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"1 Table of Statutes/Casés/Rules

Statutes

Sectlons 16 3- 1700 etseq. SC. Code of Laws 1976, as amended. .

Sectlon 14-7-1320 SC Code of. Laws 1976 as amended
Sectlon 18 7- 20 SC Code of Laws 1976 as amended
Section 18-7-30 SC Code ef Laws,_ 1976, as amended.

Section 18-7-60 SC Code of Laws, 1076, as amended.

Cases

Boan v. Jacobs, 296 sc 419, 373 S.E. 2d 697 (Ct. App. 1998).
Ex Parte Cannon, 38‘5‘SC 642, S.E. 2 814 (Ct. App. 2009)..

Delta Appare/ Inc. v. Far/na 406 SC 257 750 S.E. 2d 615
(Ct. App 2013). ‘ :

Wall v. Huguenin-, 301 SC 94, 390 S.E. 2d-372 (1990).
Hemingway v Mention; 228 S_Cf2'1‘l, 89 S.E. 2d 369 (1955).

Parker v. Parker, 313 SC 482, 443 S.E. 2d.388 (1994).

State v. Thompson, 355 SC 255, 584 S.E. 2d 131 (Ct. App. 2003).

Rules.

a. Rule 18(b) SC Magistrates Coutt Rules.

b. Rule 12(h)(1) SC Rules of Civil Procedure. .
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. Other.. -

. Appellant Practice in>South Carql/'na '
by Toal, Walker and Baker, 3 Edition (2016)
~ Chapter 6, Section lll, Page 118. =

. - Appellant Prantice in South Carolina ,
by Toal, Walker and Baker, 3" Edition (2016) -
- Chapter 9, Section Ill-A, Page 185. .- | ‘

. The Introduction to Article VIl of the

Declaration of Covenants in

‘Record Book 2268 at Page 1428 ‘
of the Beaufort County Register of Deeds. |

. Plat Book 115 at Page 98

of the Beaufort County Register of Deeds.

. 7 SC JURISPRUDENCE Estoppel & Waiver § 22.
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f L Statement of issues
| N

|

i
i
1
1

Issue A Was the dismissal of the Motion For Summary Judgmerit‘ brought by

Leombfruno and the granting of the request to reverse the two trial decisions in

' ] .
favor of Ammons based on a lack of jurisdiction of the Court over the subject matter

of the case or the lack of jurisdiction of the Court over the parties to the case? .

|
t

\

Issue B If the decision was based on the lack of jurisdiction of the Court over

thé parv:tiés, did the following acts of Ammons throughout the trial court process
| ‘ - ' '

cons‘tittijte these legal reasons why she should not be entitled to the claim lack of

jurisdic’:cion of the Court:

i Failure to follow S.C. Codé Sections 18-7-20 and 18-7-30 and Rule ‘
| 18, SC MCR, which all'require a statement in the Notice of Appeal of

the ground for the appeal.

. Laches by the failure of Ammons to nbtify the Court and Leombruno
of any ground for the appeals afte.f 18 months of the Notice of the

first appeal and 13 months of the Notice of the second -appeal.

i.  Waiver of any ground for appeal for the failure to state any ground
after such long time period per Common Law, and Waiver per Rule

12(h)(1) SCRCP.
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Acquiescence in the two decisions of the Court by NOT raising the
issue of lack of personal jurisdiction (a) after being involved in fwo
trials, (b) after being involved in two Motions (one of which Ammons

instigated), (c) after pen‘ormihg the remedy of the Court by paying

the fine issued from a trial, and (d) by filing tWo Notices of appeal.
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Ll Statement of'_the‘ Case
. Introduction

The graveman of th’is case involves two homeowners thatlive‘side by side:
B ln“adjacent lots (Lot 1 and Lot 2) ln a covenant restncted communlty (by a
Declaratlon of Covenants and Restnctlons) known as Lyford PIace in Beaufort ‘
- _County SC There are eleven narrow Lots and the Declaratlon in Artlcle VII ()
| specmcally calls to the attentlon of the Owners that there are small-and narrow :
Lots and close Irvmg condltlons that should be. conS|dered |n the day to day living
'aotlvmesbetween the Lot Owners. These two h.omeowners__‘vshare the use-of a
| c_omr:'non drhteway for ingress an»d eg-r.e:ss-('g).'
: ‘The jdri\-/eway is a vComm.on Area owned by the C‘o'mr_nunity Associatio'n. B
There have been three trials between these partles Both parties were .
'ilrepresented by counsel at the flrst trlal on May 22, 2018 nelther of them was
.' represented by oounsel. atthe second trial of June 17, 2019, and both' of them were

r'epre‘sente’d by Counsel at the third trial on NoVem_ber 14, 2019.

In addition to the three trials, there have been these pleadings in these two .

cases:
‘An Ariswer by Ammons to the Rule to Show Cause of October 2019.
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Motions by Ammons (a) to consolidate the first Mag_istrate’s Court case with
. a separate case in Com‘mon»P.leas, (b) a“Noticé of'AppeaI of the trial 'decisiorj of
June 17, 2019, and (c) a Notice of Appeal of the trial decision of November 14,

2019.

Motions by Leombruno (a) er a written Decision of the trial of June 17, 2019,

(b) To View the Site, and (c) for Summary Juddg'ment. ,

In none of these three trials and in none of the first five Motions did Ammons
raise the issue of lack of jurisdiction. It was only upon the filing of the Motion for

‘SAummary‘ Judgment did the issue finally come to light. -

When the first Notice of Appeal fo the Circuit Cqurt of the decision by -the
Magistrate of June 17, 2019 was. filéd byI:Ammons, thé- Clerk of Cémmon Pleas
aSsigned it Calendar Number 2019-CP-O7-0‘2798.‘ When the second Notice of
Appeal to the Circuit Couﬁ of the decision of the Magistréte of Novembér 14, 201 9L=
was filed by Amhons, thé Clerk of Common Pleas assigned it Calendar Number -

2020-CP-07-00581. Thus, the reason for the twb calendar numbers.

File: 5428.0003 _ . . Page7of21



Statement of Facts

1. By Counsel the: Plaintiff (Ammons) f|led a Summons and Complaint in the -
Beaufort County Magistrate s Court in May of 2018, alleging that certain acts of
Leombruno constltuted a breach of SC Code Sectlon 16-3- 1700 (A) defi ned as
-'harassment and/or stalking.(3). No wrltten Motion Answer nor Response was
- filed" by .'th:e'-Defendan‘t (Leombruno). The tr_lalda_te was set for May 22,;20_18, at -
Which date 'both parties appeared with Counsel. ltwas -announced to the Court by
Counsel that.a Mutual Restraining Qrder h‘ad been entered into by thue parties and
.the Court issoed a written ‘Order on May 30"201 8 to confirm the agreement ot the '
- parties (4). - The Order did not_. state a time for the expira_tion of the agreement of
'th,e parties, nor a time for the ex‘piration of the 6r‘der. - The agreern‘entiand Order' -
provided for a Mutual Restraining Order that (a) the. partles were restrained from.
‘verbal communication or interaction wrth each other and they cannot enter the
private property of the other, (b) that both acknowledge the common property to ‘
. the north of their Iots Wthh includes a shared vehlcle access that is well defmed :
‘ 'on the subdivision plat, there is to be no verbal or other contact in that commonl '
; area, and (c) both parties are to comply with the Lyford Place Covenants,

Restrictions and By-Laws. -

2'." Without counsel, Leombruno filed a Rule to Show Cause in May of. 201 9 (5),
aIIeging vrolations by Ammons of the prevnously agreed to and written Restraining:

Order. Some of the alleged violations were | of - ltems 1 and 2 of the_
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Agreement/_Order of May 30, 2.018,' and'some oi the alleged violationsrwere of ltem
) '3. A trial was conducted before the Magistrate on Juné 17, 2019, without either
- party having counsel. Ammons did not raise any defen'se of Iacl{of jurisdictiOn of
the Court. The trial resulted in an oral holding of oontempt by the Magistrate against
-Ammons..- Upon a Motion in November of 2019 (g), a written Order Was filed
| 'Novemberi 14,'_,2019 (z)-which was then ‘appealed to'the“ Circuit '¢oun (8). i;l‘o
objection was raised of the lack of ‘personai jurisdiction to the Motion for a Written
Order. The Notice of Appeal did not state any ground for the appeal nor did it

raise the issue of lack of personal jUI‘ISdICtion

" 3. Without counsel, Leombrano filed a Second Rule to Show.Cause in Qctober

"2019’(9), again alleging violations by Ammons of the previousiy ag'reed to and

"wrltten Restraining Order of May 30 2018 Again, some of the alleged v10lations '
were ltems 1 and 2 of the agreement/Order of May 30, 2018, and some. of the
. alleged violations were'of Item 3 of that same Order. An Answer was filed- by

‘Counsel for Ammons (10). A trial withCounse_I for both parties was"oonducted on

| November 14, 201-9', The same Magistrate aoain issued an Order (11) that held

'Ammons in contempt and fined her $250.00. Ammons did not raise any defense‘

in her Answer nor at trial to the lack of personal Jurlsdiotlon After- the issuance of-
the t"ne Ammons paid the fine

4.' : After the f|||ng of the Second Rule, but before the tnal Leombrano filed a _

Motlon pursuant to SC Code’ Sectlon 14- 7 1320 (12) for the Maglstrate to V|ew the' '
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; two lots of "-the‘ parties and the joint driveway. The Motion was granted (13) and the

Magistrate (with the partiés and their counéel) viewed the site on November 14,

..2019. Ammons did né6t raise any defense to the lack of persohal juris‘diction_dUring -

"the Motion hearihg nor during the viewing at the site.”

5. | ' After the-filing of the_Second Rule, but before the trial, Ammons filed a

Motion to consolidate thé case (14) with a pending casé in.Common 'Pleas entitled

| Lyford Place Commun’)’ty Association, Inc. vs. Linda Amhvon_s (CA~'2'019-CP-07'-

02310). Leombruno filed a Return to the Moton (15). That Motion was denied by

the Magistrate (16). Duri'hg this Motion process by Amm'ons, she did not raise any.

issue of the lack of personal jurisdiction.-

6. Ammons filed a separate Notice of App‘éal (17) of fh‘e decision of the trial of .
November 14, 2019 upon the issuance of the written Order.- The Notice did not
state any ground for the appeal nor did it raise the issue of lack 'of péersonal

jurisdiction.

7. The Magistrate filed Returns (called Transcripts) (18) and (19) of the two

abpe’als‘with the Circuit Cburt pursuanfto SC Code Section18-7-60 and Rule 18(b)

SC MCR. In the second Return/Transcript, the Magistrate stated that Ammons

had not raised any iss'l,ié of the lack of peréonal jurisdiction. ‘That issue was not

addressed in the first Return/T ranscript of the Magistrate.
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8. After some eighteen (18) months from the filing of the'Notice of Appeal of
the June 2019 decision for contempt issued in writing in November of 2019,
Leombruno filed a I\/Iotion for Summary Judgment on April 14, 2021 (20), to have

both appéals dismissed. The stated grounds for the Motion were these:

a. Failure to follow SC Code Sections 18-7-20 and 18-7-30 and Rule 18, SC
MCR, which all réquire a statement in the Notice of Appeal of the ground

for the appeal.

b. Laches by the failure of Ammons to notify the Court and Leombrano of any
ground for the appeals after 18 months of the Notice of the first appeal and

13 months of the Notice of the second appeal.

c. Waiver of any ground for appeal by the failure to state one after such a long

time period per Common Law, and Waiver per Rule 12(h)(1) SCRCP.

d. Acquiescence in the two dedisions of the Court by (i) being involved in two
trials, (i) being invofved in two Motions (one of which Ammons instigated),
(iii) performing the remedy of the Court by paying the fine issued frorh a triai,
and (i\}) filing two Notfces of appeal and NOT raising the issue of lack of

personal jurisdiction in any of those processes.

‘File: 5428.0003 o Page1106f21
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9. A Respo,nee to the Summary,Judgtnent Motion was"th'en filed by Ammons_ |

on April 22;' --2021 1), WhiCh a-ss:erted, for'the first time the ._Iaok of ju'risdiotion ovf‘th'e"

’C'ourt baeed on the expiration of the Restraining Order of one year from May 3'0 E

-2018 pursuant to SC Code Sectlon 16-3- 1700 No ground for erther appeal has ’

yet been stated

10 A Return to the Response was filed by Leombruno on July 9 2021 (22)

pointing. out the fallure of Ammons to comply with the four basic requrrements to

~preserve an appeal as set forth in Appellant Practice in South Carolma by Toal, -

.Waler and Baker 3rd Ed (2016) = Chapter 9, Sectron III-A Page 185

1. The Specral Clrcunt Judge/Master In Equrty for Beaufort County heard :

presentatron of Counsel on the Motlon and Appeals on. July 9, 2021 and received

Brrefs on the Issues (23) and (24)

k; 12. The Specral Clrcwt Court Judge/Master In Equrty In Equrty lssued an Order

on October 21 2021 (25) ( ) dlsmlss-lng the Motlon for Summary Judgment-r and

: (b) rullng in favor of Ammons on the two appeals Both decrsrons were based on. -

& the explratron of the one year Restralnrng Order lssued on May 30 201 8 pursuant

to SC Code Section 16-3-1700(A)' .e., lack of jurlsdlctlon of the Court (without

- statlng Wthh category of Junsdrctron applled and wrthout refernng to the defenses

ralsed by Leombruno)
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13. - Leombruno filed a Motion For Reconsideration (26).

14. The SbeciaI'Cir‘c‘,uif Cou‘rt‘Judge/l\'/Iaster In Equnty denied the Motion For
" Reconsideration (g)f Agaih‘, the Order did not state>which_ category of lack of.
- jurisdiction applied to the décision nor did the Order refer to any of the matters set

. forth in Paragraph 8 above.
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V. - Argument

" lssue A

The concept of Jurlsdrctlon refers to the power of a Court to brlng a person .
“into its adjudlcatlve process (desrgnated as personal Jurlsdlctlon) or. the power of
Ca Court to hear and determrne a partrcular type of actlon (deS|gnated as subject ’

K ‘matte_r-jurls_drctlon). (28) : - - ‘

Subject matter Jurlsdlctlon is. the power of a Court to hear and determme " - h

cases of the general class to: WhICh the proceedmgs in questlon belong (29)
Personal Jurlsdlctlon refers to the abrllty ofa Court to bnng a partlcular person lnto\

»:--rts adjudrcatlve process. (@) o

What -are the facts of the mstant case that will determine if the power of the: _
. Court has been challenged for’ elther Iack of subject matter Jurlsdlctlon or lack of :
-personal Junsdlctlon_?, vThe Order of October 21, 2021_ .does not»stat_e whrch_

category of..jUrt’sdictionz applies. (31) . . .

: 'Thes‘e f_actsap,ply in making the decision of which type ofju‘risdiction applies |

" in this case. =
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1. The Complarnt brought in May 201 8 refers to specific statute sectrons WhICh -

are SC Code Sectlons 16- 3 1700 et seq commonly called the Harassment

Statute.,(gg)

~ 2. Al subseguent‘proceedihgs thereafter refer to and were conducted

pursuant to this same Harassment Statute.

.3 The two Orders of October 21 2021 state (paragraphs 2, 3, &4) that the
case was brought and contlnuously pursued pursuant to that Harassment: -

- Statute (33)

4. The‘ Orders of October 2_.1 ', l20A2'1 state _(paragraph:.3) that the reason thef
Court is grant.i‘ng the. ap-p.eals :from the3two Magis't_rates Court decisions is
because the time duration ot the Harassment _Statute 'of one year had
expired lso_theCourt‘did not have the authority to issue an Order of

" Contempt. (34) .

The only conclusion that can be drawn from this. set of facts is that the
. Harassment Statute was the basis of all the proceedrngs but that subject matter
~ho longer applred after one year. The subject matter of the Harassment Statute

i.e., whether or not there had been a harassment or stalkrng was strII applrcable

but it could not apply to the Iltlgants The acts of the Irtlgants were not specrﬁcally

File: 54280003 . .~ - page15of21 -



" ruled on in the Octobet.21; 20‘2:1_ Orders (theis‘tatement“en ‘pag'e 2 just above the.

" holding). . .

So the decision from Wthh these appeals arise |s from the lack of -
Junsdlctlon over the partles and not lack of jurlsdlctlon over the subject matter (the

_ Harassment/Stalkmg vSt_atute).- -
tssue B _

| Not\Nlthstandmg the claim of lack of personal Jurlsdlctlon that claim canbe

waived by the acts of the claimant (35).

What facts exist in the instant case to s_ubpbrt the cla,ims hy Leombruno that
Ammons (a) did not.follow_the statutes of this state, (b) ‘nerﬂdid she follow the Rules
of the Court, and that her actions constitute (c) laches, (d). a waiver of her rights,

and ke) an aequiescence in the two 'deeisions of the Magistrates Cou'rt’? ,

A plenary reading of the Statement of this Case reveals these facts in

- summary.

'1-“ After the Original Mutu’ai Rest‘raining.Order of May 30 2018, 'shethereafter :
personally partncnpated in two trlals more than one year Iater on June 17 '

2019 and November 14 2019 W|thout ralsmg any clalm

File: 5428.0003 . - . pagel6of21



2. She participated infive Motions (some brought by her) more than one year

-~ later without raising any claim.

-3, She personally participated in a Site View on November 14, 2021 (with her
étto‘rney, opposing attorhéyand party, and the Magistrate) more than one

yearilater without raisking' any claim.

4. She did not staté any grouﬁdsrfor either of her two appeals made more than
one year later as required by the statute and Court Rules and has not yet

! to this day stated any grbund for the abpeal's_.

5. She did not raise the claim of lack of jurisdiction in"either of her two appeals

“made more than one year later.

6. Upon being found in Contempt and fined $250 in the trial of Novembér 14,
2021, more than one yeaf later, shé ‘paid the fine, i.e., she ﬂaccép@d
"jurisdvict_io;n of the Court by that act and waived any Qlaim of IaCk of personal

' jurisdiction.
These legal principals are cogently applicable to the acts of Ammons after

the expiration of the one year. -

a. Laches is heglect of a claim for an unreasonable and"unexplained

-length of time on circumstances that pe“rlm‘it the assertion of the right

File: 5428.0003 { . Page17of21



by one who later seeks to ehforc§ it (36). EqUity aid.s: the \jigil'ant, not

" those who slumber dn their rights (37).

b Waiver is defined as the intentional relinquishment of a known right B
- (38). Where-the facts'are not in disput_e,“'waiver can be decided by

" the Court (39).

“ :In.addition .td (a) the acts of Ammons thallt.gr_e 4 breach of the Statﬁfeé

‘ (Section 18-7-20 and 18-7-30 by the failure to state grouhds for an appeal aftér 22 |
" months) and (b) the. acts of Ammons that are a breach of the Court Rules [Rule
18(b) SC MCR and Rule 12(g) SCRCP], itis not a very difficult vnew to see that the

same acts of Ammons also constltute Iaches and waiver.

CONCLUSIONS

Loy A. - The claim of lack of jurisdiction of the Court by Ammons is a lack of personal

jurisdiction of the Court..'

B. .. The lack of personal jurisdiction of a Court can be-waived by the acts of the

claimant. -
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.

o In the instant case, the acts of Ammons clearly constitute a failure to comply

with the Statutes, a failure to comply with the Court Rules, and constitute the'legal

concepts of laches and waiver.

Cganuary JF 202 J. Thomas Mikell, P W

7 Thomas Mikell
P.O. Box 1727
Beaufort, SC 29901

tom@mikelllaw.com
843-524-2110
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File:

’Footnotes A

. See Atticle VIl of thé Declaration of Covenants. ROA #
See Subdivision plat in Plat Book 115 at Page 98. ROA #
: ‘-Complarnt ROA#__ . -

; Mutual Restralnlng ‘Order. ROA#

Rule to Show Cause #One May 2019 ROA #
Motion for Wrrtten Order: ROA #

Order for Contempt after. Trial | in June 2019 ROA# -

.Notlce of Appeal #One ROA #

.'--Sec,ond Rule to Show Cause: .R.OA # |

Answer to Second Rule to Syhovy Cause.. ROA #_
Qrde_r for Contempt #Two. _ROA #

Motion to View Site. ROA B |

.Order Grantrng Motron ROA #

Motlon to Consolidate. ROA #

Return to Motron ROA #_
Order Denylng Motlon ‘ROA #

' Notlce of Appeal #Two. ROA #

Return/T ranscnpt from Trial of June 17 2019 ROA # _
Return/T ranscnpt from Trial of November 14, 2019 ROA #
Motlon for Summary Judgment ROA#_

Response to Motion for Summary Judgment ROA # .
Return to Response ROA # - |

Bnef to- Summary Judgment by Ammons ROA #
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24,
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27.
- 28.
20,
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311.
32.
3
34,
35, |

. and Ex Parte Cannon, supra, and Appellant Pract/ce in South Carolina by -
- 36.
a

38.

Brief to Summary‘Ju'd‘gmen{ by Leombruno ROA#

, Order Dlsmrssmg Summary Judgment and Grantlng Appeals ROA#

Motlon for Reconsrderatron ROA# . -
Denial of Motion for Reconsideration *ROA ¥
Boan V. Jacobs 296 SC 419 373 S.E: 2d 697 (Ct App 1998)

Ex Parte Cannon 3851 SC 642, 685 S. E 2d 814 (Ct. App 2009)

,Boan v. Jaoobs supra
--Order Denyrng Motlon for Summary Judgment ROA #_

sC Code Sectlons 16-,3-1700 et. seq.

ROA#

ROA#. ‘ ‘

Delta Apparel ‘Inc. v. Farina, 406 SC 257, 750 S. E 2d 615 (Ct App. 2013)
Toal Walker and Baker 31 Edition (2016) Chapter 6, Section i, Page 118, -

Wallv Huguenm 301 SC 94 390 S E 2d 372 (1990)

’Hemmgway V. Ment/on 228 SC 211 -89 S.E. 2d 369 (1955) ‘

Parkerv Parker 313 SC 482, 443 S.E. 2d 388 (1994) and State V. Thompson )

' 355 SC 255, 584 S.E. 2d 131 (Ct. App. 2003). -

39,

7 SC JURISPRUDENCE Estopp._el & Waiver § 22.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) .
) CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) :
Name of Case: Linda Ammons -vs- Ormondo Leombruno
Calendar Number: Court of Appeals Rﬁ@:@i v .‘ ﬁ w
Date: January lf{j ,2022 JUL 01202
Document: INITIAL BRIEF OF APPELLANSC Court of Appeals
Addressee(s): | ' |
1. Clerk, SC Court of Appeals 2. W. Trey Merck, Esquire
Jenny Abbott Kitchings 285 Ohkahteeah Road
P.O. Box 11629 Central, SC 29630
Columbia, SC 29211 Attorney for the Respondent

The undersigned hereby certifies that she placed true and accurate copies of the
Document(s) named above to the Addressee(s) named above on the Date stated above in an
envelope with prepaid first-class U.S. postage thereon and delivered the same to the U.S. Postal
Service.

Attorney for the Appellant

File:  5428.0003 . Page 1 of 1 -



2554

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

' , ) CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
COUNTY .OF BEAUFORT ) :
Name of Case: 'Linda Ammons -vs- Ormondo LeombruRE@% ., A
Calendar Number: ~ Court of Appeals JUL 012022
‘Date: June 49,2022 ~ SC Court of Appeals
Document: AMENDED INITIAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT
Addressee(s):
1. Clérk, SC Court of Appeals ‘ 2. Linda Ammons
Jenny Abbott Kitchings - A 113 Lyford Place
P.O.Box 11629 S ‘ Beaufort, SC 29902

Columbia, SC 29211 ' ' The Respondent

The undersigned hereby certifies that she placed true and- accurate copies of the
Document(s) named above to the Addressee(s) named above on the Date stated above in-an
envelope with prepaid first-class U.S. postage thereon and delivered the same to the U.S. Postal
Service. : ' ' '

%ﬁﬂi el

Cretary to J. Thomas Mikell .
Attorney for the Appellant

File: 5428.0003 . ~ Page 1 of 1



Hasler

B 1 $008.95¢

NET ] 2P 29910
T D11EN0676163

" PRESS FIRMLY TO SEAL

| E== UNITED STATES
. F ‘_'POS_.T/.IL SERV[CE®'«

PRIORITY®.
MAIL:

] ° S
USPS Tracklng mcluded for domesue and many mtemahonal dest:nahons o LAW OFFICE OF

N Lumlted intemaﬂonal msurance. 4 ff;( h J. THOMAS MIKELL, PC
[ ] When used Intematlonaﬂy, a customs declaration form Is reqmred. ; P.O. Box 1727
BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29901

'lnsurance does not cover oenam Kems For. deralls regardlng cla:ms exclusions see tha Pt e
Dcmestic Mall Manual at http:/ipe. usps com.

cX] *See lnlemauonal Maﬂ Manual athttp.llpausps.cam for svaﬂablﬁty and limitations of oovumga. ) e q
Jenny Abbott Kitchinﬁ
P.0. Box 11629

FLAT RATE ENVELOPE o s @@ba‘vzzozz

ONE RATE W ANYWEIGHT - R S . of"loﬁea/,g

Clerk, SC Court of

z

‘nd I provided sclely for usa I sending Pilordty Maif¥ and Priority Mall tntematioria® shipmenta,

TRACKED = leU'RE-D_ '

TR

. PS00001000014 - EP14F May 2020

ot e

the US.

OD:121/2x91/2 USPSCOMPICKUP  * - I_ __J

*- Misuses may be a violation of federel law. This packegd I8 not for rosale. EP14F © U.S. Postal Sarvice; May 2020; All fights roservedd




