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This return response is to the motion from the respondent, filed on 11/9/22.   
 
1. Respondent request for the inclusion of the 12/23/21 brief and designation of matter 

information. 
a. The respondent references a brief and designation of matter that they filed on 

12/23/21 (filed past the required date of return).  Because these documents 
were filed late, the courts sent a letter to the respondent on 1/5/22, requiring 
them to file a “motion to amend the respondent's initial brief and designation 
of matter” within ten (1) days of the 1/5/22 date (a copy of that letter is 
included at the end of this document).  Then, on 2/2/22, the courts sent a 
letter to the respondent stating that since they did not receive a motion to 
amend, they would only consider the respondent’s initial brief (filed on 
10/26/21), and that the 12/23/21 brief and designation of matter would not be 
considered (a copy of that 2/2/22 letter is included at the end of this 
document). 

b. Because the court has already ruled that the 12/23/21 documents are not to 
be included in this case review, the content of those documents was not 
needed in the appellant “record on appeal”. 

c. This point from the respondent is incorrect and should not be included. 
2. Respondent comments about their computer program not providing them with the 

correct date for a response.   
a. No real comment here, other than their computer program should have used 

the “record on appeal” dates that were originally met by the appellant. 
3. Respondent mentions that the appellant final reply brief doesn’t comply and should 

be stricken. 
a. Not much is stated here by the respondent, but the final reply brief is a reply 

to the original brief from the respondent, dated 10/26/21 (copy of this brief is 
attached here) and not the 12/23/21 brief that has already been rejected by 
the courts.   

b. Based on this, there is nothing missing or mis-stated on the final reply brief, 
and it should be accepted as submitted.  

4. Respondent mentions the appellant initial brief and specific sections 
a. I don’t really think the respondent means the initial brief, but is actually talking 

about the final reply brief. 
b. If the respondent is talking about my initial brief, then none of his references 

exist in that document. 
c. If the respondent is actually talking about the final reply brief, then here is my 

response 
i. (1)(a) and (1)(b) missing on R.O.A. – These are not actually 

documents, but are points of contention that I have repeatedly made 
(in CD of lower court appearance/transcript), thus are in the R.O.A, in 
the CD of the court transcript. 

ii. (2)(a), (2)(b), (2)(c) is not in Initial Brief or the R.O.A. – More confusion 
from the respondent.  These statements are in my final reply brief, 
which really has nothing to do with my initial brief.  Furthermore, the 
parts 2.a and 2.b are in the R.O.A. (pages 27-32). 
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Based on the information I am providing above; I believe that the respondent is just 
attempting to delay this effort and does not really have any case against me staying in 
my apartment.   
 
I believe his motion should be rejected. 
 
 
 
 
 

      Respectively submitted 

November 21, 2022    Lisa Michelle Ray 
      775 Sangaree Parkway Blvd. 
      Apt 5C 
      Summerville, SC  29486 



 
The South Carolina Court of Appeals 

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS 
CLERK 

V. CLAIRE ALLEN 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK 
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www.sccourts.org 

January 05, 2022 

Mr. Paul B. Ferrara, III, Esquire 
8887 Old University Blvd. Ste 201 
N. Charleston SC 29406-9603 
 
Re: Lisa Michelle Ray v. Parkway Village Apartments 

Appellate Case No.  2020-000629 
 
Dear Counsel: 
 
We are in receipt of the respondent's initial brief and designation of matter filed on 
December 23, 2021. Please be advised that you must serve and file a motion to 
amend the respondent's initial brief and designation of matter. This motion must be 
served and filed within ten (10) days of the date of this letter or the amended 
respondent's initial brief and designation of matter will not be considered. The 
timeline for the appellant to serve and file an amended appellant's initial reply brief 
and designation of matter will be held in abeyance pending receipt of a motion 
to amend the respondent's initial brief and designation of matter. Therefore, by 
copy of this letter, the appellant is advised that no further action will be taken on 
the motion for an extension of time to serve and file an amended appellant's initial 
reply brief and designation of matter. 
 

Very truly yours, 
 

 
 

CLERK 
 

cc: Lisa Michelle Ray 



 
The South Carolina Court of Appeals 

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS 
CLERK 

V. CLAIRE ALLEN 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK 

 
POST OFFICE BOX 11629 

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA  29211 

1220 SENATE STREET 
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201 

TELEPHONE:  (803) 734-1890 
FAX:  (803) 734-1839 

www.sccourts.org 

February 02, 2022 

Mr. Paul B. Ferrara, III, Esquire 
8887 Old University Blvd. Ste 201 
N. Charleston SC 29406-9603 
 
Re: Lisa Michelle Ray v. Parkway Village Apartments 

Appellate Case No.  2020-000629 
 

 
Dear Counsel: 
 
As of the date of this letter we have not received a motion to amend the 
respondent's initial brief and designation of matter as requested in this Court's letter 
dated January 5, 2022. Therefore, this Court will consider the respondent's initial 
brief filed by your client and no further action will be taken on your amended 
respondent's initial brief and designation of matter. 
  
 
 

Very truly yours, 
 
 
 
 

CLERK 
 

cc: Lisa Michelle Ray 
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