that is protected
from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is otherwise privileged or confidential. This
communication is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for
delivering this message to the recipient, you are hereby

notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message is strictly
prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may subject you to civil
and/or criminal penalties. If you have received this message in error, please notify the
sender immediately by telephone and delete

this message.

On Thu, Feb 27, 2025 at 6:04 AM, Dr. Green
<drgreen@myyahoo.com> wrote:

2.27.25
Good Morning All:
1. Please advise on response to 2.25.25 and 2.26.25 correspondences please.

2. Also, please unlock Plaintiff letter as requested below, as Defense still has not
received copies of Plaintiff documents.

3. Here is verification of current federal jurisdiction:




Respectfully, Tracie

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these e-mail
transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the

transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the safety/veracity of
any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes allrisk associated with the
use of this e-mail transmission and agree that Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable
for any loss, claim, or damage that may result from

your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via e-mail.



Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain information that is
protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is otherwise privileged or
confidential. This communication is intended only for the use of the individual or entity
to whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering this message to the recipient, you are hereby

notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message is strictly
prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may subject you to civil
and/or criminal penalties. If you have received this message in error, please notify the
sender immediately by telephone and delete

this message.

On Wed, Feb 26, 2025 at 12:16 AM, Dr. Green
<drgreen@myyahoo.com> wrote:

2.26.25

The Defense kindly requests the following:

1. Lexington Courthouse, please compel Plaintiff to provide Defense with a
copy of all documents provided to this Court (electronic is preferred).

2. Lexington County Courthouse Clerk of Court, please unblock US Bank
National Association 2/24/25 Letters (2 documents filed at 1051am). They
are the only recent documents not downloadable.

Respectfully, Tracie

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these
e-mail transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the
transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the
safety/veracity of any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes
allrisk associated with the use of this e-mail transmission and agree that
Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim, or damage that
may result from
your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via
e-mail. Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain
information that is protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is
otherwise privileged or confidential. This communication is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message
is strictly prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may
subject you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have received
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone
and delete
this message.




On Tuesday, February 25, 2025 at 11:59:43 PM EST, Dr. Green <drgreen@myyahoo.com>
wrote:

2.25.25
Dear All:

Please see the attached document, 2 25 25 Response.pdf.

Attorney Kay, please provide the attachment from SC District Court
referenced in your correspondence please.
Best, Tracie

*Clerk of Courts, please file this email and attachments in the respective
cases, please.

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these
e-mail transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the
transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the
safety/veracity of any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes
allrisk associated with the use of this e-mail transmission and agree that
Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim, or damage that
may result from
your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via
e-mail. Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain
information that is protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is
otherwise privileged or confidential. This communication is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message
is strictly prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may
subject you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have received
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone
and delete
this message.

On Saturday, February 22, 2025 at 07:10:43 PM EST, Dr. Green <drgreen@myyahoo.com>
wrote:

2.22.25
Dear All;

Below are 3 Statement/Questions [Attached is a signed PDF version of the
contents of this email]:



Statement/Question#1:
All Clerks of Courts, please file this communication in its entirety with
the respective cases, please.

Statement/Question#2:

Lexington County Courthouse: Please advise if the March 5, 2025 final
auction is stayed with current federal activity. Here is the current
federal motion for stay:

Current FEDERAL Motion for Stay

February 11, 2025 Pagelof 3
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA
US Bank National Association,
Case No.
Jury tnal: Yes

Against

Tracie L. Green;
Cardinal Pines Homeowners' Association, Inc;
Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union

Motion for Stay or Injuncrion Pending Appeal

Pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 62, this ProSe Defendant moves for this
Court to stay Lexington County Courthouse November 14, 2024 judgement order and January
290, 2025 denial to vacate judgment order to prevent further foreclosure and auctioning activities
pending appeal completion. Copies of both orders were previously included with the Notice of
Removal on file with this Court.

As discussed m the Notice of Appeal [Second Amendment] submutted to the South
Carolina Court of Appeals on February 2, 2025 (2 pages; See Appendix A, which also includes
Appellant Lertter to the Court (9 pages)):

...Staying Judgement for Sale or Delivery of Land. Pursuant to SC Code 18-9-170
(2023), the below signed appellant, during the possession of such property, will not
commit or suffer to be committed any waste thereon and if the judgment be affirmed, will
pay the value of the use and occupation of the property from the time of the execution of
the undertaking until the delivery of possession thereof pursuant to the judgment, not
exceeding a sum to be fixed by a judge of the court by which judgment was rendered and
which shall be specified in the undertaking. When the judgment directs the sale of land to
satisfy a morigage thereon or other lien, the undertaking shall prove that in case the
Jjudgment appealed from be affirmed and the land be final sold for less than the judgment
debr and costs then the appellant shall pay for any waste committed or suffered to be
committed on the land and shall pay a reasonable rental value for the use and occupation
of the land from the time of the execution of the undertaking to the time of the sale, but
not exceeding the amount of such deficiency, which sum shall be duly entered as a
payment on the judgement; and in case the land shall be unimproved land, then in any
action or proceedings now pending or hereafter begun in any of the courts of this State
the undertaking shall fiarther provide for the payment by appellant, if the judgment be
affirmed, or any taxes due at the time of the appeal or already paid by the mortgagee, or
becoming due during the pendency of the appeal, and also for the payment by appellant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

US Bank National Association,
CaseNo.___
Jury trial: Yes
Against
Tracie L. Green;
Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union

of the interest on the debt falling due during the pendency of such appeal. Due to the

presence of criminal activity occurring and this Defendants informa pauperis status, this

court is requested to utilize the pending $3 million judgement in lieu of the requested rwo

Sureties.

The undersigned now understands that a stay i1s not automatic in this case. However,
given the strong, compelling evidence of fraudulent activity detailed in the Notice of Removal, a
stay 1s warranted in the interest of justice. Moreover, financial responsibility 1s evident, as the
contested property, 123 Cardinal Pines Drive, Lexington, South Carolina 20073 (valued at
approximately $230,000, judgement order is for $150.213.73), is occupied by the undersigned
with a strong secunity system through CPI Secunty; while the undersigned remains a resident of
New York (having left South Carolina for safety concerns). However, as discussed in the Notice
of Removal, evidence shows that CPI Security may be involved with the fraud. thus law
enforcement has been notified. Therefore, the judgement (i.e. acquisition of said property) is
secure and not in danger of loss. Irreparable harm will be done if a stay is not granted haulting
the acutioning of this property, which has been a home of the undersigned for 18 years. Lastly.
granting a stay or injuction is in the best interest of the public as noted in this January 31, 2025
500pm correspondence:

...Jf this court and plantiff proceeds with sale despite notice of appeal, its considered

theft. Thus danger to public as they would be encouraged to participate in fraudulent
activity...
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

US Bank National Association,
Case No___
Jury trial: Yes
Against
Tracie L. Green;

Cardinal Pines Homeowners' Association, Inc;
Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit Union

Again, the undersigned now understands that a stay is not automatic. However, despite
the February 2, 2025 submission to the Court of Appeals addressing the stay, Lexington County
Courthouse still proceeded with the auction on February 3, 2025, now labeling it a preliminary
auction, while adding a final auction date for March 2025. It is the duty of this Court to
determine if Lexington County Courthouse actions were proper or intended to cause harm and
distress given that a stay request had been filed the day prior

Conclusion
For the foregoing reasons, the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina
should grant a stay or injunction to Lexington County Courthouse November 14, 2024
judgement order and January 29, 2025 denial to vacate judgment order to prevent further
foreclosure and auctioning activities pending appeal completion.

Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that on this 11® day of February 2025, a copy of the foregoing Motion
was mailed, postage prepaid, to Plamtff US Bank National Association via Counsel Hutchen's
Law Firm, PO Box 8237, Columbia, South Carolina 29202; and Co-Defendant Palmetto Citizens
Federal Credit Union via Counsel Richardson Plow Drawer 7788, Columbia, SC 29202.

Tracie Mt

PO Box 521

1585 Central Park Ave,
Yonkers, New York 10710

(803) 361-0602, drgreen@myyahoo com
ProSe Appellant

Statement/Question#3:

SC Court of Appeals is the February 18, 2025 directives redacted,
including the pending February 28, 2025 dismissal due to this case still
being under federal jurisdiction (since February 7, 2025)?

It has come to my attention that mailed documents are not reaching their
destinations [emailed delivery is largely excluded from this discussion
EXCEPT 2.19.25 emailed response] . In addition, mailed items (some
express and/or signature required) are not being picked up. As of today,



February 22, 2025, this case still active in Federal jurisdiction.
Moreover, after this email, | will only communicate with the associated
parties—US Bank National Association (Hutchen’s Law Firm) and Palmetto
Citizens Federal Credit Union (Richardson Plowden)—and the current court
with jurisdiction (currently, US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit.
NOTE: This current jurisdictional court filings are not discussed below).
Please check your tracking information to ensure there are not mailed
packages waiting to be picked up.***If you did NOT receive the below mailed
items or having associated issues, please respond to this email so | can
forward the information on to the Authorities.*** Silence will indicate

receipt of documentation/compliance.

Here is a synopsis of mailed items and tracking information:

1. US District Court of South Carolina

a. 2.7.25 [USPS Priority #9502606586865038859106]: Civil Cover Sheet (1
page) and Attachment (2 pages); 2.7.25 Informa Pauperis Application (2
pages) and Addendum (3 pages); Notice of Removal (35 pages) with
Appendix A (3.4.22 summons and complaint) and Appendix B (11.14.24 and
1.29.25 judgment orders).

b. 2.10.25 [USPS Express #E1216984767US]: Addendum to Notice of
Removal (CARES ACT certification; 4.11.22 FHA/HUD letter to Defense;
7.23.21 FHA/HUD 21-115 COVID Recovery Options for Homeowners, 9
pages); Proof of Service (3 pages); 2.9.25 Updated Informa Pauperis
Application (2 pages) and Updated Addendum (4 pages)

c. 2.11.25 [USPS Express #ER187705848US]: Motion for Stay or Injunction
Pending Appeal (3 pages, includes Certificate of Service); Appendix A [SC
Court of Appeals Notice of Appeal [Second Amendment] (2 pages),
Appellant Letter to the Court (9 pages, Letter to SC Court of Appeals)]

d. 2.14.25 [USPS certified USPS#9589 0710 5270 1835 9352 81]

i. 2.12.25 Letter to the Clerk of Court [3 pages, Supreme Court of the United
States document, contains Certificate of Service]

ii. Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
iii. Notice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1
page)

iv. Proof of Service (5 pages; includes verification of 2.12.25 electronic
delivery 11 14 24 Judgement.pdf and 2 12 25 SCOTUS Letter.pdf)

e. 2.20.25 [Previously Mailed items Fax Interrupted, 8037655960]

2. SC Court of Appeals

a. 2.2.25 [USPS Express #9571206586865033857642]

i. Letter to the Appellate Court Clerk, Filing the Notice of Appeal

ii. Proof of service of the notice of appeal on the respondents.

ii. A copy of the November 14, 2024 and January 29, 2025 order [s]
[judgment] which are to be challenged on appeal. [NOTE: These judgments
are now available online.]

iv. Verification of my informa pauperis status and a copy of the $250 filling
fee. NOTE: Please return to $250 filing fee if this court will honor my informa



pauperis status, as | cannot afford any legal fees.

v. Documents delivered electronically to respondents and Lexington County
Courthouse on February 2, 2025:

1. Form 9 LETTER TO CLERK OF LOWER COURT FILING NOTICE OF
APPEAL [SECOND AMENDMENT].

2. Form 1 NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE [Second Amendment]

3. Appellant Letter to the Court

4. Form 7 PROOF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL [Second
Amendment]

b. 2.14.25 [USPS certified USPS#9589 0710 5270 1835 9353 04]

i. 2.12.25 Letter to the Clerk of Court [3 pages, Supreme Court of the United
States document, contains Certificate of Service];

ii. Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
iii. Notice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1
page)

iv. Proof of Service (5 pages; includes verification of 2.12.25 electronic
delivery 11 14 24 Judgement.pdf and 2 12 25 SCOTUS Letter.pdf)

c. 2.20.25 [Previously mailed items Fax Accepted, 8037341839]

3. Lexington County Courthouse,

a. 2.2.25 [USPS Express #9570106586865033857653]

i. Letter to the Appellate Court Clerk, Filing the Notice of Appeal

ii. Proof of service of the notice of appeal on the respondents.

iii. A copy of the November 14, 2024 and January 29, 2025 order [s]
[judgment] which are to be challenged on appeal. [NOTE: These judgments
are now available online.]

iv. Verification of my informa pauperis status and a copy of the $250 filling
fee. NOTE: Please return to $250 filing fee if this court will honor my informa
pauperis status, as | cannot afford any legal fees.

v. Documents delivered electronically to respondents and Lexington County
Courthouse on February 2, 2025:

1. Form 9 LETTER TO CLERK OF LOWER COURT FILING NOTICE OF
APPEAL [SECOND AMENDMENT].

2. Form 1 NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE [Second Amendment]

3. Appellant Letter to the Court

4. Form 7 PROOF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL [Second
Amendment]

b. 2.14.25 [USPS certified USPS#9589 0710 5270 1835 9352 74]

i. 2.12.25 Letter to the Clerk of Court [3 pages, Supreme Court of the United
States document, contains Certificate of Service];

ii. Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
iii. Notice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1
page)

iv. Proof of Service (5 pages; includes verification of 2.12.25 electronic
delivery 11 14 24 Judgement.pdf and 2 12 25 SCOTUS Letter.pdf)

c. 2.20.25 [Previously mailed items Fax Error,8037852215]



4. Hutchen’s Law Firm [Counsel for US Bank National Association],

a. 2.2.25 [USPS Express #9570106586865033857660]

i. Letter to the Appellate Court Clerk, Filing the Notice of Appeal

ii. Proof of service of the notice of appeal on the respondents.

iii. A copy of the November 14, 2024 and January 29, 2025 order [s]
[judgment] which are to be challenged on appeal. [NOTE: These judgments
are now available online.]

iv. Verification of my informa pauperis status and a copy of the $250 filling
fee. NOTE: Please return to $250 filing fee if this court will honor my informa
pauperis status, as | cannot afford any legal fees.

v. Documents delivered electronically to respondents and Lexington County
Courthouse on February 2, 2025:

1. Form 9 LETTER TO CLERK OF LOWER COURT FILING NOTICE OF
APPEAL [SECOND AMENDMENT].

2. Form 1 NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE [Second Amendment]

3. Appellant Letter to the Court

4. Form 7 PROOF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL [Second
Amendment]

b. 2.11.25 [USPS Express #ER187705825US/ER187705834US]: Motion for
Stay or Injunction Pending Appeal (3 pages, includes Certificate of Service);
Appendix A [SC Court of Appeals Notice of Appeal [Second Amendment] (2
pages), Appellant Letter to the Court (9 pages, Letter to SC Court of
Appeals)]

c. 2.14.25 [certified USPS#9589 0710 5270 1835 9353 11]

i. 2.12.25 Letter to the Clerk of Court [3 pages, Supreme Court of the United
States document, contains Certificate of Service];

ii. Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
iii. Notice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1
page)

iv. Proof of Service (5 pages; includes verification of 2.12.25 electronic
delivery 11 14 24 Judgement.pdf and 2 12 25 SCOTUS Letter.pdf)

d. 2.20.25 [Previously mailed items Fax Error, 8032526822]

5. Richardson Plowden [Counsel for Palmetto Citizens Federal Credit
Union],

a. 2.2.25 [USPS Express #9570106586865033857677]

i. Letter to the Appellate Court Clerk, Filing the Notice of Appeal

ii. Proof of service of the notice of appeal on the respondents.

ii. A copy of the November 14, 2024 and January 29, 2025 order [s]
[judgment] which are to be challenged on appeal. [NOTE: These judgments
are now available online.]

iv. Verification of my informa pauperis status and a copy of the $250 filling
fee. NOTE: Please return to $250 filing fee if this court will honor my informa
pauperis status, as | cannot afford any legal fees.

v. Documents delivered electronically to respondents and Lexington County
Courthouse on February 2, 2025:

1. Form 9 LETTER TO CLERK OF LOWER COURT FILING NOTICE OF
APPEAL [SECOND AMENDMENT].



2. Form 1 NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE [Second Amendment]

3. Appellant Letter to the Court

4. Form 7 PROOF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL [Second
Amendment]

b. 2.11.25 [USPS Express #ER187705825US/ER187705834US]: Motion for
Stay or Injunction Pending Appeal (3 pages, includes Certificate of Service);
Appendix A [SC Court of Appeals Notice of Appeal [Second Amendment] (2
pages), Appellant Letter to the Court (9 pages, Letter to SC Court of
Appeals)]

c. 2.14.25 [USPS certified #9589 0710 5270 1835 9352 98]

i. 2.12.25 Letter to the Clerk of Court [3 pages, Supreme Court of the United
States document, contains Certificate of Service];

ii. Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
iii. Notice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1
page)

iv. Proof of Service (5 pages; includes verification of 2.12.25 electronic
delivery 11 14 24 Judgement.pdf and 2 12 25 SCOTUS Letter.pdf)

d. 2.20.25 [Fax NA]

ELECTRONIC DELIVERY
Received 2.18.25 337pm email from the SC Court of Appeals:
o Appellate Case Number
o Admonishing filings needing to be Rule 267-compliant.
o Reference to inclusion of personal data identifiers pursuant to Order 2014-
04-15-02.
o Notification of 10-day grace period to correct insufficiencies in formatting of
Proof of Service and Notice of Appeal. Otherwise, case will be dismissed.
Emailed to SC Court of Appeals 2.19.25 101AM:
o [attachment] 2.19.25 Appellant Letter to Clerk of Court Response to Letter
Received (6 pages: Letter 1 page; 2.8.25 email notification, 3 pages; Page 1
and Page 35 of the Notice of Removal, 2 pages)
o Email itself (5 pages, includes 2.19.25 101AM; 2.12.25 1024AM; 2.8.25
934AM; & 2.8.25 821PM chain emails sent previously)
Although | received notice of receipt from the SC Court of Appeals, | have
not received a response.

Attachments [Transitional documents from SC Court of Appeals to US
District Court of South Carolina documents to Appeal to US Court of Appeals
for the Fourth Circuit]:

« 27 25 COMPLETE (NO IFP).pdf (75 pages)

o Civil Cover Sheet (1 page) and Attachment (2 pages)

o Notice of Removal (35 pages) with Appendix

o Appendix A (3.4.22 summons and complaint)

o Appendix B (11.14.24 and 1.29.25 judgment orders).

* 2 10 25 Mailed COMPLETE (NO IFP).pdf (12 pages)

o Addendum to Notice of Removal (CARES ACT certification; 4.11.22
FHA/HUD letter to Defense; 7.23.21 FHA/HUD 21-115 COVID Recovery



Options for Homeowners, 9 pages)

o Proof of Service (3 pages)

* 2 11 25 SPA with AppendixCOMPLETE.pdf (14 pages)

o Motion for Stay or Injunction Pending Appeal with Certificate of Service
and Appendix

o Appendix A [SC Court of Appeals Notice of Appeal [Second Amendment]
and Appellant Letter to the SC Court of Appeals)]

* 2 14 25 Mailed COMPLETE.pdf (16 pages)

0 2.12.25 Letter to the Clerk of Court [3 pages, Supreme Court of the United
States document, contains Certificate of Service];

o Defendants Response to Pending Report and Recommendation (7 pages)
o Notice of Appeal to the US Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1 page)
o Proof of Service (5 pages; includes verification of 2.12.25 electronic
delivery 11 14 24 Judgement.pdf and 2 12 25 SCOTUS Letter.pdf)

* 2 19 25 email COMPLETE.pdf (11 pages)

0 2.19.25 Appellant Letter to Clerk of Court Response to Letter Received (6
pages: Letter 1 page; 2.8.25 email notification, 3 pages; Page 1 and Page 35
of the Notice of Removal, 2 pages)

o Email itself (5 pages, includes 2.19.25 101AM; 2.12.25 1024AM; 2.8.25
934AM; & 2.8.25 821PM chain emails sent previously)

2 22 25 Email Contents (this current document, 10 pages)

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these
e-mail transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the
transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the
safety/veracity of any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes
allrisk associated with the use of this e-mail transmission and agree that
Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim, or damage that
may result from
your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via
e-mail. Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain
information that is protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is
otherwise privileged or confidential. This communication is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message
is strictly prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may
subject you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have received
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone
and delete
this message.

On Wednesday, February 19, 2025 at 01:01:50 AM EST, Dr. Green
<drgreen@myyahoo.com> wrote:



2.19.25

Dear All:
Please see and file the attached response.
2 19 25 Response Letter to Clerk Ct of Appeals.pdf (6 pages)

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these
e-mail transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the
transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the
safety/veracity of any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes
allrisk associated with the use of this e-mail transmission and agree that
Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim, or damage that
may result from
your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via
e-mail. Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain
information that is protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is
otherwise privileged or confidential. This communication is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby
notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message
is strictly prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may
subject you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have received
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone
and delete
this message.

On Wednesday, February 12, 2025 at 10:24:32 AM EST, Dr. Green
<drgreen@myyahoo.com> wrote:

21225
Good Morning:

Emails received (please forgive the oversight):
Attorney Kay 2/3/25 141pm and 428pm email regarding the Appeal process
and encouragement to obtain an attorney as stay is not automatic.

From Defense:

1. February 10, 2025 email from SC Court of Appeals received indicating
filing of Defense 2/7 and 2/8 documents noted below. Can attachments be
freely distributed?

2. Garber Court Reporting Agency confirms Plaintiff declines to purchase
transcript from the Hearing to vacate judgment.

3. Please see attached:



2 12 25 SCOTUS Letter.pdf (3 pages)
11 14 24 Judgement.pdf (17 pages, this is the original judgment order)

South Carolina Court of Appeals, Lexington County Courthouse,
Hutchens Law Firm, Richardson Plowden Law Firm are included on this
email.

Respectfully, Tracie

NOTICE:By using this email service, you understand and agree that these e-
mail transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the
transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the
safety/veracity of any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes
allrisk associated with the use of this e-mail transmission and agree that
Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim, or damage that
may result from

your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via
e-mail. Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain
information that is protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is
otherwise privileged or confidential. This communication is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby

notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message

is strictly prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may
subject you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have received

this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone
and delete

this message.

On Saturday, February 8, 2025 at 09:34:42 PM EST, Dr. Green <drgreen@myyahoo.com>
wrote:

2825

Proof of Service (3 pages) is attached.

South Carolina Court of Appeals, Lexington County Courthouse,
Hutchens Law Firm, Richardson Plowden Law Firm are included on this
email.

NOTE: Law Enforcement is included in all correspondence. NOTICE:By
using this email service, you understand and agree that these e-mail
transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the
transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the



safety/veracity of any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes
allrisk associated with the use of this e-mail transmission and agree that
Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim, or damage that
may result from

your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via
e-mail. Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain
information that is protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is
otherwise privileged or confidential. This communication is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby

notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message

is strictly prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may
subject you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have received

this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone
and delete

this message.

On Saturday, February 8, 2025 at 08:21:38 PM EST, Dr. Green <drgreen@myyahoo.com>
wrote:

Dear All:



February 8, 2025

1. There appears to be two (2) different copies of the January 29™ Denial to Motion to Vacate. |
request permission to display the differences.
2. Emails received:

a. 2/28/25411pm: Attorney Kay email sent also to Joy Davidson and Bridgette Dullin
response to Defense’s 1/28/25 356pm email regarding the transcript. In summary,
Attorney Kay states:

i. Court advised Defense of the process and required to pay for transcript if so
chooses to obtain a copy.

ii. Defense was not advised purchase of transcript was mandatory.

iii. Defense failure to provide court reporter caused Plaintiff to provide the
sarvice.

iv. Plaintiff will not pay for Defenses’ transcript.

v. Defense's own motion put the hearing into play; participation not
mandatory. With the foreclosure sale scheduled for 2/3/25, the motion had
to be heard prior to the sale. If Defense did not desire a hearing, then motion
withdrawal warranted.

b. Declining to pay for transcript and acknowledging payment for the Court reporter for
the Hearing regarding the Motion to vacate Judgment.

€. 2/28/25414P: Judge Spence email sent also to Attorney Kay in response 1o
Defense's 1/28/25 356pm email regarding the transcript. Insummary, Judge Spence
states:

i. Parties pay for the court reporter; the court does not have one.

ii. The moving party pays for the court reporter; if not, hearing will not be held.

iii. Both parties pay for their own transcripts; obtaining a transcript is not
mandatory.

iv. This procedure has been discussed multiple times.

d. 2/28/25227P: Deputy Clerk Huggins stating Defendents 1/28/25 103pm email
received with attachments. Will not file the proposed order until signed by Judge
Spence.

e. 2/28/25 342pm: Deputy Clerk Huggins response to Defendents 1/28/25 313pm
email; states efiling is for attorneys. Prose litigant documents are filed by print and
clock-in. Still getting most recent documents filed.

Please note the attached:

1) 27 25COMPLETE (NO IFP).pdf (75pages)
2) 2825 Addendum.pdf (9 pages)

Clerk of Court, please file this email and attachments with both the foreclosure (2022CP3200784)
and child support (0791562) cases, please.

Respectfully, Tracie

South Carolina Court of Appeals, Lexington County Courthouse,
Hutchens Law Firm, Richardson Plowden Law Firm are included on this
email.

NOTE: Law Enforcement is included in all correspondence. NOTICE:By
using this email service, you understand and agree that these e-mail
transmissions may contain intimate and private data and that the
transmission of such data via e-mail does not secure/guarantee the
safety/veracity of any information. In addition, you/sender/receiver assumes
allrisk associated with the use of this e-mail transmission and agree that
Tracie Mitchem-Green shall not be liable for any loss, claim, or damage that



may result from

your/sender/receiver decision to transmit data to Tracie Mitchem-Green via
e-mail. Privacy Notice: This message, including attachments, may contain
information that is protected from disclosure by federal and/or state law, or is
otherwise privileged or confidential. This communication is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the recipient, you are hereby

notified that any dissemination,distribution, or copying of this message

is strictly prohibited and violations of applicable federal and/or state law may
subject you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have received

this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by telephone
and delete

this message.



