From: Alan Nix

To: Court Of Appeals Filings; OCCmail; ODCmail

Cc: Kitchings, Jenny; mkeel@sled.sc.gov; rwood@rogerstownsend.com
Subject: 2022-001155 / 2020-CP-10-05255

Date: Monday, June 26, 2023 5:21:29 PM

Attachments: 26 Jun 2023 Kitchings reply part 1.pdf

26 Jun 2023 Kitching reply part 2.pdf

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

The attached were dropped off in the lobby of 1220 Senate St. today, 26 Jun 2023, at 1620.
Sending via email as well to hopefully dissuade any further misconduct such as experienced in this
matter since 3 May 2023 and in 2020-CP-40-05255 since 1 Feb 2020.

Believe the letter dated, delivered, and where necessary mailed, today is self-explanatory.

Mr. Wood. Your copy was dropped off in the lobby at 1221 Main St. at 1625.

Best regards,
Alan Nix
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26 June 2023

Alan Nix

cfa Michael and Taryn Lazroff
1401 Densmore Circie

Mount Pleasant, SC 25488

Ms. Jennie Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate 5t

Coiumbia, SC 29201

RE:;

Naorma J. Nix, Estate of Norma Nix and Alan Nix ¥ Churchill Park Homeowners'
Association, Inc., et al. — Letter dated 16 June 2023

Case Number, 2020-CP-40-05255

Appellate Case Number; 2022-01155

Ms. Abbott Kitchings,

Please accept this fetter as a response to your tetter dated 16 June 2023 related to the above
cited case.

The following exhibits are included for reference.

1.
2.

3

Copy of your letter dated 16 June 2023 related to the above cited case

Copy of check number 2138 in the amount of $50.00 drawn on Navy Federal Credit
Union which was transacted by the State on 5 May 2023

Copy of check number 2137 in the amount of $250.00 drawn on Navy Federal Credit
Linion which was transacted by the State on 5 May 2023

Copy of the motion dated 3 May 2023 related to check number 2136 which was hand
delivered to your office at approximately 1557 on 3 May 2023. Appeal number 2022-
001155

Copy of email and attachments from 16 June 2023 related to case 2023-CP-10-00813
{the remainder of the documents produced by Capers Barr under subpcena are omitted
to save LUSPS postage costs. Believe the court already has those documents under a
separate filing)

Copy of National Conference of Appellate Court Clerks Code of Professional Conduct

So as to ensure this letter in response to your letter dated 18 June 2023 is properly
interpreted, please allow me to address the last sentence of your letter first. You state as fact in
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the last sentence that "Our case file in this malter is ciosed'. | would strongly suggest you
reconsider your position on this case / case file given this response.

In your first sentence, you start off by stating that *The Court received your motion to
reinstate fifed November 7, 2022, respondents’ retum, and a reply”. While those facts appear to
be mostly true, with a serious concern about your use of “respondents' " in that sentence, what
is most striking is your lack of reference to Exhibit Four (four) attached to this letter. Exhibit
Four {4} is motion related to this same case which was hand delivered to the Court of Appeals
on the afterngon of 3 May 2023 at approximately 1600. This motion was delivered to the court
of appeals at the exact same time as the Notice of Appeal for case 2020-CP-40-06054.

Not only can | prove that said motion was hand delivered on 3 May 2023 to the lobby of
1220 Senate St., it is easily proven given you, or someone under your supervision, clearly
opened the envelope containing the subject metion and then transacted the $50.04 check which
was contained with the motion. See exhibit 2 for check number 2136.

Which brings us to the principal issue at hand. You, Judge Newman, Andy Countryman and
Bob Wood state as fact that | am not a plaintiff in the above cited case while Mr. McFaddin, Ms.
McBride, Stephanie Trotter and Victoria Bryant state as fact that | am a plaintiff. Given
Stephanie Trotter used to work for Mr. Wood and is represented by Andy Countryman and Bob
Wood in this same case, clearly, we have a seriocus issue with regards to all the above cited
parties related to this case and subseguent appeal and motions.

What is unfortunately not in dispute related to you and your office’s conduct in this matter, is
that despite you ail transacting check number 2136 on 5 May 2023, you have naver filed the
mation for appeal 2022-001155 dated and hand delivered on 3 May 2023, Exhibit 4 (four).
What is even more concemning about your 16 June 2023 ietter is the timing. Please reference
exhibit 5 (five) which is an email from 18 June 2023 with the sublect line of “insurance claim —
poficy # 182316 367508913 — Churchilf Park Homeowners' Association, Inc.” You will note that
this is related to these same parties and a highly related and questionable case filed in
Charleston County with case number 2023-CP-10-00913. | seriously doubt any impartial and
basically reasonabie person would conclude that your sudden action on appeal 2022-001155 on
16 June 2023, after no action at all for over six months, was merely a coincidence.

Lastly, what | am relatively sure of is that it 1s not within the scope of your job to knowingly
engage in improper conduct o attempt to protect corrupt judgeis), attormeys and clerk(s) of
court. | recommend you review exhibit 6 (six) in detail and cperate in compliance with the
stated Canons. Additionally, please nate on the third page of exhibit & (five) reference to the
*D0J". DOJ = Department of Justice.

Please ensure:

1. that the original motion hand delivered to your office on 3 May 2023 for appeal 2022-
001155 is filed ne later than noon on 28 June 2023,

2. withdraw your highly questionable “our case file is closed” letter dated 16 June 2023,

3. Amend the parties for case number 2022-001155 te include Alan Nix as a plaintiff

4. Promptly report any misconduct by attorneys or judicial officers related to this matter to
the Office of Disciplinary Counsel. By serving a copy of this letter on the ODC at the
same time as filing this ketter, consider this a complaint against you and the attorneys
and judges involved in this matter.

5. Enter an order no later than noon on 28 June 2023 explaining your conduct in this matter
and laying out all corrective actians you have taken to address these issues.
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&. Enter an order recusing yourself and your organization fram being involved in any
matters involving any of the "Churchill™s, Alan Nix and Morma Nix.

Lisl 1

Jeanetie McBride

Clerk of Court, Richland County
1701 Main 5t., Room 205,
Columbia, SC 29201

Churchill Fark Homeowners' Association, Inc.

c/c Lee Janssen
1132 Willoughby Ln.
Mt. Pleasart, SC 20468

Mark Keel

5C Law Enforcement Divisian
44 Broad River Rd.
Columbia, SC 28210

Office of Disciplinary Counsei
1220 Senate St.
Columbia, SC 298201

Bob Wood

Rogers, Townsend & Thomas
1221 Main 3t. , 14™ Floor
Columbia, SC 29201

Best regards,

Y

Alan Nix

Stephanie Trotter

Rep. McCabe & Trotter
4500 Fort Jackson Blvd.
Columbia, 3C 29209

Victoria Bryant

McCabe & Trotter

880 Johnnie Dadds Blvd.
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464

Greg Hilten, President

National Center for State Courts
300 Newport Ave.

Williamsburg, VA 23185

Andy Countryman
Countryman Law

210 Wingo Way, Ste. 400
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JEMMY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11623
CLERK COLUMEBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET

CATHERINE 5. HARRISOM COLUMEBLS, SOUTH CARQLINA 25231

OEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE. (803) 734-18)
FAX: (B03) 7541839
W SDCOUFS. 0]

hune 16, 2023

Alan G. Nix
1401 Densmore Circle
Mt. Pleasant, S5C 29466

Re: WNorma J. Nix v. Churchiil Park
Appellate Case No. 2022-0011553

Dear Mr. Nix:

The Court received your motion to reinstate filed November 7, 2022, respondents'
return, and a reply. As stated in our August 23, 2022 letter, no action will be taken
on your filings because you are not an attorney licensed to practice law, and you
are not authorized to represent Norma J. Nix or the Estate of Norma J. Nix. Our

case file in this matter 15 closed.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

cc:  Victoria Morgan Bryant, Esquire
Stephanie Trotter Kellahan, Esquire
Andrew W. Countryman, Esquire
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3 May 2023

Alan Nix

c/o Michael and Taryn Lazroft
1421 Densmore Circle

Mount Pleasant, 5C 29466

M. Jennie Abbof Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate 5t.

Calumbia, 5C 29201

RE:

Narma i, Nix, et. al, v Churchill Park Hameowners' Association, Inc., et. al.
Case Number: 2020-CP-A0-05255
Appeliate Case Number: 2022-01155

Ms. Abbatt Kitchings,

flease find enclosed:

i

w

A motion to add orders to appeai 2022-01155 and remand case to the circuit court due to
unruled upon motions from February and March 2022

Check number 2136 in the amaunt of $50.00 drawn on Navy Faderal Credit Unign.

Copies of the motion and Proof of Service to be returned with your clock stamp
Self-addressed and postage prepaid envelope ta return the enclosed copies of the Motion and
Proof of Service (Exhibits not included for return)

Best regards, ‘}{ /n . 1023

P T T

Afan Mix

1iP‘rIE:!:





THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

e < - L

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable? Gearge McFaddin

Case No. 2020-CP-40-03255

= v -

Appellate Case No. 202201155

Norma J. Nix, ct.al

Appeliants,

¥.

Churchill Park Bomeowners' Association, [oc., et.al

Respondents,

FROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a copy of Appellant Alan Nix's motion to add order to
anpeal 2022-001 155 and remand case to circuil court was served upon the individuals listed
below by mailing or hand delivering a copy of the same, postage prepaid, in the United Siates

Mail, addressed as shown. this 5 ! day of May 2023 1o:

Roger Wood

Andrew Counmryman

Page 1 of 2





Rogers, Townsend & Thomas
1221 Main St., Stc. 146G
Columbia, SC 292041

Ethan Nix
211 Posey Hill Ral.
Liberty. SC 29657

Stephanie Trotier
*Churchill Park™

4500 Fort Jackson Bivd.
Columbia, SC 29209

Dated: May 3, 20223

By:

Countryman Law Firm
210 Wingo Way, Unit 400
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464

Jeanetie McBride

Clerk of Court, Richland County
1701 Main 5.

Columbia, SC 29241

Lee Janseen

Churchil! Park Homeownears Assoc, Inc.,
1132 Willoughby Ln.

e, Pleasant, SC 29466

Respectfully submitted,

Alan (5. Nix

1461 Densmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466
{843) 9914170
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Io The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable Jocelyn Newman
And
The Honorahle? George McFaddin

Case No.: 2020-CP-40-05255

Appellate Case No. 2022-001155

Morma J. Niy, et al
Appellants,
V.
Churchill Park Homeowners®' Assaciation, Inc., et al
Respondents,

AP B

APPELLANT'S MOTION TO ADD QRDERS TO APPEAL AND REMAND TO
CIRCUIT COURT TO RESOLYE UNHEARD / RULED ON CRITICAL MOTIONS

Alan Nix files this molion 10 add three orders 10 appeal 2022-001155 and have this matter
returned to the circuit court due 10 two critical motions from February and March 2022 which.
despite Appellant’s best efforts since November 2022, remain unscheduled and, consequently,
not ruled on. The three orders 1o be added 1o this appeal are included as Exhibits B, C and D.

Pagelofl





Exhibit B: Order dated 3 Jan 2023 in unusual font (3 pages)

iixhibit C: Order dated 3 Jan 2023 in McCabe Trotier font

Exhibit I Qrder dated 9 Mar 2023 in unusual font (3 pages)
Exhibit A is a copy of the transcript from 3 Nov 2022,

Recommend cross referencing this appeal with the appeal being filed simuhianeously with
this motion for case 2020-CP-40-G6G54.

Appellant Alan Nix [iled a moiion in this case on 7 Feb 2022 entitled *“Mosiun for
Continuance and Add Parties™ which has never been scheduled or ruled on in Richiand County
circuit court. The additional parties pertion of this motion is especially critical given the
damages the additional parties lack of action in cases 2021 MH300017 and/or 2021-MH-35-
{049 have caused to the appellants / plaintifts in this case.

Appellant Alan Nix filed a motion in this case in Richland County on 3 Mar 2022 entitled
“Rule 39 Motion jfor Reconsideration, Disqualification of McCabe, Trotier & Beverly, Produce
alt Information Related 1o 10 Feb 2022 Hearing Scheduling, Potential Recusal”. Despite the
motion clearly reguesting 2 motion hearing, the motion appears to have been closed by a siill
unknown party within six (6) minutes of it beinyg lited. This motion must be heard and ruled on
given ils obvious foundational impacts to the underlying case and, consequently. this appeal.

Appellamt will file a copy of the criminal complaint related to these pantes’ conduel in these

matters as soon as the additional information required is received.
Appeilant Alan Nix requests the Court of Appeals to:

1. Add the three orders included with this motion 10 appeal 2022-001153.

2. Remand this case back to the Richland County Cincuit Court so the critical motions from
3 Mar 2022 (closed withowt authorization or notice five minutes after filing) and 7 Feb
2022 can be properly scheduled and ruled on.

3. any other and further relief as the Coun deems just, prudent and proper.

May 3, 2023 Respectfulty submitted,
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Alan G, Nix

1401 Densmeore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466
(843) 9914170
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Exhibit
A
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) COURT OF COMMON PLEAS NONJURY
COUNTY _OF RICHLAND )

NORMA J. NIX, ALAN G. NIX, AND THE
ESTATE OF NORMA 2. NIX, TRANSCRIPT

PLAINTIFFS, aF

VS, RECORD
CHURCHILL PARK, CHURCHILL PARK
HOMEOWNERS ' ASSOCTATTON, INC., PARK
WEST MASTER ASSOCIATION, INC.,
LANDTECH OF CHARLESTOM, LLC,
LANDTECH INCORPORATED OF SOUTH
CARDLINA, PARK WEST DEVELOPMENT,
INC., CHUCKLEHOOVER LLC, RICHARD
RICCOBONI, GOLD CROWN MANAGEMENT,
LLC, LEDAR MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC:
OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS OF ALL NAMED

ENMTITIES, 2020-CP-40-52455

e o LI L M L L W, A L

DEFENDANTS ,

November 371 2022

BEFORE:
THE HONORABLE GEORGE M. MCFADDIN, JR., Judge.

APPEARANICES:
ALAN G. NIX
Pro Se

MORGAN BRYANT _
ESQ. .
Attorney for the pefendant

Transcribed by Pamela E. Green, from
webEx Recarding Only

1
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(WHEREUPON, there were no exhibits marked or testimony

taken during this hearing.)
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PROCEEDINGS

THE COURT: And now -- where are we now, folks?

MS. BRYANT: Your Honor, this would he the Churchill
Park -~ Mr. Nix versus Churchill Park matter, It was on the
roster for yesterday. It was originally on this roster and
was moved. Wwe held that open for today.

THE COURT: Are you with us, Mr. Nix?

MR. NIX: I am, Your Honor.

THE COURT: A1l right.

MR. NIX: T am, Your Honhor.

THE COURT: oOkay. So this is Norma NiX case versus
Churchi1t, Churchill Park?

MS. BRYANT: Your Honor, the case caption is Norma Nix,
the Estate of Norma Nix, and Alan Nix versus Churchill Park
and several other parties.

This matter, unlike yesterday, the, the claims are the
same. The underlying facts are the same. However, he named
additional parties, McCabe, Trotter & Beverly and Todd --
law firm of Todd Musheff have been dismissed from that case,
and, unlike yesterday, there is no default entered against
Churchitl pPark in this matter, This s just our motion to
dismiss and motion for sanctions on behalf of Churchill
Park.

THE COURT: All right. Proceed, ma’'am.
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M5. BRYANT: Your Honor, this is the almost identical
motion that you heard yesterday. I'm going to dispense with
the facts and the background of the case since you heard
quite a bit in, in yesterday's hearing if you don't mind.

THE COURT: Yes, ma‘am, and wrote ail of it down ta
read later, yes, ma'am.

MS. BRYANT: Great.

The motion to dismiss 75 based on again a Starute of
Limitations on Mr. Nix c¢laim for unfair and deceptive trade
practices has run. He failed to serve any party in this
matter including the parties that have already been
dismissed. There's no affidavit of service in the file.
Insufficiency of service of process is another reasom for
dismissal.

Improper venue, we went over that yesterday as well.
Again, he -- even on the face of his complaint, in Paragraph
8, Mr. Nix admits that this matter -- Charleston County is
the -- is not optional for this case because of the
gatekeeper order that Judge Murphy entered in charleston.
So, he's, he's brought this matter onto Richland undeterred
by the gatekeeper arder.

The registered agent address is what Mr. Nix claims is
the basis for jurisdiction here, and as we know, registered
agent. does not equate to the principal place of business.

This is an HOA in Mount Pleasant in Charleston, south
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carolina. The neighborhood’s located in Charlesten,
Everybody's from Charleston. Corporate assets are in
Charlestan. The foreclosure complained about is in
charleston, and, and he's, again, simply brought this matter
here because there's a gatekeeper order preventing him from
bringing it in Charleston.

Aadditienally, there's another action in this matter
that is pending still. Nix filed a 2019 lawsuit naming
Churchill park and 30 other defendants. There were 17
claims in that 2019 case including unfair and deceptive
trade practices, which is, is the only claim on this matter
today.

There is a motion to dismiss Churchill Park in that
matter. But there has never been an order entered.
Technically it is still pending, The public index shows it
as closed, which is often inaccurate. But I imagine that
the clerk has closed it because of the gatekeeper order and,
and Mrs. Nix -- Mr. Nix inability to file anything else.

additionally, there's two more points for -- in support
of our motion to dismiss. WNorma Nix is deceased. 5o she is
an improper party and Mr. Nix is engaged in the unauthorized
practice of law by naming and purporting to represent the
Estate of, of Mrs. Nix, Norma Nix.

Your Honor, that brings me to the motion for sanctions

that is included with this. Again, as we went over
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yesterday, a quick review of our judicial Department's Case
Management System shows, yau know, 2 pattern af frivolous
and vexatious conduct by Mr, Nix. I mean we have -- this 1is
his seventh lawsuit that he's initiated that he's named
churchill park in, and, again, he seems to be jurisdiction
shopping.

If he can't file because of a gatekeeper order in
charleston, he's gonna try in Richland. Not sure that's
gonna stop him from trying other counties aither. and for
a1l these reasons, we're reguesting an injunction, a
gatekeeper order be entered against him, and, and for him to
pay our legal Tees.

I will note that 3Judge Newman did enter a motion to
dismiss and an order for sanctions in favor of mMcCabe,
Trotter & Beverly, my law firm that was dismissed. They're
represented by separate counsel, our mal, our malpractice
cousnsel. That dismissal is what Mr. Nix appealed to the
court of Appeals in, in August. It is dismissed because
they determined he does not have a, a Taw license and is
unauthorized to represent Mrs. Nix because she's deceased or
her estate.

so that appeal is closed. Even if it was pending, this
court retains jurisdiction over the remaining parties who
are not dismissed or affected by that motion on appeal.

THE COURT: Mr. Nix?
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MR. NIX: <Can you hear me, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Mr. Nix, may I remind you please that I've
heard a lot about this case yesterday. 5S¢, please don't,
don't repeat all I've heard yesterday.

MR_. NIX: ©h, I, I don't intend to, Your Honor,

¢an you hear me okay?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. NIX: okay. 5o, first of all, I'm gonna come back
to the, the, the key issue here, which is the appeal.

I did go and verify yesterday that the appeal was
closed and I have already mailed a motion to restore it
bacause Ms. Jenny Abbott Kitchings, the Clerk of Court for
the Court of Appeals, maintains that the only parties in the
case are my tate wife, which is act -- it is not -- is
inaccurate and the unauthorized, unauthorized practice of
Taw that, that she claims will -- gave her the authority to
end the appeal is also not accurate.

There was actually a letter sent to her after she did
that explaining those facts and asking the case be restored.
As of yesterday morning when this came up, I was under the
impression it had been restored. I'd actually even went and
filed the transcript and the order last week to prefect tha
appeal. 50, the appeal issue is paramount to this specific
case today and I'm not gonna contest that an appeal of

the -- of one portion of the case doesn’t prevent this






Ao o w th w1 A W R

R R N A N T - T B B =y o
SR O NN s E EOLELGRREORES

motion from going forward under normal circumstances.

The issue that currently exists is the dispute which,
quite frankly, McCabe, Trotter and their Jegal counsel, who
know better, have made that the Norma NiX case does not
include me as a plaintiff. So, McCabe Trotter and their
legal counsel, Mr. Wood from Rogers Townsend and
Mr. Countryman, have went out of their way to Create a
misrepresentation of the Court related to the parties.

consequently, until that issue is resolved, I don't
know how I can legally go forward with this motion meaning I
don't want to do anything wrong and, simultaneously, I don't
have the right to do anything correct because of what's went
on with the Court of Appeals.

5o, the motion before the Court of Appeals to restore
the case, correct the partiés, and make the appeal go
forward is in the mail already, and until the issue with the
parties is solved, which the Court of appeals, through their
Clerk of Court has made the case that I'm not a party to
this as a plaintiff, is resolved, this motion going forward
makes it very difficult for me to do the right thing for
myself aor for my, my wife's estate,

The---

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. NIX: ---last point I would make here is, and 1'm

sorry, Ms. Bryant, she was making the case that the venue is
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improper. That is -- and, and she actually just said, and
I'm —— to the best of my ability of remembering what she
said, she said the registered agent address does not make it
the principal office except for her very own law partner,
Ms. Trotter, filed the document with the Secretary of State
in March or, I'm sorry, late February of 2020 changing the
principal office of churchill park to the same address as
the registered agent, which is 1320 Maip Street in Columbia,
south Carolina. The principal office for that corporation
is in Richland county and that makes the venue proper.

I also do not contest the issue that service was not
perfected. That's a different issue and, quite frankly, the
Clerk of court, based on what I know, could of dismissed the
case because of lack of service before all this went down.

The Statute of Limitations issue is mot true but -- and
there was no real facts given to that. They're just,
they're just saying that.

Like I said yesterday, the issue with Judge Maite
Murphy and her, her order in Charleston County is also being
contested because she had no authority due to she was not
the chief justice -- chief administrative judge for
charleston County at the time she did that and Judge
Jefferson said that the only persaon who could do that would
he the Chief, Chief Justice of Supreme Court or the chief

justice -- chief administrative judge for the county. So,
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so that alsc's being addrassed.

THE COURT: Dkay.

MR. NIX: S0 -- but I do think the key issue this
morning is, and, and Ms. MC -- Ms., Ms. Trotter, you know,
and Ms. Bryant are, are fully aware of this, there's a
disagreement between the Court of Appeals, Clerk of Court,
and Richland County as to the plaintiff parties involved in
this, and until that's resolved correctly, I, I can't
represent myself accurately and I can't represent anybody
else legally.

sa, the case probably is and, and, quite frankly, I, I,
I intend to pursue the issues that prevented me from, from
filing this on time through -- against other parties. But,
you know, the last thing I want to put on the record right
here real quickly if you don't mind, Your Honer---

THE COURT: 1It's all on the record, Mr. Nix.

MR. NIX: ---those are---

THE COURT: Mr. Nix, it's all ¢n the record, sir.

MR. NIX: Okay. well, I'm sarry. I---

THE COURT: Mr. Nix---

MR. NIX: I'm sorry. That was -- it's a euphonism. I
apologize,

The last thing I want to say is there was a
conversation yesterday about churchill park Homeowners®

Association, Incorporated never being the real, the real

10
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entity and it being up in Greenville, those are just pure
falsehoods and---

THE COURT: Mr, Nix.

MR. NIX: -~--I intengd---

THE COURT: Mr. Nix. Mr., Nix. Mr. Nix. Mr, Nix. I
asked you and I beseech you, please don't tell me what you
told me yesterday. I've got---

MR. NIX: Okay.

THE COURT: --—-almost a legal pad full of notes from
vesterday and T well remember that argument yesterday. So

MR. NIX: o©Okay. well, that's fine.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. NIX: I just -— I think the main issue for this
merning is until the Court of Appeals deals with the issue
of the plaintiffs and the party, I don't have the ability to
legally argue, argue anything this morning.

THE COURT: A1) right. I thank y'all for your
patience. I do remember this well from yesterday. I will
issue an -- a ruling. It is in the stack but 1'11 add it to
the file from yesterday so that it doesn't get separated
from the other one.

okay?

MR. NIX: Thank you very much, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr., Mr. Nix, have a good day.

11
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MS. BRYANT: Thank you, Your Honor.
MR. NIX: Appreciate it.

THE COURT: You too, ma'am.

# ® ®*END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD® * *
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CERTIFI{LATE

I, pamela E. Green, official Court Reporter for the
state of South Carolina, do hereby certify that the
foregoing is & true, accurate and complete Transcript of
rerord of the proceedings had and evidence introduced in the
trial of the captioned case, relative to appeal, in the
Court of Common Pleas Nonjury for Richland County, South
Carolina, on the 3rd day of November, 2022.

i do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel

nor interest to any party hereto.

November 13tN. 2022

NI

PAMELA E. GREEN, Court Reporter
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND C/A No.: 2020-Cp-40-05255

HNorma J. Nix, Alan G. Nix, and
tha Estate of Norma J. Nix,

Plaintiffs,

vs. :
|
Churchill Park, Churchill Fark
Homeowners' Association, Inc.,
Park West Master Association,
Ine., Landtech of Charleaton,
LLC, Landtech Incorporated of
South Carolina, Park Wesnt

Devalopmant , Inc.,
Chucklehoover, LLC, Richard
Riscoboni, Gold Crown
Management. , LLC, Cedar

Management Group, LLC; Officers
and Directors of All MNamed
Entities,

Defandants.

In this matter, this court issued a ruling memarandum on 11
November 2022. In that ruling this court stated that “.ANY
OBJECTIONS TO THESE RULINGS NUST BE MADE BY WAY OF A TIMELY FILED
AND PROERLY-SERVED SCRCP 59 (E) MOTION.”

This court raceived the proposed orders from Ms. Bryant as
requested. This court reviewed the orders and found them proper.
on or about 29 Decembar 2022, this cffice raceived from Mr. Nix
copies of what appear to be motions to file the proposed orders
this court regquaestad (see above} and ralated relief.

As to the motion to file the propossad orders, as he moved, his
motion is not needsd. This court has this date dirscted that the
orders be “uploaded” or filed with the court.

As to the balance of his motions dated 27 December 2022, I find
that these motions are not proper SCRCP 59(e) motions. Thay are
not filed subsequent to the filing of the requested and filed
orders. Therefore, I decline to address or conxider the relief he
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seska in these motions. As stated in the memcorandum ruling, Mr.
Nix may file, when timely and proper, SCRCP 59{e) motions. The
parties are reminded that the court has the diacraetion to held or
not hold a hearing to address SCRCP 53{e) motions, and the setting
of a motion hearing by either party does not bind the court to
holding the hearing.
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: Norma J Nix , plaintiff, et al vs Churchill Park Homeowners
Association Inc , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2020CP4005255

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

5/George M. McFaddin, Jr., #2759

Emctronicaly signed on 20230103 14,4321 pagb 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA N THE COURT GF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND C/A No.: 2020-CP40-(35255

MNorma J. Nix, Alan G. Nix, and the Estate of
Morma J. Nix,

Plaintiifs,
V.

Churchill Park, Churchill Park Homeowners'
Association, Inc., Park ‘West Master
Association, Inc., Landiech of Charleston,
LEC, Landtech Incorporated of South
Caroling, Park West Developmeni, Inc,
Chucklehoover, LLC, Richard Riccoboni, ORDER GRANTING CHURCHILL
Gold Crown Management, LLC, Cedar PARK’S MOTION TO DISMISS,
Management Group, LLC; Officers and AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS
Directors of All Named Entities, {INCLUDING GATEKEEPER

ORDER & ATTORNEY'S FEES)

Defendants.

This matter came before me on November 3, 2022, Defendant Churchill Park’s Motion $o
Dismiss Plaintiff’s Cornplaint, and Motion for Sanctions, and Plaintiff’s verbal motion for
continuance. A hearing took place via Webex. Present at the hearing were Morgan Bryant,
Esquire, as counsel for Defendant Churchill Park, and Alan G. Nix, attending pro se.

Upon review of the record, pleadings, and file available to the Court, this Count GRANTS
Defendant’s Motions and Motion for Sanctions. Being that Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss is

dispositive of the case, Plaintiff"s motion 1o continue is DENIED.

FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAE, HISTORY

Piaintiff, Alan Nix {(“Plaintifi” or “Nix"}, along with his now deceased wife, Norma Nix,
owned a home in the Churchill Park neighborhood in the Park West development located at 1401

Bensmere Circle, Mt. Pleasant, South Carolina. In 2013, the Nixes became delinguent in their
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homeowners® 2ssociation payments to both Churchill Park and Park West Master Association, Inc.
They ultimately paid the balance due to Park West but failed to cure the delinquency owed to
Churchill Park. In 2014 Churchill Park initiated a foreclosure action in Charleston County (CrA
2017-CP-10-4031). Nix, proceeding largely pro se, fought the foreclosure and argued that the
rustrictive covesants for Churchill Park defined the homeowners® associalion as an entity called
“Churchill Park Homeowners’ Association, Inc.” Because the Plaiotiff i the {oreclosure suit was
an entity incorporated as “Churchill Park,” Nix argued the Plaintiff lacked standing to bring the
Foreclosure suit. The Honorable Mikell Scarborough entered an order finding that the Plaintiff,
Churchill Park, was the successor to Churchill Park Homeowners’ Association, Inc. and therefore
nossessed standing to foreclose the subject licn. The trial court entered an order awarding Churchill
Park over $22,000. Nix appealed the foreclosure order bui failed to perfect said appeal. The case
was Wtimately remitted to the trial court on January 21, 2020. Afier 2 heanng on supplemental
damapes, judgment was entered in the amount of $123,296.89 and the property was sold at
Fareclosure sale on October 6, 2020.

Since 2017 Nix has Filed numerous civil actions and appeals suing anyone who has even
the mos! tenuous connection to his former home. In January 2019, Nix filed an action in Charleston
County (C/A 2019-CP-10-00067), naming Churchill Park and over thirty other defendants,
alleging several causes of action, including violation of the $.C. Unfair Trade Practices Act, for
actions related to the underlying foreclosure case. However, Nix failed to serve any of the parties
to that suit and several parties were dismissed pursuant to Rule 12(b)6), SCRCP. In September

2019, The Hon, Maite Murphy entered an order sanctioning Nix for his frivolous court filings and

' The foreclosure was originalty filed in case 2014-CP-10-05407. The case was dismissed pursuant Lo Rule 40{j),
SCRCP and assigned case number 2017-CP-10-4031 when it was restored o the active docket.
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directed the Charleston County Clerk of Court to refuse any filings from Nix that were not signel
by a licensed atterney.?

In November of 2020, Nix filed two actions in Richiand County less than one week apart,
this action and 2020-CP-40-0605%4, asserting almost identical unfair trade practice claims related
to the foreclosure of his property in Charleston County. Both actiens name Churchill Park and
“Churchill Park Homeowners' Associalion, Inc.” In Paragraph 8 of the Complaint in this action,
Plaintiff states that “Charlestop County is not an optional nor appropriate jurisdiction / venue for
Plaintiff[s] due to Judge Maite Murphy’s Order Enjoining Plaintiff.” By Nix's own admission,
these lawsuits were filed in Richland County to circurnvent the Charleston Gatekeeper Order.

Nothing in the record for this matter indicates that Plaintiff attempied 10 serve Churchiil

Park in this matter, and Plaintiff has taken no aclion to prosecute this case against Churchill Park

since filing,
BISC TON LYSIS, AN RDER
L This Court Dismisses Plaintiffs Cause of Action for Unfair Trade Practices.

a. Statute of Limitations
Plaintiff's sole canse of action in this matter is one for violation of the 5.C. Unfair Trade
Practices Act, 5.C. Code § 15-3-10 et seq. Claims brought under this Act must be brought within
three years, 5.C. Code § 15-3-20 e seq. SCRCP 3(a) provides that a civil action is commenced
when the summons and complaint are filed with the clerk of court if; (1) the summons and
complaint are served within the applicable statute of limitations; or (2) if nol served with the statte

of limitations, actual service must be accomplished no later than 120 days afler filing.

2 See C/A 20{B-CP-10-03315.
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The discovery rule states that the statute of limitations begins to run from the date the
injured party ither knows or should have known by the exercise of reasonebie diligence thai a
cause of action arises from the wrongful conduct. Joknrson v. Bowen, 313 5.C. 61,4378 E2d 45
(1993). The “exercise of reasonable diligence™ means that the injured party must acl with some
promptness when the facts and circumstances of an injury place 2 reasonable person of common
knowledge and experience on notice thst a claim against another party might exist. Snell v.
Columbia Gun Exchange, Inc., 276 S.C. 301, 278 S.E.2d 333 (1981). The fact that the injurcd
party may not comprehend the full extent of the damage is immaterial. Diflon County School Dist.
No. Two v. Lewis Sheet Metal Works, Inc., 286 8.C. 207, 332 §.E.2d 555 (Ct. App.1985); Dear v.
Ruscon Corp., 321 5.C. 360, 468 8.E.2d 645 {1995).

The Complaint in this matter arises out of the September 2017 foreclosure trial and
subsequent judgment enlered November 16, 2017. Reading the Complaint in the light most
favorable to the Plaintiff, the statute of limitations began to run within the month of November
2017, Thus, Plaintiff was required to file suit and fo serve Churchill Park no later than March 3,
2021. Although the Complaint was timely filed, Plaintiff made no attempt and therefore has failed
to properly serve Churchill Park before the statute of limitations ran. The Complaint is therefore
subject to dismissal for failurc to comply with the statute of limitations.

b. Richland County is the Improper Venue
w4 civil action tried pursuant to this section against a domestic corporation . . . must be
frought and tried in the county in which the: (1) corporation . . .has its principal place of business
at the time the cause of action arose; or (2) mosl substantial pan of the alleged act or omission
giving rise to the cause of actton occurred.” 8.C. Code § 15-7-30(E). Plaintiff alieges that venue

is proper in Richland County because Churchill Park lists a Richland County address as its
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“principal office™ with the South Carolina Secretary of State. However, Section 15-7-30(E) bases
venue on a corporation's principal place of business, not the principal office. A corporation’s
“principal place of business is defined as (a) the home office location from which the corporation’s
officers direct, control or coordinale its activities, ¢(b) the location of the corporation’s
manufacturing, sales, or purchasing; or (¢) the location at which the majority of the corporate
achvity 1akes place.” S.C. Coxde § 15-7-30{ A)(10).

Churchill Park is a non-profit corporation organized to serve as the homeowners’
associalion that governs the Churchili Park neighborhood in Mt. Pleasant, South Carolina. All of
the association’s assets are located in Charleston County. The neighbothood is located i
Charleston County. All members of the Board of Directars live in Charleston County. The
members of the homeowners association have all gained their membership by virtue of owning
property within with the Churchill Park neighborhood in Charleston County. All of the actions and
acttvities complained, specifically those related to the foreclosure action, ogcurred in Charleston
County. The oaly nexus between Churchall Park and Richiand County 15 that Churchill Park’s
regisiered agent has an office in Richland County.

The right of a deferdant to be tied in the county of his or her residence is a substantizl
one and is not 10 be lightly denied. Carroll v. Guess, 302 5.C. 175, 394 5.E.2d 707 (1990). By his
own admission, Plaintiff filed in Richland County because he had been enpoined from filing
complaints in Charleston County. However, Plaintiff’s inability to proceed pro se in Charleston
County does not make venne proper in Richland County. Charleston County is the oitly appropriate

venue. Therefore, the Complaint is subject to dismissal for improper venue.
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¢. Another Action is Pending

*Uinder Rule 12(b}8), dismissal is appropriate when another action is pending between the
same partics for the same claim.” Cricket Cove Ventures, LLC v. Gilland, 390 3.C. 312, 322, 701
S.E2d 3%, 44 (Ct. App. 2010). A claim must be "precisely or substantially the same in both
praceedings” in order for dismissal under Rule 12(b)8), SCRCP to be appropriate. Capital City
Ins. Co. v. BP S1aff, Inc., 382 S.C. 92, 106, 374 5.E.2d 524, 532 {C1. App. 2009).

On January 4, 2019, Plaintiff filed civil action number 2013-CP-10-0067 in the Charlesion
County Court of Common Pleas and named, among other parties, Churchill Park and Churchill
Park Homeowners' Association, Inc. as defendants. The complaint lists "Unfair Trade Practices
Act" as the Ninth Cause of Action. Despile filing Case 2019-00067 over 3 years ago, Nix has never
taken any steps 1o serve Churchill Park or prosecule the case. However, the case is still pending
before the Charleston County Courl of Commeon Pless.

As previously noted, berween November 10, 2020 and November 16, 2020 Plantiit filed
this action and civil action number 2020-CP-40-06054 in the Richland County Court of Common
Pleas. Both snits name, among others, Churchill Park and Churchill Park Homeowners!'
Association, Inc. as defendants. Both lawsuits list as the sole cause of actien "Unfair Trade
Practices Act.” In support of this claim Plaintiff alleges it was improper for Judge Scarborough to
sign the judgment in the Charleston County foreclosure action in November of 2017.

Civil action number 2019-CP-10-0067 filed in Charleston County, this action, and civil
action number 2020-CP-40-06054 all allege that various entities, including Churchill Park,
committed bad acts throughout the prosecution of the foreciosure case. Each suit lists Alan G. Nix

and Churchill Park as plainuff and defendant, respectively. Finally, each of the suits lists UTPA

§52SN0FAI0Z0THIASYD - SVvITd NOWIOD - ONVIHDIY - Wd 05 € €0 ver £202 - 33714 AT¥2INOMLD3NT





as at Jeast one cause of action. All three suits are still pending and Plantiff has not accomplished
service of process on Churchill Park in any of the suits.

Both civil action number 2019-CP-10-0067 fited in Charleston County and civil action
number 2020-CP-40-05255 were pending when Plaintiff filed the instant action. Accordingly, the
Complaint is subject to dismissal based oo other pending actions.

The Defendant’s Motion for Sanctions, specifically for a Gatekeeper Order and for legal

fees associated with the Motion for Sanctions is GRANTED,

1L Defendant’s Motion for Sanctions is GRANTED.

The Defendant’s Motion for Sanctions, specifically for a Gatekeeper Order and for legal
fees associated with the Motion for Sanctions is GRANTED.

2. Gatekeeper Order is (FRANTED.

The Defendant moves for this Court o impose sanctions upon Plaintiff, pursuant to the
South Carclina Frivolous Proceedings Act, 8.C. Code §15-36-10, ef seq. ("FCPSA"), and enjoin
Plaintiff from filing additionat pleadings until Plaintiff has consulted with, and hired, legal counset,
licensed in the Seate of South Carelina, This Court finds that such remedies are within the inherent
authority of the Court, and are appropriate under these circumstances.

The FCPSA allows for imposition of sanctions for the initiation and prosecution of civil
claims without merit where the court finds, by a preponderance of the evidence, that a reasonablz
attorney in the same circumstances would believe:

{a) that under the facts, his claim or defense was not clearly warranted under existing law

and that a good faith or reasonable argument did not exist for the extensior,

modification, or reversal of existing law;

{(b) his procurement, initiation, continuation or defense of the civil snit was intended 0
merely harass or injure the other party; or
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(c} the case or defense was frivolous as not reasonably founded in fact or was interposed
merely for delay, or was brought for a purpose other than securing proper discovery.
joinder of proposed parties, or adjudication of the claim or defense upon which the
proceedings are based.

§.C. Code Anz. § 15-36-10(CX1).

1n determining if a pro se litigant has violated provisions of the FCPBA, § 15-36-10(E) sets

forth the following factors the court should consider:

(1)

(2)

3

4)

(3}
(6)

M

the number of parties;
the complexity of the ciaims and defenses;

the length of time available to the attorney, party, or pro se litigant to investigate
and conduct discovery for alleged violations of the provisions of subsection
(A)A);

information disclosed or undisclosed to the attorney, party, or pro se litigant
through discovery and adequate investigation;

previous violations of the provisions of this section;

the response, if any, of the aitomey, party, or pro se litigant to the aliegation that
he violated the provisions of this section; and

other fuctors the court considers just, eguitable, or appropriate under the
circumstances.

8.C. Code Ann. § 15-36-10(E). The decision of whether 1o award sanctions under the FCPSA is

treated as one in equity. Pee Dee Health Care, PA v. Estate of Thompson, 418 8.C. 557, 563, 798

$.E.2d 40, 43 (Ct. App. 2016).

This Court acknowledges that Plaintiff is pro se; however, lack of familiarity with legal

procecdings is not an acceptable excuse and the court will hold a lawman to the same standard as

an attorney. Hill v. Donts, 345 8.C. 304, 310, 547 S.E.2d 894, 897 (Ct. App. 2001). The applicable

law specifically provides that pro se plaintiffs are subject to FCPSA, and “sanciions may be

awarded regardless of whether or not the case has been tried to verdici so long as the trial court
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finds by a preponderance of the evidence that the party should be sanctioned.” Holmes v. East
Copper Community Hospital, Inc., 408 5.C. 138, 758 5.E.2d 483 (2012).

Pursuant to Section 15-36410, a pro se litigant, participaling in a civil action may be
sanctioned for filing a frivolous pleading, motion, or document, if:

a reasonable attorney in the same circumsiances would believe that his claim or

defense was clearly not warranied under existing law and that a good faith or

reasonable argument did not cxist for the extension, modification, or seversal of
existing law; a reasonable attorney presented with the same circumstances would
believe that the procurement, initiation, continuance, or defense of a civil cause was
intended merely to harass or injure the other party ... is fivelous, interposed for
merely delay, or merely brought for any purpose other than securing proper
discovery, joinder of parties, or adjudication of the claim or defense upon which

the proceedings are based ... making frivolous arguments a reasonable attorney

would believe were not reasonably supported by the facts.

8.C. Code Ann. § 15-36-10(CX t a)-{c). The Court has wide discration when ordering
sanctions, to include: (1) reasonable costs and attorney’s fees; (2) a reasonable fine to the coutt; or
{3) a directive of a nonmonetary nature, including injunctive relief, designed to deter a future
frivolous action or an action brought in bad faith. 5.C. Code Ann. § 15-36-1%G).

South Carelina courts have acted on this statute and awarded sanctions againsi pro
se litigants when the case was frivolous in nature; the pro se litigant could not substantiate
claims with facts; and pro se litigants engage in tactics to delay proceedings, incliding
appeals of imerlocutory matters. Holmes v. Haomsworth, Sinkler & Boyd, £ A, 408 5.C.

620, 760 5.E.2d 399 (2014) (holding sanctions are proper against pro se appellant for
frivalous and dilatory litigation tactics).

This Courl (inds that Plaintiff has violated the FCPSA, This lawsuit is just one
example of Plaintiff’s ongeing abuse of South Carolina’s legal system. Since 2017, Nix

has filed numeraus lawsuits and notices of intent to file suit in our state’s courts related lo

the undertying foreclosure. Including this lawsuit, all but two of those lawsuils have been
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dismissed in whole or in part, or there are motions 1o dismiss pending. The tria) court in
the underlying foreclosure case explained how Nix's unrezsongble actions in that case
negessitated a legal foe of over $86,000.00:

I funbes fipd the tone and labor expended by Plainnff s counse! 1o be rcasonable and necessary
flis nater dee in buge part 1o she actions of Defendant Alan Nix. Mr. Nix egjecied Plzusiff s offer of
settlewen) prior o trial which necessitated Plaintiif s counsel prepare for and paricipare ity pre-trial eiens
hearings and a one-day wial iu his maner. Mr, Nix filed 21 post-tnal motions m this malter while
sisnulianeously pursuing an appeal of the final order. Most of these motions weze patently frivolous, Mr.
Fix issued 62 Bl subpoenas and then issted &2 posi<oal subpoenas afier fmal judgment had Deen aisred
withont any legal basis for the same. Inclodusg the Supplanental Damages Heartig on Augus 20 2020,
cousse] for Plannff has bad ro mitend mune conrt heariugs in this matter. Mr. Nix has persisted in mailing
and emailing bundzeds of lerars and emails 10 Plaiuniff. Plainsff's councel, Plaintiff's former counsel, Mr.
Max's neighbors. & nmltinude of attorneys umrelated to 10 subject case. vaious nmbers of the judiciary.
various neembers of law enforcewent at varions Jevels, and various political figures. The vast majenity of

these commuuications were unecessary and did not further lus case 10 suy way. Nonetheless. Plaianff's
cowsel was pequired Jo revicw these emails and leltars 10 SnSUFe & rEspotine Was Ikl appropriate of
nccessary. Many of these Lemers and emails were diseched a1 vanons atomeys employed by McCabe Tretier
& Beverty. PC but who Lad never enfered ap appearance in this matter. Some of the COmNMINICAlIons Wers
senl la anyoue other than Stephauie Tromer Kellahan, Plawbiff's cument counsel of record.  Mr. hx's
refisal 1o appropriataly direct these comuunicatious required varicls nwembers of Planuff™s counse]'s law
firm 1o expend tine reviewing the conummication aud redisscting them lo Mrs. Keliaban, In addinoe @
the Iestimony presented in Mrs. Kellahan s affidavis, the court is eware of many of these issues because
Mr. Nix included the Master s office in umeh of the exnaneotis counwmicarions. This Cowt bias received
comesposdence from M. Nix which, whep stacked. is ovet niue {9} inches wall. Addronally. the court bas
over 5ix inches of transcripes from heasings iu this marter. Most of rthis correspondence consists of amacks
on thiis court and the Sourh Carolins Judiciary. This was uot a rypical homeowairs™ association foreclosure.

Nix has commenced two appeals in the circuit courts and eight appeals to the Court
of Appeals. The Court of Appeals has dismissed six of Nix’s appeals because he refuses to
order transcripts, submit initia) briefs, or preparc the record on appeal. In appellate case
2018-000056 Nix managed to file sixieen separate metions without ever filing an tnitial
brief. These motions included two motions styled as “just do the proper and prudent thing,”

challenges to the court's jurisdiction because a filing didn't have a date stamp, and requests
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to remand the case back to the wial court for further litigation. Each of the appeals to the
circuit court were also dended.

As previously noted, in one of the Charleston County cases, 2013-CP-10-03318,
Nix atiempted to subpoena a circuit count judge and his law clerk to testify about why the
trial judge ruled in [avor of the other party's motion 1o substitute counsel. Nix's actions
were 50 epregious and frivalous that the Honorable Judge Maite Murphy entered an order
directing the Charleston County Clerk of Count 10 reject any filing from Nix unless it was
signed by a licensed attorney. It was that injunction that caused Nix to file the instant action
in Richland County instcad of Charleston County.

A review of our judicial department's case managemenl system clearly shows a
pattemn of frivolous and vexatious conduct by Plaintiff. He files suit on behalf of parties
without any authority and names anyone and evervone remotely connected (o the property
lacated at 1401 Densmore Circle, When & court rgjects his frivolous claims he accuses the
judges of being corrupt or incompetent. If his cases are dismissed he files an appeal but
refuse to take even the simplest of sieps to progress that appeal.

Based on the pleadings, review of the judicial department’s case management
gystem, and arguments of counsel, the Count finds that Defendant has made the requisite
showing that Plaintiff’s motions and filings are frivolous and unduly burdensome. For all
of the foregoing reasons, this Court finds that sanctions are appropriale pursuant to FCPSA.
Therefore, the Court hereby GRANTS the Defendant's request for a Gatekeeper Order,
and hereby imposes an prefiling injunction directing the Richiand County Clerk of Count
reject any filings from Alan G. Nix, unless they are signed by an attomey licensed in South

Carclina certifying that the filil:g complies with Rule 11, SCRCF.
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b. Legal Fees associated with the Motign for Sanctions are GRANTED.

In accordance with the FCPSA, 5.C. Code Ann. § 15-36-10(G)(1), the Defendant has also
moved this Court 1o sanction the Plaintiff by ordering him to pay attomeys’ fees associated with
the preparation and participation related to the Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss and Motton (or
Sanctions. As noted above, the Court has wide discretion when ordering sanctions, including the
ability to order paymesnt of reasonable costs and attorney's fees S.C. Code Ann. § 15-36-10(G).

Plaintiff’s brazen decision ta circumvent Judge Murphy's Gatekeeper rder in Charleston
by filing not one, but two practically identical lawsuits in Richland County, indicate that preor
sanctions and rulings of the courts have not deterred the Plaintiff. Despite being sanctioned in
several matters, Plaintiff continues to file frivolous actions, abusing the judicial system and forcing
the same parties to continuously defend and relitigate claims that Plaintiff has already lost. Mr.
Nix's behavior is a continual demonstration that he view litigation as a game. It would b
inequitable to allow Nix to continue this behavior without monetary sanctions in addition to the
equitable sancuions granied herein. Therefore, the Court hersby GRANTS the Defendant’s request
and order Plaintiff to pay legal fees inciured by Churchill Park associated with the Motion to
Dismiss and Motion for Sanctions in the ameunt of Four Thousand, Nine Hundred and Fifty

Doilsrs (§4.950.00), which this Court finds reasonable.

CONCLUSION

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that:
1. the Complaint is DISMISSED with prejudice;
2. The Clerk of Court of Richland County is ordered 1o rgject any filings from reject

any filings from Alan G. Nix, unless they arc signed by an attormey licensed in
South Carolina certifying that the filing complies with Rule 11, SCRCP.
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3. Plaintiff is ordered to pay legal fees incurred by Churchill Park in the amount of
$4.950.00; and

4, Plaintiff’s Motion for Continuance is DENIED.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]

SSES00PdI0T0LHISYD - S Td NOWRGCD - ONYTHDIN - W DG'E £0 LBr EZ0Z - 3714 ATIWIINOMLD3TT





Richland Comman Pieas

{ase Caption: Norma J Nix , plaintiff, et al vs Churchill Park Homeowners
Association Inc , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2020CPA005255

Type: CrderfOnher

S0 Ordered

8/George M. McFaddin, Jr., #2759

Electroncally sgnad on 2023-01-03 14.43:02  page 14 of 14
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND C/A Ho.: 2020-CP-40-05255

Korma J. Mix, Alan G. Nix, and
the Estate of Norma J. Nix,

Plaintiffs,
Ordar on Plaintiffis’
vs. SCRCP 59(e) Motion
Churchill Park, Churchill Purk!
Homeowners' Association, Inc.,
Park West Master Association,
Inc., Landtech of Charlesston,
LLC, Landtech Incorporated of
South Carolina, Park Weat

Davalopmnant, Inc.,
Chucklahcover, LLC, Bichard
Riccoboni, Gold Crown
Managemeant, LLC, Cadar

Management Group, LLC; Officers
and Directors of All Named
Entities,

Cafendants.

SCRCPF S9(E) HEARING DATE: NO HEARING
PLAINTIFF'S ATTORMEY: SELF-REPRESENTED
DEFENDANT’ 5 ATTORNEY: MORGAN BRYANT
COURT REPORTER: NOT APPLICAELE
PRESIDING JUDGE: GEORGE M. McFADDIN, Jr.
CRDER PREPARED BY PRESIDING JUDGE
Plaintiff filed hisz SCRCP 59{a} motion on this court. I have
carefully read his motion, and I respectfully decline to grant
Plaintiff’a motion to alter, amend, or vacate the final corder filed
on January 3, 2023.
I respectfully decline to hold a “reconsideration” hearing.
In apbaasction (f} of SCRCP 59 it is atated clearly that such a
hearing “.may in the discretion of the court be determined on the

brigfs filed by the parties without oral argument.” Here, both
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parties, to include Plaintiff, have clesarly provided their
separate arguments for the sourt’'s consideration. Plaintiff has,
with alacrity, provided his positions well. This court does not
naed briefs from any partiuh. This court hasx the diacretion to
determine that a haaring to addrsss the motion is not needad.
Basad upon the foregoing, it ia done and ORDERED this Sth day
of March, 2023 at Sumter, South Carolina, that Plaintiff’s SCRCP
55(a} motion ashall be, and is, hereby denied. It is further ORDERED
that this court declines to sat and hold a hearing to address

Plaintiff’se motion,
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Richland Common Pieas

Case Caption: Norma § Nix , plaentiT, et al vs Churchill Park Homeowners
Associglion Inc , defendant, et al
Cuse Number: 2020CP4005255

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

5/George M. McFaddin, Jr., #2759

Elsctronicaty signd on 2023-03-09 110510  page 3 of 3
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Alan.G.Nix@outlook.com

From: Alan Nix

Sent: Friday, June 16, 2023 12:537 FM

To: dgarrick@tayloragency.com; info@tayioragency.com

Ce: leejanssen’i @yahoc.com; 'Kevin Mims'; emenair@imilawllp.com;

eluzuriaga@imiawl p.com; Mstark@ FirstResponderGrants.com;
gardrier.monica@acins.com; ranstoney@joyelawfirm.com;
cbarri@barrungermcintosh.com; tthames@wjlaw.net; marnold@iompsc.com;
julie@barrungermeintosh.com; info@barrungermcintosh.com

Subject: insurance claim - policy # 182316 367509913 - Churchiil Park Homecwners' Association,
Inc.
Attachments; Taylor Agency Insurance Notice 16 Jun 2023.pdf

Good afternoon.

The original of the attached was scheduled to be delivered today. USPS tracking number 70221670000122468501. Also
sending via email to ensure receipt today, 16 June 2013,

You can also find additional information in Richtand county under cases 2020-CP-40-05255 and 2020-CP-40-06054 and |
wilt provide additional evidence as well ASAP. Recemmend you contacting Ms. Stark and Chief Arnold, copied, for
additional evidence.

Thank you for your assistance and have a nice weekend.

Best regards,
Alan MNix





14 June 2023

Alan Nix

1401 Densmore Circle

Mi. Pleagant, 3C 29486

Celi.  843.981.4170

Email; zlan g nix@@outicok.com

To.

At Owners insurance Company Taykot Agency

6101 Anacapsi Blvd. FO Bax 1526

Lansing, Ml 48817 Orangaeburg, S5C 28118

RE. Notice of Suit / Dafonse coverage raquired — Policy Number 182316 367509813 -
Chuyrchili Park Homeowners' Association, Inc.

Dear Auio Owners and Taylor Agency.

Pleass find enclosed a copy of lstters maiied yesterday and ths past Monday related to
case number 2023-CP-10-00913 which, based on the time period complained of, namas your
insured, Churchill Park Homeowners' Association, Inc.

While Mr. Mims', Mr. Stoney's and Mr. McNair's ¢laims in the pasat about who they
represent in matiers involving Churchilt Park Homeowners' Association, [nc have left
considersble doubt about who they iegally represented, upon information and belief, it appears
they rapresented Churchit Park Homeowners' Association, Ing, basad on an insurance policy
from Hood Hargett Agency out of Chariolie, NC. As you can see from the letter enclosed and
dated 12 June 2023, thay have siated / reprasented in saveral legal fikngs that they have
represented smuitipie “Churchill” enlities, the majority of which | have been unable to find a
record of those entities ever being incorporated in any state, and definitely never in the state of
South Carplina. | have copiad Mr. Mims and Mr. McNair on this ketter but given their numevous
previgus issues involving Churchill Park Homeowners' Associalion, Inc., | mcommaend latting
them taka whalever action they and Auto Owners beliave is appropriste under the North
Carotina Hood Hargett insurance policy, not the above namad policy number.

Likewise, Mr. Janssan has at various times ciaimed he was the Presient of the Plaintif,
“Churchiil Park”, ang the Defandant, Churchill Park Homeowners' Associabon, Inc. This dughcty
on Mr. Janssen's behalf is almost cartainly intentional and in coordinafion with MeCabe Trotter,
therefore, | do not believe be nor gthers who have engaged in such misconduct should receive
coverage under thus policy, and maost likedy, no insurance policy.





The alher two attorneys copied, Mr. Capers Barr and Mr. Justin Kahn, arg copled based
an their previous invalvement with Churchill Park Homeowners' Association, Inc. and McCabe,
Trottes and Beverly. respectively. Depanding on Aute Owners’ preferances in how to defend
this mattar, § racommend you consider invalving Mr. Barr and Mr. Kahn to expedite the
resciution of this fraudulent and frivelous cass. | also caubon agamnst satiament through
mediation andfor arbitration given the public inlerest in ensuing this type of judicial, attorney
and Community Association Institute miscondud is publicly exposed and properly addressed.

As stated in the letter dated 12 June 2023, ( this case is still panding on 27 June 2023, |
will be filing a motion to infervene, change the venue of the case, disqualify McCabe Trolter, eic
soon thereafter.  Likewise, | plan on reporting this matter, and all relatad matters, io the DOJ as
soon as | hava compiled the necessary evidence.

{ will send additional informalien and evidence reiated to ihis matier as s0on as possiie
but | warded to ensure tha initial nolification was sent today. As you can see from the letter to
Mr. Barr yesterday, Mr. Barr has significant evidence in his possession related to this ongoing
scheme. [t is also worth noting that the Town of Mount Pleasant Police Chief, Chief Mark
Amold, is aiso a mamber of Churchi® Park Homeowners' Associalion, Ing.  Depending oh your
assassment of his ability 1o appropriately investigate a matter which he hae a financial interest
in, you may want to contact him as waell.

Thank you for youwr assistance.
Basl regards,
Al

Alan Nix

cC.

Capers Barr Jusiin Kahn

Barr Unger & Mcintosh Kahn Law Firm

11 Briad 51 562 Savannah Hwy

Chareston, SC 29401

Churchill Park Hormeowners' Association, inc.

clo Les Janasen .
1132 Walloughby Ln.
Mount Pisasant, SC 284868

Charleston, SC 29407

Kavin Mims / Chase McMair
Luzuriaga Mims

1156 King St

Charleston, 5C 29403





13 June 2023

Alan Nix
1481 Deansmore Circie
Mt Plaasant, SC 28468

To:

Autd Owners insurance Company Hood Hangett
6101 Anacapri Bivg. 800 E. Moretwad St., Ste. 325
Lansing, M 48817 Charlotte, NC 28202

RE: Defersa of your insured — Churchill Park Homeowners' Associgtion, inc.

Auto Owners and Hood Hargedt.

Please find enclosad a copy of a letter mailed yestarday related lo case number 2023
CP-10-00913, which names your insured Churchill Park Homeownsars' Asaociation, Inc. as a
defendant I've copied Mr. Mims and Mr. McNsir on this letter in case you and { or they balieve
it in appropriata t mount a deferse of your inaured in this matter.  Given the circumstances, it
seems likely such a defanse is a good faith requirement.

A

cc.

Kevint Mima / Chiss McNair
Lirunaga Mims

1156 King 5t

Charleaton, SC 20403





13 June 2023

Alan Nix
1401 Dengmare Circle
Mt. Pleasant, SC 20468

T

Capers Barr

Barr Unger & Mcintoeh
PO Box 1037
Charleston, SC 26402

RE: Nolice o maintain records and referral to authonties - 2023-CP-10-00013 / 2017-CP-10-
04031 and 2014-CP-10-05407

Mr. Barm.

Please find enclosed a copy of a letter maded yesterday related o case number 2023-
CP-10-00813 ard a copy of your reconds produced under subposna in Novembar 2017 for Case
number 2017-CP-10-04031.

This letter is intanded Lo notify you that these matters are being roferrad to multiple kw
enforcement and prosecutonal agencies and that you and your furn ane requirad Lo preservs all
evidence in your posasssian rolated to the same.

Thank you for youw assistance in thasa matters.

Best regarde,
Alan Nix
oo,
Cfice of Disciplinary Counsel Mark Keel
1220 Senata St. SC Law Enforcameant Division
Columbia, SC 29261 4400 Broad River Rd.

Columbia, SC 29210





12 June 2023

Algn Nix

oja Michasl & Taryn Lazroft {living in my farnily's bome based on 3 void deed datad 23 October
202

1401 Dansmore Circle

Mt PMeanant, SC 26456

To:

Julie Armnsirong Stoprusye Trother
Clerk of Court, Courty of Charieaton Rap. McCabe & Trotter
100 Broad St 4500 Fort Jackmeon Bhvd.
Charesion, SC 28401 Columbia, 5C 29208
{via ceriifiad mail) (viz oartifiad mal)
Victoria Bryand *Churchil Pack’
McCabe & Trotter. /o S&S5 Sarvioes Group
880 Johnnle Dedds Bivd, 3081 DeVilla 5t

Mt Pisasant, SC 204064 Myttie Beach, 5C 20577

Churehill Park Homeowners® Association, nc. *Churchll Park”

clo Les Janssen o0 “CAMSE"

1132 Wilioughlry £, 1612 Miftary Cutolf Rd., Ste. 108
Mt Pleasant, SC 20405 Wiknington, NG 28403

{vig oartifled mail) {via cantified mail)

RE: 2023-CP-10-00913 {andor 2022-CP-10-00813) "Churchill Pavrk”™ v. Churchil Park
Homeownars' Association, Inc. — Sale Harbor opportunity — Notice of indent! to nbarvene

Doar M. Armiatrong and Judge Young.
Plazan fide this notice with case number 2(0123-CP-10-00813 and/or 2022-CP-10-00613.

Just by chance, | came across thie case f these cass today and thooght thet ot of an
abundance of caution | should promptly notily you that | plan on Siking action related tc this
filing a5 wol 28 provida Ms. Trother and Ms. Morgan a safe harbor opporbunity related to ther
current conduct in this cxee f these cases. A copy of the complaint is included for referencs.

After brefly reading Ms. Trotter's anct Ms. Morgan's allsgaticns and apparent stataments
of fact in their fling, it is clear that they have angaged in additionsd acts of mesconduct in





furtherancs of their and thair coconspiratons continuing schemes, including but not kméided to, 1o
defraud.  Thers iz plerty of information in Ma. Trothec's, Me. Morgen's, Mr. hlims and Mr.
Jargaen's potseasion that proves that what they have stated i ot re 88 well A8 BiQNIHCHT
nforrmnation in the pubbic record that proves the 1ame. With that being said, | beleve it i onty
proper to allow tham undil doss of business Monday, 28 Juna 2023 tn aither withdrarw thes
complairt or. 1 the alkwrative, (o file an amacded compleint which doss not contmin knowing
and wiiul matarial misrepreseniztions and omissions.

Shortty sfter 26 June 20123 | pian an Bing a moticn to intervens, disqualify McCaba
Troder & Bryant, and for a changa of venus. Depending on what McCabe, Trotter and Morgan
does or does not do by cloas of business 26 June 2023, this motion may &80 contein
counrcisime, the addition of thind party pleintiTs and defendants 23 wed seeking sanclions

Given this information, please snaurs you Ho not snter any orders related 1o this case,
nchuding bot not hmited o an order of default, until McCabe, Trotter 8 Mongen does or doss not
do something by closs of business 28 June 2023 and | have sufficiont ime afler recaiving
McCahe, Trotter & Margan's filings to respond by filing the above deacribad motion or motions.

Thank you in advancs for your assisiancs in this matisr,

But%

Alan Nix
PS. M. Haiings. Please accept your copy of this letier 58 an acidendum o the Jetier ieivered
to you on 5 June 2023, Tracking number 8506613448773154101003. Additionslly, I'm

coviident that there is avidence in your systems which proves that some of Mae. Trollec's snd
Ms. Bryant's stsdements aro fales. Pisass snaurs that afl such reconds are ot delsted or

meaniguabed.

oc.

Mark Keal Alan Wison

4400 Broad River Rd. 1000 Assambly St

Cotumbia, SC 20210 Columbia, SC 26201

Offica of Disciplinary Counsel Karen Hollings

$220 Senete St Ragister of Deeds, County of Chardeston
Columbia, SC 29201 101 Maating St

(pieass acoept thie letier o & complaird against  Charleston, SC 26401
Trottar & Margan. | will supplement with
additional inforrmation)

Michas! & Taryn Lazrolf Judige Young
1401 Dersmore Circle 100 Broad 5t





Mt. Pasant, SC 20466

Mark Hammoaod

5C Secretary of Siate
1205 Pancleton St
Columbia, SC 28201

Chiat Mark Amold

Mount Plessant Potice Depl.
160 Ann Edwards Ln.
Mount Pleasant, SC 26454

Churchill Park at Park Wast Association, Inc.
and Churchil Pk at Parioweat, inc.

and *Churchll Park”™

&0 Luzuriaga Mims

1156 King St

Charlaston, SC 28403

Chaclesion, SC 23401

Scarett Witson
Sobcitar, County of Charieston

101 Maeting 5t
Charleston, SC 29401

Sarah Schrader
Charlaston Legal Aconss

1816 Success 5t Bidg A, Uinit 102
North Chadaaton, SC 20405





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA [ TN THE COURT OF COMMODN PLEAS
FOR THE NTNTH SUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON CiA Noo 2023-CP-10-
Churchill Park.

Plaintiff,

COMPLAINT

Vs, (NON-JIRRY QUIET TITLE ACTION}
Churchill Park Homeowners' Associatiom,
Inc..

Defendant.

O] e 00024

The above-named Plaimtilf, complaining of the above-named Defendant, would show unio

this Honorable Court as follows:
PARTIES AND JURISDICTION

1. Piaiatiff, Churchill Purk, is & nonprofil corporation organized and existing under
the laws of the Swate of South Carolina and having its principal place of business in Charlexton
County, South Carolina.

2, Upon information and befief, Churchill Park Homeowaers’ Association, Inc.,
(hereinafter “CPHAI™ is 8 nonprofil corporation organized and existing under the lwws of the State
of South Cayulina

3. The real property, which is the subject of this action, is located in Charleston
County, South Carolina,

4. The Court has jurisdiction over the partics and the subject matter of this action.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
5 On Japusry 10, 2000 C. Dobson Builders, inc. (hereinafter, the "Declarant™)

mocordod the Declaration of Protactive Covenanes for Churchill Park (hereinafier, the
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“Declaration™ in Book S340 at Page 595 in the Chardeston County Regisis of Doeds. Sec atiached
Exhabit A.

6. The Declaration contemplaied the creation of 2 homeowners’ agsociation to manage
the affairs of the Churchill Park subdivision, The Declaration called this iomeowners association
“Churchill Park Homeowners' Association, Inc.™ (Declaration, Article I(d)) The homeoowmers
associalion was pol incorporates when the Declarstion was filed

T. On January 24, 2000, Arncles of Incorporstion for CPHAI were filed with the South
Carotina Secretary of State. The Articles state that the members of the cofporation were Lo be the
owners of real property located in Greenvifle County, South Caroling. The Articles were filed by
an acworney located in the state of Georgia. See siached Exhnbit B.

& Ont August §3, 2003 Declarant conveyed the following parcels of common area
property (hereinafter, the “Subject Property’™) within the Churchill Park subdivizion to CPHAI by
deed reconded October 6, 2003 s Book F470 at page 324 m the Offioe of the RMC for Charteston
County:

Al those certain pieces, parcels or lots of land, sikiate, Iying and being in the Town of

Mount Pleasarit, County of Chadeston, 5State of South Carolina, wnd being morc

particularly shown and delinested 5s “BUFFER HOA 5,365 SF 113 A, 28" BUFFERVARD

{H.0.A) 2,236 SF 0.851 AC, 20" sUFFERYARD 11,387 5F 8.261 AC, R.O.A. FOND 1962 AC,

AND EXISTING 55" RUFFER H.0.A. 37,400 55 0.859 AC," on that certain plat by Southeastern

Surveying, Inc., entitled “A FINAL SUBDIVISION MLAT OF CHURCHILL PARK, PHASE i,

FARKWEST OWNED EY VENTURE MANAGEMENT OF 50UTH CAROLIMNA, LLC, LOCATED IN THE

TOWN OF MOUNT PLEASANT CHARLESTON OOUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA, " dated July 16, 1999,

and recorded in Plat Book ED at Page 411, in the RMC Office for Charleston County,

South Carolina.

TMS: 5980300001, 5930300008, 5980300009, 5980300031, 5980300032

AND:

ALL thoge cerain picces, parcels of lots of lend, situate, lying and being in the Town of

Mot Pleanant, County of Charleston, State of South Cargling, and being more

particularly shown and delincaled 25 “PaRx LE139 £0. FT. (416 ACRES, FOND H.O.A.

38,669 50, FT. 02506 ACREY, HOA 3,190 50. FY. 0.188 ACRES, AND BUPFER HLOLA. 5,366 5Q.

FL. 0. 123 ACRES, EXISTING 55° BUFFER H.O.A. 1 836 ACHES, AND #.0A. WETLARIVBUFFTR
1417 ACRES™ on that certain plar by Scutheastern Surveying, Inc., entitied “a FINaL

PaGE 1.0F %
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SUBDIVISION BLAT OF CHURCHILL PARK, PHASE H. PARCEL 10 PARKWEST OWNED BY C.
RICHARD DOBSON BUILDERS, INC., LOCATED iN THE TOWN OF MOUNT PLEASANT
CRARLESTON COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA,” dated Decemnber 27, 1999, end recorded in Plat
Book ED at Page 903, in the RMC Office for Charleston County, South Carplina.

TMS: 5980300833, 5980300059, 5980300062, 59803000674

AND»

ALL those certain pieces, purcels or Iois of land, situate, lying and being in the Town of
Mount Pleasant, County of Charlesion, State of South Camlina, and being more
particylarly shown and delinested as “WETLAND AND WETLAND BIFFER 1.671 aC
WETLAND BUFFER E.0.A." o that cortain plat by Southessiom Surveying, Inc., entitled ™
FINAL SUBDIVISION FLAT OF CHURCHILL FPARK, MHASE IT, PARCEL 10, PARKWESY OWNED BY
€. RICHARD DOBSONM BUILDERS, INC., LOCATED [N THE TOWN OF MOUNT PLEASANT
CHARLESTON COUNTY, SCGUTH CARDLINA,™ daid Decoxpber 31, 1999, and recorded in Plat
Book ED a1 Page 904, in the RMC Office for Charleston Counly, South Carolina

TMS: 5980306105

Sece anwched Exhibi C.

9. Upon mformation and befief, it wan Declaput’s intem to comvey the Subject
Property io the homoowrers” associstion regpansible for managing the comman affairs of the
Churchili Park Neighborhood in Charteston County, South Caroline, Mxy

10.  On July 31, 2003, Plamtiff was iscorporated with the South Carolina Secretary of
Staic. The Asticles of Incorporsiion show that its principal office was locsted in Mt. Pleasant,
South Carolina. See attached Exhibit L. |

1I. Allllhlﬂﬂmlﬂmg!ﬂﬁ,tb:muhﬂthewh&
Neighhorhood have besn managed by volunteer bosrd members and cumers of real property within
Churchill Park Neighborhood in Chacieston Cownty.

i2. Bascd on thesr ol other facts, in November 2617 The Honorsbie Mikell B
Scarborough entered a Final Qrder in a foreclosure action against & then homecwner finding that
Pluintifl was & successor in interest (o CHPAT and entitlad to exercisc ail righty aad obligations

PaGEIOF 9

ELSXOLIDEEIENFEYYD - SYT1d NORWOD - NOLSTHYHT - Nd B0 P 27 994 202 - O3S ATV IINCOHL I3





contained in the Declaration. See Final Ovder, 201 7-CP-10-0403 | (herzinafier, the *2017 Order™).
See¢ attached Exhibit E.

13, Tn his 2017 Order, Judge Scarborouph noted that “all propesty locaied in Charlesion
Counry”s Churchill Park Neighborhood and owned by the neighborhood should bave been placed
i the name of [Plaintiff.” (2017 O_l;éer. p-3).

14, The 2017 Drd?rjalso recognized thal Plamtiff “is the only corporate entity that
operales Charkeston County’s Churchill Park Neighborhood,” (2017 Ondier, p. 4),

I5.  Prior to the 2017 Order, CHFAD way administratively dizsolved by the South
Carolina Sectetary of State. See attached Exhibit F.

16.  in December 2017, the disgruntled former homeowner whose property was the
subject of the 2037 Order submitted forms 10 the South Carolina Secretary of State, in which he
fraudulently claimed to be an officer of CPHAL, and was able to reitsiste CPHAI as a cotporute
entity. See sttached Exhiba G.

7. Despite Judge Scarborough’s 2017 Order, comespondence which is purportedty
{rom the pewly reinstated CPHA] hag been sent to cwners within the Churchifl Park Neighborhood
fraudulently misrepresenting CPHAI }s the homeowner's association of the Churchill Park
Neighborhood. Sec attached Exhibit H.

18,  Further, while purporting 0 be an agent of CPHAL and the disgruntled former
homeowner, has anempted to file fictitious and frandulent liens against the commeon area parcels
of the Churchill Park Neighborhood in Charieston County, Sowh Carolina, with added thrests to
file additional frandulent and fictitious liens ngrinst individusl property cwners in the Charchill
Park Neighborhood in Charleston County, South Caralina. Ser artachod Exhibe I

19.  The rinstatement of CPHAI by a disgnuntled former homeowner has created @
cloud of titie on the Subject Property.

Pl A F G
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20, Plamtiff is the duly constihed homeowner's association of the Churchull Park
Subdivision.

2t Plamuff seeks w0 quiet title to the Subject Property in iis name and seeks an order
precluding any other entity from scting as the homeowners’ association for the Churchild Park

Neighborhood.

FQR
{Quiat Title)

22.  Plaindif horeby reasserts and re-ulleges cach snd every allegation set forth above.
23.  This sction is brought pursuant to 5.C. Code Amm. § $5-67-11), ¢t 3q. seeking to
quiet title o the Subject Property.
24 The Defondant bus ciaimed or may claim an interest in the Subject Property.
25.  Plantiff in mformed and believes that the claime and rights of the Defendant are
inferior to and subjeet to the right of the Plaiatiff
26.  Plaintif¥ is informed and believea that it s entitled $o an order of this Court quicting
titie to the Scbject Proparty by
8 Dewzmining that Defindmnt and any others who may sssert an interest in the
Subject Property have transferved or conveyed their enbire interest 1o Plaintiff,
or othorwise sbendontd their inserest in the Subject Property and, thexefore,
Plaintiff owns the Subicct Property ma “Churchill Park™ free snd cleer of the
cluimas of all others.

b. Such other relief a3 is just sesd proper.

FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
{Declaratory Judgemewt — Tite tv Resl Praperty)
27.  Plaintiff heraby remsscris and re-alleges each and every allegation set forth above.
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28, This action is further heought parsaant to 8.C. Code § 15-53-1) ot seq., seeking an
Order of this Court declaring the rights. tile, cwnership, lisns, and mterexts of o] partics with
respect to the Sabject Property.

29. A justiciable controversy exiets between the parties hereto end the parties bereto
have or cixgm to have xn intetest which would be =ffecied by this declaratory judgraem

30. The Plintifl is informed and believes that it is entitled © an Ovder of this Count
declaring:

a. That Defendani md sny others who mey assert an inderesi in the Subject
Propevty have tansfizred or conveyed their cntie interest 0 Plaind ¥, or
otherwise abasdoned their interest in the Subject Property and, therefore,
Plamtii¥ e the Sohject Property koown as “Churchill Paok™ free and clesr of
tho clxims of al others.

b. Soth other refisf s is just snd proper.

FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(Dedaratory Judgerment — Correct Corperxie Enilty)
31.  Plaimiff bereby reasserts and re-alieges oach and cvery aliegation sct forth above.

32.  This sction is further broughl purman to 5.C. Code § 15-53-10 et aoq., seeking an

Order of this Court declyring Defendant is woi a valid corporate entity and directing the Sovrctary
of State 10 dissolve Defendant cocporation,

33 A jusiiciable coniroversy exisis between the partieg hereso and the parties bereto
have or claim to heve an interast 'which waold be affacted by this declarasory judgment,

M. The Plaiatff is informed and believes that it i entitiod % sn Ordex of this Court
declaring:

8 Defendant was improperly rejastated. in December 2017 based upon Saudnient
filings by = dixgruntled focmer homeowner with the South Caroline Secretary
of Stare;

b. The South Carolina Secretary of Stats shall vacate the reinstaterneet snd any
subsequent filings by Defendant or individuals purporting 1o act on Defendant’s
behalf.

PACE e 9
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£ Nuo action shall be taken to reinvate Defendant &5 an entity in pood standing
withoui further order of the court; and

d. Such other redief as is just and proper.
R
(Adverse Poascasion)

35.  Plaintiff hereby roagseris and re-alteges each and every allogation act forth ahove.

36, Plaintiff has had actusl posscssion of the Subject Propery for at feast ten years.

37 Plaintiff's possexsion of the Subject Property has been open and notorious. Plaintiff
has maintasined landscaping, vegetation, sod 3 monumeni on various pieces of the Subject
Propezty. Plaintiff has continuously paid property taxes on the Subject Property.

38.  Plaintiffs possession of the Subjoct Property hag been hostile in that it iy has been
w the exclusion of afl other potential claimants.

39. Pleiniiff's posscssion of the Subject Property has bexn comtinucus end
uninterrupted for at beast ten yaars.

40.  PlamtiT's pesseasion of the Sabject Property haw been cxclusive sad not shwed
with apy other claimamt.

41,  Plaintiff is entitled to an order quieting tithe in it name.

N
(Infasetive Relief)

42, Plaintiff hoveby reasserts and re-alleges each and cvery allogation set forth above.
43. A1 the time of the filing of this Complaint, Defendant, through the actions of &
disgruntled former homeowner, has continuonsly impersonated Plaintiff as the homeowners'
axsocistion of the Churchill Park Neigitbdrhood. PlaintilT is informed snd believed these actions
have boen taken by the disgnpntied forner hammeowner in an anteppt 10 cauae confslon during the

PaciE Torg
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appeal stages of the foreclasure action; and then after appeals were éxhausied, the disgruniled
former homeowner has continued these sctions in au atiempt $o scek revenge and wreak bavoc,
These actions are an mpediment $o PlaintifY s shility to carry ool its duly constituted operation of
the neighborhood.

44 A temporay injunctiom oF \eMporsy restraining order is necessary (o prevemt
agdibional harasement of the Churchill Purk Neighborbood owners and to prevent Defendam or its
agents or purported apgents from filing of any additionsl frsedulent instromenis pending the
outcome of this action. Upon the expiratiom of temporary igjunchion or Snmporary restraining
order, 2 permanent junction will be necessary.

45,  Flunbff iz entited to 2 Wwmpoory injunction of temporary restaining order
resiraining Defimdant, ity agenis, and s parported agenta, from wking soy actioa purporting w
repieacat the Clawclsl] Park Neighbothood’s homcowners' sssocistion or the Chunchill Paek
Nreighborbood and upon the expiraton of the mporary injunction OF LEMPOCEry reETaTing order,
Plaintiff is entitled 10 a permanent mjunction.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays unto this Hororable Court as Follows:

. Foran order guicting title as set forth in Plaiotiff's first csuse of action;

2. For declantory judgment apd relief se 9ci forth in Plaintifi*s second and third

cateaes of sctiom;

k) For a0 order dectazing Pluistiff sx the cwner of the Subject Property by adverse

posacation ay set forth in Plaintiffs fourth cause of action;

4..  For injunctive relief:

1 Fw:mmhjmﬂmmm
P. For s permment infumction;
5. For sttomcy's fees;

6. Fnrthenmnﬂhiuﬁm;nﬂ
T. Forsuch other and fistther rebicf as mmy be just md proper.

Page §0F9
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February 22, 2023
Charleston, South Cerolina

Respectfully submitted,

Vv
V. Mosgan Bryant, SC Bar No. 103318
Stepbmnic Troter Kellahan 3C Bar No. 77680
MCCABE, TROTTER & BEVERLY, P.C.
4500 Fort Jacksan Boulevard, Suile 250
Columnbia, South Carolina 29200
P'hone {Iﬂ!] msmo Fax: [51131 724-5001

ATTORNEYS FOR FLAINTIFF
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ISSUED RY HEMDMH&SMTNHEWUNTYGFWTOH

CHURCHILL PARK, Plaistiff
. SUBPOENA IN A CIVIL CASE
ALAN G NIX snd NORMA J NIX, Defendant Case Number: 2017-CP-19-04431
Pending in Charleston County
TG Capers G Berr, IV
0 YOU ARE COMMANDE: : RO : and time spocified below 1 testify in the
above case. : _ ) .
S
C Qlan VY
[J YOU ARE COMMANDED ol . . + to testify ot the taking of 2
deposition i the above cam. [ :
PLACE OF DEFOSITION

X YOU ARE COMMANDED v prgg - - - -
your posseesion, custody or comtrolat{  * .
All documents in writtes, priased, or ebictodically stored Sormad related to 1) laos in the name of Charshill Park
Homecwners® Associstion, Inc. ifled by you and the finn of Bary, Unger & McIntosh, LLC with the Chariagion Couoaty
RMEMMILHIGEMW.PIFMDMMMHHIIHMMMWHMEH,
Pagn 852, MWNMhMMWWMMMNMMMﬁ
Tuly 2017. Fiest page of letier inchoded for your refareace.  If you claim stiorney clieat privilege related o any
claiming privilege. .
PLACE Bur, Unger & Mcolntosh, LIC 11 Broad 3¢ DATE AND TIME November 16, 2017, 10:-00 AM

SC 20401

] YOU ARE COMMANDETD to parmit nspectioo of the following premises xt the date and time specificd below.
FREMISES DATE AND TIME

MATTERS O 9ICH HE WILL TESTIFT OR PRODUCE DOCUMWENTS OR THINGE. THE RSN 30 DESXRGTED TESTIFY AX TO
MATTERS INCWH DK REASONABLY AVAILARLE TO THE ORANIZATION : .

SCCA 234 (052015) {Boe ke 43, South, Carolins Rl nf Civil Procedor, Parts (¢) & {d) oo pigee T med 3





CHURCHEL PARK HOMEQWNERS
ASSOUIATION IN

JOQ LONG PDINTE Lix STE 200
COLUMBIA 5C 29229-7544 USA

Commence: 17-May-2005%

Corgosation Fax

CHURCKILL PARK HOMEQWNERS
ASSCHTIATION I

PO BN 290185
COLUMEIA 50 292290004 LISA

Commence: 17-Way-2005

138 MY 2027





SCM0 3
SCHEDIALED  _ ANNUALREFORT TO BE COMPLETED BY ALL CORPORA TIONS ———b
' Mame __CHURCHILL PARK HOMEOWNERS ASSOC SS0¢ Tt E

¥ Intopoeaied under e wan of e Birie o ac

1 muuwmaMMmhmumcmmu 1121 PARK WEST BLVD —
nthe Ciy of T PLEAS Flogetem Agait r st w0crens i _LFP INC

L L) R ——"—" 1121 PBARE BLVD
Nestuir o critifed Exatuid s o S0 —

:
E
!
i
i
J
i
g
]
j
:
:
!
]

3 Duwsincomorsuy 21-24-2000 Dmm-mm—nnhuumcmm 01l-24-2000
¥ Dolw of Mt rapeny o:-zi-zup FEIN
1€. HFormom Comaration,. tha dale 3e.aBia 1 4o busrr 1y The Ttk 0 Scnuth Cartdio in T

1. w-urmdmmw-n-wmhm NO Ot k3 Ml

S |
a fﬂpﬂh%&w:muamm . &
¥ Tumdmuﬂwﬁ&mmulwmm s

ATTACH COMPLETE CORY OF FEDRRAL RETURN
Payiment Onby: Subenit Papment olsctronically for fres at MYDORWAY dor.sc.gov.

MAIL RETURN T0 THE PROPER ADDRESS
BALANGE DUE: REFUNDS OR ZERO TAX:
3CDoR ACooR
CORPORATE TAXASLE CORPORATE REFUND
COLUMBIA, B¢ H214-0033 COLUMBIA, 5C 202 14-0072

L 30913032 J





SCT120 Chuxchill Park Homesowners Assa

o Paged
SCHEDULE D ANNUAL REPGRT 10 BE COMPLEIED BY ALL CORPORATION® )
Nama CRACNLALE AMSOC LIC.

1.
2
3

g

19Q

11,

12

11
4.

Incenprirrtod urdie i 13w af (e Siats of
Lacaion o e ey siced Ofic ofthe Cormaration n e sk of oot Casolnare__S17 Rsth VISEA Road™ 317 Fath ¥isti Foad

Lexington Lo,
e ot s Taret sy 485" auu”‘?f.'mr,—cr'&ﬁeu—mnw—

Majura of principa) busnesa in SC

Tie: Loda! nusribar of aothvorized sheroe dwmmwdmm“indm.Mmmﬂﬂmuum
MAMEEROFSHARER: = [CLASE: BERES:

Tire totai renbety of gmiad nd outsianding sihiees. of osltel sheck danzod by cexs and wries, E ay, wilin sach ot i 23 ol
UABER OF SHARGT: CLASS: BERIES;

The twacans arwd Gusiwes acdmases of the dimcions (or indviousls inclioing 29 decla} and principal oficen i e Carperston are:
(F ackcitionssl epmon Ls necassary. silach sepands sohaculel.
HAME TITLE BLISINESS ADDRESS

Oete incorperatad __0%/24/2000 Dhsinass inths Stata of South Carollnewss — 01/24/2000
ato o 1l repert D3723/3008 e —
It Foiuign Codpdrsior, hdﬂhwumwﬂﬂumwﬂmmmﬂuu
Wag thm namn of the Corporation simngad durig | Ko

Thuﬂnrmﬂimm“huum

Lacated sl {sireal address} JF : ; d —
nmm.mmwm Schved Jhﬁwwhhm
The okl amiunt oF skaded copilal par balancs ahaad is;

A. Yobal paid i Capitel Stock (camanal be & segative snouT SR 1

8 Totsl paid In Caphal Sw/phus (cannl be & stgative smounty - - - - §
- Totsl smout of stated Capal {canncd iy & nagalive smounl} - - §

ATTACH COMPMLETE COPY OF FEDERAL RETURN

File olsstronically uging Madesizad Elsctronlc Fing (MeF).
Suleoit pryovent slecticuleally for Ires 42 MyODRWAY.dor.20.gov.

MAL RETUAN TO THE PROPER ADDRESS

5G GEPAKTIRENT OF REVENUE 2 BERARTRENT OF REvERUE
COLTRBA, 5 Tt reats COLUMEA, $E 10744 8932

I09E30N0





3 Lacation of the Segittased OMca of the Cosporation n v State of South Carcia s 37 _RGEh Vinta Woad
e e 2 Lt S e
F

4. Locslion of principal office {airest addnesa) x
MNatura of principal businexs b TOA
3 nnwunwmanﬂuﬂuﬂudﬂunnﬂcqmﬂﬂmtlimuﬁhmhulMiHHLHmmeMuHmdﬂ:h:nMwa
NUMBER OF SHARES CLAGS: SERIEE:
6 Thewts mmmbw ol lyyued and oultsianding < hams of rapla mingc heaizact by ciuts il wacies, U aty, willn ach cigas bt 55 R
NUMBER OF EHARES: LLASE: SCRIES

T The nimet s Ouisioaaa icidresaas of de racions (o7 individusl Linicring &8 dinklors) sed prmcip! sticen in = Covpasiion s
{if sccisiona o i FHICBAEATY, Mhﬂlmm.
NAME TME RUSINEAS ADDRESS

8. Daleincorporasd _ 91/24/2000 Data commancad busirass x the Slats of South Carclinawae__ 91724,/2000

9. Deis of this raport U3718/20% 5 FEH ) -
10 Hnuﬂnuhnnuum;u-d-muuhdhdbh-h-nhihsuh-uhuhﬂwdmiu

" Hﬁnﬂunnnuﬂﬂ.cupwihnd-qudmhgmlw-n Olver old coma

12 The Comporstion’s hooks &6 in bhe cang of Managicant Urong

; T Tadar
Looatad al {wireet sddvesa) §!HE_lEiEiiFIIIi“IHT_EEiEIEEfiT"lE”!IEII_“*__*“'
T Hﬂhunmudululnuqudnuﬂumuhﬂd-mnutrluhcupuihnidmhdhinnuuﬂﬂdbn

15. The-total amount of staded capital par Dilence shest fx:

afTummmmw{muammﬁ ek
c.hwiamumhﬂthuﬂﬂqﬂﬂﬂnnmubclnqpum-manﬂ---t

ATTACH COMPLETE GOPY OF FEDERAL RETURN

mmmmnmmwk

Pay otditu by mm:mmmw&-mmw‘v.d dor.sc.govipay. Selact Biminess
Income Tax Paymant 1o gl staried.

MAIL RETURN TO THE PROPER ADDRESS

8C DEPARIRERT OF FEVERUE sc DEP AR TR oF REASwE

CORFPORATE T,

ool iR oIS

wwuFﬂuuiﬁqpanMhyﬁmuwmﬂu:hutnuﬂﬂ-macnqunmuﬂdﬂhwnutmdmhamiuuthmtadFEwundMnn

913057





5C1e2a Churchill Park Someouners Asszo
8GHEGULE B REFORT 10 B COMPLE
1.

2
3

4.

0.
.
2.

13.
Ll 3

(naorporated uiikn the s of th st of 8C

Malure of priecipel business i 5C —H0A
Tommuu-mn-udmmwmmmwrm. within emch, clasy
Mumbar of chures

Clate breorporubed 4/2 Date comesenced business o South Corolina . _03/24/2000
Dot of s resort a FEIN :

A rummmmmh-mmn ----- 5
&rmmmmmmu;mmﬂ U 1
G. rﬂmdﬂdnﬂuﬁ:mhamhmm MU 4

ATFAGH COMPLETE COPY OF YOUR FEIERAL RETURK
HIMMMHMWWMM

Faymants: Poy anline our e b , MYQORWAY, & dor. .
MMWMTH%N“W an_

umwnmmmmmmmsmmwmmm_awmnhhm.

Ml] Batznos Dus etums to: Mall Rafund ar Zero Tax retiene to:
hpsm‘ruﬂ
[ Radund
PO Box 1064 Coponats

PO B 128
Columbie, SC 2920z Calimbia, SC 292140032

30513087





8. Dalyinoarsorsted
¥ Dais o this mport
10, of fornign corporgtion. e dals
11, Vs b nismis of the coxparetion

13, Hmmmm
14, Tmmamm;-rmm
A.Tupﬂhmm(ﬂunh:w-mﬂ ----- ]
8. mwmmm(mu-mm rree k
c. Tﬁmﬂu“wmhnmm S |

annmdpwmumm
memﬂmﬂmmmm.

Payinantie: mmmwmnm.ummvmnmw. Select Gucinazy incoms Tex Payment
o gat atariad.

ummmmmmmmumwmmmm.tnm.msctmuhm

Nall Balanos Dus miyms to:

Ihlﬂ.lﬁndwhn'rnmw;
SCDOR SGCOOR
Comporsty Tasmbie Corporave Ratund

PO Bax 100151 PO Bax 1256
Colunbia, 90 29200

Colurnbla, SC 20214-0032

309%30kL5





Churchill Park Homeowners Association, Inc
Collections Policy for 2021

Each owner agrees Lo timaly pay to the Association {a) annual asssssments or charges; {b}
special assessments; and {c) specific assessments Sgainst any particular Lot Each Owner alsg
agrees tc pay reasonable fines as may be imposed,

All assessments shall accrue Interest at a rate of 18% but not less than 50 cents; incleding
without limitation, reasonable attorney’s fees incurred. The assessments and charges shali be 3
continuing lien on the Lot against which each assessment is made and shail be the personal
obligation of the person who was the Qwnier of such Lot at the time of the ASSESSMENL.

Assessmnuuedueinhnuawufﬂchnarirdﬂwmrswiﬂhaueunﬂlﬁprilaﬁ“mpw.asuf
Mayf1“hterestriltswiilheappﬁedarﬁwilmtkmeudrmrﬂ:umilpidhﬁm.

From the CCR:

Late Charyes: AN Axcaccments, $hail Accrue iate charges, interest ( not to exceed the lasser of
the maximum rate permitied by law or sighteen percent (18%) per annum on the principal
amaunt due), tost, including without limitation reasonable attorney’s fees attuaily incurred,
The assessment and charges shall be a continuing ien upon the Lot against which each
assessment is made and shall also be personal obgation of the parson who was the Owner of
such Lot at the time the assessivwnt foll due.





NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF APPELLATE COURT CLERKS CODE OF
PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT

Preface

This Code of Professional Conduct was adopted by the National Conference of
Appellate Court Clerks on August 11, 1983, at its annual meeting in New Orleans,
Louisiana, and amended on August 6, 1992, at the twentieth annual meeting in
Washington, D.C., on August 5, 1993, at the twenty-first annual meeting in Nashville,
Tennessee, and on August 6, 2009, at the thirty-sixth annual meeting in Sacramento,
Calitornia.

Preamble

The National Conference of Appellate Court Clerks, mindful that the character and
conduct of its members should never be objects of indifference, and that declared ethical
standards shouid become habits of life, adopts these principles which should govern the
personal practice of appellate court clerks. The administration of justice requires
appellate court clerks 10 adhere to the highest ideals of personal and official conduct.

The members of the National Conference of Appellate Court Clerks are dedicated
to the highest standards of personal integtity and professional conduct. Their role in
appellate courts casts upon them duties concerning their relationship to the other
branches of government, the citizenry and all who ¢ome in contact with him or her.
Theretore, the National Conference of Appellate Court Clerks adopts this Code of
Professional Conduct as a guide of appropriate professional conduct and to promote the
development and application of education, professional judgment and skill within the
Jjudiciary they serve. The provisions of this code should be construed and applied to
further these objectives.

Where any state or federal statutory requirements or court rules and policies
address the same areas, they will take precedence over this code.





CANONI
Members of the National Conference of Appellate Count Clerks Should Maintain the
Highest Standard of Professional Conduct in the Performance of their Dutigs

An independent and honorable judiciary is indispensable to justice in our society.
Members of the National Conference of Appellate Court Clerks participate in
¢slablishing, maintaining, and enforcing the law, and should themselves observe high
standards of conduct so that the integrity, impartiality and independence of the judiciary
may be preserved.

Adopted effective August 11, 1983. Amended effective August 6, 1992; amended
effective August 5, 1993; amended effective August 6, 2009.

CANON I

Members of the National Conference of Appellate Court
Clerks Should Avoid Empropriety and the Appearance of Impropriety in all Activities

(A) A member should respect and comply with the law and should conduct himself or
herself at all times in a manner that promotes public confidence in the integrity and
impartiality of the judiciary.

{B) A member should not allow family, social, or other relationships to influence his or
her official conduct or the conduct of his or her office. A member should not lend the
prestige of his or her office to advance the private interests of others; nor should a
member convey or permit others to convey the impression that they are in a special
position to exert such influence.

{C) A member may accept a gift donated to a group of employees. e.g. all the employees
of an office or unit of the court system, provided that the value and circumstances of the
gift are such that it could not be reasonably inferred that the gift would influence the
employees in the performance of their official duties or that such influence was the
purpose of the donor, and provided that any cmployee accepting such a gift promptly
reports the gift to the supervisor, who shall be responsible for its proper distribution.
Gifts received with the understanding that they will influence employees” official actions,
decisions, or judgments are prohibited.





Adopted effective August 11, 1983. Amended effective August 6, 1992; amended
effective August 3, 1993, amended effective August 6, 2009,

CANON II1

Members of the Conference of Appellate Court Clerks Should Perform the Duties of
Office Impartially and Diligently

(A) A member should be patient, dignified and courteous to litigants, lawyers, and others
with whom he or she deals in an official capacity, and should require similar conduct by
staff and others subject to their direction and control.

{B) A member should exercise great care and discretion in initiating or considering ex
parte or other communications concerning a pending or impended proceeding. However,
a member may be calied upon in the course of his or her duties to cxplain to litigants and
their counsel the rules, operating procedures, and other practices of the court. Such
cxplanations should always be rendered in an impartial manner, so as not 10 advantage or
disadvantage any litigant. A member should never offer explanations to one party that
the member would not share with the opposing party.

{C} A member should not disclose to any unauthorized person or persons any contidential
information concerning authorship of pending opinions, internal calendar memos,
internal discussions relating to pending decisions, content of proposed opinions, or any
other information designated by the court as confidential.

(D) A member should abstain from public comment on the merits of a pending or
impending preceeding in any couwrt, and should require similar abstention on the part of
all court personnel subject to his or her direction and control. This subsection does not
prohibit members from making public statements in the course of their official duties or
from explaining for public information the procedures of the court.

(E) A member should support the reputation and integrity of the judicial system and,
because statements of a member may carry considerable weight with the public, should
not make derogatory comments that would undermine public confidence in or promote
disrespect for the judicial system.





(F) A member should maintain the files and other records of the court in a conscientious
and accurate manner and continue to develop policies and procedures for reducing time
delay and improving efficiency of the appellate process.

(G) A member shouid diligently discharge responsibilities, maintain professional
competence in judicial administration, and facilitate the performance of the
responsibilities of other courts and court officials.

(H) A member should require staff and other personnel subject to his or her direction and
conitrol to observe the standards of fidclity and diligence that apply to the member.

Adopted effective August 11, 1983, Amended effective August 6, 1992; amended
effective August 5. 1993, amended effective August 6, 2009.

CANON IV

Members of the Nationaj Conference of Appellate Court Cleks Should Fngage in
Activities 1o Improve the Law, the Legal System and the Administration of Justice

(A} A member should encourage dialogue between his or her's office and bar
assoctations, judges, legal secretary associations, trial court and appellate court clerk
associations and court reporters in an effort to promote better understanding of the court’s
processes. The member may participate in or conduct educational seminars for the
henefit of those doing business with the office,

(B) A member should be alert to the need for improvements in the rules, court procedures
and administrative functions of the court and offer suggestions for appropriate changes
and improvements of the appellate process.

Adopted effective August 11, 1983. Amended cffective August 6, 1992, amended
effective August 6, 2009.





CANONY

Members of the National Conference of Appellate Court Clerks Should Regulate Outside
Activities to Minimize Risk of Conflict With Court Related Duties

{A) Avocational Activities. A member may engage in avocational activities as long as
they do not take undue advantage of their position demean their office or interfere with
the performance of their duties,

(B) Civic and Charitable Activities. A member may participate in civic and charitable
activities that do not reflect adversely upon the their impartiality or interfere with the
performance of the their dulies. A member may scrve as an officer, director, trustee, or
nonlegal advisor of an educational, rcligious, charitable, fraternal, or civic organization
except that a member should not serve if it is likely that the organization will be engaged
in procecdings that would ordinarily come before the member’s court or will be regularly
engaged in adversary proceedings in any court.

{C) Financial Activitics.

(1) A member should refrain from financial and business dealings that tend to reflect
adversely on his or her impartiality, interfere with the performance of the member’s
duties, or exploit the member’s posilion.

(2) Subject to the requirements of subsection {1}, a member may hold and manage
investments, including real estate, and engage in other remunerative activities, but should
not participate in nor permit his or her name to be used in connection with any business
venture or commercial advertising pregram, with or without compensation, in such a way
as would justify a reasonable inference that the power or prestige of the member’s office
is being utilized to promote business or commercial product.

(3) A member should not request or accept any remuneration, gift, bequest, favor, or loan
that is made with the intent to influence or that creates an appearance of influencing the
member in the exercise of court related duties.

(4) Acceptance by members who are elected of campaign contributions should be
governed by any applicable state laws or court rles,

Adopted effective August 11, 1983, Amended effective August 6, 1992; amended
effective August 5, 1993, amended effective August 6, 2009.





CANON VI

Members of the National Conference of Appellate Court Clerks Should Avoid Political
Activities Which May Give the Appearance of Bias or Impropriety

A member is entitled to entertain personal views on political questions and is not required
1o surrender rights or opinions as a citizen. Many jurisdictions expressiy prohibit
political activity on the part of employecs of the judicial branch of government. To the
extent that political activity is not expressly prohibited, a member should avoid political
activity which may give rise to a suspicion of bias or impropriety in any matter pending
or impending before his or her court.

Adopled effective August 11, 1983. Amended effective Avgust 6, 1992, amended
effective August 8, 2009,

CANON VII

Members of the National Conference of Appellate Cournt Clerks Should Seek To Improve
His or Her Professional Competence and That of His or Her Stafl

(A) A member should seek 10 improve his or her professional competence and that of his
or her staff by participating in educational programs and seminars such as those provided
by the Conference, reading profession-related materials, and attending and participating
in other activities likely to enhance the level of competence of the member and his or her
staff.

{B) A member should participate actively in the exchange of ideas for rule change and
improvement in appellate court programs and procedures with other appellate courts in
the United States and with other national organizations focused on court management.

Adopted effective August 11, 1983. Amended cffective August 6, 1992, amended
effective August 6, 2009,





CANON VIl

A Member of the National Conference of Appellate Courts Should Not Engage in
Discrimination Based on Race, Sex, Religion or Political Affiliatzon

(A} A member should not discriminate based on race, sex, religion, national origin,
disability. age, sexual orientation, socioecononiic status, or political affiliation in dealing
with attorneys, secretaries, paralegals, court reporters, their staffs, other court related
personnel, or others doing business with the court or in hiring practices.

({B) A member should not discriminate in the hinng or the promotion of personnel bascd
on sexual or other favors.

Adopted effective August 11, 1983. Amended effective August 6, 1992, amended
cffective August 6, 2009.






