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BACKGROUND
The Respondents are attempting to have my appeal dismissed based upon minor errors in 

procedure but have not provided any reason based upon the substance of the case to have it dismissed.  
They are doing this because of the compelling evidence I have submitted in my Brief that the decision 
by the ALC was faulty. Furthermore during the appeal discovery process there will be much more 
evidence provided as I will be able to compel DHEC officials to testify as to errors in their testimony 
before the ALC be they errors or negligence.  I beg the Court to allow the appeal to proceed.
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Regarding Councel's claims I offer the following information.  As to missing deadlines, I travel a lot 
and as communications arrive by mail, I often don't see them timely.  I request the Court copy me by e-
mail as well as snail mail.  Also they reference Mr. Terry Richardson as my attorney of record even 
though I never retained Mr. Richardson and a Richardson E-mail to Mr. Churdar on June 6 clearly told 
Mr. Churdar that he was not my attorney.  This leads me to believe that this request to dismiss although
including Mr. Churdar, was prepared by Ms. Shahid without consulting Mr. Churdar.

The minor delays in the resolution of this appeal is not the reason that the Respondents cannot proceed 
with the sale of their property.  They cannot proceed because the permits are likely illegal. Litigation 
has been going on since Feb. 2021 when the permits were issued.  Respondents' councel has stalled by 
continuing unsuccessfully to have the case dismissed.  DHEC has erred egregiously in issuing permits 
and Councel does not want to defend its case.  I am prepared to begin litigation today.
Appellant seeks an order to allow the appeal to proceed.
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