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- STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

(1)  Dpid the trial court err in denying the Appellant the use
‘ -of his electronic equipment to present evidence in his
case ? . , ‘

( 2 )] Did the trial court err 1n denying the Appellant the u%e

of electronic equipment to record his own hearing ?

(3) Does SCACR Rule 605 cover, " non-media ", court
participants in the use of electronic equipment ? In
particular the rights of plaintiffs and defendants in
thelr use of electronic equipment to present evidence
and tape record their own cases. '

4y Did “the trial court err in declaring that the Appellants'
I Notlce Of Appeal was, " not properly filed ", ?

(5) Would the Appellant be permanéntly harmed if his
electronic evidence was not presented to the trialvcourt ?

(6} Did the trial court err in violating the jurlsdiction of
, the Appellate Court by continuing the case after the
Appellant filed his Notlce Of Appeal® at 10:55 AM 9

) Did the trial court err in ordering that the Appellant
be barred from hearing the motions hearing °?
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

(1)

(2 )

(3 )

(4

Cn April 18, 2019, the Appellant filed a lawsuit against
the Respondents for use of excessive force on April 20,
2017. The Appellant was hospitalized and the warrants- -,
that he was arrested on were dismissed. Other allegations
and other entities were involved. :

On August 10, 2021, the Respondents motions hearing to
dismiss began with the Appellants' request to use his
electronic equipment to present his evidence and to
record the hearing. .

The trial court denied the request. The Appellant
immediately served a Notice Of Appeal on the denial.

“The triai court would not recognize the appeal, and

forbade the Appellant to attend the hearing and then
pbroceeded to hear the Respondents motlions, and, granted

. the motions.:

(
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ARGUMENT

(1)

(2)

(3)

()

Did the trial court err in denying the Appellant the use
of his electronic equipment to present evidence in hls case ?
( See Transcript, Page 3, Iines 1-10, and 18=20 )

Yes.

"The Appellant has a collection of video and-audio recordings
of criminal activities of cops, & surveyor and attorneys.

The evidence is stored on, DVD discs, CD discs, VHS tape
cassettes, and cassette tape recordings. The Appellant had

a monitor, a laptop computer, a DVD player, a CD player, and
a cassette tape recorder, and the trial court banned them - .

all, despite the fact that the SCACR 605 ( c ), states,

" A presiding judge may authorize the use of electronic or

"photographic means for presentation of evidence.

(- see Rule 605 SCACR ( c )

Did the trial court err in denying the Appellant the use of
electronic equipment to record hls own hearing ?

Tes.
The Appellant has the right of freedom of speeeh and he

- wlshes to publish the injustices and be accurate in what

he speaks or writes. The. Appellant cannot speak freely and
accurately without the use of the tape recorders to play
back what was said and done in the courts.

Does Rule,605, cover, " non-medla ", court participants in

the use of electronic ? In particular the rights of ‘
plaintiffs and defendants in their use of electronic equipment
to present evidence and to tape record their own cases.

No.

" Rule 605 SCAGR addresses the use of electronic equipment‘

by the, " Media ", and not. by the plaintiff or derendant.
( See Rule 605 SCACR ).

Did thé trial court err in declaring that the Appellants'
Notice of Appeal was, " not properly filed ", ?

The lower courts' order denying the Appellant the use of
electronic equipment was final and had an evili effect on
the entire case. .Rule 201 (a) SCAGCR - Right To Appeal,
states in part, that, " Appeal may be taken, ... from any
figal judgment, ces ", ( See Rule 201 (a) )
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 ARGUMENT ( continued from previous page ).

(5) Would the Appeilant be permanently harmed if his electronic

(6)

evidence was not.presenteg to the trial court ?%

Yes.
The Appellant had no derence w1thout the use of his electronic
equipment to play the recordings.

Did the trial court err in violating the jurisdlction of
the Appellate Court by continulng the case after the
Appellant filed his Notlce Of Appeal at 10:55 AM ?

Yes.

_ ._Rule 205. SGACR - Effect of Appeal, states inwparj;_ﬂ;ﬂpog“the“,

(7)

the- service of the notice of appeal, the appellate court shall

‘have exclusive jurisdiction over the appeal. ", The trial

court did not respect the Appellate Courts' Jjurisdiction by
continuing the motions hearing after the notice of appeal was
filed. ( See Rule 205 SCACR ).

Did the trial court err in ordering that the Appellant be
barred from hearing the motions hearing?

Yes.

The trial court should have defended the Appellants' right to
be present at. the motions hearing.

~
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CONCLUSICN

(1)  PFor the reasons stated, the Appellate Court should reverse
the judgment of the %rial court and allow Appellant to use
his electronic equipment to present his evidence and
allow Appellant to use electronic equipment to record his
own hearings.

(2) Further, the Appellate Gourt should void all the brders

of the trial court made at the motions hearing after the
Notice of Appeal was flled.
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