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THE STATE OF SOUTH CARQLINA Jul 192023

In The Court of Appeals
[In The Supreme Court] SC Court of Appeals

Appellate Case No: 2023-000045

REQUEST
WITHOUT DISHONOR

ORAL HEARING
&
IMMEDIATE INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

DUE TO: UN-CONSTITUTIONAL LOWER COURT EVICT ORDERS

WITHIN ADMIRALTY: TITLE 28 1331 (1) COMMON LAW

Danny L. Ivester, Sr., Appeliant,

EYZC RE, LLC, Respondent.

July 19, 2023



To: The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings: Clerk.

Thank you for your service and time with this matter.

I seek the immediate exigency attention of the court & Justices.
Again I am under attack by Un-Constitutional orders of the lower
courts that: (a) Support the FRAUD that State of SC, inc, agents
created in denying Appellant’s Constitutional Rights of redress.
Appellant In good faith of this court for CONSTITUTIONAL Article
3 Judicial Honor, request immediate injunctive relief ORDER.
Lower court hearings have shown government representation for
Respondent only by irrelevant state statute 27-40-800, which
offers no jurisdiction. Also, violates Appellant’s equal protection
& procedural due process. Prays Qaths to U.S, & S.C Constitution

arise and defend the people’s Law of the land, as is in pleadings.

Bond hearing Order, violates: Article 6, section (2) Supremacy
Clause. SC statute 27-40-800 is absolute contrary of jurisdiction
in use as Attainder pains & penalty ex post facto law, irrelevant.
Order iIs without subject matter jurisdiction and Unconstitutional.

I request [Immediate Injunctive relief to stay evict bond ORDER,

and set calendar for Appellant an ORAL HEARING on this matter.

I re affirm Forma pauperis with this matter in whole, Yet if there

is a fee for this emergency relief request please advise, ASAP.



10. Appellant’s case is based upon sound Constitutional Rights for
truth in (people’s) ownership of private property, and without
government infringement In FRAUD by Totalitarian state acts.

Due to exigency: Service being made by Fax to courts & Respondent.
Jurisdiction

U.5. & 5.C, Constitutions; Explicitly: Preamble & Bill of RIGHTS.

In; Common Law; Within The Admiralty, Savings to Suitor, In Personam &
Rem. Title 28 U.S.C. 1333 (1) or 1337, 1331. USC Title 42, 1982 - 83 - 85
—.£6 = 88. South Carolina 15-67-100, Jury. Want of Form: (a) *
Judiciary Act of September 24, 1789.

Title 18 USC, 241, 242, Foreign Sovereign Immunity act.

Uniform Commercial Code: 1-308, 1-103.6. 3rd: Sovereign: Hooven Supra
1945, 28 USC 2284 (b), (2), (3). 28 U.5.C 1343, Title 18, Part 1,
Chapter 63, § 1341: Frauds and swindles, UCC 2-201 stands.

Appellate Here: first serves: The Sgvereign Kingdom of Yahweh GOD.

Christian appellation Danny L. Ivester, Sr. is: The only true owner of
the Constitutional property 211 Hwy 17 Piedmont, S5.C.. The Secured
party, and ONLY: Party of interast and Holder in due course, UCC 1-
308. Pertains to all: ms 37, IJn 8:32 9.

Explicitly: All rights reserved. =308, 1-103.6.

Date: _July 19, 2023

In Proprla Persona, Sui juris: 6anny . Ivester, 5r.
All at God’s grace & guide 864 741 9054

Appellant certifies: He Constituted entirely as true, correct and complete, a
bill of lading. For allin claim or judgment:

Penalty of perjury attaches.



State of South Carolina
Anderson County
Jurisdiction
Within Adrmiralty
Title 28, USC, 1333 (1)

To: The Honorable C, Rena Thomason, Clerk

Magistrate case no: 2022-CV-0410700014
Appellant Case no: 2022-CP-04-01976, Cross Clalm Case SCSC: 2019-001742.

Ref: Unlawful, Administrative Law ORDER of May 24, 2023.
Recelve: Allege Evict Order dated Jul 14, 2023, as True Copy on, July 17, 2023.

1, Your Administrative Law Order 7/14/2023, now a negotiable instrument is
unltawful in Fraud exceeding the consent of the governed, and I do NOT owe
this, UCC 1-308, 1-103.6., 2-201, Also any police powers enforcement
furthers the State of SC, inc's, Fraud & Fraudulent convey of private property.

2, Bond Order as decided 5/24/23 by the CP Court and Judge in collusion with
Respondent was Objected to in court, And, formally with Court of Appeals as
it is: Un-Constitutional & made by Renters statute, without jurisdiction: Void,

3. Allege bond Order is in direct violation of 5.C. Constitution, Art- 1, sections 1,
2, 3, 4,10, 13, 14, 22, 23, State of SC, inc, and fraudulent conveyance of
Appellant’s private property, by judicial agents, §.C. code 27-23-30.

4. Appellant is making Request for ORAL HEARING in the Court of Appeals & The
5.C. Supreme Court - In Admiralty, Cross Claim Case No: 2019-0011742.

5. Allege jurisdiction claim under 27-40-800: fails. This section is a renters /
landlord agreement under sign lease. Also all conveying by Title 27 must be
without Fraud 27-23-90. By this zllege bond CP court and Judge followed
Fraudulent conveyance S.C. code Title 27-23-30, Therefore Order is without
subject matter jurisdiction & void, Also, S.C. code ann article 3, 19-3-120,

6. State of SC, inc, is without immunity. Within Admiralty Act, Bill of lading act,
Admiralty extenslion act, Foreign Soverelgn Immunity Act, Public Vessels Act.
These are relevant with upcoming sults by Appellant.

7. Here: Order to evict, ref: Appellant Pro se, this is a misnomer. Appellant in all
is Jn_Propria persona, Natural person. The label pro se are persons of fiction &
a 1* amendment violation of Appellant’s Religion, Right to Christian worship &
as so cltizenship can only be in The Kingdom of Yahweh GOD & Jesus Christ.
This is ene of the 1% violations of Fraud by State of SC, inc, agents (2017),

8. Your Order is void. However it is NOT sign by that JUDGE presenting & has
NQ validation. Signing prompts commercial liability, without all is: VOID,

9. Jurisdiction, sovereign immunity, equal protection or other of filings: ATTACH.

10,  The Sovereign Kingdom of GOD is my guide. So, His blessings be on all, in
truth, we are U.5. Constitutionally free or Capitalist Communist. Jude 1:9,
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