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Dear Ms. Kitchings,

Attached please find Appellant’s letter submitted in response to the Court’s December
16, 2025 correspondence for inclusion in the record of Appellate Case No. 2024-
000350.

Respectfully,

Michele Graham

-- 
Michele Graham
843-532-7252

mailto:michele.graham0318@gmail.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:ted@corveylawfirm.com
mailto:kyra@corveylawfirm.com
mailto:matt@corveylawfirm.com



December 22, 2025 


Michele Graham 


56 Poplar Street 


Charleston, SC 29403 


 


 


The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings 


Clerk of Court 


SC Court of Appeals 


PO Box 11629 


Columbia, SC 29211 


 


Re: December 16, 2025 Correspondence, 2024-000350 


 


Dear Ms. Kitchings, 


This letter is submitted in response to this Court’s December 16, 2025 correspondence 


advising the parties that no action will be taken on the Respondents’ Motion to Allow Late 


Filing.  


To clarify, Appellant filed a Second Supplemental Motion to Strike. Respondents filed a 


return to that motion, which the Court rejected as untimely. Respondents thereafter filed a 


Motion to Allow Late Filing, and Appellant filed a return opposing that motion. 


Respondents subsequently abandoned the motion by failing to pay the required filing fee.  


Appellant’s Reply to Respondents’ Return, together with the attached affidavit and 


exhibits, was filed to address Respondents’ factual assertion that the challenged document 


had been filed with, or properly before, the lower court. Those materials demonstrate that 


no such filing or presentation ever occurred.  


Because no order permits consideration of Respondents’ untimely return, Appellant does 


not seek to revive or rely upon that filing. Rather, out of an abundance of caution and to 


preserve the accuracy of the record, Appellant clarifies that the affidavit and exhibits 


submitted with her Reply should be treated as a supplemental evidentiary addendum in 


support of her Second Supplemental Motion to Strike. 


 


 







Respectfully, 


 


 


Michele Graham 


Appellant 


cc: Edward “Ted” Corvey, III, Esq. 






