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.In The Court of Appeals
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Case No 2023-000822

McCutchen Esq For

Deborah Cole Respondent,
V.
Joseph A. Stagar Pro Se | Appellant.
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IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL

Appellant propose the following be include in the Record of Appeal
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Joseph Stagar
9758 Little Rsver%d NwW
Ash, NC 28420
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Appellant proposes the following be included in the Record on Appeal:

1. Summons and Complaint with Request for Admission August
26, 2021 Filed. NO ANSWER MAILED BACK to Plaintiff

2. Motion for Default Judgment September 30, 2021

| 3 Answer from Defendant pulled off Horry county Clerks Filé
- Defendant Cole acting as Pro Se No Replies sent by Mail to
 Plaintiff

4. Electronic Notification pulled off of Horry Clerks File by
Appellant. Respondent Attorney not in Compliance with court.

5. Motion to Compel Default Judgment October 29, 2021

6. Electronic Notification sent Twenty four more times to
Respondents Attorney Luther O McCutchen, Ill. The Plaintiff
Must be served by Traditional means (U.S. CERTIFIED MAIL,

REGISTERED, RESTRICTED) ORDERD by CIRCUIT COURT

7.  Before Court Hearing started Attorney McCutchen and
Presiding Judge Mccaslin were taking about his Uncle and there
family inter action had for years. The Judge should have taken
herself off the case (Bias and being Prejudice to the Pro Se
Plaintiff) |



FORM 14
Pg3
8.  Transcript of Proceedings pp. 2-18-23; pg3-5-15/17-18 /
22-24; [ pgl-11-12/ pg5-21-24;/ pg 6-1-5; 8-9; / pg8-12-18; / pg9-1-3;/
Pg10-16-20;/
EVIDENCE
Summons and Complaint with Request for Admission

August 26 2021 ; Motion For Default Sept 30, 2021; NO REPLY
FROM DEFENDANT BY U.S. MAIL;

All answers from McCutchen Esq did not follow the Courts
ORDER to send Joseph A, Stagar Pro Se “ The following people
have not been served electronically by the Court. There for,
they MUST be served by the TRADITIONAL MEANS.
McCutchen Esq for Deborah Cole the Respondent TURNED A
BLIND EYE TO THE ORDER OF THE COURT TWENTY FOUR
TIMES WITH ELEVEN ORDERS

CONCIUSION

The Respondent according to the Rules of Civil Procedure was
and has been served the right way. According to Presiding
Judge Debra McMaslin Rules are Rules ignorance of the law is
not an excuse puls the judges personal animus
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RE From page 3 Conclusion

The Judge McMaslin and the Horry County Court system has
showed Bias, and exhibits prejudice to the Pro SE Plaintiff

The Animus Doctrine Involves scrutinizing the reason
government action if the exhibits Bias toward a pro se attorney
is not JUSTIFABLE on any GROUNDS

| certify that this designation contains no matter which is
irreverent to this appeal

>

September 6, 2023 Joseph A. Stagar Pro SE
9758 Little River Rd Nw
Ash North Carolina 28420

Appellant (910) 287-7711
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On July 24,2021 with your business establishment full of peaple you verbally in a loud voice accused
me of being a pedophile. When my wife and myself left you continued to accuse me of being pedophile
to your customers, This Is not the first time in an open bar you have accused me. On July 25 you accused
me of the same thing In frant of your bartender and then barred my wife and myself. This is a slander
harming my personal reputation of telling one or more other people something untrue and damaging
about me. | DO HAVE ENOUGH PROOF TO PROVE PRIMA FACIE CASE. (Res Ipsa loquitur) plus this does
not DSMS. To remedy this situation you have cholces publically apologize to me wife and myself with
the known people that you have slandered me to or you will leave me no choice but to take you into

District Court or small claim court for monetary restitution. You have 14 business days to respond or the
choice will be made for you.

“*Sew Réverse for (nstruc

~ Joseph A, Stagar
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" STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE DISTRICT COURT
COUNTY OF HORRY ; & |
| Joseph A. Stagar . l
o Plaintiff )) SUMMONS
. Deborah Cole | ; '
-, | Défendaht J

. | . FILENO ZOZJ EP%SIW(
| TOTHE DEFNDANT ABOVE -NAMED |

YOU ARE SUMMONED and
Requured to answer the complaint herein, a copy of which Is herewith served
upon you, and served a copy of your answer to this complaint upon the

subscriber, at the address shown, within thirty {30) days after service hereof,
exclusive of the day of such service, and if you fall to answer the complaint,

judgment by default will be rendered against you for the relief demanded in the
complaint. o

Conway, SC

August 26, 2021

a:JOSZh A, Stagar P;?int!ﬁ for

Plaintiff Fwo S£
Address 9758 Little River Rd. NW.
Ash, Nxfzgzﬁ S
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
)
COUNTY OF HORRY ) FIFTEENTH JUDICAL CIRCUIT P
)
) avitactionno. 20U 0P 0 5 145
Joseph A. Stagar Pro SE )
| )
- Plaintiff ) . =
) o2z =
Vs ) COMPLAINTZ 2z %_ﬂ
. ' SrEpH N -
. | } JURY TRAIL REQU ESOC'{'S‘D2 2 c‘éré
Deborah Cole ,) Definition of Slander ;El %S-_g} 3; ?—..,‘-i
Defendant ) I <
JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT
1. 'Joseph A. Stagar, Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of Brunswick County,
NORTH CAROLINA
2. Deborah Cole is a resident in Horry County, South Carolina represented by
legal counsel:

3. This action arose in Horry County, South Carolina

4. The cause of this action Is for Slanderous and verbal accusing the
PLAINTIFF,CRIMNAL ACT

CAUSE OF ACTION
ACCUSING FALSEY JOSEPH A. STAGAR OF BEING A PEDOPHILE

In a public business establishment

The Plaintiff herein, coming forth-Pro se. complaining of the Defendant, would
respectfully show unto this Honorable : :

On August 4,2021 Plaintiff sent a Certified letter with Return Receipt demanding



A publically apologize to the Plaintiff and my wife, bartender also the peaple in
your business establishment on july 24, 2021 and july 25, 2021

* RELIEF SOUGHT

PLANTIFF JOSEPH A. STAGAR requests the court find the Defendant Deboarh Cokl=

In violation of State of South Carolina STATUTE 16-7-150: any person who shall
with malicious intent orgin; utter, circulate or publish false statements or matter
of concerning another the effect of witch shall tender to injure such person in his
character or reputation SHALL BE GUILT OF

| violation of FEDERAL 28US, CODE s 4101 the term “defamation” means any
action or other proceeding for, LIBEL, SLANDER, or SIMILAR CLAIME alleging that
forms of speech are false “having caused damage to reputation or emotional
distress have presented any person in false light, or have resuited ;in action
dishonor on condemnation off any person

DIAGNOSTIC CRITERIA FOR PHEDPHILIE DISORDER -  DMS-5 302, (f65.4)

1. With prepubescent children over a period of at lease 6 months
2. The INDIVIDUAL has action these sexual urges have caused serious distress

That the Defendant be ordered to pay $225,00 thousand dollars (TWO
HUNDERD AND TWENT FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS) FOR SLANDER and order to
pay all court cast now and in the future

For any such other and further relief as may be just and proper
Further sayeth naught PRO SE ;

Joseph A. Stagar

- (3
> > G

NOTORY [/ = é’(
ZSIGNANDS @__iig BEFOR ME THIS 2/ _ DAY OF AUGAST 2021

KENTLEY LIPPS:. m.{}:'f‘;i

mmco;-%?nmeims' O




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

herby served with written request for Adm

'Ge_,nuiness of Documents
Requests for Admissions,

within thirty (30) days from the date hereof, the un

shall receive a written answer or objection. If obje
therefor shall be stated.

The answer to these Requests shall s
in detail the reasons why the answering party cannot
matter. Any such denial shall fairly me '
admissions and when good faithrequire

~ part of the matter witch Is

the Reguest as belng true, an

) {N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
_ - )
'COUNTY OF HORRY ) 15" JUDICIAL COURT
| )
) civil Action Na 202 | -cP-c2(z = 91 S
" Joseph A, Stagar, Pro Se )
Plaintff )
)
Vs. ) PLAINTIFF’ REQUEST FOR
. ) .
Deborah Cole ) ADIMISSIONS _ -
. 1 3 P_ =g = '-'é
Defendant - ) :% g = 3
~ r‘_f‘j‘ ‘G\: 2z
89z o S
: o ) ; O
. ZoPg P =
T0 THE DEFENDANT in Civil Action -CP- Je< 5 2
[
Pursuant to Rule 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civiel Procedure,

you are
issions of Fact and Request for

for the purpose of the pending action only. Such

pursuant to the Rule, Shall be deemed admitted unless

dersigned at their address
ction is made, the reason

pecifically deny the mater, or set forth .

truthfully admit or deny the
et the substance of the requested

d that you qualify an answer or deny only

requested to be admitted, you shall specify so much of

d qualify or deny the remainder.



Does the Defen(liant own the business called Pilot House 4490 Mineola Ave Little River
South Carolina

Does the Defendant work at the Pilot House every day -
- Does the Defendant know the definition of PEDOPHILE
Does the Defendant know the definition of Slander

Did the defendant call the Plaintiff a Pedophile verbally in a loud voice with the
establishment full of people on July 24, 2021.

nop W N

o

Did the Defendant call the Plaintiff a pedophile in front of your bartender on July 25, 20021

Has the Defendant before July 24, 2021 called the Plaintiff a Pedophile and did a criminal
background check on the Plaintiff

N

YOU WILL HERBY TAKE NOTICE, that if you fail to admit these Requests for Adrhisslons, and if the
undersigned thereafter proves the truth of the mater, the undersigned shall apply to the Court for

Order requiring your client, to pay the reasonable expenses Incurred in making such proof, which shall
include reasonable expense.

Should a sworn denfal of the request be received and the Plaintiffs hereafter prove the genuineness of
the truth of the matters of fact set forth above Plaintiffs will apply to the Court for an order requiring

the Defendant to pay the reasonable expenses, including the cost of depositions, travel expenses, and
witness fees. '

- We reserve the right to supplement statements.

On the 26 day of August 2020
T e %, £ Joseph A. Stagar Pro SE
_1.:". ol 3 ?7‘1! 9758 Little River Rd Nw
Ash North Carolina 28420

b,
I,"

o ¢ KENTLEY LIFPS
. NotaryPablic; State of South Carclina
tAy Commission Expires 01/20/2031
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#+xxxx IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION ***++
~ NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: . 10-21-2021 04:44:30 PM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT

Common Pleas

Horry
Case Caption: | | Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Document(s) Submitted: Service/Certificate Of SeNice
Filed by or on behalf of: Luther O. McCutchen, IlI

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:
Luther O. McCutchen, Il for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:

Deborah Cole for Deborah Cole
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Deborah Cole for Deborah Cole

' Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

S¥.509¢dJ1202#3SVO -~ SY31d NOWIWOD - AHHOH - Wd +S:¥ 12 190 1202 - 3114 ATIVOINOYLOT 1T



Frre IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: 11-02-2021 11:05:36 AM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT
Common Pleas
Horry
Case Caption: Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Document(s) Submitted: | Motion/Other
Filed by or on behalf of: Luther O. McCutchen, IlI

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:
Luther O. McCutchen, Il for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:

Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

G¥.509¢d01202#ASVO - SYIT1d NOWWOI - AHYOH - Wd 20:1 20 AON 1202 - 314 ATIVOINOYHLOT 13



Frr* IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: f 12-30-2021 10:37:39 AM

- Court: o CIRCUIT COURT
Common Pleas
Horry .
Case Caption: | Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Document(s) Submitted: Notice/Notice of Hearing Notice/Notice of Hearing
Filed by or on behalf of: ~ Cecilia Cessna

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:
' Luther O. McCutchen, Ill for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
- be served by traditional means:

Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

$¥.509¢dD1202#3SVO - SYI1d NOWWOD - AMHOH - WV 6€:0L 0€ 990 1202 - a3714 ATIVOINOYLD3 13



e IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: 01-04-2022 04:24:25 PM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT
| Common Pleas
Horry
Case Caption: , Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Event(s):

Order/Order Cover Sheet $25.00

Proposed Order/Protection from Court
Appearance

- Exhibit/Filing of Exhibits
Filed by or on behalf of: . Luther O. McCutchen, lli

Document(s) Submitted:

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.

The following people were served electronically:
Luther O. McCutchen, Il for Deborah Cole

1

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means: -

Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

G¥.509¢dO1202#3SVO - SYI1d NOWIWOD - AHHOH - INd ¥1:2L S0 uer 2zozg - 3114 ATIVOINOYLO3 T3



sk [MPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *#+++
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: 03-24-2022 09:58:43 AM
Court: . CIRCUIT COURT
Common Pleas
. Horry
Case Caption: Joseph A Stégar VS Deborah Cole
Document(s) Submitted: ADR/Notice of ADR ADR/Notice of ADR
Filed by or on behalf of: Cecilia Cessna |

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:
| Luther O. McCutchen, Il for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
"be served by traditional means:

Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
> Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

S¥.G09¢dO 1 202#ISYO - SYI1d NOWINOD - AHHOH - NV 00:01 ¥2 JelAl 2202 - G3TId ATIVOINOYHLO313



reeeEr IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File‘Stémp: ' : 08-12-2022 09:38:19 AM
Court: | CIRCUIT COURT
Common Pleas
| Horry
Case Caption: Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Dodument(s) Submitted: ' Notice/Notice of Hearing Notice/Notice of Hearing
Filed by or on behalf of: N Cecilia Cessna

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:
; Luther O. McCutchen, Ill for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:

- Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

G¥25092d01202#3SVD - SYITd NOWWOD - AYHOH - NV 286 2} Bny 2202 - @314 ATTVOINOYLO313



weexek IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION ***+*
| NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: 10-25-2022 03:44:58 PM
Court: | : CIRCUIT COURT

Common Pleas

Horry .
Case Caption: | Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Document(s) Submitted: Service/Certificate Of Service
Filed by or on behalf of: Luther O. McCutchen, llI

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:
Luther O. McCutchen, Il for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means: :

Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

S¥.5092d01202#3SVO - SVI1d NOWINOD - AHHOH - Nd 6%:€ S2 190 2202 - 314 ATTIVIINOY.LOT 13



wreerr IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION ****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: 01-03-2023 01:47:49 PM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT
’ Common Pleas
Horry
Case Caption: Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Document(s) Submitted: Service/Certificate Of Service
Filed by or on behalf of: : Luther O. McCutchen, IlI

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The foIIoWing people were served electronically:
Luther O. McCutchen, Il for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means: ‘

Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

S§¥/S092dO120Z#3SVO - SY3Td NOWNOD - AHHOH - Nd 852 €0 Uer €20¢ - 3114 A1TvOINOHLO3 13



wreE* IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP2605745

Official File Stamp: 04-28-2023 11:40:21 AM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT

Common Pleas

Horry
Case Caption: Joseph A Stagar VS Deborah Cole
Document(s) Submitted: - Service/Certificate Of Service .
Filed by or on behalf of: Luther O. McCutchen, Il

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:
Luther O. McCutchen, Il for Deborah Cole

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:

Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar
Joseph A Stagar for Joseph A Stagar

G¥1.5092d01202#3SYD - SYI1d NOWWNOD - AMYOH - Wd L0 82 1dV €202 - A3 114 ATTVOINOY.LO3 1T
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Joseph A. Stagar, ) Court of Common Pleas
Plaintiff, ) Fifteenth Judicial Circuit
vVs.. ) CASE NO. : 2022-CP-26-05745
Deborah Cole,- ) R Transcript of Record
Defendant.

April 24, 2023
Horry County, South Carolina
BEFORE:

The Honorable, Presiding Judge, Debra McCaslin

APPEARANCES:

For the Plaintiff, Joseph A. Stagar, Pro Se

For the Defendant, Deborah Cole
Luther O. McCutchen, III, Esquire

Julie A. Kevish
Official Court Reporter



1 P-R—O—C—E—E-D—I -N-G-S
2 A (Whé?eupon proceedings convened Monday, Abril 24, 2023)
3 THE COURT: Mr. McCutchen, III?
-4 MR. MCCUTCHEN: Yés, ma‘am, good morning.
5 THE COURT: Mr. Stagar?
6 MR. STAGAR: Yes, ma'am.
7 THE COURT: 1I've got a Motion to Dismiss. This is a

8 slander case. It looks like there was a prior Motion to

9 Dismfss filed with the Court that they gave the plaintiff 30

10 days to amend the summons and complaint which was later

11 extended an additional ten days. The Complaint‘has been served
12 but no summons has been served. The Defendant moves for a

13 dismissal for failure to issue and serve a summons for lack of
14 subject matter jurisdiction and also for failure to state a
15 claim. 1In the alternative the defendant seeks to strike the
Complaint for failure to»comply with the requirements. Mr.
Stagar, that puts the ball in your court.

MR. STAGAR: Yes, Your Honor, I'd like to take

.:.

e

judicial notice that it's both in the féderal and the state,

? Rule 201 that this should have not been so far brought because
|

P e
©

21 when Mrs. Cole was served it was served at her place of

_A =

? business, the last known place that she lived because her bar
|

(23 is—on=the botton, She-has S spartierthar

Y

they lived—ia. We
24 had a meeting that I asked for Mr. McCutchen. She was there,

25 _her daughter was there, Mr. McCutchen, my wife was there, and



1 they were trying to say that they were not properly served, and
2 as far as the mailing goés, this goes to the last time they

3 were there because I did not know where they lived. They still
4 have an apartment and they use it. She's there just about

every day. %S*in“oxgéﬁztbzmagehsEE§:§2§E:§Q§\ﬂ§§~§g£zgg~1,sent

)
. Ld
ﬂt\therei:registered:ggturn receipt and one of her bartenders

stonedLOELE and-they were-acEifig as her agent Tor-therbars

Teggzgggésif%ggigggifygfkLAEEESEEﬂﬂéil_QBd—that<:and?they—weg}d

———

gemahead.uiake chapge.and everything slse that-uas=theresthsy

had to do. And_according,—if.-I can find it ri ht-here;=they
T T ‘*\;:::::::::lff”*g 2

< .
have _30_days to reply, because-I_had_also_sent them_summonis=and)

et il

cGompiaInt“ana:Eéquestrﬁer~admis§i9Eﬁ;::¥W55E§Zﬁigh£:g§¥§:gﬁter

it was,sent\thereﬂwas~noﬂrepiy:by:ME§:ZCoie\ig_any«way;:shapei
e e et \/’

——

or form. @-then waiteq,an~extra—%imenQﬁ—éﬁ:daysv-I\then~w§E£:ﬁ¢/

3bead, called-the Clerk of-Courts --

16 THE COURT: Why did you wait 56 days?
A T I~ e I
17 MR STAGAR:—Well, because to-my-knowledge—she-didnit

18 ghave;§:155§€E::jﬂ;4ﬂMcCufEhenWcaméiiﬁ:§§zggza§§s. He never

19  sent me a letter infroducing himself, he never sent me a letter
20 stating that he asked the Court to go and extend his time. T
21 never received anything, so I went ahead and when I talked to

Z2=the Clerk!'s_ office they:mgnﬁzaheadA\Lhezgiri:punchedfﬁﬁiihé

23_*_numbe@;§égg£zi:ig~itﬂand_saidﬁ_mgllkfshe wgnﬁ%gheadﬁandféiied:Q

—r

@§:§§§g9§§§§gp§~in*handwritigg_on paperI:EQper,tqggénﬁ and I'1l tell

. e L e

25 you exact words I said, I said, no crap. She said, yeah, since




13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

I am not astute on a computer I asked her how do I get it and
she walked me through it, and low and behold up popped>up the

website which had the paperworkiI put in, plus the paperwork

Bttt

iﬁﬁégzgiffgflput_inr_and%§heﬁd§d=ﬁ6tém§TT:ﬁ€:By:sertified:maii_
©E=auything else, and-the-oniy=wgy I.found out about that is
through the Clerk and then when Mr. McCutchen finaliy went
ahead and mailed me a ;etter I requested, and that was past 30
days, I requested a meeting of Mr. McCutchen, Deborah Cole, her
,daughter, my wife and I were there, ahd'they were telling me
that, oh, you didn't properly serve,cguf%aggggg;ng:tezgggzgﬂie
Gg£;ii:i:i22z§g§§§§§EEEE?E?EE@?T&;gggggs€2haw*did“she:getzfﬁé
aﬁmissiég§zggper“agg{ggjéﬁﬁﬁaziﬁa:retuﬁgzit, Mr. McCutchen
never Sent me the reply, and in that meeting there was a
spontaneous response from Deborah Cole's daughter, slammed her
hand down on the table and said, yeah, we used to live up
there. It's still an abartment. Mr. McCutchen asked me, he
said, what do you want to do, how do you want to settle this?
I said, $150,000. They jumpea-up out of their chairs and left,
and according if I have time I can go ahead and find out where
it's a 30 day, they have to do it, and I can bring ﬁp all of
the pertinent'information on it because this is going behind
the horse to go ahead get to the head, and all the innudndos
and lies that have been produced either through Mr. McCutchen
or Deborah Cole stating in there that there was no such thing,

there was nobody in the bar, there were 25 to 30 people.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

1

'22¢£:EEXE:£E;§§L—and when_you.represent yourself I_hold you to theg

23

25

MR. MCCUTCHEN: Objection, Your Honor. He's trying
to arque the merits of the case, and we're dealing with the
Rules of Civil Procedure and I would object to this monologue
about -- all of this was before the iast order was issued.

MR. STAGAR: But accoraing -— I'd like to have the
Court go ahead eithér put the default_judgment back in because
of their shortcomings or go ahead put this into trial, one or
the other, because since I'm pro se, Mr. McCutchen just smiles
and laughs at me and thinks since I;m pPro se I don't deserve
the same respect, but this is just frustrating. I reqﬁest
that, that we go ahead, move it to txial and disregard his
motion because I did go ahead and punch everything in there, -
and then'sinée he said he wasn't properly served I switched to
the Sheriff to go ahead start serving.

THE COURT: Well, this is the problem, Mr. Stagar, is
that you haven't served the summons on him yet.

. MR. STAGAR: Well, I've got a cépy -

THE COURT: The Court told you that you had 30 days,
and then they extended it ten days and you still haven't done
it. We've got rules we've got to follow. That's why it's

always dangerous to represent. yourself. He=you understand,—we
- w

égggzggggggégi:%§,a~iawye::ggg%gfggyggireesupposed~€e*know~th§y
MR. STAGAR: Okay, Your Honor, then since she didn't
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replied, -he did not ask for an_extension=by=the=Court..—He.

wasnLt*gggnted»anythfﬁﬁ?zrﬂe:d&dnit:appiyﬁ;andwwhagliwgood for
*\_ﬁz::s

z;e\has got—toe-be
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good_for them.
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COURT: Well, i can see where the motion for

default was denied. We hold default motions a little bit

different. rgg:gggyz:ﬂg:Egy:agt:rnzhalaZEEBEIE:in:defaﬁxﬁfgiﬂ

we _can, but this is different than being_ordered by the-Ceurt s

to tell you you've got 30 days to issue a summons. - The summons

sets forth the jurisdiction for this, Court to summon somebody

to walk through those doors in here, do you understand that?

Complaint

in it.

I

MR.

THE

THE"

MR.

THE

MR.

and

can

THE

MR.

STAGAR: Yes, Your Honor.

COURT: And you still haven't done it.

STAGAR:‘ Well, I didn't know it.

COURT: Well, the judge told you.

STAGAR: Huh?

CbURT: The judge told you you needed to do that.
STAGAR: Oh, the judge told me and I did file the
everything else, but I thought I put the summons

still do reversible error on that.

COURT: Well -- ' . .

STAGAR: I can still do fgversible error on that,

they didn't answer.

THE

COURT: Let me hear from Mr. McCutchen because I
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wasn't here. I can see it on the computer what happened. If

.you could just kind of sum it up for me?

MR. MCCUTCHEN: Well, Your Honor, we had previous
motions, we had a series of motions that resulted in the order
which Your Honor has reférrednfé now where it was dismissed
with the right to redo it within 30 days but it's in the
Summons and Complaint, and in our Motion we've recited various
12(b) rules that are applicable to the matter, in this
particular matter, and the judge says, you've got 30 days and
then another 10 days to issue your Summons and Complaint of A,
B, C, D and E, that's it, and then that was the order of the
Court for its completion. We've got at least four provisions
in 12(b) which we believe would be applicable. Beyond that,
reciting a federal pourt statute in the claim and two criminal
statutes in the Complaint and we've got motions to strike all
those allegations, we don't think if even gets there. He
didn't comply with the order of the Court to amend his Summons
and Complaint and serve us with them, I think it'sirefutable,
Your Honor. That's our position and we ask for it to be
dismissed with prejudice. Thank you.

MR. STAGAR: Your Honor, I'd like to bresent, this is
the pen and paper for the Court, and ask Mr. McCutchen, does he
have one in his files? This is accusing me. of being a
pedophile. This is what it's all about. That is a criminal

act in itself, and the statute also states that even though I
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didn't do it. I can still be arrested, and when I stated that,
slander. Let me get this out. One moment, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Let me tell, you, Mr. Stagar, because I'm
going fo read this order to you because Judgé Seals signed this
order, and this was on September 2nd, so we're talking
September, October, November, December, January, February,
March, April, we're talking eight months ago, okay? And he
tells you he heard the defendant's motion to dismiss the case
pursuant to Rule 12 and Rule 11 and the Court ruled as follows:
The plaintiff's motion, that's your motion, for entry of
default and motion to enforce default is hereby denied. That's

. . o
already been heard. Thi-s~Court_finds—the Summens=and Complain

Ny —— il
were-not=properly served. on-the.defendant_pursuant tq;tﬁzgkﬁfés
v - 7 T

T oD . .
Lf Civil Procedwre/~whereby, if a Summonslg@d;ﬁ@ﬁbiaﬁntz§§§;
4 == =

s SN >

o R e
sexrved by cert;f;ed:mailizsgme_mystfhemserved=by—céEEl NR=To
& e T ‘&';'L\:‘——_:D

@aiiﬁ§£g§g;g:£§§§ip£=£ggg§stednggg:gglggg;yixes%r%@féd:téfgﬁzga
ad@;giigg. This was not done. The defendant's motion, which
is Mr. McCutchen's motion is hereby granted. That's on his
Motion to Dismiss, however, the Court is allowing you 30 days
from the date of this order to properly amend your Summons and
Complaint to state a proper cause of action and also to get it
served properly. Mr. Stagar, this has not been done, and it's
been eight months. |

MR. STAGAR: Your Honor, plus, if I'm beinélheld to

that for an error, Mr. McCutchen never answered --
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you can oVerlook;because it"s=proper-Service. The case can't
]

begin~un£§§sfﬁézﬁfpﬁpggriy:§€%vi?ed. Do you understand?
Nz e

MR. STAGAR: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: That's what starts the ball rolling.

MR. STAGAR: Then we can go ahead and cure this, and
he's going to object. I can redo it or we can go ahead and
appeal it.

THE COURT: And this case has been going on --

MR. STAGAR: We can appeal it, we éan take it .up.

THE COURT: -- since 2022. Let me hear from you, Mr.
McCutchen.

MR. MCCUTCHEN: Your Honor, he didn't comply with the
order, it's clear.  We've recited four different provisions

under 12(b) and (d) with the particular issue. In addition, we

talk about the elements that have been contained in the

- Complaint itself, and the order also says, as Her Honor has set

forth, to amend his Summons and Complaint to state a proper
cause of action. It is our position he has failed to amend the
Summons and Complaint, he has failed to state a proper cause of
action and should be dismissed with prejudice, Your Honor, that
is our reqﬁest here today. “

THE COURT: Okay. I'm going to-take it under
advisement and I'm going to issue an order.

MR. MCCUTCHEN: Thank you, Your Honor.
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MR. STAGAR: Could I please just hand this to you,
Your Honor?

THE COURT: Well, you better stop that lawyer because
after he leaves I can't talk to you. We've got to have both
lawyers in the room. |

MR. STAGAR: That's what I've been trying to do. T
want to hand this to the Court.

MR. MCCUTCHEN: I object it to it. It has nothing to
do with what's going on. I object.

THE COURT: I don't even know What it is, Mr.
McCutchen.

MR. MCCUTCHEN: It's something before the first order
was issued.

MR. STAGAR: No. Your Honor, this is when I sent her
the Summons and Complaint at the beginning and she waited 26

days. Spe:WEEEFEE:gzﬁggﬁseii:and:fiied:%his:enxthe«admi&sigggiz:xg,,

but:thexe:were:g9:59;¥:;9:the:Sumﬁéﬁ?zgﬁatebm§¥§iﬁ%. —PHat

M e T SR

shQgigzsiiiirbeﬂthe;pgigggf&&fcr:5$41 7 and:ﬁggafﬁzﬁet:gp;ahead
azg;centaeﬁtmg:gggilnggzggysfﬁﬁsﬁ@=aTa:ﬁﬁfsigiiiﬁ:ikfawyéfzéb
shézwas: actifigspro—se.

THE COURT: I'm just going to take, I'm not going to
look at anyfhing that was before the order that was issued, but
I'm going to tell you this, the order, you probably need to

reread it. I tried to read it into the record, but it's also

for failure to state a claim in this case, and you haven't done
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that either. So that needs ~--

MR. STAGAR: Well, I'll put the Summons in tomorrow.

THE COURT: I'm telling you, you've had eight months
to do it since September of 2022. Let me tell you one thing
about me. |

MR. STAGAR: That's fine, Your Honor, he had --

THE COURT: If I want something done and I put a time
limit on it, I mean for it to be done.

MR. STAGAR: The laws of South Carolina, federal and
state law of South Carolina says they have to reply within 30

days.

- THE COURT: They can't reply until you serve them

properly.

MR. STAGAR: I'm talking about the first time, Your
Honor. It shouldn't have went that far.

THE COURT: It doesn't matter, it wasn't served
properly. It starts the ball rolling and they are not required
to answer anything until they are served properly. °

MR. STAGAR: But according to Haines there's supposed
to be leniency with a pro se litigant, and that is in the
Appellate Court in Greenville, the U.S. Supreme Court. That's
fine, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I try to be lenient on pro se, I do, but

I have to treat people fairly.

MR. STAGAR: Then I'm giving you notice, we're going
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to appeal, and if that doesn't work -—

THE COURT: —-“sometimes ignorance of the law is not
an‘excusei sO I'm just telling you we can't drag the case on
and on.

MR. STAGAR: Well, Your Honor, it's my duty, I can go
ahead and I can appeal the case. ‘

THE COURT: You can, but I haven;t made my decision
yet, though. I'm taking it under the advisement. Okay?

MR. MCCUTCHEN: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. 1I'll let you all know. T'll
have something out by the end of the week.

MR. STAGAR: Like I said, we can talk, they're not
reasonable, they don't want to talk about it. We had another
meeting and they offered to settle.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. STAGAR: Like they say, cheap suits.
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