
From: Sylecia Mcintyre
To: Court Of Appeals Filings
Subject: Notice of Non-Receipt and Response in Opposition to Motion to Dismiss – Case No. 2025-002087
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Dear Clerk of Court,

Please find attached a timely filing titled “Notice of Non-Receipt and Response in Opposition
to Motion to Dismiss” in Case No. 2025-002087 (McIntyre v. Westwood Townhomes). 

This response is submitted to preserve the Appellant's right to be heard following delayed
receipt of the motion.

I am requesting that this document be added to the appellate record accordingly. Please
confirm receipt at your earliest convenience.

Respectfully,

/s/ Sylecia McIntyre
Sylecia McIntyre, Agent for Principal
1855 E Main St
Spartanburg, SC 29307
Phone: 864-788-3274

mailto:syleciamcintyre@gmail.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org



IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA  
COURT OF APPEALS 
Case No.2025-002087 
 
McIntyre, Sylecia 
Appellant, 
v. 
Westwood Townhomes, 
Respondents. 
 
NOTICE OF NON-RECEIPT AND RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS 
 
COMES NOW the Appellant, Sylecia McIntyre, in timely objection to the Respondent’s 
Motion to Dismiss, which was dated December 16, 2025, but not received by the Appellant 
until December 23, 2025. This response is submitted within the appropriate window 
following actual receipt, and Appellant objects as follows: 
 
Timeliness and Prejudice: 
 
Appellant received the Motion on December 23, 2025. Any delay in delivery is not 
attributable to the Appellant, and no prejudice shall result to Respondent in the Court 
allowing full briefing and fair review. 
 
Outstanding Merits Pending Review: 
 
The underlying motion seeks dismissal based on the alleged failure to pay the 
court‑ordered bond directly to the landlord. However, this undertaking was fundamentally 
flawed. First, the bond order arose from a hearing that was scheduled the same day as an 
emergency injunction and Rule to Show Cause filing—neither of which were considered by 
the judge before issuing the payment directive. This procedural defect renders the order 
voidable. 
 
When Appellant arrived in court, the bond undertaking had already been printed with the 
amount of $631 filled in—demonstrating the court was not prepared to hear evidence or 
argument from the Appellant. The bond amount was predetermined, and the process 
showed signs of bias and procedural failure.  
 







Appellant explicitly reserved the right to object to the amount on the record during the bond 
hearing. Opposing counsel was aware of this objection and failed to rebut or cure the issue. 
Furthermore, Appellant was never granted a proper evidentiary hearing to dispute the 
amount or structure of the bond. The court demanded payment directly to the landlord 
without verifying whether the amount exceeded the 30% income cap outlined in the USDA 
Rural Rental Housing program.  
 
Appellant receives documented rental assistance in the form of utility subsidies, which 
qualify her for the 30% rent cap. The court’s failure to assess these factors prior to 
enforcing payment undermines equity and due process. 
 
Appellant issued timely tenders and affidavits of performance dating back to June 2025. 
Additionally, opposing counsel never provided a proper accounting ledger despite their 
client Westwood Townhomes receiving eight formal requests, violating SC Code § 
27‑40‑410. The landlord’s refusal to provide a ledger from First Citizens Bank—named in 
the lease—was not addressed at the bond hearing.  
 
Instead, counsel merely submitted a second copy of the lease. The court accepted this in 
place of actual financial records, thereby disregarding state law and tenant protections.  
 
Appellant has also submitted motions and sworn affidavits requesting in‑camera review of 
damage photos and documentary evidence regarding two self‑help evictions following 
attempts to satisfy statutory stay orders during eviction on appeal by timely notice to all 
involved on the same day of issuance. 
 
Despite this, two separate acts of self-help eviction occurred: first, through physical 
displacement, and second, through the landlord’s refusal to disburse federal beneficiary 
funding to which Appellant was lawfully entitled. Instead, these funds were remitted to the 
Appellee for fiduciary disbursement and misused. 
 
As of the date of this filing, it is acknowledged that the landlord failed to remit utility 
payments for the months of November and December, compelling Appellant to pay 
personal funds into Westwood Townhomes’ Spartanburg Water Systems business 
account—despite having no privity of receipt, no late notice, and no disconnection notice 
issued to her. 
 
The landlord held trustee status with both the federal subsidy program and Spartanburg 
Water Systems for disbursement on behalf of Sylecia McIntyre as beneficiary. To date, no 







cure has been attempted to locate the missing federal funds or to address the landlord’s 
unauthorized retention of unearned income under the guise of corporate infrastructure. 
 
Improper Ground for Dismissal: 
 
The Respondent’s motion relies on procedural framing to obscure active claims of 
performance, tender, and statutory rights under Title 27-40 and related jurisdictional 
considerations. Appellant contends the record reflects material questions of law requiring 
judicial review, and dismissal at this stage would be premature. 
 
Notice and Record Irregularities: 
 
No notice of any hearing or compliance requirement was posted on Appellant’s door or 
delivered to her domicile, further complicating the fair opportunity to respond under proper 
service rules. 
 
Appellant respectfully requests that the Court deny the Motion to Dismiss and proceed to 
review the full appeal record, or in the alternative, Insert permit additional briefing to 
preserve the integrity of the process. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
s/ Sylecia McIntyre   
Sylecia McIntyre, Agent for Principal   
1855 E Main St   
Spartanburg, SC 29307   
Date: December 23, 2025 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I, Sylecia McIntyre, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above Response in 
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss was served on all counsel of record by depositing the 
same in the United States Mail with proper first‑class postage affixed, addressed as 
follows: 
 
Ross B. Plyler, Esq. 
Cassidy Coates Price, P.A. 
P.O. Box 10529 
Greenville, SC 29603  
Cassidy Coates Price 
 
Mailed on this 23rd day of December, 2025. 
 
Respectfully,  
/s/ Sylecia McIntyre 
Sylecia McIntyre, Agent for Principal 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







PROOF OF MAILING 
 
Item: Response in Opposition to Motion to Dismiss 
Date Mailed: December 23, 2025 
 
Carrier: United States Postal Service (USPS) 
 
Service Type: Forever First‑Class Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Addressee: 
 
 
Ross B. Plyler, Esq. 
Cassidy Coates Price, P.A., 
P.O. Box 10529, Greenville, SC 29603 
 
Respectfully,  
/s/ Sylecia McIntyre 
Sylecia McIntyre, Agent for Principal 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 






