
From: Sean Foerster
To: Court Of Appeals Filings
Cc: pughkitre@gmail.com; Brian P. Yoho
Subject: [Filing] 2025-001567 - PennyMac Loan Services, LLC v. Kitre Pugh
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Dear Ms. Kitchings –
 
For filing in this appeal, please find attached the following documents:
 

Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Appeal, with Proof of Service.
 
These are being served on the Appellants by mail today. A courier is also delivering the $50
filing fee for the motions to the Court today. Thank you.

Sean Foerster
Member

Direct 803.744.1855
Fax 803.343.7017

Rogers Townsend, LLC
1221 Main Street 14th Floor
Columbia, SC 29201

Main 803.771.7900
Visit rogerstownsend.com

 

NOTICES
PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL: This electronic message (including any attachments) is intended only
for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is
attorney-client privileged, may be confidential work product, or may be exempt from disclosure under
applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent
responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is wrongful, is strictly prohibited, and may
subject you to civil liability.  If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify
us by telephone at 803-771-7900 (Columbia office) or 704-442-9500 (Charlotte office) or by return e-
mail, and destroy any copies (electronic, paper, or otherwise) that you may have of this communication. 
 
DEBT COLLECTOR: This firm collects debts for mortgage lenders and other creditors.  Any information
obtained will be used for that purpose.  However, if you have previously received a discharge in
bankruptcy, this message is not and should not be construed as an attempt to collect a debt, but only as
an attempt to enforce a lien. 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


______________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM FLORENCE COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
The Honorable W. Haigh Porter, Master-in-Equity 


                                               ______________________________ 
 


Case No. 2024-CP-21-02667 
Appellate Case No. 2025-001567 


                                               ______________________________ 
 


PennyMac Loan Services, LLC ............................................................. Respondent, 
 


v. 
 
Troy Pugh; Kitre Pugh, Individually;  
Kitre Pugh, as Personal Representative 
of the Estate of Sylvia Ann Pugh; Libre  
Timmons; and Cypress Point Owners 
Association, Inc...................................................................................... Defendants. 
 
of which Kitre Pugh, Individually, and Kitre Pugh, as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of Sylvia Ann Pugh, are the Appellants. 


_______________________________ 
 


RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL 
________________________________ 


 
 Respondent PennyMac Loan Services, LLC, hereby respectfully moves the Court for an 


order dismissing the appeal of Appellants Kitre Pugh, Individually, and Kitre Pugh, as Personal 


Representative of the Estate of Sylvia Ann Pugh (collectively “Appellant”).  


FACTS 


 This is an appeal by a pro se defendant from the “Master-in Equity’s Report on Sale and 


Disbursement and Order Confirming Sale” entered on July 24, 2025 (the “Report on Sale”), in this 


mortgage foreclosure action.  
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 The Appellant asks the Court to reverse the judgment of the Master in Equity on the 


grounds that he “erred by (1) processing an abuse of discretion through its failure to follow proper 


foreclosure regulations and (2) limiting the Appellant’s ability to present necessary evidence and 


rebuttal, thus obstructing due process.” (Appellant’s Br. p. 4.) The alleged errors that form the 


basis of this appeal occurred leading up to and during the final foreclosure hearing on February 


20, 2025. (Appellant’s Br. pp. 4-6.)   


 The issues and arguments raised in the Appellant’s Brief concern the Master-in-Equity’s 


findings of fact and conclusions of law in the Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale entered on 


February 20, 2025, after the foreclosure hearing. (Id.) 


 But the Appellant never appealed from the Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale. As shown 


by the Certificate of Mailing filed in the lower court on February 24, 2025, and attached hereto as 


Exhibit 1, Appellant was served with a filed copy of the Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale on 


February 21, 2025. It is now too late for Appellant to appeal from that foreclosure judgment. 


 None of the arguments in the Appellant’s Brief concern the Report on Sale being appealed, 


which simply reported on the outcome of the foreclosure sale, the disbursement of the sale 


proceeds, the execution and delivery of the judicial deed, and the confirmation of the sale.  


ARGUMENT 


The Court must dismiss this appeal because 1) it is moot due to Appellant’s failure to appeal 


from the foreclosure judgment and 2) the Report on Sale is not an appealable order.  


“A case is moot where a judgment rendered by the Court will have no practical legal effect 


upon an existing controversy because an intervening event renders any grant of effectual relief 


impossible for the Court." Wachesaw Plantation E. Cmty. Servs. Ass'n v. Alexander, 414 S.C. 355, 


359, 778 S.E.2d 898, 900 (2015)(citation and quotation marks omitted). “[M]oot appeals result 
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when intervening events prevent a decision on appeal from having an immediate impact on the 


parties.” Id. (citing 15 S.C. Jur. Appeal and Error § 19 (Supp. 2014)). “Appellate court[s] will not 


pass on moot and academic questions or make an adjudication where there remains no actual 


controversy.” Id. (citation and quotation marks omitted). 


This appeal seeks reversal of only the findings of fact and conclusions of law set forth in 


the Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale, and it does not address any issues with the Report on Sale. 


Because the relief requested by Appellant pertains only to the unappealed Judgment of Foreclosure 


and Sale, and because it is now too late to appeal from that judgment, the appeal is moot. 


Further, the Report on Sale was merely a post-sale, ministerial accounting document 


required by Rule 71(b), SCRCP1. The Report on Sale is not an appealable order because it was not 


a final judgment, did not involve the merits, did not affect a substantial right, did not strike a 


pleading, did not determine the action, did not prevent a judgment from which an appeal may later 


be taken, did not grant or refuse a new trial, did not grant, continue, modify, or refuse an injunction, 


and did not grant, continue, modify, or refuse the appointment of a receiver. See Rule 72, SCRCP; 


S.C. Code Ann. § 14-3-330. 


CONCLUSION 


 


For these reasons, Respondent respectfully moves for an Order dismissing the appeal of 


Appellants Kitre Pugh, Individually, and Kitre Pugh, as Personal Representative of the Estate of 


Sylvia Ann Pugh. Pursuant to Rule 240(b), SCACR, Respondent respectfully requests that its time 


to serve and file the Initial Brief of Respondent be stayed until this motion is decided by the Court.  


[signature on the following page] 


 
1 “Notwithstanding the fact that the foreclosure action may have been referred to the master for 
final judgment, the master or other officer conducting the sale shall file a report with the court as 
to the sale and the receipts and disbursements made.” Rule 71(b), SCRCP.  
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       Respectfully submitted, 
 


s/ Sean M. Foerster    
Sean M. Foerster (SC Bar# 77466) 
ROGERS TOWNSEND LLC 
1221 Main Street, 14th Floor (29201) 
Post Office Box 100200 
Columbia, South Carolina 29202-3200 
(803)771-7900 
sean.foerster@rogerstownsend.com 
  
Counsel for Respondent PennyMac Loan 
Services, LLC 


February 3, 2026 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


______________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM FLORENCE COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
The Honorable W. Haigh Porter, Master-in-Equity 


                                               ______________________________ 
 


Case No. 2024-CP-21-02667 
Appellate Case No. 2025-001567 


                                               ______________________________ 
 


PennyMac Loan Services, LLC ............................................................. Respondent, 
 


v. 
 
Troy Pugh; Kitre Pugh, Individually;  
Kitre Pugh, as Personal Representative 
of the Estate of Sylvia Ann Pugh; Libre  
Timmons; and Cypress Point Owners 
Association, Inc...................................................................................... Defendants. 
 
of which Kitre Pugh, Individually, and Kitre Pugh, as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of Sylvia Ann Pugh, are the Appellants. 


______________________________ 
 


PROOF OF SERVICE 
______________________________ 


 
 I certify that I have served the Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss Appeal on Appellants Kitre 


Pugh, Individually, and Kitre Pugh, as Personal Representative of the Estate of Sylvia Ann Pugh, 


by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, on February 3, 2026, 


addressed to both 700 S. Cashua Drive, Apt 11A, Florence, SC, 29501, and to 46 Niagara Street, 


Waterbury, CT 06705.  


s/ Sean M. Foerster    
Sean M. Foerster (SC Bar# 77466) 
ROGERS TOWNSEND LLC 






