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July 19, 2022

THE HONORABLE STEPHANIE P MCDONALD
Court of Appeals

1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

(803) 734-1890

ecclark@sccourts.org
Your Honor,

We are responding to Appellant’s return to Respondents Motion to Dismiss, Case no. 2022-
000577, submitted July 19, 2022.

Background of case is extremely relevant and provides facts which are documented in
previous Motion to Dismiss Exhibits 1-30. The background of case provides vital, factual and
substantiated evidence that demonstrates how we arrived at the place we are today in this
ridiculous, unjust, unlawful case. Respondents do challenge the entire restraining order
issued between appellant as well as minor child, respondents’ granddaughter. Respondents
expressed extensively in our background information that we do not believe there were any
grounds or basis for any order to be issued. Appellant makes allegations from over 3 years
ago where she was a willful participant in communication in many of the allegations. The vast
majority of her allegations are outright lies. Respondents had evidence disputing allegations
in Magistrate court but were pro se and did not present our case very well. We firmly believe
that if we have been represented in court, we would not have been issued the order.
Attorney, Rhett Burney, said he saw no basis for any order and it should have been dismissed.

Background information of case also substantiates appellant is not credible. Appellant was in
contempt after she removed Riley a SECOND time from father on May 31, 2021. July 6, 2022,
appellant submitted a sworn affidavit and perjured herself, yet again. In response to counsel
stating we have never provided proof of appellant being found in contempt of court; proof is

now included. (signed court order from Spartanburq Family Court Case No. 2019-DR-42-0953)

Appellant states, #5. “After my ex-husband (the Hopkins son) lost visitation rights for a period
of time, the Hopkins were upset because it affected their ability to see my daughter. As a
result, in May 2021, they began sending her a barrage of text messages so much so that my
daughters therapist got involved to help my daughter plan what to say back to them when
they tell her things about the litigation or things about me that were alienating in nature. At
this point, Amy Hopkins was calling her at least three times a day, leaving multiple voice
messages, and sending her numerous text messages. She did not know how to ask Amy to
stop contacting her so often, and to specifically to stop talking to her about me because it
makes her feel bad. Her therapist helped her process her anxiety and feeling resulting from






the Harassment. Eventually, the harassment got so bad my daughter blocked Amy.” (entire
texting thread between Amy, Riley and Gregq are included)

In appellant’s sworn affidavit July 6, 2022, the father did not “lose his visitation rights for a
period of time.” Appellant was ruled in contempt of court March 23, 2022. She denied father
the right to see his daughter from May 31, 2021- March 23, 2022. She stole Thanksgiving,
Christmas and many birthdays from father and entire paternal family. She was sentenced to
6 months jail, suspended sentence and ordered to strict court compliance. If court will notice
the signed court order is dated June 20, 2020, which was written by appellant’s attorney.
Respondent knows this to be a fact because respondent was present for the hearing and
heard Judge Bridges asked Kimberly Montanari, appellant’s attorney, to write the order. The
date should read June 20, 2022. The order correctly states the hearing was March 23, 2022
and the stamped copy is correctly dated June 20, 2022. Respondents called Kimberly
Montanari’s office, July 19, 2022 and left voicemail requesting she correct the date.
Respondents were told by Spartanburg Family Court, Montanari would be required to make
corrections.

Respondents immediately went to Magistrate Court in Laurens County after Spartanburg
ruling on March 23, 2023. Farrah Haupfear, was at the Magistrate desk and respondent
relayed what transpired in Family Court earlier that day. Ms. Haupfear walked back and told
Magistrate Judge Wham (who issued restraining order) the information. Judge Wham
realized the absurdity in what he had done. He had given a restraining to grandparents and
made it where our own son could not bring his daughter to see us. Wham thought our son
had no rights to see his daughter even though respondents told him repeatedly he had Judge
Browns visitation. It is a family court matter and Wham had no idea what he was doing and
had no jurisdiction. He immediately said he would amend the restraining order between
grandparents and grandchild when the court order was signed and filed in Spartanburg. At
this point... we were still waiting on our April Circuit Court appeal date. Riley’s father wanted
to bring her to our house March 25, 2022, when he got his daughter for the first time since
May 31, 2021. He told appellant (his ex-wife) that the restraining order was going to be
amended by Magistrate and attempted for her to agree to let him bring Riley to our house.
Appellant would not agree and told minor child, Riley, if she came to her grandparents’ house
(who Riley loves) we would immediately be arrested and go to jail. It is damaging and
emotional abuse to say such to a child. Reprehensible.

Respondents called Spartanburg courthouse daily asking if the order (for contempt) had been
signed and filed. Respondents were told Montanari had 30 days to get the order written.
After around 60 days, when order was not in, Respondents were told Ms. Montanari was sent
a deficiency letter. It took from March 23 until June 20 for the order to be signed. (89 days)
We believe this was a stall by appellant and her attorney getting the written order submitted,
because appellant was aware Magistrate Judge said he would amend restraining order when
he saw Spartanburg contempt ruling. Order finally was filed after 89 days and Montanari
submitted incorrect date. Mistake? We don’t believe it was. Respondents believe it all to be






calculated and intentional to prevent respondents from obtaining signed order of contempt
against appellant.

After appellant denied father his visitation rights May 31, 2021... father attempted to make
an appointment for therapeutic session with Riley and Riley’s counselor, RaeJean Lipscomb.
Appellant refused to comply with father and the counselor in setting up an appointment and
would not allow father to see his daughter. Letter is included from counselor RaeJean

Lipscomb to substantiate.

When appellant takes Riley from father... entire paternal family suffers as well. It is abuse.
Riley is happily reunited with paternal family in September 2020 after more than a year of
alienation and then 7 months later she is heartlessly removed a second time. Itis
unconscionable and child abuse. It is the appellant and maternal family who have used Riley
as a pawn for years and they have not cared one bit about the damage all this senseless
alienation has done Riley. Appellant misrepresents in #5 of sworn affidavit the texting/ calls
between appellant and respondent. Texting our granddaughter and asking to take her to
Anderson to see great grandparents is harassment? And texting her Gram has a new cat?
Absurd. Respondents are loving grandparents who have always been close with Riley and
Riley wants to see us. But appellant has an attitude of... | have removed her from your life
again and how dare you ask Riley if you can see her. It is appellant who makes child feel bad
because she prevents child from seeing loving grandparents for no reason when child wants
to see us. Riley is out of school for the summer of 2021 and respondents ask about seeing her
and taking her to see great grandparents and respondents are blocked. Riley did not respond
to some of those texts. It was her mother pretending to be Riley. Appellant blocked us. Not
Riley. Another lie by appellant that voicemails were left on Riley’s phone. Riley has never had
a voicemail. Respondents do not know if Riley has a voicemail now, but she certainly didn’t
have a voicemail last year when appellant makes another perjured allegation. Loving a child
and asking to see her does not constitute harassment nor justify a restraining order between
grandparent and grandchild. Again, Magistrate Court had no Jurisdiction.

Appellant said she decided to place her daughter in therapy between August 2020 and May
2021 to help her process the multiple litigation suites. Another perjured statement.
Appellant ran out and got a bogus counselor when respondents filed their one and only
complaint against appellant seeking visitation in June 2019. Riley has been in counseling
since 2019. Appellant never thought Riley needed counseling to cope with her and Riley’s
father’s drug addiction and them never being a parent but she sought a counselor to get
therapeutic sessions in place for father when respondents were seeking visitation after
appellant ripped Riley from our life and us from Riley’s for zero reason and without warning.

Respondents attorney filed 90-day alienation instead of correct de facto parent complaint.

Counselor JaQuinda Jackson wrote ridiculous order for therapeutic sessions for Riley’s father
after meeting with Riley 2 times then quickly said therapeutic sessions weren’t necessary a
few weeks later after meeting father. But it was too late. Judge Tiffany had already put the
therapeutic sessions in place for father at respondent’s private action hearing seeking





visitation. Those therapeutic sessions for the father are what gave appellant strong hold that
she has on the case to this day. Those therapeutic sessions allowed her and her parents to
put up a wall around Riley. That and the trespass order they gave us for attempting to take
Riley an Easter basket in April 2019. Outright perjury that she got Riley a counselor to deal
with litigations. In fact, appellant lied and told JaQuinda Jackson that respondents were
trying to take Riley away from her mother. After Jackson re-wrote recommendation saying
therapeutic sessions for father were not necessary, appellant immediately moved Riley to
another counselor in order to manipulate the system under false pretenses. JaQuinda
Jackson’s recommendations included. In conclusion appellant did not FIRST seek counselling
for Riley between August 2020 and May 2021 in order to help minor child process multiple
litigations. (perjury again)

This is all relevant to where we are today. Appellant is not truthful or credible. Multiple lies
in allegations of harassment and stalking. She also states in her affidavit that Riley has stated
to her and her father that she doesn’t want to visit with us. Why is that? If true, it's because
the appellant has lied and poisoned a child we were primary care givers for almost 8 years.
Riley loves us and always wanted to see us. The last time we saw Riley on May 31, 2021, she
gave respondent Mother’s Day gifts and begged respondents to go to Charlotte with her and
her father that weekend. She has no reason to not want to see us. The appellant has lied to
Riley and attempted to poison her on us. It is despicable. Father told us that when Riley was
reunited with us in September 2020, the appellant (mother) told the child, the respondents
could not be around her alone due to a court order that did not exist. Riley told respondents
this. Respondents know this to be a fact because in March 2021, respondents did have Riley
and her friend on an outing. Riley wanted to go to 5 Guys and then changed her mind
saying... what if maternal grandparents saw her ALONE with respondents at 5 Guys. What
the appellant and her parents have done to Riley and respondents is reprehensible.

Appellant immediately demanded father do a drug test when she was found in contempt of
court on March 23, 2022 (per mediation papers, she is able to demand drug tests... father
should be able to demand one from her) Father tested positive for marijuana and appellant is
blackmailing father with positive marijuana test and she threatens our son if he allows us to
see Riley... he won’t get to see her. She says she will enforce positive marijuana test. Itis
heinous in every way. We have tried everything to repair situation with appellant. She nor
her family will have a conversation with us. They haven’t in 3 years. How can you resolve
anything If you don’t communicate? Interesting to note is appellant has never said why we
can’t see Riley. She has never accused us of doing one thing wrong by Riley. We are guilty of
nothing but taking care of her, loving her and begging to see her.

This is about self-preservation with the appellant. Fear of exposure and Riley finding out all
the lies they have told her and all the senseless alienation they have done for years.
Respondents do not believe appellant intended for things to get this bad, but they put up a
wall around Riley and lied so much they got to the point of what they deemed no return. Itis
never too late to do the right thing. Respondents just want to see their granddaughter.
Nothing more. We aren’t trying to be her parent, we just want to be in her life. Respondents






are again requesting this senseless, unlawful case be dismissed. We have spent 200 plus
hours defending ourselves pro se while appellant is abusing the system with free legal service
from SC Victims Assistance Network. Their mission statement says they provide free legal
service to victims of violent crimes. How does appellant qualify? She is carefree trying to put
back in place an evil, unlawful restraining order against loving grandparents while we are
under so much stress trying to stand up for ourselves pro se. Appellant is abusing the
system and has a free legal team submitting lie after lie. Appellant’s
attorney stated that if respondents have contact with Riley... she will
be harmed and subjected to emotional distress!? Appalling.
Respondents vehemently object to an attorney making this outrageous
statement. Appellant’s attorneys are just that... attorneys! They are
not child experts nor have they ever met our Granddaughter. They
have no qualifications, right or authority to make such a ludicrous,
hurtful statement. It is slanderous and defamation of our character.
SCVAN should be held accountable and investigated for attempting to
reinstate an unlawful restraining order against grandparents and
grandchild issued by a magistrate court with no jurisdiction. The
restraining order is a travesty.

We duly swear everything we submitted in our Motion to Dismiss is factual and
substantiated. We dispute the allegations in the restraining order. Appellant perjures herself
repeatedly. She makes allegations and offers no proof. There were zero grounds for
Magistrate to issue any restraining order. If we had been represented in Magistrate court, we
firmly believe no order would have been issued. Everything was done with legitimate reason.
To see a child we love. We have never harassed nor stalked appellant or granddaughter.
Granddaughter wants to see us. Mother won’t allow it and blackmails father. We pray the
courts dismisses this case and gives respondents relief.

Respectfully,

Greg and Amy Hopkins





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE FAMILY COURT
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ) SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
) CASE NO. 2019-DR-42-0953
James Gregory Hopkins, )
)
Petitioner, )
) ORDER ON CONTEMPT
VS. )
. . )
Jaime Hood Hopkins and )
SC Department of Social Services, )
)
PRESIDING JUDGE: The Honorable Usha J. Bridges
HEARING DATE: March 23, 2022
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT: Pro se
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER: Kimberly G. Montanari

COURT REPORTER:

This matter was scheduled before the undersigned on March 23, 2022, at 10:30 am
on the Petitioner’s filing of a Rule to Show Cause and Contempt alleging that the
Respondent had failed to allow visitation with the minor child.

Respondent Hopkins filed a Return to motion asking that the Petitioner’s relief be
denied and that the Court enforce collection of his existing child support arrearage as well
as attorney fees and costs.

FNDINGS OF FACT

1. The Petitioner is a citizen and resident of Laurens County, South Carolina,

and the Defendant is a citizen and resident of Greenville County, South Carolina, and

they have so resided for more than one year prior to the commencement of this action.

Carolina.

2. The issues raised by the parties are within the exclusive jurisdiction of this
Court.

3. This Court has personal and subject matter jurisdiction and venue is proper

in Spartanburg County, South Carolina,

4. The parties are the parents of one child, Riley, born in May of 2010.






5. That a Final Order was entered in this matter on April 20, 2020, which
adopted the agreement of the parties.

6. The Petitioner alleged that the Respondent failed to allow him to have
visitation after he obtained a negative drug test as required by the Final Order of April 20,
2020, in paragraph 10 of the parties’ Memorandum of Mediation which requires the Father to
submit to a 10 panel hair, nailbed and urine drug screen within 24 hours of being requested or on

the next business day if the test is on a Friday or Saturday and for failing to reimburse the

Respondent for the costs of such testing.

8 The Petitioner testified that the Respondent failed to provide her with the
negative drug test as required by the Final Order.

8. The Court finds that the Respondent failed to allow the Petitioner to visit
with the minor child as alleged by the Petitioner.

9. The Court finds that the Respondent is in wilful contempt of Court and that
as sanctions she shall be sentenced to a six months sentence which she can purge by being
in strict compliance with the visitation as outlined in the parties’ Final Order of April 20,
2020.

10.  All other provisions of the prior orders of this Court that are not superceded
by this Order on Contempt shall remain in full force and effect.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

_ Usha Bridges/
This the 2D day of June, 2020. Presiding Judge of the Family Court

Seventh Judicial Circuit
Spartanburg, South Carolina.
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Thu, Jun 17, 12:51 PM

Hey Riley- | know you had a half day today
and are out of school. | just wanted to say

hello and see how you are doing. | miss you
and love you. Please call me.

Thu, Jun 17, 3:28 PM

Sorry Riley. Didn't mean to send Oka. Haha.

Thu, Jun 17, 6:10 PM

| found out 30 minutes ago there was a school
function and you Bridged last Thursday and
are on 6th grade student council. I'm so very
proud of you! You are such a beautiful, smart

girl.

NaNa and | are both extremely sad that we did
not know about the celebration. So
heartbroken we were not a part of your big
day.

Please know how much we all love you, Riley.
Me, NaNa, your Daddy, Gram, Granddaddy,
Josh, Courtney, Bea, Brad, Carol and your
entire family! We all love you so much! | pray
for all of us everyday.

Not a day goes by that | don't think of you and

miss you. You will forever be in my heart. =’
ZIDTRET 0D






Sun, Jun 20, 7:30 PM

Hey Miss Priss- We certainly did all miss you
today. Could you please do me a favor and

send NaNa a Happy Father’s Day text? Or

would be great if you would call. We love you.

\\A“-\-:

Tue, Jun 22, 4:05 PM

Are you having fun? Is the weather pretty?

Is it pretty or rainy?

Have fun. Please send me a picture. | love you
and miss you.






Cloudy

Yep. Have you been on the beach? lt's nice in
the clouds when it's not so hot. @

| meant a picture of you. You know that, right?

Oh ok
lwill -
Thu, Jun 24, 9:59 AM

Are you having fun? Are you already back
from beach? Did you forget to send me a
picture? &]

Thu, Jun 24, 115 PM

Call me back! Was trying to answer

You just were FaceTiming me and | was trying
to answer. You hung up before | did.

So disappointed you didn't call back. Guess
you didn't mean to call but you did and | got
excited because you never call. | wanted to
hear your voice. | love you, Riley.

Thu, Jun 24, 4:16 PM






Hey Riley. Are you still at the beach?
e —

Ok. Glad you are safely back. When are you
coming to see us? Please ask your mom when

you can. We miss you.

T ¢ b A

Sun, Jun 27, 11:37 AM

Riley- since you are out of school you have
lots of free time. | would like to take you to
Anderson tomorrow to see Gram and
Grandaddy. Gram has a new cat. You can
swing and we can ride the golf cart. Please
ask your mother.

Sun, Jun 27, 2:15 PM

Riley..,please answer me. Did you ask your
mama?

Mon, Jun 28, 10:16 AM

Please call me Riley. 2

Tue, Jun 29, 12:52 PM

Please call me Riley. | miss you and love you.

Tue, Jun 29, 4:27 PM
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Today 6:14 PM

Tell Riley that | just heard
today is national French
Fry Day! | had no idea!

Ha ha! Willdo. ™~

Delivered

. N
2 €Y ( iMessage

Q Search Emoiji

P

Brad just sent me that. !
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Thy, Jul 1, 8:33 AM

Arey Nis hopamns
=2

Sre Lahare Bao

L

N tive: O Comment

S years ago today. Still waiting on your call. |
loveé you and miss you. £

Thu, Jul 1, 4:57 PM

Did'you forget to call me?

Thu, Jul 1, 8:44 PM

Would you please send me a picture of you
and your dog? &

Fri, Jul 2, 3:57 PM

355PM Fridul2

< Memories

ON THIS DAY
2 years ago
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ON THIS DAY
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' @ Amy Nix Hopkins is with Dotty Nix.

Jul 2, 2019 -

Girls Day Out! @ Aﬁ\g

~ o —

News Feod Friends Watch Marketplice Nolfis

We all love you and miss you. Pray my sweet
girl. Everything will work out. - o ol

Sat, Jul 3, 7:45 PM

AJuly 4th message fromJoe






Sun, Jul 4, 10:55 AM

Happy 4th Riley! NaNa and | are on our way to
church and would love to pick you up after
and take you to lunch and the pool. Love you.
Miss you!

Mon, Jul 5, 3:45 PM

Riley....please call me

Tue, Jul 6, 8:54 AM

MUY NYIL 1TV W YU D WYV,

O 5 YEARS AGO






Tue, Jul 6, 7:59 PM
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| love those little movies that FB puts together
and sends me because you know | wouldn't
know how to do it myself! Hah"a

Please text me back. l love you. o

pw\u
~

Thu, Jul 8, 9:35 AM

I would love to take you to'see Gram and
Granddaddy on this rainy day. We can have a
lot of fun. Can you go? Please answer me.
Love you.

Fri, Jul 8, 8:50 AM

Good morning- | am'playing tennis at 1030
and would love to get you about 1230 and
take you to lunch and to Anderson. Gram and

Granddaddy would love to see you and so
would Bea. She's not'doing very well. Please
let me hear from you.

Fri, Jul 9, 1:11 PM

d d 1 u)
MFealiyoutater=sy 0 ’Q/ \\

Sat, Jul 10, 1:58 PM Wl

—Canzkcall-youfater






Sun, Jul 11, 11:24 AM

There once was a pretty girl named Riley )
When she was with us we were all smiley @)

She loves dogs and cats and going to the
beach %

Riley lives so close but she’s far out of reach

&

&’
P

Please know how much we love you and we
are waitingright here €&

You are forever in our hearts, and are such a
dear =

So until we see you again, we will pray A,

That you are healthy and happy and God
blesses you each day @&

| love you with all my heart, Mimi Amy
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Tue, Jul 13, 11:34 AM

O 3 YEARS AGO

| Call #HOPKINSPESTCONTROL
Fast Professional Service






Tue, Jul 13, 8:45 PM

Riley....I do not call you on no caller ID. Only on
my number since I'm not blocked from my
own granddaughter’s phone anymore. | send
you so many loving texts and pictures that you
never respond to.

When | saw | missed a call from you....| was so
very excited thinking you wanted to talk to me
or tell me something or maybe my prayers
were answered and you were going to tell me
that you were going to be allowed to come
see us or | could pick you up and take you
somewhere. | called you back as fast as |
could. | was so excited!

Sadly.. you just called to ask if | called on a no
calier ID or if NaNa did. And | can assure you,
he did not. Like the Sunday we were coming
back from Grams on Easter and you called to
ask if we rode by your house. | sent you a
picture of me and your precious Gram and
Granddaddy who fove you very much and
have always been so good to you and you
don't even comment. And many others of
family that you don’t comment.

No comment from you on the sweet poem |
wrote you. Sadly, | guess you aren’t able to
respond. | guess you can only call to question
us about something. Calling on a no caller iD
or riding by your house? It hurts our feelings
so very much. | would send this text you your
mama but unfortunately | cannot. This is such
a sad, senseless situation. Lots of hearts are
being broken needlessly. Please tell your
mama to call me so we can have a long
overdue much needed conversation. | love
you, Riley. ¢TY

You are forever in our hearts and your entire
family misses you. | will just-keep praying. _A_

A A






Remember when we used the aging app and
made you look older when we were on one of
our 100s of Chick Fil- a daily trips? | miss

those days! @ " @@ 4

There wasn't a single person or Manager in
Chick who didn't know you! They all loved to
see you coming. @

| g Wed, Jul 14, 4:37 PM ﬁ?

| love you, but | don't like it when you send me @ 'b H/
1y

really long texts messages, talk about my

mom and dad, and try to make me feel bad. d Iq&
Maybe you're not trying to make me feel bad | \/"/(
but that's what's happening. | really want you (}){ _

to send me short messages asking about W} ’
what I'm doing or how I'm feeling.

Wed, Jul 14, 6:15 PM %

| do want to text y'all but that message was \MQ
form me and my therapist and me have been J

talking about how to politely tell y'all what | i P

want and if y'all (mostly Mimi Amy) keep V
sending me long messages | am going to have V‘ j,d \
to block y'all | really don't want to bu t y'all are U)f(' 5 /
making me feel bad in the messages y'all W

send me





Wednesday 4:46 PM
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Living Stones Family Services

101 N. Pine St. Suite 303
Spartanburg, SC 29302
PH: 864-586-5353  Fax: 585-625-2414

November 9, 2021
TO Whom It May Concern:

I am writing in support of Amy Hopkins in the issues concerning visitation with granddaughter Riley Hopkins. | became
involved with this child around issues with supervised visitation.

In July, 2021 her father James Hopkins asked for help with visitation. We scheduled a time and mother, Jaime Hood,
refused to cooperate. She claimed that she and father had a no-contact order which is not true. We often see children
and work to prevent unpleasant events. They did not need to have contact, the excuse for not allowing the visit.

The parents of Riley were teenagers at the time of her birth. Mrs Amy Hopkins was often the primary caregiver for the
child. Riley has her own room and lived there in her early years. Most importantly, Amy is her strong attachment figure.

This is the person in the first year of life who develops an emotional connection to a young child. This is from where
confidence, security and a sense of belonging come.

Therefore, Grandmother is very important to the future well-being of Riley Hopkins. Ms. Hood does not consider the
needs of the child when she lies and manipulates professionals and the Family Court.

Sincerely,

Raelean Lipgcomb M.Ed.
Licensed Professional Counselor
NBCC Board Certified Counselor





JACKSON
CONSULTINGS.

kson Consultings LLC
879 NE Main St. Unit B
Simpsonville, SC 29681

To Whom It May Concern:

Riley Hospkins has been under my clinical care since 3/2019. At this time. it is my clinical
recommendation that Riley continue to see her father in the clinical setting no more than twice a
month. This will ensure that Riley is continuing to receive her own individual therapy while
working to build a safe healthy relationship with her father. This also ensures that
communication is safe and productive and that Riley’s father is not putting any unnecessary
pressure on Riley. Previous visits, Riley reports that she feels like she has to try not to hurt her
father’s feelings when he asks her questions. Also phone conversations between Riley and her
father should be put on speaker phone to also ensure phone conversations are healthy and that
Riley is not being put in the middle initially.

Therapeutic visits will be for an hour in which Riley will have a check in and check out one on
one with the therapist. Riley’s father will leave during the check out to ensure Riley can be
authentic with the therapist. Visits should be scheduled with the therapist in a week in advance.
In order to maintain stability for Riley, visits should occur on the same date and time.

If you need any further clinical insight as she make your recommendation and/or if you have any
additional questions or concerns please let me know. I can be reached via phone at 864.484.0191
or via email at jaquinda@jsjacksonconsultings.com.

Best,

Dr. JaQuinda Jackson Ed.D, LPC, NCC





JACKSON
CONSULTINGS.

Jackson Consultings LLC
879 NE Main St. Unit B
Simpsonville, SC 29681

August 19th, 2019

To Whom It May Concern:

Riley Hopkins has been under my clinical care since 3/2019. At this time, it is my
clinical recommendation that Riley’s supervised visits with her father be lifted and that her
mother and father develop a consistent visitation schedule. This will allow Riley to have stability

between her parents as well as increase her ability to maintain relationships between the both of
her parents.

If you need any further clinical insight as she make your recommendation and/or if you
have any additional questions or concerns please let me know. I can be reached via phone at
864.484.0191 or via email at jaquinda@)jsjacksonconsultings.com.

Best,

Dr. JaQuinda Jackson Ed.D, LPC, NCC





From: Amy Hopkins <amynhop@netscape.net>
Date: November 3, 2019 at 10:35:04 AM EST
Subject: Dear Ms. Moss,

Dear Ms. Moss,

You were correct Friday when you said this entire situation is a “cluster”.
Greg and | have attempted to take care of a little girl who was not taken care of properly by
her biological parents. We were a loving, stable environment for Riley for 9 years and that’s
what we should be judged on. We have been wrongfully alienated for eight plus months and
that is child abuse to remove us from Riley’s life. She COUNTED ON US. She loves us. She
knew exactly the days I picked her up from school and looked forward to it. She always
wanted me to pick her up as opposed to going to daycare. And then one Tuesday in February
I picked her up from school and then that Friday we were removed from her life. She couldn’t
see nor talk to us. How confusing and devastating for Riley! Yet her mother told her “other
people” were making decisions, not herself; so, she led Riley to believe that other people
were dictating that Riley couldn’t see us!

We obtained Rachel Brough at Ruth Cate firm in an attempt to get visitation with Riley. She
filed a 90-day alienation complaint even though I told her we had not been alienated 90 days.
Rachel acted like it didn’t matter since we had played the role of “parents” for so many years.
She assured me she could get me visitation: holidays, etc. Jaime Hood then goes out and
seeks a therapist for Riley and goes against the order in the complaint and discusses it with
Riley and tells Riley we are trying to take her from her mother. Dr. Jackson told me that. Dr.
Jackson said she asked Jaime why we would want to take Riley from her..... and Jaime said,
“That’s just their personality.” Rachel Brough had everything she needed to discredit Dr.
JaQuinda Jackson and she did absolutely nothing. We left the courtroom June 4 far worse off
with no visitation and therapeutic sessions in place for Jaime. It was in said in court that 2
complaints were filed to the LLR on Dr. Jackson. We certainly did not file any complaint on
her. Is it possible Jaime Hood filed a complaint on her own therapist in an attempt to
discredit since she changed her recommendation for Jamie?
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