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OTHERAUTHORITIES AU

‘Anenson Limiting Legal Remed1es An Analys1s of Unclean Hands ‘ R
99Ky L.J. 63 (2011) e D

i?RoHIBITED}I'UDG}és N

The F ollowmg South Carolma Appeals Court Judges are Proh1b1ted and Barred

. from this case under SC Rule 501 SCACR Canon 3 and U. S. Code 28 U.S. Code §455

~ for in part or in full but not limited to violations of Color of Law, violations of Rights to '
Due Process, Accessorles after the Fact, wolatlons of Fourth Amendment, Mainteriance -
and Barratry. -

(1) Paul E. Short

(2) John D geathers ' o

(3) Stephanie P. McDonald

(4) Thomas E. Huff = = A S co
(5)H. Bruce Williams ~ : - = o

ERRORS OF TRAN SCRIPT

(1) On Page 3 L1ne 4 the words “Your Honor was added to transcript and
should be d1sregarded The Appellant never ‘considered nor called thie Criminal William O.
Spencer Jr. that willfully acts'in direct violations of statues as honorable (honor).

(2) The end of the statement on Page 10 Llne 17, the wording “Wet Ink Note™ was
omitted and should be noted.

These Errors does not effect the overall of the Transcnpt and the Appellant w1ll
. use Transcnpt as it stands.



I STATEMENT OF CASE |
| In Feb 2015 the Respondent threatened the Appellant w1th foreclosure The
| /“Respondent had Blocked Appellant from Making Payments via Website then ReﬁJsed to -'
accept payment v1a phone On April 20 2015 the Respondent ﬁled an ass1gnment of the
Mortgage. .On Nov 25, 2015 Respondent filed complaint of clalm and delivery and -
foreclosure Without stating Cause of Action as well as Notice of Rights to intervention -

" Certificate of Exemption (1°7). On Dec 30, 2015 Appellant Request for Foreclosure

) Interventlon and Request for Discovery Respondent did not reply until August 1,2017.

‘ After service of Payment on May 6, 2016 under 1ntervention the Respondent Again |
Refusled to accept and st.amped check on May l8, 2016. On or ab)out May 2b, 20l6; the
App-ellant learned of the Hearing to be held on May 25 Then on May 25', 2016 Iiearing

- was held (Clerk failed/Refused to Notify;Appellant of Hea'ring) in Which Judge - . |
Henderson 1ssued an Order to Contmue FCI due to the Respondent Farlure to Appear
Disclose Evrdence or not1fy Appellant of Payment made (Refusal) A Year later on May
17, 2017 Respondent served Cert of Exemptlon(Z“") from Adrmmstrative Order and
Motion and Order of References of which" was srgned by Clerk of Court wnthout Consent_ :

Pt

from the Appellant nor a Consent Order by Judge Henderson on May 22 2017 (Clerk

failed/refused to Notlfy Appellant) On June 13 2017 Appellant Motion of Default To - |

Dismiss, to Quiet Title and Counterclarm and Respondent rephed on July 12 2017 along ':', ‘
w1th Motion to Strike. Appellant’s “Motion of Default” On July 7 2017 Respondent
_ served Motion for Summary Judgment on Standing and Real Party of. Interest and X
Appellant Response on Aug 16, 2017. On July 12/ 13 2017 Respondents ﬁled Notlce of "

t Appearanee of Counsel/Order for Substitution of Counsel On July 17 2017 Respondent

1 .



served Motion forfsummery Judgment. On July 24, 2017 William 0. Spencer'Jr. issued - |
Order for Substitution of Counsel. On Au/g 15,2017 Resp'ondent (not Clerk of Court) ]
served No tlce of Heanng the Appellant responded on Aug 25 2017 along w1th Demand

' for Jury Tnal On Sep 5, 2017 Respondent Reply to motlon to Stnke Defendants demand
for Jury Trial On Sep ll 2017 W1111am 0. Spencer Jr unlawﬁtlly ﬁled Order grantmg
Respondents Motrons for Judgment on Pleadmgs summary Judgment wh11e dlsrmssmg and
striking Appellants pleadmgs Whlle notmg the demand Jury Trlal and reply for. On Oct
10, 2017 Appellant serve;d Monon to Show »Cause and to Stnkeand dlsregard Exemptlon',

Order of Reference Order/Referred Second Foreclosure-Action and 'Order of 9/12/2017

B Oct 23 2017 Respondent filed Order for Subst1tut1on of Counsel and two was 1ssued by

: A W1111am 0. Spencer Jr.on Nov 1 and 7. Respondents Demand for Jury Tr1al was docketed
for Jan- 4“‘ 2018 in front of Judge Burch (barred from case) and was cancelled due to bad
: weather then d1scarded and never heard On Dec 28 2017 Respondent ﬁled Affidavit,
Afﬁdav1t of Indebtedness Memorandum in Support of Pla1nt1ff” s Mot1on for Summary
‘Judgment, and Pla1nt1fl’ S Not1ce of Mot1on and Mot1on for Summary-Judgment On Jan °
18 2018 Respondent (not Clerk of Court) served Notlce of Heanng on Jan 292018 filed |
| on Jan 23 2018. On J an 25 2018 Appellant served Response to Plamtxff’ S Not1ce of
Motion and Motion for Summary Judgment On Jan 29 2018 @1 1: 19pm Hearmg in Front
of William O. Spencer Jr. was unlawfully held and ended (exited) @12:04 pm then after - |
‘ dr1v1ng to the Court House W1111am 0. Spencer Jr. ﬁled the Orders of the hearmg |
contammg 17 typed pages (not mcludmg ev1dence ﬁled) and filed them @ 12 lSpm These »
Orders contained rulmg of wh1ch no issues was rarsed and all 1ssues that was raised was
not written in the Orders. .The R_espondent entered case with Dirty'Hands, “Foreclosure” ‘



as Cahse of Action and only Copies' of the Mortgage and Note yvhile the ,Res'pondent was
- in Possession of the Original Wet Ink Note. The:Ap‘pellant served 'the. Notice of Appeal on

Feb 26,2018,

II. THE nESPONbENT ENTEREn cAse WITH DIRTl{ HANDS

The Respondent engaged in a deliberately planned and carefully er(ecuted scheme
to defraud w1th the Consp1racy of its Counsels the Clerk of Court and William O. Spencer
| Jr. Without bemg the Holder and Owner of the Note nor Mortgage Nor has the |
Respondent had any legal standing'on its claim to adebt. :

The Record of Mortgage clearly showe that;Hartsville Community Bank thei _
| originator of the 'Debt, Note and Mortgage as of 6/133(_20(.)1. ln Feb ”2015 the .Respondent
threatened the Appellant with forecloeure (R p. 57, sec 4) ‘,Pn'or to the supposedly
assignment on 04/02/2015 (R.p. 58 p. 45 L21-22, p 32 L24 p.33 L3) in n direct VlOlathIl :
B of 18 U.S. Code §l951 18 U.S. Code §l952 and thereby v1olat1ng 18 U S Code §1956
Therefore, the Pla1nt1ff actions of that of a debt collector v1olat1ng 15 U.S. Code §1692e
(P34 L7-11, p. 61, p. 64) of which states “A debt collector may not use any false,
deceptive, or m1slead1ng representatron or means in connectlon w1th the collectlon of any
debt. Without limiting the general appllcatlon ot the foregomg, the followmg conduct isa
violation of this sectlon (10) The use of any false representation or deceptrve means to
collect or at_tempt to collect any debt orto .obtaln_' lnformation concerning a consix"mer.. «
: _"["l“]he assignment of a note s'eel_lred by a mortgage carries '\yith it an assignment of the
. mortgage, but . . . the aesignment of the rnortgage alone does not carry with it an
‘ assignm_ent of the note." thn'v. Smiih, 157 S.C. l57, 16'7.,. 154 S.E. 112, 115 (1930), |

3



see also Ballou v. Young, 4~2 S C. 170 176 20 S. E 84 85 (1894) ("The transfer of a note.

carries with it a mortgage g1ven to secure payment of such note. ")

This is a Form of Insurance Fraud The Respondent threatened the Appellant with = a

_ foreclosure (R p- 57 sec 4) for a supposedly Default in Wthh they themselves prohibrted :
the paymcnts ona “Possxble only Debt The Respondent then had the Security assigned .
’(msurance) (R.p. 58) to them wrthout Notrce after the supposedly Default (damage) ThlS
is the same Notion as_. to.a par_ty acquiring 1nsuranvcento cover the damage on a vehicle after
the damage was ‘done. Secondly; weather nor not the Mortgage follows the Note or Note
folloWs the mortgag.e, T_he l(eSpondent, would;have Breached‘the gontract by Refusing to
accept Payment Within two weelcs of the supposedly assignnmnt of the Mortgage
18 U S. Code §1951 states “(a) Whoever in any way or degree obstructs delays,
or affects commerce .. . or commodity in commerce by robbery or extortion or attempts
or consplres SO to do, . (b) As used in thrs sectlon—— (1) The term ¢ robbery means the
.unlawful takrng or obtalmng of personal property from the person or in the presence of
another, against his will, by means_of actual‘ or:threatened 'fear of injury, 1mmed1ate-or ) :
future, to hils person or propertyz or p'roperty,in his, cuStody ér' possession, (2)' ‘The term
“extortion” means the obtaining of property_from 'another?'vvith hlS consjent,- induced by
wrongful use of actual | . fear, “ | |
18, U.S. Code § 1952 states “(a) Whoever us'es the mail ... with intént to— .
-(1) distribute the proceeds of : any unlawﬁJl act1v1ty, or. (3) othervvise promote manage
estabhsh carry- on or fac111tate the promotron management estabhshment or carrymg on,’ -
| of any unlawful activrty, and thereafter performs or attempts to perform— (B) (b) As

used in this section (1) “unlawful act1v1ty means (2) extortron

4



18 U S. Code § 1956 states “(a) (1) Whoever knowmg that the property 1nvolved .

in a financial transactron represents the proceeds of some form of unlawﬁrl act1v1ty,
‘fconducts or attempts to conduct such a ﬁnanc1al transact1on which in fact 1nvolves the
proceeds of specified unlawful act1v1ty— (A) (1) w1th the 1ntent to. promote the carrymg
on of speclﬁed unlawful act1V1ty, or . (B) knowmg that the transactron is des1gned in
’whole or in part+ @ t'o conceal or dlsgurse the nature‘ the location, the'-source, the
. ownershrp or the control of the proceeds of spec1ﬁed unlawful actlvrty, |
Tl 1€ Respondent s Cause of Action in thrs foreclosure clarm is Foreclosure” (R p.
- 35L11-13,p.36 L7 9,p.42L14 - 16) Ipso Facto had no Cause ofActron The
Respondent did not have the ongmal Note nor Mortgage The Respondent had only
{ reduced srzed copy of the mortgage copred from the Record of the. Mortgage and a “
reduced sized mono-tone copy of the Note wrth an 1n color endorsement ofa attorney-in— o
fact” (R. p. 52 53) of which no attomey-m fact cert1ﬁcatlon exist on the Record of the
Mortgage , Ipso Facto, F_raudulent and most lrkely F orged endorsement (copy &'past) R
- P 52 53) The Respondent did not and COULD NOT prov1de the ongmal Note nor
“Mortgage upon Demand (R.p.43L9- 11) at the unlawful hearmg performed by W O.
_Spencer Jr., Ipso Facto, was not the Holder and Owner at the- t1me the claim was filed
(Carpenter v. Longan, 83 U. S 271 16 Wall 271 21 L Ed 313 (1872) clearly supports
the notion that the Plamtlﬁ‘ must clearly own the Note and the Mortgage to foreclose on
the property. Plaintiff farled to show that it owned the Mortgage at the time the Complarnt ‘
was filed.” see Deutsche Bank Natzonal Ti rust Company vs. Scott J. Heinrich (The ninth
Jud1c1al crrcurt state of South Carolrna Charleston July 30 2013)) The Respondent also |

-did not and COULD NOT deny the fact’ that the Appellant was in possess1on of the -

‘5



Ongmal Wet Ink Note (§36 3- 301) Bank of Am., N A V. Draper 405 S. C 214 223 746 .
S. E 2d 478, 482 (Ct App. 2013) ("A holderis a person in possesswn of [an] 1nstrument ’
drawn issued, transferred or mdorsed to hlm ") §36 3- 301 (Supp 2014) ("‘Person
entltled to enforce an 1nstrument means (1)t_he holder of the 1nst_rumen_t,' (i) a nonholder in
possession of the instrument who has the rights of a\holder', or (ii1) a person‘not in -
possesswn of the instrument who rs entitled to enforce the 1nstrument pursuant to
[s]ectron 36-3-309 or 36 3- 418(d) A person may be a person entxtled to enforce the

: 1nstrument even though the person is not the owner of the 1nstrument oris in wrongﬁil
possessron of the 1nstrument ") Ipso Facto Proves the Per]ury Order (R. p 10 26) of
‘.William 0. Spencer Jr. itself contams Per]ury The Respondent did not and Could Not

" present the Onginal Mortgage and Note when demanded at the hearmg, Ipso Facto was
not the Holder nor Owner of either the Note nor Mortgage at the time the Respondent
filed its claim. The Respondent is not entitled to enforce neither the Note nor Mortgage
due to the instruments are “Lost or Destroyed” to them (§36 3 309 (b) A person seekmg
enforcement of an mstrument under Subsection (a) must prove the terms of the 1nstrument

and the person's 4r1ght to enforce the instrument. ...The court may not enter judgment in

favor of the person seekmg enforcement unless it ﬁnds that the person requlred to pay the -

1 . instrument is adequately protected against loss that mlght occur by reason of a claim by
another person to enforce the instrument. Adequate protection may be prov1ded by any
reasonable means.) - | | “ |

It is clear that to have Standing ifn.this foreciosure case, Plaintiff must not only be |
the holder & owner of the original Note, but also' the Mortgage as well. Plaintift’ s
Complaint in .this case fails to meets thls c_riteria.‘ Plaintiﬁ' lacks the standing to initiate and |

: P :



o iproseCute the foreclosure, ‘and dismissal pursuant to l{ule l7(a) and Rule li(b) (6)

. SCRCP is appropriate PR | o o | |

Under the “FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT”(P6 L25- P7 Ll 2),
15U0. S C. §1692, the Plaintlff cannot show it has r1ght to collect the note debt and to
.request foreclosure allege At all times matenal Plamtlff is a “debt collector as the term
s deﬁned under 15 U S C §1692a(6 ) And at all materral times, the Note debt isa “debt”
as defined under 15 U.S. C. §l692a(5) Plalntlﬁ‘ wolated the FDCPA when it ﬁled a
Complamt in Foreclosure agamst the Defendant ‘because itis threatemng to take a legal
action that it cannot legally take and used a false rmsrepresentation or deception to .collect '
a debt (R p. 57 sec 4, p. 58) 15 U S. C §l692(e)(5) (e)(lO) See: Glazer V. Chase
Home Finance, LLC No. 10-3416 (6th Cir. 2013) (held that mortgage foreclosure is debt
collection under the Act). §3 9-5-20(a) states-fonfalr. ...or deceptlye acts or practlces in
the conduct of any trade "o’r' commerce ar'ehereb')-l declared unlawﬁ,ll ” Also under the
Umform Commerc1al Code §3 603(b) states “If tender of payment of an obhgatlon to pa;i
an instrument is made to-a person ent1t1ed to enforce the mstrument and the tender is~
refused, there is discharge.” O{ p- 59, 60) |
‘When a party acquire‘s/‘pay_s'oﬂ-‘ a debt and fails or reﬁi_sed to acqu_ire; the Note .

and/or Mortgage that s‘ecures‘i it; that partgl'_vtfayes any.n'ghts or entitlement to the
| , securities, Ipso Facto, the debt in which the Note and/or Mortgage secures becomes
extinguished and the Note and/or Mortgage becomes Null and V01d ThlS Court holds the

'notion that the Ultlmate Contract of America (The Umted States Constitution, F1ﬁh

- Amendment) is waved by farhng to cla1m it, then it must hold the same not1on to every.

lesser contract. (Elvzn V. Wuchetzch 157 N.E. 243, 244—45 (Ill 1927) (“It has been often



decided that a mortgage 'cannot'jexist as ani'independent,'se.curity m the hands of one person :
while the note which it is giveri to, secure belongs to another.”-); Merritt v. Eartholick 36
N‘Yi 44, 45 (1867) (“[A], transfer of the mortgagewithout the d'eb.t is.a nullity,‘ and no ]
interest is acqu1red by it.” )) | | ) . |
The Mortgage itself under Part 23 of the Mortgage R. p. 56) states “Upon» |
Payment of all sums secured by thls Securlty mstrument this Securlty mstrument become
‘null and void. Lender shall release this Secunty 1nstrument. Borrower shall by any.
~ recordation costs.”. Therefore‘ the Mortgage itself clariﬁes that When the debt vi/as
extinguished ‘w1thout bemg a551gned to any party for security, 1tself becomes Void and -
Null. A Null and Void Mortgage is notlnng more than a worthless piece of paper w1th no
legal standing, Ipso Facto, when a Null and Void Mortg’age is a_ss1gned (R. p. 58) to o
another party, it remains a worthless piece: of paper w1th no legal stand_ing and the same.
holds true to the Note | | -
The above said is also supported by 15 U S. Code §1602(x) in which the

) transactlons of a mortgaged debt must 1nc1ude the debt note and mortgage at the same |
_time to retain any Equity and continue to b,e consid‘ered ds a “MORTGAGE’.’. In - |
accordance to 15 U'.S. Code §l'602(x)v The term ‘;residential irno_r\tgage transaction”
means a transaction. in which a mdrtgage, dee‘d of trust,‘r purchase money_security interest
~ arising under an installment sales contract, or equiyalent consensual securityint'erest'is .'
created or retained against the consumer’s ‘dwelling to finance the acquisition or initial .
- construction of such dwelling. Therefore; no mort_gage' transaCtion has.»accrued and there .
is not legal standing‘,no_r equity. K

| _ Therefore in the said abovefviolations,‘C‘hase'was not entitled to an equitable lien



" or any othér form of equitable relief and any.sei‘.'ze'r‘:of the Appellants property. Without
legal standings it would ’be a direct yiolation of the Fourth _Artrendinent of the United
R States for an unlawful Seizer. s |
' It therefore mvoked the doctnne of unclean hands. See Emeljy V. szth 361 S. C
207 220, 603 S.E. 2d 598 605 (Ct App 2004) ("He who comes 1nto equ1ty must come
with clean hands It is far more than a mere banality It isa self-1mposed ordmance that
closes the door of the court of equlty to one tainted w1th 1nequ1tableness or bad faith
' relatlve to the matter in which he seeks rehef (quotmg Preczszon Instrument Mfg Co. v.
Auto Mamt Mach Co., 324 U. S 806 814 (1945)) see also Symons PomeroysEquzty N
| Jurzsprudence §397 at 91—92 (Sthed 1941) (statlng the unclean hands max1m" says that .
whenever a party, who seeks to set the Jud1c1al machmery in motion and obtaln some -
remedy, has v1olated cohscrence or good fa1th or other equltable principle, 1n his prlor N
conduct, then the doors of the court will be shut against him in limine; the court w111 refu‘se‘)
to interfere on his behalf to acknowledge h1s rrght or to award h1m any remedy")
fAnenson Lzmztmg Legal Remedzes An Analyszs of Unclean Hands 99 Ky. L J. 63
, Iherefore a the party seeking forecloSure'haslthe burden of establishing the -
existence of legally binding debt with af_-Valid Note }a;_n:d 'Mortg’agje"of whlchmustbe a valid
transaction and recorded upon»t.he I{ecord of the»' Mortgage, 'I;he’ I{ecordjof the 'Mortgage. :
must also'show'the assignment or transfer of the deti{;< l\/[ortgage, I\Iote as"‘well_ as -
documented assigneesi and atto‘mey-in-facts The party must also provide the Original wet
ink Note and Mortgage upon Demand at hear1ng If party can not. prov1de the Onglnal wet

ink Note and Mortgage upon Demand then the Note and/or Mortgage must be cons1dered

i ._9“; At



Y

as non-enforceable thus destroyed, lost, or in the hands of another party.

o THE‘RIESPONDENT HAD No CAUSE OF ACTION
The Respondent clearly quoted that the Cause of Action of this. Foreclosure is
| . “Foreclosure” (R. p. 35 L11 13 p. 36 L7- 9 p. 42 L14 16) Ipso Facto the Respondent
: ha_d no Cause of Action. "[a]ll allegat1o.ns of matena_l fact are taken as true and construed
in the light most favorahle to the non-moying party " Smlth v. Jackson, 84 F.3d l2.13,
1217(9th Cir. 1996) “ T |

However mere conclusmns couched in factual allegat1ons are not sufﬁclent to

N

state a cause of action. Papasan v. Allazn 478 U S 265, 286 106 S. Ct 2932 92LEd2d

209 (1986); see also McGlmchy V.. Shell Chem. Co 845 F 2d 802 810 (9th Cir. 1988)

. ,The -complamt must plead enough facts to: state a cla1m for rellef that is plau51ble on its
' face " BellAtl Corp v Twombly, 550 U.S. 544; 570, 127 S.Ct. 1955 167 L Ed 2d 929

(2007) and quoted by Clemens V. DazmlerChrysler Corp 534F. 3d 1017, 1022 (9th

‘ " Cir. 2008). Summary ]udgment is not appropnate when "ﬁlrther inquiry into the facts is

desirable to clarify the appl1cat1on of the law " Carolma Chlorzde Inc V. S C Dep t of

Transp 391 S.C. 429 434 706 S. E 2d 501 504 (2011)

1V. WILLIAM O. SPENCER JR NO JURISDICTION NOR AUTHORITY AND
CONSPIRED WITH THE RESPONDENT WITH THEIR COUNSELS AND THE
CLERK OF. COURT

" The Cletk of Court reﬁiséd to Notify the Appellant to the hearing for 05/25/2016

although the Appellant learn_: just prior and yvithout time to prepafe‘ a defen_.se\'while the

10 -



Respondent defaultedand abandoned any‘ cause or issues, Ipso Facto, violated the '
- Appellants Rrghts of Due Process and commrtted Extrmsrc fraud Judge Henderson
_contmued the FCI due to @) Respondent not notiﬁed (2) no Cause of Actlon on claim (3 )
, Respondent failed to Appear (4) check (R p 59 60) had not cleared the bank (later to be |
found out that the Respondent refused payment again, Ipso Facto dual trackmg 5)
Respondent farled to disclose evidence (Rule RULE 37(3). SCRCP). In order fora
la\yyer (William O. Spencer Jr. ias in this case) to have Equity jurisdiction there must be '
| consent of the partres and/or Court Order of Consent |

. A year later, On May 17,2017 (R p 35 L16 23) the Respondent fileda .
Motron/order of reference specrfymg “erliam O Spencer Jr as specral referee and
without the Consent of the Appellant nor Order of the presrdmg Judge R.p.2, p 35 Ll3-
14 L15-20, p. 37 Ll 2 L11- 15) in whlch the Clerk of Court srgned/issued the Order |
within 5 days of the service (Rubber Stamped) and Falled/Refused to notify the Appellant |
(R.p. 2 ) (§14 11-60 statrng ‘reason for whrch cause can be shown the presrdmg Cll‘Clllt.
court Judge, upon agreement of the partles may appomt a spec1al referee §14.—17— -
250 statmo “The clerk of any county in whrch the ofﬁce of master does not exist may, by.
consent of pames sign orders of reference' and Rule 53 SCRCP of whrch plamly states
~ “In an action where the partres consent ...may be referred ... by order of a circuit ‘judge
or the clerk of court.”), | |

In said case, the Order/Referred to Master is based upon Fraud and Filed wrthout
- Jurisdiction and without the Consent of the. Appellant See Lake v. Reeder Constr Co
330 S.C. 242, 248, 498 S E. 2d 650 653 (Ct App 1998) (“Lack of subject matter
Jurrsdlction can be raised at any time, can be raised for the first time on appeal and can be

11



raised sua sponte by the, court ) The Orders of W1111am O Spencer Jr also fails to have
any evidence which reasonably supports the ﬁndmgs '
The Appellants Motion of Default 'Dismiss 'and Counter Claim (RULE 4l(‘b)'-
‘-.' ‘SCRCP) scheduled (N otice of heanng) and supposedly heard'in front of Wllliam 0.
: Spencer Jr.in direct Vlolatlons of sald Codes Ipso Facto Commltting Per]ury, consplracy,
* Barratry and creating 2 Shame Legal Process as.stat‘ed below | |

When the Appellant filed Demand for Jury Tnal (RULE 38(b) 40(d) (t) SCRCP) -
on Aug 25, 2017 it was docket for Jan 5 (1n front of Judge Burch of Wthh is Barred from
case) and cancelled due to _weather. The Respondentﬁled a Motron-forSummery ' 1
Judgment on Dec. 28, 2017 specifying William O Spencer Jr after the Motion (R. p. 27)
RULE 12(b) SCRCP and Demand for Trial by Jury and docketed date: The Demand for
.‘ Jury trial was never docketed agaln RULE 39(a) SCRCP dlscarded and never heard while
the Respondents Motlon for Summery Judgment contlnued again Violating the -

: Responde:nts Due Process. The South Carohna (_-Ionstlt_ution provides that “the right to a

R ' jury trial shall be preserved inviolate.* Pn’or“to.any Equity entitlement Legal standing -

must be estabhshed Perrmttlng Equity Judgment and seizer of ones property is a Direct

~ Violation of the Fourth Amendment When a party does not consent to a seizure of their

E pr‘operty then it falls upon the Umform Cornmerc1al Code and appropriate State Statues,
.Ipso Facto Legal Standing of the‘ Contracts must ‘be established or be considered'as an

- Unlawﬁil Seizer by a Judge in which the Fourth Amendment Prohlblts When a Party
deceives by any-means for another party to W1llﬁ111y glve consent to the seizer, that party
v1olates the Fair Debt Collect1on Practices Act ThlS Act mcludes employees of the

: Ju_d1c1a1 Systems. “In Adeterminmg w'hether‘any trra_ble issuesi of fact ex1st,_ the‘c1rcu1t court

12



imust view the ev1dence and all reasonable mferences that may be drawn from the evrdence _
in the light most favorable to'the non moving party 7 RWE NUKEM Corp v:: ENSR |
E Corp Op No. 26320 (S C. Sup Ct. ﬁled Apr 30 2007) (Shearouse Adv. Sh, No. 18 at

21). “‘[I]n con51der1ng cross motlons the court should draw all 1nferences agamst each
movant in tum 7 Id at 24 (quotmg 73 Am. Jur. 2d Summary Judgment § 43: (2001))
“On appeal from an order granting summary Judgment the appellate court will review. ‘all -
A ambiguities conclus1ons and mferences ansmg in and from the ev1dence ina llght most
favorable to the non-movmg party below.” Vaughan V. McLeod Reg 'l Med Ctr 372
S. C 505, __,642SE. 2d 744 746 (2007)

William O. Spencer Jr. also does not have authority nor ]unsdiction to sale '
property w1thout consent (§14 11-160 stat1ng Whenever real-estate-is ad]udged tobe |
‘sold by a master such sale may take place by consent of the partles to ‘the cause .
§15 39 630 stating “And whenever real estate is adjudged to be sold by a master, such
sale may take place by, consent of the parties to..t_he cauSe L7 and §1§-39-635 stating
“referred to him by the presiding judge ) e | |
' Therefore -through Conspiracy (§1 6;l7:410 stating' “The common law crime

known as conspiracy is deﬁned asa combmation between two or more persons for the
purpose of accomplishing an unlawﬁil object or lawful object by unlawful means” and
§16 5-10 stating “Tt is unlawful for two or more persons ..attempt by any means,
measures, or acts to hlnde'r, prevent, or obstruct 2 citizen in the free exercise and
enjoyment of any right or priVilege secured to him byethe Constituti'oniand laws ) by the
Respondent and counsels the Clerk of Court and W 0. Spencer Jr. Knowmgly created a |

Sham Legal Process (§16-17-735(A) It is unlawﬁil for a person to 1mpersonate a state or

-
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local ofﬁcial n connectlon w1th. a sham legal process | knowing t'hat hJS conduct is
'1llegal he: (1) sub]ects another to . selzure, .or other_mﬁingement' of personal or
" property rlghtS' or (2)’demes or 1mpedes another in the exercise or enjoyment of any right :
privilege, power or imrnumty B) Itis unlawful for a person falsely to assert authority of
_state law in connéction with a sham legal process (C) It is unlawful for a person to act .
without authority under state lawasa .. a master-in:equity, ..in deterrnining a
controversy, adjudicatin;g the 'rights or interests,. of others,' or ‘signing a document as though :
: authonaed (E)(3) "Sham legal -prolcess’l means :the'issuahce,,:‘. reliance on a-‘s"lanul
. authority, or other use of an instr_ument that is not lawﬁllly'issued,... which purport:s to: (a)
be Judgment lien,... or other order of a court of th1s State (b) assert~ jurisdiction or |
| authority over or determlne or adjudicate the legal or equitable status nghts dutles
powers, or pnvrleges of a person or property; or, (c) re_qurre or authonze the selzure
: trial, or scntencrng of a person or property (4) "Lawfully 1ssued" ‘means adopted 1ssued
or rendered in accordance with the apphcable statutes rules regulations and ordlnances
of the Un 1ted States a state an agency, ora pohtlcal subdms1on of a state.). and

\commltted Barra'try. (§16-17-10 (2) Wilﬁ.llly bring, prosecute or maintain an action, at law .

b

or in equity, - (b) thereby seeksto defraud or mislead"t'h')ev court, (d) dir’ectly or indirectly o

receives any money . to 1nduce the bnngrng of such actlon ) §16 17 73 SC states “It is
“unlawful for a person to act wrthout authorlty under state lawasa...a master—m'-
equlty and Code §3O 9- 30(4) “statmg For purposes of thls subsectlon (a) "Sham legal ‘»_ .
process" means a document that is not issued lawﬁllly and that purports to be a Judgment

' hen, or order of a court”). Therefore, Both Intr_m_src and Ei(tnnsrc fraud has been placed
upon the Court.\ |

‘,»14'



- "Therefore know'i.ngly.in direct violations of the above said, any payment from the -
sale of property by WilliamO. Spencer Jr would be -embezzlement and/or extortron as |
'well as racketeermg The Respondent their counsels and the Clerk of Court would then be
consplrators to th_ese cnmmal acts., | | ‘ |

V. ISSUES RAISE AND NOT UPON A WRITTEN ORDER AND ISSUES NOT
RAISED AND UPON A WRITTEN ORDER ARE PRESERVED FOR REVIEW DUE
TO BEING PERJURY AND FRAUDUPON THE QOURT - '
An issue is preserved for review when it.is. upon the Record of the trial. The
Rulmg/Dec1s1on of a court may be by actlons (or the lack of) or upon written order.
'Therefore when an 1ssued is raised and is not addre5sed upon a wrltten order 1t is known .
- as the act of Perjury §l6 -9- 10(A)(2) for- 1ncomp1ete mformatlon When a wrltten order has
a rulmg upon it and that issue has not been raise at trial, that 18 also an act of Per]ury §16-
>9-10(A)(2) for false mformatron. Both of these Crlml,nal acts are vrolatlon of color of law
and abusé of discretion,les,o Facto, Extrinsic Fraud upon the Court of which may be |
raised at anytime Therefore is also known as a Sham legalprocesses (§15 75- 60) Inte
Estate of Weeks, 329 S C. 251 259 495 S. E 2d 454 459 (Ct App 1997) (stating an |
“abuse of chscret1on occurs when the ]udgment 18 controlled by some error of law or when
“the order is without ev1dent1ary support) When an lssued is ralsed and is not addressed
upon a wrltten order 1t must be addressed upon appeal do.to the fact that the issue was
.ra1sed and is upon the Record. When a:wntten order has a ruhng up,on‘ it and that issue
has not been raise at trial, that ruling upo'n the order must be ‘stricken from the record for

~ failure to be raise and can not be raised for the first time upon‘appeal. Knight V.
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| Waggoner, 359 S C. 492, 496 597 SE.2d 894 896 (Ct App. 2004) (ﬁndmg arguments
made for first time on appeal are not preserved for rev1ew) A ]udge acting in an appellant
manor may either correct these Errors/Criminal Acts in law or be accessories aﬁer the fact
thus conspire (§16-l7 —410.) with’tlie lower court Ipso Facto' cornmit Barratry (§l6-l7 -
10(2) With the above said, These Criminal Acts not subject to Rule 59(e) SCRCP An
appellant should not bear the burden of the Criminal Acts of a court or for F raud upon the
Court. Therefore the. 1ssues are properly before this court. Srnce 59(e) SCRCP does not
provide a stay of sale in a Foreclosure it intension is for the unjust enrichment of the
Respondent and adding additlonal and unnecessary burden upon the Appellant
An Appeal can also not be demed by claims of 59(e) SCRCP when the judge or,
as in th1s case, Master/Referee is actmg w1thout sublect matter and/or n drrect violations
of the statues. These én’minal Acts would be under: the sarne Cdnlinal.Acts an'd‘ without :
jurisdiction and considered (Extrinsic) 'Fraud_ upon the Court."the'u’sev of 59(&)‘, SCRCP by
a Judge in an Appellant act is a means of comnritting Barratry.and Maintenance as well as. 4
being an accessory 'aﬁer the Fact. A trial judge is not required to sit idly by and allow
perjury to be committed without bringing it to the attention of’ proper authonties State v.
Brown, 124 Ariz. 97, 602 P. 2d 478 (1979). . |
As in this case, when a party fails to state a Cause of act1on or when fails to raise

an issue during trial and an written Order is glven for the issues not presented it'is
considered as Perjury and Extnnsrc fraud. Czty of San Franczsco v. Cartagena 41 Cal
Rptr. 2d 797, 801 (Cal. Ct. App. 1995), quoted with approval in Mr.'G, 320 S.C.‘ at 308,
465 S.E.2d at 103. By contrast, extrinsrc fraud "refers to frauds collateral or external to

the matter tried such as bribery or other misleading acts which prevent the movant from ,

16



presenting all of his case or depnves one of the opportumty to be heard." nghtsey &
Flanagan .supra, at 486 see also Hzlton Head Ctr Inc. v. Pub Serv Comm n, 294 S.C.

9,11,362 S.E. 2d 176, 177 (1987) ("EXtI‘lIlSlC fraud is fraud that 1nduces a person not to

-~ present a case or deprives a person‘ of the opportumty to be heard."). :

: VI MIC HAEL P. LEDDY HAS NO AUTHORITY AS AN ATTORNEY-IN-FACT TO

~,

. ASSIGN NOTE
An attorney-rn fact (aka power of attomey) must comply to the conditions under
SC“Code §30-5-30 andlrecorded upon the record of mortgage to be valid. “a power of
attorney should be e\iidencedf'by an instruinent in wntmg” In the Matter of Celsor, 330
$.C. 497, 501,499 S E.2d 809, 811.(1998) -,‘(citing 3 AmJur. Agency § 23 (1986)). Also
SC Codes }§3 0:7-20 ‘lany contract in the nature ‘of a subordination created by law or

by agreement of the parties, shall be upon the record of the recorded mortgage “ §3O 7-

40 “The recordation of such an ass1gnment or transfer be upon the record of the

recorded mortgage“ , and §30—7-80 ‘_‘the recOrdation of the assignmerits,'satisfactions,.
releases, contracts in the.natu‘re of subordinations, w'aiver‘s‘.'.. mortgages o.r_‘other
N ) R ' .

instruments vconv'eying’ an interest in on personal property must be upon the record -
of the rec()rded mortgage”, Ipso Facto, there 1s .no.;Valid/Legal attor'ney-in-facit,
Assignment of Note nor Atrans‘fer of any Debt. N

In said case there is no reCOrd in Court ﬁlings ‘nor ﬁlings upon the record ot‘
mortgage (other 1nstruments of mterest) 'l‘herefore (1) the endorsement upon the copy of

the Note used by the Respondent is Fraud (R p 44 Lé6- 11 p. 53) and has not legal

b1nd1ng and invalid. (2) the endorsement is most hkely cut-nepast by the Respondent and

~



considered Forgery. (3i) an. endor‘sedcopy of an instrumerit re‘mainsl a worthless.pie:ce of -
paper and has no effect upon the original. (4) With the Appellant in possessmn of the
.Ongmal wet mk Note (R p 44 L6 11, p. 48 - 51) that is not endorsed proves the
previous number 3 (5) there is no ev1dence that grants/validates Mlchael P. Leddy as an
attomey-ln-fact. (6) in said case the Respondent nsed a reduced black and wh1te~monotone
copy of the Note with an ‘in-color,endo.rsement (R p 53). (7) Thereby raises the |

. questions: (a) who was:l\/lichael P _Leddy A—i-F. for; ;(b)v»when,was his‘ |

: conﬁrmation/expiration dates as to A-i-F ; (c) what was his the limitationsi as A-i-l? ; '(d)'
who witnessed his A-i-F forrn; (e) what court,record‘s‘ yalidates his A{i-F. ’léhereforje,v
Michael P. Leddy is net nor hasever heen an attorneyfin;fact in reéards tjothe' Note in
question. In re Celsor, 330 S.C. 497, Sl)l, 499 S.E.2d 809, 81'1,(A1l998) (finding improper
' ‘signature without vali.d power of attomey, notari;ation of that signature, and -
misrepresentation to,_conrt to be 'fraud-upon-}the .court)_; Inre Je‘nningst,:321' SC '440; 446,
468 S.E.2d 869, 873 (1996) (holding forgery of signature on_.court docunient _i_s:fraud

upon the court).”

VIl ALL ORDERS AND ALL PARTS OF THE ORDERS OF WILLIAM O.
SPENCER JR ARE PERJURY AND FRAUD UPON THE COURT

Including that stated aboye, by filing-a claim without acause of action and with
dirty hands violating ( 12; us. ’(.Zhode §1951, §1952, §1‘956 and ISFU S. Code §1692) then
‘abandoning case (F a11ed to appear, plead or defend its actlons) then a year later with the
- conspiracy (§16-5-10, §l6 17-410) between the Respondent and their consuls the C-0:C

and the lawyer W. O. Spencer Jr. w1thout the consent of the Appellant nor order fr‘om the
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Presiding judges (§14-1 1‘--1-60,‘ 18}15'-39'-6;3.0, §15-39-635) has created'a" Sh.ame.iEegal‘ ,
"Process (§16-17;73\5.2 §_30-9-30). I(nowingly; vyillﬁillyj‘and without authority to actasa |
' Special Referee (§16-l7-73 5) and reﬁising to docket"and disrega‘rding the Appellants ..

Motions and demand for Trlal by Jury and mamtained these Cmmnal Acts, Ipso F acto, “

committed Barratry (§16 17 10) Therefore every Order by Wllliam O Spencer Jr that

1ncludes the Order of Sep 10 2017 (Default and Counter Claim), the Order of July 24

2017, Nov 7,8 2017 (Substitutions) as well as the Orders of Jan 292018 (foreclosure and .
“sale) VlOldtlng §15-39- 630 (R p: 2 26) statmg “by consent of the partres to the cause

and §16-9-10 and of yvhich crea_ted prior to A?the hearing and 'ﬁled thhirr 15 minutes ofend

of the hearing including travel time between William ©. Spencer I’s oﬂic’e and the Clerk

of Courts Ofﬁce Wrthout any motions in front of him (R p- 31 L22 23) and w1thout any .

issues be1ng raised by the Respondent w1th the Cause of Actlon bemg “F oreclosure (R.p

35L11-13, p. 36 L7 9) and Failure to produce the Onginal Note or Mortgage upon

Demand’ (R p 45 L10-13, p- 46 L1 6, 2 33L14), Th1s Court must _]UStlfy each and every

part of the Orders of William O Spencer Jr. Th15 Court must also Justify each and every

Issue raised by Appellant and~Purposely Omltted upon the wntten Order which includes

1) The Appellant not g1v1ng consent (R p- 30 L 11 13) Ipso Facto, No Jurisdicnon and .

Willful vrolations (R p 30 L4 5, L11-12, p 33L 23 24) (2) Appellant in Possess1on of |

the Onginal Wet Ink Note, Ipso F acto, Owner and Holder of the Note (R. p. 37 Ll6-l7

19, L25 p 38L1, p. 42L 10 11, 14- 16) (3) the Respondent usmg Fraudulent Note and‘ ,
-' Mortgage (R p. 44 L6-11 p 45.L10- 13 p. 46 Ll 6). (4) Violating “FAIR DEBT | |
. COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT” R.p. 33;14;2,'5'"91 34 L2, p: 34 L7 -8, L1 1, p. 45
L2l-22, L10 - 13). (5) the Re\spondent. not owner n'or h‘older Not‘e‘.nor_ Mortgage when -
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filed its claim as requ1red by “CARPENTER VS. LOGAN” (R p 35 L1-4). If th1s Court.
~can not Justlfy the above sard then this Court must consrder the Orders as Per_]ury,
_ Extnnsm Fraud Abuse of Dlscretlon ACons.plracy‘,‘ Barratry and Malntenance as well as
other Criminal Acts

These are D1rect Vlolatlons of the nghts to I)ue Process in an attempt to Vlolate ' |
- the Appellants Fourth Amendments Rrghts. When a'statute's language is plain and
unamblguous and conveys a clear and deﬁmte meamng, the court has no nght to 1mpose
another meaning. Hodges V. Ramey, 341 S C 79 8‘5 333 SE.2d 578 581
(2000): A statute has the supenor authorlty over any case law or court rule, Ipso Facto,
claims to rule 59(e) SCACR are thereby nulhﬁed Express Inc v. Int lBrotherhood of
Teamsters, 675 F. 2d 1349, 1357 (4th C1r 1982) (“[I]nvolvement of an attorney, as an
A oﬁicer of the court, in a scheme to subom per]ury would certalnly be con51dered fraud on '
the court.”); H. K Porter Co v. Gooctyear Tire & Rubber 536 F. 2d 1115, 1119 (6th Cir.
1976) (“Smce attomeys are ofﬁcers of the court thelr conduct if d1shonest would

constitute fraud on the court.”);

- . VIIL RECOURSE AND REMEDY MUST BE AVAILABLE TO A MORTAGOR AT |
- ALL TIMES OR MORTGAGE IS VOID AND. NO EQUITY IS STABLISHED
In order fo'r a cr'editﬂor'to have a v'alijd'. mortga;ge and be deemed asa rnortgage'e'
with remedy of said; there_ must be a recourse and remed.yv for the ._M.ort)gagor"at all times.
.I.f a Mortgagor files a'clatm fob the following without the pbssible accOmpanying remedies - -
then the Mortgage is inyalid and.‘void and no intere_st of jecnlui_ty'ayailable:i(l)’ﬁles a cIaim
against a debt holder andnotpossible remedy O,f quieting' the title, deed etc.; (2) ﬁles a

.
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claim againSt_‘a Note and/or Mortgage hold_e_r/owne_r and,no possible remedy ﬁof breach of '
contract or other arguments‘ against .the debt holderf l('3) files a':‘cla:im againstthe Note =
holder and not poss1ble remedy for error Ior augment against the Mortgage (4) ﬁles a
claim aga inst the Mortgage holder and no possrble remedy for error or other arguments C
against the Note holder The said above is also supported by Elvm V. Wuchetzch 157 |
NE. 243 244—45 (Ill 1927) and Merrltt V. Bartholzck 36 N.Y. 44 45 (1867) as
A referenced above. Therefore the separation and failure of recordmg upon the record of
the Mortgage is aivtfalver to the 1nstruments not ’assrgned at same t1me and obl1gatrons and |
equ1ty are lost, Ir)so Facto, separatlon of any or all parts"of a “Mortgla_ge 1s a Breach of
Contract and Considered WaVed—. o | |

As stated 1n several Sé codes as stated above Instruments of interest must also' be |
‘recorded upon the record-of mortgage (1) transfer of debt (2) assrgnment of Note; (3)
’ass1gnment of Mortgage.; (4) a351gnee of Note ) assrgnee of Mortgage (6) Power of
Attorney/ attomey-m—fact.; ) ﬂxture’ ﬁhng. If the above said is not upon»the Record _of
the Mortgage then they are deemed to be void with no merit nor legal standing. Therefore,
if a party pays off a debtWitl_iout_»validb recordatiioni then its nothing more then a ‘voluntary' '
payoff of that party with no obligation'by the mortgagor and the secured debt is thereby
extinguished. (§3t)-§-3 0(A) ... ‘each clerk of c0urt and 'regis‘ter. of deeds in this State shall
" keep a record, in‘the office in which he files all conueyances, mortgages, judgments; liens, |
contracts, and papers re_lating to real and personal 'p'.rope.rty. required by statute to be kept
by him,‘»by. entering in the record the names.of the grantor andj grantee, rnortgagOr and

mortgagee, obligor and obligee, or other parties to the written instruments,) .

)
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IX. . REMEDIES FOR THE CRIMINAL ACTIONS OF THE RESPONDENT WITH
THEIR COUNSELS T}HE CLERK OF COURT AND WILLIAM O. SPENCER JR.
" With the Crlmlnal Actlons stated above thlS case is sub]ect to the followmg

-Remidies: (1) Rule 60(b)(3) SCRCP (prov1d1ng that a party may be relieved of a final
order or Judgment based 1 upon "fraud rmsrepresentatlon or other mlsconduct ofan "
adverse party") (2) "South Carolma Noneconormc Damage Awards Act of 2005" §15-
32 200(9) "Noneconormc damages" means nonpecumary damages arising from pain,
suffering, inconvenience, . . mental angmsh 'emotlonal dlstress ..'."injury to reputation
' ' humlhatron other nonpecumary damages and any other theory of damages 1ncludmg, but
| -not limited to, fear -of 1oss % (3) §39 5- 140 (a) Any person who suffers any
ascertalnable loss of money or property, real or personal as a result of the use or - '
. . emptoyment by another pers‘on of an unfalr of deceptlve method, act~ o.r practice declared
' “unlawful ... the court shall award three times the' actual damages sustained and may
‘proV1de such other relief as it deems necessary or proper 'the court shaIl award to the

person br1ng1ng such actlon under this sectlon reasonable attomey s fees and costs.; (4)

- §15- 75 60 A person who is 1n]ured by a sham legal process 1nvolv1ng a wolatlon of

Sectlon §16-17- 735 has the followmg c1v1l remedles agamst the person who committed
the ylolatlon or who caused the v101atlon to be commltted ( 1) actual damages (2) pumtlveb
damages; (3) costs; and (4) ﬂreasonable attomey S fees and (5) "South Carolina Tort
"Clalms Act", §15-78-4O The State, an agency, a polltlcal subd1v1sron and a governmental

| entlty are llable for thelr torts in the same manner and to the same extent as a private

: mdrvrdual under hke crrcumstances (6) 15 U S Code Chapter 41 for the destructlon of -

the Appellants Credlt.Ratlng, (7) 18 U.S.”Code §1964 s_tatlng“shall recover threefold the



: damages” as well as any reasonable attorney's fees, costs and such other relief as it deems

necesSary Oor proper.

X ANNEXATION OF THE APPELLANTS MOBILE HOME IS AN UNJUST
- ENRICHMENT AND VIOLATION OF THE FOURTH AMENDMENT"

The Order Of Sale by W1111am 0. Spencer Jr although unlawﬁrl and consrdered as

i

perjury, has no authority nor legal standmg to annex the Appellants Mobrle Home of
which there has been no 1ntent10ns to be part of the Mortgage except for the unjust
enrichment of/by the: Respondent The Mortgage is for the property alone (R p. 55) and
does not include the Moblle Home which is readlly adaptable for movement There is also
no ﬁxture ﬁlmg upon the Record of Mortgage of whrch is requlred by law nor has the
Responded ralsed any issues concermng the Moblle Home durmg the heanng, Ipso Facto,
| i the Responded has attempted unjust ennchment through consplracy and per_rury to drrectly
3 /vrolate the Fourth Amendment of the United States. Nerther the Respondent nor William
) S'penc'er Jr. had any legal standing to'annex or "sale.the Appellants Mobile Home R p.
" 17 sec. -ZZ'l). Amobile"home does notbecome a ﬁxture by mere atﬁxatlon to- realty. szty'bf
No‘rih Charleston v. Claxton 315 S.C. 56, 62-63, . SE. 2d610 614 (Ct. App. 1993).
, Hayne I ea'eral Credlt Unlon V. Balley, 327 S.C. 242 248 489 SE. 2d 472, 475 (1997)
: ("A mortgage foreclosure is an action in equlty Our scope of review of a case heard. by a
master who enters a ﬁnal ]udgment is to determme facts in accordance w1th our own view
of the preponderance of the evrdence ") Carroll v. Britt, 227 S C.9, 15 86 S.E. 2d 612 _

615 (195 5) (statmg in determrmng whether or not a burldrng isa ﬁxture the court should

consrder (1) the mode of attachment or annexatlon (2) the character of the structure 3)

23



thev 1ntention of the person makmg the annexation and (4).the relat1onsh1p of the partles)
_Lewzs at'171, 568 SE. 2d at 363 ("Basrc contract law prov1des that when a contract is |
clear and unamblguOus, the‘ language alone deterrmnes_the contract's force_ an_d eﬂ‘ec_t. _ It is -
not the function of the court to}rewrit_e contracts fo!‘rvlparties‘"-(citation orriittéd)) )

The Respondentifailed to: (ll”show 2 speciﬁc 'o‘roblig'ated debt owed to
Respondcnt (2) show Ongmal Mortgage or Note Contract on Demand Ipso Facto,
Holder or Owner; (3) show any transference of debt (4) show any Assxgnment of the
Note contract, Valid or not; (5.)"show any Assrgnment ofa Yahd Mortgage contract,A onlyl

“a copy‘-_used; (6) show any Consent< drders; (7);. showany evidence of express or implied
intentl that the Appellant’s Mobile Home serve as collateral; (8) show any Cause of o
Action; (9) show any Legal Standing; (‘1'_,‘0) sh'ow" a_ny Validity in the Mortgage or Note;

‘ ‘(nOt lost, destroyed or voided); (11) show a Valid Re'sidential Mortgage,Transacti(')n

accord between the Originator_ of the Mortgage and ‘any other party. Therefore the |

Respondent is not entitled to an equitable lien, recovery _under the theory of unjust_ .

enrichment, or any other form of equitahle »reliief | |
vThe ',Respondent, along: Wlth 'their Counsels _entered this ca’seﬁ With Dirty Hands :

violating State and Federal Statues then conspired w1th the Clerl(' of Court and W. 0.

Spencer Jr. committing. Barratry and Perjury R p 3 26) in order to Deny the Appellants

nghtS to Due Process for the purpose and 1ntent to Vlolate the Appellants Fourth

Amendments Rights for unjust ennchment | o

Any Judge actmg in an appellant manor and reﬁlses to uphold the all the apphcable

ET



laws in order to consp1re w1th the partles of the lower court thereby knowmgly, wﬂlfully
and admlt fully to accessones aﬁer the fact and conspiracy to the cnmmal actions.

| 1nclud1ng but not limited _to-the above Cnmlnal ActsT

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

W1 th the above sa1d ‘the Appellant pray for judgment against the Respondent and
each consp1rator ]omtly and severally, as follows (l) Striking and Disregardmg of all
: Orders of William O Spencer Jr. for Perjury (Rule 60(b)(3) SCRCP) 1nclud1ng to vacate "
and set aside the foreclosure sale.; (2) Remedies under section IX of this brief along with
any appropriate attorney and Court fe_es, pumt1v'e, act'ual.and non economrc da_rnages _
including Credit Rating Damage as vyell as and,,,.such other relief as«it deems‘ necessary or
. proper.v; 3) For a declaration of the rights and duties of the parties .speci:ﬁcally-that the
' foreclosure of Plaintiffs’ res1dence was wrongful (4) To quret deed and title in favor of
Plaintiff and agamst Defendants (5) For compensatory, specml general and punitrve
damages according to proof agamst all Respondents Respondents Counsels Clerk of
Court, and W1111am 0. Spencer Jr (6) Not1fy the Proper Authoritres of the Crimlnal
i- Acts ; (7 F or civil penaltles pursuant to statute, restitutlon mjunctlve rel1ef and

reasonable attomeys fees accordlng to.proof.
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