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Comes now the Appellant, Dorothy Sistrunk, to file her correction to a major and
significant typographical error on page 12, paragraph (e), sentence #1, in her reasons for
not objecting to Wells Fargo’s Motion to Extend Time to February 2, 2015, i.e., Wells
Fargo Bank, N. A., Respondent v. Dorothy Sistrunk, Appellant - Case 2014-001683.

REASONS WHY THE TYPOGRAPHICAL ERROR ON PAGE 12, IN
PARAGRAPH (e), IS SIGNIFICANT & MAJOR AND MUST BE CORRECTED

1. Reason #1: The correct words are vitally important to sentence structure and
meaning. On page 12, paragraph (e) is a significant and major typographical error in the

Appellant's;

THE APPELLANT DOES NOT OBJECT TO WELLS
FARGO'S MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO FEBRUARY 2, 2015

2. Even though the "Brief" was proof read numerous times, the Appellant's initial
proof reading only concerned itself with misspelled words, sentence structure and
sentence length... and not missing words. When the brief was reviewed on January 7,
2015, four (4) errors were found, but only one (1) is significant and major.

3. Reason #2: The word [not] is extremely important to the truth of the statement
made in a Verified Pleading on page 12, in paragraph (e¢). Janet Frotscher could not and
did not witness the Appellant show any invoices to the Appraiser - Jim H. Austin, III as
she states in her June 2, 2008, letter on page #1, in paragraph #4 or the last paragraph.
{See the Last Paragraph in the Attached WF bOI 23; Also Marked as Exhibit 47}

4. Reason #3: Even though the following document is a Forgery by Name Substi-

tution, Document & Appraisal Fraud, WF00016, because the Appellant was not the

property owner in October of 2007; this document and the three (3) others from Wells
Fargo's files, will illustrate why the missiI;g word [net] is vitally important to the reading,
meaning and understanding of paragraph (e), on page 12, in the recently filed brief.

5. The property owner and borrower on the date and time in question is [Jacobs].
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{See Wells Fargo's Attached Exhibits WF00016, WF00022 & WF00027}
6. The document to which she (Janet Frotscher) is referring is the Satisfaction

Completion Certificate that is dated September 14, 2007. {See WF00022} As you can see

from her (Janet Frotscher's) letter, she is making a statement that the Appellant - Dorothy
Sistrunk, was the borrower showing invoices to the Appraiser - Jim H. Austin, III that is
not true. The 7-59 file and internal order number identifies the borrower as Jacobs.

7. Reason #4: Janet Frotscher's statement is not only patently false, it is also a false
accusation. {Review WF00125} The Appellant has never met Jim H. Austin, III or David
Terrell - the so-called - Broker or any authorized representative from Golden Gate
Mortgage and/or Golden Gate Mortgage, Inc., to whom she refers.....at no time...period.
8. Reason #3: Wells Fargo's mortgage loan was brokered by Thomas Jacobs and
according to SCDCA, he was not employed by Golden Gate Mortgage or Golden Gate
Mortgage, Inc., as a loan originator or broker in 2007. The Appellant was no way near
423 Bayne Street and did not even know such an address existed on September 14, 2007.
This is why Janet Frotscher could not, nor anyone else could have possibly witnessed the
Appellant showing any invoices to the Appraiser - Jim H. Austin, III. {Review WF00022}

9. Reason #6: The Satisfaction Completion Certificate, to which she is referring, is

also a Document Fraud. No repairs or work was done on any plumbing, electrical

systems, seals and no building supplies were ever at 423 Bayne Street because no
building permit was ever issued to Thomas Jacobs to do any repairs. {WF00022} This
brings the Appellant back to page 12, paragraph (e), that currently reads as follows:
"The Appellant was not the property owner or borrower in October of 2007 and
Janet Frotscher did [ ] witness the Appellant showing any invoices to Jim H.
Austin, I1I on September 14, 2007. [Boldness and ltalics added for emphasis]
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10.  Reason #7: Page 12's, paragraph (e), should have been written as:
"The Appellant was not the property owner or borrower in October of 2007
and Janet Frotscher did [not] witness the Appellant showing any invoices to
Jim H. Austin, III on September 14, 2007. [Boldness added for emphasis]

By inserting the word [net], the difference and meaning in the sentence can be plainly

seen. The above stated are the reasons why this particular typographical error had to be

corrected immediately. The remaining errors are minor and do not change the meaning

of any sentence. However, if the Court feels corrections are necessary, they will be made.
CONCLUSION & REQUEST

11.  The old adage - "To err is human" - obviously was not referring to "Briefs" that
must be filed in an Appellate Court where major typographical errors and/or misspelled

words are not tolerated. Therefore, included with this "Correction of a Major &

Significant Typographical Error" is page 12, with the correction already made. Please

insert the corrected copy into the Appellant's "Brief" that was mailed on January 6, 2015
and is dated, January 6, 2015. Thank you for your understanding and cooperation.
12. Since allegations are stated with specificity and particularity, this notification of a
major and significant typographical error will be verified.

Respectfully Submitted;

Today’s Date: January 8, 2014 /s g[;'(g&% 2; ;ZZ é
Dorothy Sis

423 Bayne Street
Orangeburg, South Carolina 29115
(803) 268-0716

Attorney Michael Anzelmo Elizabeth Scott Moise

1320 Main Street / 17" Floor 151 Meeting Street / Sixth Floor
Post Office Box 11070 (29211-1070) Post Office Box 1806 (29402-1806)
Columbia, SC 29201 Charleston, SC 29401 -2239

(803) 799-2000 (803)853-5200
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NOTARY CERTIFICATION
IN WITNESS WHERFEOF, The undersigned, being duly SWORN, and under the PENALTY
OF PERJURY declares the afore stated facts are true and correct as of her own knowledge.
When it comes to matters stated therein that are based upon information and/or belief; as to those

matters, she believes them to be true. Accordingly, based on the stated facts, has signed and

sealed these attestations this 8 day of jps"**—g’\/\) in the yeabvolf‘ 5 _in City

and County of QUP%J GG e G— , in the State of South Carolina.

Appellant's Signature: ,(ﬂm,aj / j,m 7 4
Notary’s Signature as Witness (1): QL—Q&.J MLSJUAN—\_

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of:

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF ORANGEBURG

On S\"\'\'\) 3 L 0[5 before me appeared :DC)@\’(N\) \S \‘5>+ reande

and proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person whose name is subscribed

to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that she executed the same in her authorized
capacity, and that by her signature on this Verified Pleading (Corrections of a Major &
Significant Typographical Error in the Appellant Does Not Object to Wells Fargo's Motion to

Extend Time to February 2, 2015) presents this document to the Appellate Court. WITNESS my

hand and official seal.
Notary’s Signature &“’\ W
8
.. R , b S o
Commission Expires ____ yry cOMMISSION EXPIRES e T P =
APRIL 13TH, 2015 oY B e,
R Ay
i $~ & =2 Co.
Co T U (Seal) &
N o 3K .
¢ ol ,2‘ QQV “\ -'7
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Jim H. Austin, II's $75,000.00 property value is a Fabrication, just like the 423 Bayne

Street on his Appraisals. Jim H. Austin, III, engaged in Document Fraud, Appraisal

Fraud and Forgery by Name Substitution. Wells Fargo paid Thomas Jacobs $75,000.00
for a property that does not exist.

(e) The Appellant was not the property owner or borrower in October of 2007
and Janet Frotscher did not witness the Appellant showing any invoices to Jim H. Austin,

HI on September 14, 2007. Janet Frotscher engaged in False Accusations and concealed

facts and material facts after all the facts were known. As early as January 14, 2008, Janet
Frotscher knew Thomas Jacobs brokered loan 0174072777, the appraisals were falsified,
Golden Gate Mortgage did not broker any loan at any time and 423 Bayne Street was
built before 1950 that necessitated compliance with 24 CFR Part 35 - Subpart A - §
35.96(a)-(f).

@ Stephanie Hammond was not in the Appellant's presence on December 21,
2007, therefore, she could not have witnessed the Appellant execute any documents for

Wells Fargo. Attorney Debra C. Galloway engaged in Document Fraud and Notary

Fraud along with Stephanie Hammond.

(g Wells Fargo's employees used an Unauthorized Credit Report and en-

gaged in Forgery in order to approve a $75,000.00 payoff to Thomas Jacobs based on
fraudulent documents and a non-existing property. The Player Law Firm was paid

$1,750.50 for Notary Fraud and Document Fraud. It is important to remember, the

Appellant went to the Player Law Firm, that was located at 1415 Broad River Road to
cancel any agreement, contract or loan for $75,000.00 and has been actively engaged in

ending this Mortgage Fraud and exposing this Conspiracy to Defraud since December

22, 2007.
-12-
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Wells Fargo Home Mortgage
MAC X2401-06N

1 Home Campus

Des Moines, IA 50328

FARGO

June 2, 2908 OCC Casei# 785593
Dorothy Sistrunk SCDCA Complaint #08-0237-82
423 Bayne Street .

Orangeburg, SC 29115
Dear Dorothy Sistrunk:

RE:  Office of the Comptroller of Currency (“OCC") Case Number 785593
Wells Fargo Home Mortgage (“WFHM?"), a Division of Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.
Loan Number 708-0174072777

This letter is in response to your complaint filed with the Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency (*OCC") on May 19, 2008. The OCC has asked Wells Fargo Home Mortgage to
research and address your issues.

This response is to address your concerns as summarized below:

1. Remove negative reporting on your Credit Report.
2. Requesting the resolution to be one of the following:

a. WFHM to advance $48,175.00 to repair your home and/or deduct the cost of repairs
and reduce mortgage to $26,825.00.

b. WFHM to suspend mortgage payments until this matter is settied to your satisfaction.

c. WFHM to pay the mortgage in full and sue the seller, Thomas Jacobs, your broker,
GoldenGate Mortgage, the appraiser, Jim H. Austin Hll, and the settiement agent,
The Player Law Firm, LLC, to recover the funds.

Upon receipt of your correspondence, Wells Fargo Home Mortgage has tharoughly reviewed

the circumstances of your situation. It is distressing to hear of the problems you encountered,

however, we must advise you that we stand by the copies enclosed. of o%:ﬁponses dated
ES

February 21, 2008 and April 10, 2008. T: TRUE ¢ OpPy

Your loan application was submitted by your broker, Golden Gate Mortgamcuo ! 4934 C/
processed on December 4, 2007 for a 30 year fixed rate mortgage in the loa nt’ct’ M/C
$75.000.00 with the interest rate of 7.125%. We relied on the informatic '?‘ ProCangrr
your mortgage broker in approving your loan. For example, enclosed is a oog ’55(&8(‘; COUNTY
Satisfactory Completion Certificate dated September 14, 2007 stating you submitted to the » SC
appraiser invoices for the plumbing, electrical and work that had been performed on the seals.

The appraiser indicated the work covered by the invoices appear to have been completed. A

copy of the final Appraisal ordered by your broker, Golden Gate Mortgage, and processed by

Jim H. Austin |l dated October 8, 2007 is enclosed, stating there were no apparent adverse
conditions that affect the livability, soundness or structural integrity of the subject property at the

time of analysis.

WF00125

Exhibit 47

Wells Fargo Home Mortgage



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM ORANGEBURG COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas R E C E E VE@

Diane Shafer Goodstein, Circuit Court Judge JAN 09 2015

Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.,

2014-001683 SC Court of Appeals

Respondent,

Dorothy Sistrunk, Appellant.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served a copy of page 12, to my reasons for not objecting to Wells
Fargo’s Motion to Extend Time to February 2, 2015 on Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., to correct a
significant and major typographical error by depositing a copy of the corrected page 12, in the United
States Postal Service, postage prepaid, on January 8, 2015, addressed to Wells Fargo’s attorney/s of
record that are listed below. My Response was mailed on January 6, 2014. The significant and major
typographical error was discovered on January 7, 2015.

Today’s Date: January 8, 2014

Attorney Michael Anzelmo

1320 Main Street / 17™ Floor

Post Office Box 11070 (29211-1070)
Columbia, SC 29201

(803) 799-2000

Elizabeth Scott Moise

151 Meeting Street / Sixth Floor
Post Office Box 1806 (29402-1806)
Charleston, SC 29401 -2239
(803)853-5200

/s ﬂ_jw%é %gé{: V4 V4
Dorothy Sis

423 Bayne Street

Orangeburg, South Carolina 29115
(803) 268-0716



AWK’ Dorothy Sistrunk

423 Bayne Street e Orangeburg, SC 29115 ¢ Ph: 803-268-0716 e Fx: 803-534-6727

January 8, 2015

NOTIFICATION OF A SIGNIFICANT
AND MAJOR TYPOGRAPHICAL ERROR

@ ECErwgp
The Honorable Jenny Abbot Kitchings and the Honorable V. Claire Allen @ J.
Clerk of Court & Deputy Clerk of Court; Respectively, JAN 09 2015
South Carolina Court of Appeals

POB 11629 SC Gomm A@@Ws

Columbia, SC 29211

RE:  Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v. Dorothy Sistrunk
Civil Action Case #2008-CP-38-1024
Appellate Case #2014-001683

Ms. Kitchings and/or Ms. V. Claire Allen,

I am new at this so...please advise me of errors and/or any incorrect protocol. I
am notifying the Clerk of Clerk and the Deputy Clerk of Court of a significant and major
typographical error in my "Appellant Does Not Object to Wells Fargo's Motion to
Extend Time to February 2, 2015" brief that was mailed on January 6, 2015. The word
[mot] is an important word because it will change the entire meaning of a sentence.

For example: John did [net] steal the motorcycle. (now remove the word [not].
John did [ ] steal the motorcycle.

~

The exact and same error occurred in my brief on page 12, paragraph (e), sentence
#1, that currently reads as follows; "The Appellant was not the property owner or
borrower in October of 2007 and Janet Frotscher did [ | witness the Appellant showing
any invoices to Jim H. Austin, III on September 14, 2007.

The sentence must read as follows; otherwise, the statement is not true. "The
Appellant was not the property owner or borrower in October of 2007 and Janet
Frotscher did [not] witness the Appellant showing any invoices to Jim H. Austin, III
on September 14, 2007."

Page 1 of 2



MY SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM

In order to correct this error, and pursuant to Rule 240(e), SCACR, my solution is
this: I am enclosing an original and (6) copies to replace the page on which the major and
significant error occurred. I am also serving a copy of the corrected page on all parties
listed below postage prepaid with "Proof of Service".

WHAT IS YOUR RECOMMENDATION
IN THE EVENT MY SOLUTION IS UNACCEPTABLE?

In the event my proposed method of correcting the typo error is unacceptable,
please tell me what to do or what can be done according to the Appellate Court's
Internal Operating Procedures. My husband researched the matter and came up with
the following:

1. New York's Appellate Court only addresses misspelled words and accepts
replacement briefs.

See: http://www.nycourts.gov/courts/ad4/Clerk/FAQ-appeals.html#tpa8

2. The Supreme Court of Alaska's Order No. 1597, addresses typographical
errors on page 2, in paragraph (D).

See: http://www.courts.alaska.gov/sco/sco1597.pdf

3. Rule 211(b)(2), SCACR states the following in pertinent parts; "The party
may correct obvious typographical errors and misspellings which were contained in the
initial brief. No other changes may be made." This rule only addresses the "Initial Brief".

Any guidance the Clerk of Court and/or the Deputy Clerk of Court can give
relative to this matter of a significant and major typographical error will be greatly

appreciated. Thank you.
N
/s ﬂ!ﬁzm%:; /) 42 é 4
Dorothy Sis

CC:

Michael Anzelmo Elizabeth Scott Moise

SC Bar No. 72933 SC Bar No. 012945

1320 Main Street / 17" Floor 151 Meeting Street / Sixth Floor
Post Office Box 11070 (29211-1070) Post Office Box 1806 (29402-1806)
Columbia, SC 29201 Charleston, SC 29401-2239

(803) 799-2000 (803) 853-5200

Page 2 of 2
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