
From: ryanpowell
To: Court Of Appeals Filings
Subject: LB Park, LLC v. San Juan Holdings (2) 2022-001650
Date: Wednesday, July 26, 2023 8:38:18 AM
Attachments: Response to letter to re-serve ROA full.pdf

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

Dear Clerk,

Attached for filing is a letter to the Clerk of Court.

Please filestamp and return a copy to me.

Thank you,
Ryan Powell

Sent with Proton Mail secure email.
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July 26, 2023
Jenny A. Kitchings, Clerk of Court
VIA email only to ctappfilings@sccourts.org


Re: LB Park, LLC v. San Juan Holdings, et. al;. case #2022-001650


Ms. Kitchings,


I am in receipt of your July 25, 2023 letter ("Your Letter") in which you demand that I serve 
the Respondent with a copy of my April 28, 2023 Record on Appeal within 10 days or you will 
dismiss my appeal.  Your demand is stated as being based on the June 28th order of the Court 
denying my motion to strike and on Rule 210 SCACR.  Your demand is neither authorized by 
the June 28th Court order nor by Rule 210 SCACR, as proven by the following:


1)  The Court's June 28th order denying my motion to strike did NOT give the Respondent 
permission to file their initial brief after their filing deadline had expired and in no way places 
any obligation on me to, inter alia, re-serve the April 28th Record on Appeal.  If the June 28th 
order did place any obligation on me to do anything, you would have immediately threatened me
to take such action or suffer my appeal being dismissed.  However, you waited a month to make 
your threatening demand.  Why did you wait so long?  Clearly because you hadn't yet schemed 
up this new fraudulent idea until after I informed you in my July 19, 2023 letter that I would not 
be complying with your last fraudulent idea put forth in your July 18, 2023 letter;  


2)  The Court more than likely denied my motion to strike in their June 28th order because you 
DO NOT have any authority to include Respondent's Brief in the record that gets submitted to 
the Court because Respondent's Brief was untimely filed/served.  Also the Court of Appeals has 
no authority to compel you to do your job as only the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court has the 
authority to supervise you;


3) I already timely filed and served my April 28th Record on Appeal.  See attached as Exhibit A,
a filestamped copy of my Certificate of Service for that record.  At the time I filed and served 
that record, Respondent had missed their filing/service deadline for their initial brief so 
according to Rule 210 (a) SCACR, I had no obligation whatsoever to serve that record on them 
(see Exhibit A).  Rule 210 (a) SCACR reads in pertinent part -


"Within thirty (30) days after service of the last brief, the appellant shall serve a copy of 
the Record on Appeal on each party who has served a brief" [emphasis mine]. 


Since Respondent filed/served their Initial Brief and Designation of Matter on May 12, 2023, and
their deadline was April 24th, if the Rules required me to then re-serve the record on them, I 
would have had to first include the matter that they designated to be included and I would have 
had to have served that updated record within 30 days of May 12th.  Clearly, your demand that I 
now re-serve the April 28th Record on Appeal that does not contain the matter that Respondent 
designated to be included not only violates Rule 210(a) SCACR but also violates Rule 210(c) 
SCACR.  Despite your drivel to the contrary, you do not have the authority to use threats and 
deception to force a party to violate the Appellant Court Rules.







4) Your motive for your latest fraud documented in Your Letter is clearly to threaten, intimidate, 
and/or deceive me into serving my April 28th Record on Appeal on the Respondent so that they 
can then file/serve their Final Brief according to Rule 211(a) SCACR.  Rule 211(a) SCACR 
reads in pertinent part - 


"Within twenty (20) days after the service of the Record on Appeal, each party shall 
serve a copy of his final brief(s) on every other party to the appeal," [emphasis mine].


I will neither be intimidated nor deceived into helping the Respondent untimely file/serve 
their frivolous Final Brief so that they can steal my property; and


5)  You stated in Your Letter that "We construe your filing as a request to withdraw your initial 
reply brief.".  There are at least two (2) problems with that statement.  First, my initial Reply 
Brief is initial, not final, so it could never be submitted to the Court for their consideration.  
Second, you do not have any judicial authority so you cannot "construe" anything.  Construing 
entails a legal determination and only a judge can make a legal determination.  See definition of 
"construe" -


"To put together; to arrange or interpret the words of an instrument, statute, regulation, 
court decision or other legal authority.  To ascertain the meaning of language by a 
process of arrangement, interpretation and inference.", Black's Law Dictionary, 6th 
edition, pg 315.


As Albert Einstein is famously thought to have said ... "insanity is doing the same thing 
over and over and expecting a different result".  You, and your deputy clerk, have attempted 
to defraud me numerous times but not once have you succeeded.  Yet you continue your 
"scheme to defraud" expecting that the next time you will get me!  Obviously you are quite 
insane.  Your insanity includes numerous commissions of mail fraud (18 U.S.C. 1341) which
under the RICO act could have you imprisoned for up to twenty (20) years!  And I have 
evidence in my hands that prove your commission of those crimes but yet you boldly 
continue to commit your crimes without the least bit of embarrassment or repentance.  You 
are not only insane but you also appear to be quite psychopathic.


Let it also be known that if you force me to have to make a claim against your bond, and 
the damages are high enough which they will be if you unlawfully dismiss my appeal, you 
will become unbondable and thereafter you will never again be able to hold any public office 
or office of trust!  It would be wise for you to immediately mark both of my appeals as 
"ready for consideration" and clean up both appeal records so that only the timely filed and 
correct versions of the parties appeal documents get submitted to the Court.


/s Ryan Powell
Ryan Powell, appellant
287 East Hawfields
Pittsboro, NC 27312


cc: Sarah P. Spruill, P.O. Box 2048 (29602), Greenville, SC 29601







THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals
_____________________


APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas


Teasa K. Weaver, Master-in Equity
____________________________


Case No. 2020-CP-46-00549
Appellate Case # 2022-001650


LB PARK, LLC,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . Respondent,


v.


San Juan Holdings, Brett Osborne, the trustee; Brett Osborne as Trustee of San Juan 
Holdings; Ryan Powell; and John Doe and Mary Roe, representing all unknown persons 
having or claiming to have any right, title, or interest in or to, or lien upon, the real estate 
described as 25056 Timberlake Drive, York County, South Carolina, TMS 643-10-001-
023, their heirs and assigns, and all other persons, firms, or corporations entitled to claim 
under, by or through the above named Defendant(s), and all other persons or entities 
unknown claiming any right, title, interest, estate in, or lien upon the real estate described
as 25056 Timberlake Drive, York County, South Carolina, TMS 643-10-01-023, ... . . . . .
Defendants,


of whom Ryan Powell is the.. . .  . . . . . .  .  . . . . . .  .  . . . . . .  . . . . . . Appellant.
____________________________________________


Certificate of Service For Record on Appeal
____________________________________________


I certify that I served No Respondents with a copy of the Record on Appeal because no 
Respondents filed an initial brief.  According to Rule 210(a) SCACR no Respondent needs to be 
served a copy of the record on appeal if they fail to file a brief..


_04/28/2023______ _/s Ryan Powell__________
Date Ryan Powell, Appellant


c/o 25056 Timberlake Drive
Fort Mill, South Carolina 


Apr 28 2023






