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Good Morning,

I apologize once again. Here is the attached files. I also have the filing fee of $50 arriving
through USPS mail to your attention.

Thank You for your considerations.

Regards, 
Chris Pettross Pro Se 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


JN THE COURT OF APPEALS 


APPEAL FROM PICKENS COUNTY 


tor tesiek. 


Court of Comnmon Pleas 


Daniel E. Hunt, Special Releree 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002085 
Lower Court Case No. 2020-CP-39-00480 


Neal E. Pleiffer and Paulette H. Pfeiffer, Plaintills, 


V. 


Don Culff Homes, Inc.. Donald Cluff a/k/a Don Culff. Christopher Peltross, Maria Petross a/kla 


Maria Ferguson a/k/a Maria E. Ferguson, The M Ferguson Group LLC, 103 Woodland Circle 
Partners. World Business Lenders, LLC, Dina Claire Culf, and WBL SPO I, LLC. Defendarnts, 


of whom Christopher Pettross and Maria Ferguson are Appellants. 


APPELLANTS' OPPOSITION TO DISMISSAL AND OVERBROAD REMAND, 


REQUEST FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME, AND PRESERVATION OF RECORD 
RELIEF 


Appellants Christopher Petross and Maria Ferguson, pro se, oppose dismissal and any 
remand that would leave challenged proceedings unatfected, request any authorized enlargement 
of ime, and preserve available record relief. 


L. REQUEST THAT THE APPEAL NOT BE DISMISSED 


1. Appellants request that the Court decline dismissal and decide the issues properly presented 







2 Apellants have contiosl pursued this appeal. Any delay or deficiency was not 


abundmen consent to dismissal, or waiver. 


It this eun o related filing is untimely. Appellants request enlargement under Rules 240{e) 


and SL SCACR 
4 Anellants do noe claim additional time for sevice bv mail. Rule 263(a). SCACR. 


II. TRANSCRIPT AND RECORD ISSUES 


iFinancal citficuly obtaining complete transcripts and uncertainty over custody of recordings 


have inpeiet but not ended. Appellants' prosecution of the appeal. 


6 Apoellanes seek onlv reord reliet authorized by Rules 209-212. SCACR, incuding 


ppiementation under Rule 212(b) when speifically identified material is properly includable. 


IL. CHALLENGED SPECLAL REFEREE PROCEEDINGS 


7. Appellants raised Hunt's prior attorney-client relationship with Maria Ferguson and the 


Tesaling disqualification issue below. Thev request review only to the extent preserved. within 


shis Court's jurisdicüon. and supported by the appellate record. 


& Am allesations characterized as fravd upon the court. extrinsic fraud. or unauthorized 
practice 


of law ae not offered as established facts; Appellants request consideration only of preserved 


undertying acts and applicable law. 


V.OPPOSITION TO REMLAND THAT WOULD PRESERVE CHALLENGED 


PROCEEDINGS 


9 Appeilarts ogpese a disposition that would leave challenged Special Referee proceedings 


nslaned fom revi r remand as authorization for an immediate foreclosure sale bevond 


he Cots actual holding 







10. 1f remand is required, Appellants request a mandate stating what is vacated and preserving 


unresolved issues and lawful remedies. 


WHEREFORE, Appellants request that the Court: (A) deny dismissal: (B) accept this 


filing and grant any authorized enlargement; (C) permit the appeal to proceed on preserved 
issues: (D) preserve appropriate record relief under Rules 209-212; and (E) if remand is 


necessary, limit it to the Court's actual disposition and grant other appropriate relief. 


Respectlully submitted. 


Date: September 29, 2026 


s/ Christopher Pettross 


V. REQUEST FOR RELIEF 


Christopher Petross, Pro Se Appellant 


103 Woodland Circle, Easlev, South Carolina 29640 


Telephone: 864-991-5473 


V Maria Elena Ferguson 


Maria Elena Ferguson, Pro Se Appellant 


103 Woodland Circle, Easley, South Carolina 29640 


Telephone: 864-991-5473 
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I certily that on September 29, 2026, I served a true and corret copy ol the toreg0ng 


filing upon counsel of record by United States Mail, first-class postage prepaid, at the addsesses 
below. 


Demetri "Jim" K. Koutrakos, Esq. and Harry Dixon, Esq. 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


CALLISON TIGHE & ROBINSON, LLC 


P.O. Box 1390. Columbia, SC 29202-1390 


John S. Kav, Es4. 


HUTCHENS LAW FIRM 


P.O. Box 8237, Columbia, SC 29202 


John E. Kelchner, Jr., Esq. 


TURNER PADGET GRAHAM& LANEY, P.A. 


Christopher Pettross, Pro Se Appellant 
Date: September 29, 2026 







THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 


APPEAL FROM PICKENS COUNTY 


Court of Common Pleas 


Daniel E. Hunt, Special Referee 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002085 
Lower Court Case No. 2020-CP-39-00480 


Neal E. Pfeiffer and Paulette H. Pfeiffer. Plaintiffs. 


Don Cullf Homes. lnc.. Donald Cluff a/k/a Don Culff. Christopher Pettross, Maria Petross afk/a 


Maria Ferguson a/k/a Maria E. Ferguson, The M Ferguson Group LLC, 103 Woodland Circle 


Partners, A South Carolina General Partnership, World Business Lenders. LLC, Dina Claire 


Culff, and WBL SPO II, LLC, Defendants. 


ol which Christopher Pettross and Maria Ferguson are the Appellants. and World Business 


Lenders. LLC, Neal Pfeiffer, Paulete Pfeiffer, and WBL SPO II. LLC are the Respondenıs. 


APPELLANTS' DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD 


ON APPEAL 


Christopther Pettross and Maria Ferguson. Appellants, Pro Se 


J03 Woodland Circle, Easley. South Carolina 29640| (864) 991-5473 


Pursuant to Rule 209. SCACR, Appellants designate the following matters for inclusion 


in the Record on Appeal, to the extent permitted by Rule 210(c), SCACR: 


I. Notice of Appeal and proof of service. 







2 Appellanes stav and Rale 60b) motion, with attachments and hibits prtigerly befte the 


ower court. 


3 Hun's September 15. 2025 order demv ing szay and Rule 60b) relitf 


4. Hunt's Februar 25. 2025 Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale 
3 Lower-court matenals cooeming Hun's prior a1omey-client relatinnship with Maria 


Ferguson, including retainer pav ment evidence and arv disqualificatin. reusal. warer. t 


remittal mtenalk 


6. Transcript. recording. or settled-statement portions addressing Hunt's prior repiresetitatitn 


disqualiticaion. reusal. waie. ot remita. 
*.Orders of Reterence. appointment orders and filed materials establishing Hunr's authority t 


Ct as Special Reteree. 


8. December 6. 2024 ulings relied upon by WBL as the basis for foreciosure and referral. 


9. Attornes withdraw al. substitution. and attornev-ot-record aterials relev ant to notice and 


oppotunity to be heard. 


10. Oktober 18. 2024 Notice of Electronic Filing and associated certificates or proofs of service. 


IL. Hearing notices. senice proofts. and ranscript recording portions relevant to the preser ed 
nouce. sevice. represenation-statS, 2nd opportunity-t0-be-heard issues. 


12, Other lower-court pleadings orders. exhibits. or transcript portions specifically relied upcn 


by the Sexember 15 order or neceSsarr to resohve the presened Rule 606) s6s 


CERTIFICATION 


By signing AppellantS certify under Rule 20c. SCACR, that the designated matters 
are relev ant and property inxludable under Rule 210c). 


s Christopher PeLtoss 







Christopher Pettross, Pro Se Appellant 


s MariaE. Ferguson 


Maria E. Ferguson. Pro Se Appellant 


103 Woodland Circle. Easlev. South Carolina 29640 (864) 991-5473 


Date: September 29. 2026 







I certily that on September 29, 2026. I served a true and correct copy of the 


APPELLANTS' DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON 


APPEAL upon counsel of record by United States Mail, first-class postage prepaid. at the 
addresses below. 


Demetri "Jim" K. Koutrakos, Esq. and Harry Dixon, Esq. 


CALLISON TIGHE & ROBINSON, LLC 


P.O. Box 1390. Columbia, SC 29202-1390 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


John S. Kay. Esq. 


HUTCHENS LAW FIRM 


P.O. BOx 8237. Columbia, SC 29202 


Date: 


John E. Kelchner, Jr., Esq. 


TURNER PADGET GRAHAM & LANEY. P.A. 


Christopher Pettross, Pro Se Appellant 


: September 29. 7026 


Maria E. Ferguson. Pro Se Appellant 
Date: September 29. 2026 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 


APPEAL. FROM PICKENS COUNTY 


Court of Comnon Pleas 


Daniel E. Hunt, Special Releree 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002085 


Lower Court Case No, 2020-CP-39-00480 


Neal E. Pleilfer and Paulette H. Pleiller, Plaintilfs, 


V. 


Don Culff Homes, Inc., Donald Cluffl a/k/a Don Culfl, Christopher Pettros, Maria Petrs a/kda 


Maria Ferguson a/k/a Maria E. Ferguson, The M Ferguson Group LLC, I03 Wondland Cirle 


Partners. A South Carolina General Partnership, World Business .enders, LLC, Dina Claine 


Culfl, and WBL SPO II, L.LC, Defendants, 


of which Christopher Pettross and Maria Ferguson are the Appellants, dnd World Business 


Lenders, LLC, Neal Pleiffer, Pauleue Pleilfer, and WBI. SPO II, L.LC are the Respondents. 


APPELLANTS' INITIAL BRIEF 


Christopher Pettross and Maria Ferguson, Appellants, Pro Se 


J03 Woodland Circle, Easley, South Carolina 29640| (864) 991-5473 







55UES PRESENTED 


SIAIEMENI OI HECASE 


STANDARDOF KE VIEW 
ARMENT 


TABLE OF CONTENTS AND AUTHORITIES 


IWBIsexpress rntlit repretation and vacatur 


Rule Kh4) duepres isses 


L Sope d relief ard remand 


CONCLUSION 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Belle lfall Plantation Homeowners Ass'n, In. v. Murray, 419 S.C. 603, 799 S.E.2d 310 (Ct. 


Aup. 2017) 


1.aversl Benefits. In. v. McKinney, 349 S.C. 179, 361 S.E.2d 659 (Ct. App. 2002) 


In e AIndents to Canmn 3.Cde of Judicial Conduct, Rule 501. SCACR, Appellate Case No. 


02644147 (SC. Sup. C.Order June 4, 2026) 


Rule (Mb), SCRCP; Rule 220Ma), SCACR; Rule 01. SCACR, Canon 3E) and 3(F) 







ISSUES PRESENTED 


1. Whether Hunt's February 25 and September 5, 2025 orders should be vacated where WBI 


represented that Hunt had a contlict and sequested vacatus ot both odets. 


2. Whether preserved notice, servie, representation-stlus, andl opportuily-o be-ead isues 


wattant Rule 60(bX4) relet il the designated re ord establıshes a lenial ot de process. 


3. If remand is required, what scope should govern afer vacalur of Hun's oders. 


STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


This foreclosure action concerns 03 Woodland Cicle. Hunt entered a Judguent ot 


Foreclosure and Sale on February 25, 2025, and denied Appellunts suy and Rule 60(b) noon 


on September 15, 2025. Appellants served their Notice ot Appeal on Oober l0, 2025. 


Appellants raised Hunt's prior attorney-client relationship witlh Maia Ferguson as 


disqualification issue. WBL later represented in its signed Joint Motion hat Hunt "did have a 


contict of interest" and requested vacatur of both Hunt orders. (Join Motion al 2.) 


On Augusı 28, 2026, this Court denied Respondents' motion to dismiss without prejude 


to arguments in their briet and directed Appellants to ile their Initial Briel and Designaion 
within thirty davs. 


STANDARD OF REVIEW 


A Rule 60(b) ruling is generally reviewed tor abuse ol discretion. Belle Lall Plmlion 


Homeow ner's As'n, Inc. v. Murtay. 419 S.C. 605, 617, 799 S.E.2d 310, 316(C App. 017) 


Rule 60(b\4) addresses judgments void lor lack of due process o jurisdicion. UaiveIsal 


Benefits, Inc. v. Mchinney, 349 S.C. 179, 183-84, 561 S.E.2d 659, G61-62 (Ct App. 2002); 


Belle Hall, 419 S.C. at 617-18, 799) S.E.2d at 316. 







1. WBM. IHAS EXPRESSL.Y REPRESENTED THAT HUNT HAD A CONFLICT AND 


ARGUMENT 


HAS REQUESTED VACATUR OF BOIH HUNT ORDERS. 
WBL's signed oint Motion states Hunt "did have d conflict of interest" and asks this 


(out o Vaate his Febuary 25 Iulgment and September 15 Rule G0(b) order. (Joint Motion at 


2.) Thus, the dispite concerIs the ellect and scope of vacalur, not whether Hunt's challenged 


orders should remain intact. 


Canon 3(EXI), Rule 501, SCACR, requires disqualification when a judge's impartiality 


might reasonably be questioned: Canon 3(F) governs remittal and requires the agreement to be 


incorporated into the record. The Supreme Court's June 4, 2026 amendments emphasize 


compliance with those procedures. In re Amendments to Canon 3, App. Case No. 2026-001047. 


Appellants therelore request vacatur of Hunt's February 25 and September 15, 2025 


orders, the relief WBL itself requested. 


I. THE COURT SHOULD ADDRESS THE PRESERVED RULE 60(b) (4) DUE 


PROCEss ISSUES TO THE EXTENT NECESSARY TO DEFINE THE EFFECT OF 


VACATUR. 


Rule 60(b)(4) is linmited to lundamental jurisdictional or due-process defects. Universal 


Benefits: Belle Hall. The preserved questions are whether the designated record establishes 


leeally sufficient notice, service, representation, and opportunity to be heard. 


Appellants raiscd atorney-ol-record, notice, service, and opportunity-to-be-heard issues. 


Ihe October 18, 2024 Notice of Electronic Filing identifies Appellants and related parties as 


reuuiring traditional service; the designated service, withdrawal/substitution, hearing-notice, and 
ranssript mateials should determine whether due proceSs was satisfied. 







The Court can leide these peerved irs snEary iw the ende 


order and detenmine what remains open after vat atut, withwt opening elaisd idtti 


disputes. 


11. ANY REMAND SHOULD FOLL.OW E ATUAL MOE 0V VAAE A9 
SHOULD NOT PREJUDGE THE REMAINING ISSUES 


WBL. asks to vacate both Hunt orders while aseting thst afi talier Dtes 4 


ruling remains controlling. Appellants dispute the e omeures wst draws trm that rdiny 
Vacatur and the elfet of earlier orders are distinet questions 


Rule 220a). SCACR, pernits the Cout o affum, reverse, mify, r emat al t ay 


issues. If remand is necesary, Appellants reqes a manlate identilying what is v atutl. 


ireing luther proceedling, to a (onllict-free jlic ial offiter, annd u parjgng is tynd 
those deided on appeal. 


CONCLUSION 


Appellants request that this Cort () vat ate Hunt's Frtruary 2nl Seprnte 1, , 
orders: (2) resolve preserved Rule b4) isues neesry to ltemine the ttet ol vat stiut 


and (3) if remand is necessary. remnd to a c onllie free judit ial offiet uneler a tiarsate that 


does not prejudse uresolved issIes. 







Respettully submitted, 


/Christopher Pettross 


Christopher Pettro55, Pro Se Appellant 


Maria E. Ferguson 


Maria E. Ferguson, Po Se Appellant 


103 Woodland Circle, Easley, South Carolia 29640 


Telephone: (864) 991-5473 


Dale: September 29. 2026 







I cenify that on September 29, 2026, I served a true and corret copy of the 


APPELLANTS INITAL BRIEF upon counsel of record by United States Mail, first-class 
postage prepaid, at the addresses below. 


Demetri "Jim" K. Koutrakos, Esq. and Harry Dixon, Esq. 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


CALLISON TIGHE & ROBINSON, LLC. 


P.O. Box 1390. Columbia, SC 29202-1390 


John S. Kav. Esq. 


HUTCHENS LAW FIRM 


P.O. Box 8237. Columbia, SC 29202 


John E. Kelchner, r.. Esq. 


TURNER PADGET GRAHAM & LANEY, P.A. 


P.O. Box 473. polubia. SC 29202 


(hristopher Petuross. Pro Se Appellant 
Date: Septentber 29,2p6 


Maria E. Ferguson, Pro Se Appellant 


Date: Septenber 29, 2026 
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