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Apr 30 2024
SC Court of Appeals
No. 2024-000559

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA (#SC”) BEFORE THE SOUTH CARIOLINA COURT OF APPEALS
APPEAL from RICHLAND COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT of COMMON PLE AS No. 2018-CP-40-00963
- Eugene C. Grlffith, Jr., Circuit Judge {“$G-CJ-ECC, Jr.”
on Appeal from Richiand County Central Magistrate Court, Daniel M. Coble, then-magistrate

Austin Woods Apartments, Respondent ) Defendant-Appellant’s TIMELY PETIT|ONS to: (1) Rehear/Reconsider

V. } the 15 April 2024 ORDER of Dismissing this Cage, {2) do 30 en banc,

Marie Assa’ad-Faitas, MD, MPH, Appellant ) (3) Reinstate this Appeal, and {4)(a) S ummarily REVERSE the Circuit
Court OR (b) Hold Appeal in Abeyance Pending the Circuit Court's
Ruling on 22 March 2024 Motion to Heopen, all for Judicial Economy
and to Uphald the Promise of Equal Access to tha Courts.

Marie Assa’ad-Faltas, MD, MPH, tenant-defendant-appellant pro se (“r. Assa’ad-Faltag”), within
fifteen days of this Court’s Chief Judge’s 15 April 2024 order erroneonsly dismissing this appeal,
timely petitions this Court en banc to rehear said ORDER and reinstate this appeal as the single-
Judge dismissal is based on a wrong assumption that SC's Suprerne Court’s (“SC § Ct") 10 June
2022 sentence of Dr. Assa'ad-Faltas is permanent. Such reading shock ngly violates United States
and South Carclina Constitutions and is inconsistent with: (1) SC S (’t's 10 June 2022 ORDER
itself and (2) 5C § Ct's subsequent orders (a) in Dr Agsa’ad-Faltas’ cases and {(b) generally.

This Court’s Chief Judge overlocked that the 10 June 2022 sentenciny! of Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas was
limited to six months as it was based on trial for contempt withou' a jury. Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas
had argued, and continues ta argue, that all criminal contempt trial in South Caroling must be to a
jury. 5C § Ct itself conceded repeatedly that its power to sentence for criminal contempt
without a jury trial is limited to six months or less. Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas has since completely
served both the active part and the suspended part of her sentence. Further, SC § Ct itself
accepted pro se papers from Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas pro se after the expiration of her sentence and
even directed its clerk to “continue to assist” Dr. Assa'ad-Faltas n filing papers. (Ex. 1)

Further, that 10 June 2022 Jong-expired sentence is currently under ccilateral pro se attack in SC
Appellate Case 2023-000383 (Ex. 2), Also, should this Court doubt that he 10 June 2022 sentence
on which the 15 April 2024 dismissal order is base is limited to six mcnths from July 2022 gt the
larest, this Court is asked to certify the question to SC § Ct to interpre! its own sentence. Finally,
rehearing en banc is necessary for every member of this Court to ex¢ mine his/her conscience,
recall his/her judicial oath of office, and decide for him/herself to go in a career of courage.

SIGNATURE and fertif

These Petition for Rehearing and related Motions are sincerely submitted o1 30 Aprl 2024 by email ac-
cording to SC 5 Ct's 24 April 2024 (Ex.3), recognizing that the recent supersedis the older and that said Ex.
3 does not exclude Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas from the right to file by email gand seved the same day e-mail to
Respondent Austin Woods {of rental office at 7648 Garners Ferry Road, Cohimbia, SC 29209) to Ms. Va-
lencia Hutcherson of Austin Woods and to Attorney Laura Miller of Loebsack- Brownlee, all God so willing.

he ne: (803) 783-4536
Cell: 1330) 232-4164

P.Q. Box 9115, Columbia, 5C 28290
e-mail: ie Falta i ‘

Fage 1 of 1 axclusive of exhibits and of Insorporation by reference of the case records below and of 1] judicialiy-noticeable matter
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~ EXHIBIT
No. 1

The Supreme Court of South Caroling

Marie Assa'ad Faltas, Petitioner,
V.
State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2023-000616

ORDER

Petitioner has filed an emergency motion to relieve the Offite of Appellate
Defense as her counsel and a motion for a public evidentiary hearing on her motion
to relieve counsel. Further, Petitioner "demands" an evidentiary hearing before
Chief Justice Beatty and access to the Court's rear ramp and accessible parking
Spaces.

Petitioner is not permitted to proceed pro se in this post-conviction relief appeal.
See Assa'ad Faltas v. State, 8.C. Sup. Ct. Qrder dated Sept. :20, 2019. Therefore,
should this Court grant Petitioner's motion and relieve the Office of Appellate
Defense, Petitioner would be required to secure private cour sel.

Within ten days of the date of this order, Petitioner must notify the Clerk of Coutt's
Office of her decision to either proceed with her motion to relieve the Office of
Appellate Defense and retain private counsel or withdraw her motion and remain
represented by the Office of Appellate Defense. If Petitions: wishes to retain
private counsel, her retained counsel shall advise the Court of his or her
appearance on behalf of Petitioner within twenty days after Petitioner notifies the
Court of her decision on the motion to relieve counsel.

Petitioner's demand for an evidentiary hearing is denied. Peritioner further seeks

access to the Court's secure parking lot, which we deny. No litigant has access to - -
the Court's secure parking lot. However, the Clerk of Court'; Office has regularly

assisted Petitioner in ensuring access for the purpose of filin;g documents. As with
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all Ii?igants, the Clerk of Court's Office will continue to assist Petitioner and
provide access for the purpose of filing documents.

ﬂua-J lmgr

Uiz, :
- T

Beatty, C.J., not participating.

ACJ

Columbia, South Carolina
August 24 2023

e

Danielle Dixon, Esquire

Robert Michael Dudek, Esquire
Marie Assa'ad Faltas
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FEB 22 0% FEB 29 g | [No. 2

5.C. BLORE THE SIRRENE COURTDRXHESTATE ounagscy  No. 2023-000383
ON APPLICATION FOR PUST-CONV‘%%SC%{Z‘QL%R "PCR") Criminal Case No, 2021-Q0815

Marie Assa’ad-Faltas, MD, MPH Applicant/Petitioner for Reconsideration /Movant
v.
The State of South Carolina {("8C") Respondent

; ] X d ) at 24 ORDER COM BINED WITH Related Moglons
This Court overlooked its law barring same judge (or panel) who presided over /ser tenced for criminal conviction(s)
from hearing any PCR challenging same canviction(s}/sentence(s). Floyd v. Sta'e, 303 $.C. 298, 400 $.F.2d
145 (1991). This Courtalse overlooked the entire record of the criminal quasi-tria simply because this Court never
took care to procure that record or examine it as conclusively proven by the ¢ ttached letter from this Court's
clerk which inciudes this case’s supposedly complete record, That rerqrd {not lisplayed for public view despite
protestation of transparency) does NOT {nclude the record of SC 2021-0008315, the noderlyving copviction,
This Court further overlooked the word “generaily” in its awn cltation of Al-Shabazr, at 338 5¢ 364 {2000) {refiled);
Therefore, when asserting the erroneous admission of evidence, a violatior of a constitutionat right, or

other errors in a proceeding, the applicant generally must frama the istiua a5 one of ineffective as-
sistance of counsel. Drayton v. Evatf, 312 §.C. 4, 9, 430 S.E.2d 517. 520 19814) see2g4 {(holding issues that
could have baen raised at trial or In direct appeal cannot be asserted in PC)| application absent a elaim

of inefiective assistance of counsel); Hyman v. Stafe 278 S.C._ 501, 299 SE2d 330
(1983) (same); Richardson v. State, 310 $.C. 360, 363,426 S,E.2d 795, 797 (1 83) {expiaining that defand-
ant who pleads guiity upon advice of counse} may only attack the voluntary and inteillgent character of
plea by showing that advice he received from counsel was not within range of competence demanded of
attorneys In criminal cages), [larger font added on “generally™)

And that is only on issues which could have been raised on trial but wiire not. Had this Court cared
to review the 22 February 2022 Faretta hearing and the 22 March 2022 quisi-trial transcripts, it would
have seen that Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas did raise the constitutional issues pre-trial and in the quasi-trial.

On 22 February 2022, Justice Few so acknowledged at Tr. p 15: 12-18 and added a stunning admission:

There are constitutional issues that might be at stake. In fact, you have already/ raised constitutional

Issues and you've done it here today. And | just want to maks sure e understand that there are
many flmes when even the Judges on this Court den't understand the consfititional issuesf,]

And on 22 March 2022, Dr. Assa'ad-Faltas’ constitutional and factual issues werp so clear that then-Acting-5C-
Chief Justice Kittredge admitted the Court "got it” and became “firmly convineed|” of Applicant's position; z.g,,

P23t (R, ZELENKA: Objsction, Your Honor. Relevance.

[20-211 DR, FALTAS: Your Honor, it's the heart of the matter.

29 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: Well | think | finally undarstand why you befieve the 2017 order is invalid, And

'm going to take this up with my colleagues on the Court af tha next break.

Page .0ne 1] DR EALTAS: Thank you, and thank God.

9 - And | think we can answer it with finaltty.

M GR, EALTAS: Yoy, sir, Because | =
4 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: You think the Supreme Court doesn’t have the autl ority under the Constifution

and Rule 245 to address matlers and correct matters in the trial courts, and also that occur at the appeliats level?

(! DR, FALTAS: Absolutely.

I " Thank you, ma‘am.

(114 DR, FALTAS. Because the Consfitution says you sit as 2 Court for comreclion of errors. So you leave
the clrcuit court alone to do so. And hundreds, hundreds of your rulings say this cr that is left to the discretion
of the trial judge, and you leave them alone until somebody comes 1o you in a i1ase. And thank you for under-
standing, You thought | was just being frivalous, but, but —

Page 1 of 4 exclusive of any attachmantis) and of incorparation by reference of all matter 2 mitable for jugicial notice
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Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas (compliment on her awareness of inter alia her Fifth Amendment "ights which equals the Court's

knowledge az stated by then-Acting-8C-Chief-Justice Kittredge) does not ploim ineffe rtive assizstance of herself, The
problem is that this Court refused €o see the connection betwean Dr, Assa’ad-Faltas 2 December 2009 false arrest
based on petfured testimony from I December 2009 arrest warrant to 22-26 February 2010 jury erial and
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521 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: No, I'm not saying | agree with your :

o EAIL t saying 1 agree with your argument

{224 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: But | now understand the basis of your argutent. | think we afl do, and |
fmight be the fast one up here to have figured it out,

1231 page 84 e 3] DR, FALTAS: 'm samry. But | was saying because for some riason you have a prejudicad
idea that everything | say is frivolous or going to be frivolous or trying to avaid frue legal -

3 : We're going fo -- if you have any other questions on that issue ask your ijuasfier,

% DR, FALTAS: Absolulaly, absolutely. And | ihank you.
L2l ; Plaass proceed. You don't need to spaak to me. You'ra axamining a winess, pleags praceed.

M4 DR, FALTAS: Yes, air. But you know exactly that this is not exactly a trial or is no' proceading like a trial because
you all are interested, But I'll take everything | can get when it's s =

EE471 Q: Which court, which trial court complained of the substance of anything that [ had fl ad in a trig) court?

fietf . That's the same ahjection that was just made.

1 DR, EALTAS: But you overrulad i

{222 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: No. We understand it. | overruled an earfier objenifion.

DR FALTAS: Okay, all right,

(et page 6% e 2 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: But the absence of a complaint from Justics James or Justice Lockemy,

you beligve the lack of & complaint from the iriaf court did not allow the exercise of iurisdiction by this Court?

B4 DR, FALTAS: Anyone, the lack of complaint of anyone. There was no case or controversy
before you,

¥ JUSTIGE KITTREDGE: Thank you, ma'am. We've got ff.

8 DR, FALTAS: Thank you,

1 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: Go ahead. TR

[Page 67:17-23] £: Have you thishac? Can | ask & new quastion which was really my original queslion?. ird let's get & clean answer please,
and I'm trying to make the question as clean as possible. s there a record from an' lower court, be that the
Court of Appeals of South Carolina er the circuit court or the summa 'y courts ¢complaining to
this Court that | was filing frivolous documents?

21 A: As lindicated earlier, I'm nof eware of any such complainis being filed.

[Pase agia9 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: You've gof one question that you can ask. I don't tnaw what else ta tafl you, So it
you want to ask one question you betler think real hard, because it's the only quastion yo +'re going fo ask because we
have another matter beginning af 2:00 o'tlock.

2022 DR, FALTAS: All right. Do you understand that it is a matter of -:onscience for me that

| believe that the order is invalid?

12334] JUSTICE KITTREDGE: We are completely convinced that you believe the order is invalid.
) BR. EALTAS: Okay.

(Page 127, hnes 13 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: And that you have never filed frivelous itigation and you befieve that.

® DR, EALTAS: Yes.

Tk

M JUSTICE KITTREDGE: Thank you, ma am,

" DR, FALTAS: Thank you.

fo-8 " Thank the State for its work foday in preparation, we know 1 fof of hard work went info it
| MR, ZELENKA: Thank you,

{14 - We are very grateful to the State, and we're grateful to Dr. Faltis appearing and being hare as
wetl, to hoth sides. We'll do our very best to issue an order thal's fair and In aeeordanca with He Jaw under the cireumstances.
Thank you,

ha ug,_égm Thank you.

1647 (Whereupon, the Hearing adjourned at 1:52 p.m. on the 22nd day of March, 2022

Page 2 of 4 exclusive of any attachment{s) and of incarporation by reference of all matter ay iitable for judicial notice
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beyond, for which perjury THIS COURT STILL REFUSES to hold anyone account ible. To the contrary, all manner
of intimation and threats and contempt trials have heen with this Court's indulg e, if not prodding, deployed
against Dr. Assa'ad-Faltas to deter her efforts to hold the perjurers and suborners siccountable. That is evidenced io
this excerpt of the 22 March 2022 quasi-trial transcript;

[Poge 110341 JUSTICE KITYREDGE: At this point, Mr. Zelenka, we're riot going to fiear any 1urther witnasses from the State.
i MR. ZELENKA: Thank yau,

a0t JUSTIGE JITTREDGE: The Court has dacided that yau have put forth testimony allegations about discrete congiyct
which mzy constitute contempt under the 2017 order from Mr, Shearouse. We'rg nol, of nourse, disrmissing the othar con-
tempt particulars, hut we see no reason to go forward fo allow the additional, Because if §1are Is contempt we would never
in any clreurnstances go beyond six manths and do a consecutive sentence. 8o we're goi g to fiold thosa matters in abay-
ance after we issue a formal order in this case. So { apologize 7 that cuts off Yyaur presentatinn. But in tatking to the members
of the Court we see nothing practical to be gained at this point by going further with the contempt aviderce.

MR, ZELENKA: Linderstood.

{21 to pege 113, e 14] JUSTICE IITTREDGE: 123 Thank you, Sir. .24 Now if you want to estify, you have & right ta testify t us,
You have a right io present evidence. jzs o sage 1 tne 15 ANd you're aware of this as nyuch as we are, Dr, Faltas,
your right to remain silent. You referenced the Fifth Amendment several fours ago when we
started when | asked you If you would admit or deny that you had macle the phone calls or sent
the emails. And you didn't respond, and you had absolute right to invuke the Fifth Amendmant.
And you have a right to stand on that at this time. You don't have to testify, yo.i don't have fo present evidence,
Bacause the burdan is on the Slats to prove ihe efements of contempt, willful violation of 8 “ourt order beyand a reasonabile
doubt. So i want you to know somathing | think you'ra already familiar with, you have the righi to festify and prasent evidence,
or you have the right to decfine to do so based on the Constitution. So the choice is yours, na'am,

Héto page 112, llne 1] DR, CALTAS: Wel, sir, t was trying to work with the Court and with thi Court's time and my time and
my health in cutfing it short. But if you want me to present my defense, that's a differcnt stary, How about - and I'm
not, 'm saying we can agres that if you want that to be resolved, fine. If you don't, then yau can reconvene and let me
put a case in defense. Bacause there is no point in this if a higher court fmight say thet, no, the order was Invalid, or
na, you shauld have taken into account intent and necessity and the Rule of Lenity beausa the order was so ambig-
uous that the State itzelf -

23 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: That's a valid poirti, and we fear you.

¥ DR, EALTAS: S0, 50 -

a0 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: p:.s; But if you choose to presant a defense, it witl be fimited ve 'y namrowly. We are not going fo
tear about the 2017 arder. We have ruled with finality it is & valid and fegal order. .1 Thit only evidence you'll be able to
prasent on the issue of whether or nof you are in contempt is whether or not you sent an emull en October 22nd, 2020 to Mr,
Shearause; whether you sent an email to him on Janusry 22nd, 2021; whether you senf ar email to him on January 22nd,
2021 at & diffarent time, there were two tima periods on January 22nd; and an email that we s sent on January 10th of 2022,
He's tastified to that. We've received exhibits, That will be the extent of any defanse, nasy Mow if you acknowlodge that you
sent those emails and you wartt to prasent mitigation and invoke the Rule of Lenity. we'll be glad fo hear fom you.

(2210 page 114.na 1| DR, FALTAS: (2210 page 115 ine 11 ANl what I'm saying is | do want to put alt those defenses, bul after, and not only

from him but | could have the right to call other witnesses and do compuisory process with them.
But | den't want to go this rqute if there is a possibility of concilition, 2.4 And if, bacause really | was thinking that the Court was
frying to maka me miserable. You have convinced mo that that's not yaur inten. | hope I'va £owinced yeu thal Pm not this el
crazy person who's going around viokating orders just for the sake of it. And when people decide for resolution they don't like say,
okay, we sl want to fight i. 5.1 And whal I'd fike to do is to say two things. From December 51009 t was not allowed (o file any
hew civil cases. | take issua that you call PCR civil, But | wasn't allowed fo fils any civil cases. Prsviously all four of the civil cases
that | had filed pro se were resolved in my favor, So | do not understand unless, and I'm sorry, | nean unless the judges. tha circuit
judges, in fact, even the case that | had tha pleasure of arguing or advocating befare Judge | yckamy was settled. So ! do nol

undarstand, Some ofher cases | won straight out, others were setled. @0t s 112,ne 1 50 My question is do you have
any other basis for thinking that cases | won were frivolous? Because if yu do, please tell me, and
Pll try to explain why they were not frivolous. The other matters that | h:d been involved in since
2009 were criminal procesdings that were brought against me. | mean | could have never arrested
mys¢lf or brought criminal procesdings.

2y - 24 | Bpoiogize for cutling you off, but we have an obligetion to deal with \nly things that ara risvant, At this
sfage the State has establizhad # prima facia case that you viciated the Seplember 2017 order by you' contacts with Mr. Shearouse, fray

Page 3 of 4 axclusive of any atlachment(s) and of Incorporation by raferance of all matter 2 ailsbla far judicial notice
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Whether you filed meritorious cases in the past or not, what happena { in 2009 or ditin't happen,
has nothing to do with anything that's before our decision of whether or not you have any de-

fense ta your contacts with Mr. Shearouse vis-a-vis the 2017 order fra m this Court, i you do rot have

a defense we ara obligated by faw ta find you in calatipt of court. (a3 Now Jif wa make that dec won then you can speak bo pe about

mitigralion or roasong why you think of what you ik would be an anpropriate ramedy hers, One of which wa'va gone back and farth with

i3 yout warit to have sore specific ight and cpportunily, maybe a day and time pariodically, fo acce s your records here at the Court, 20

1y That dossn't shike us 28 unreasonable atf afl. So that's s produafive way gaing forward fo remer ly this. fze-as) But dght naw we've got o

back up and san what your posilion is reganding whother or not you contacled Mr, Shadrtuse. Then we can digi sz what iz the eppropriate way forward.

Page 116, lines 341 DR, EALTAS: | thought you said that you will review the basis of the orders ind whether | had previously filed

frivolous things. Was that my wishful thinking?

4 JUSTICE KITTREDGE: That was your wishful thinking. We're going to look at the evidence, But based on what's pre-

sented, and we've spoken at ihe last break, we want o give you & chiance to present a defense. Perhaps you did not send

the emails fo Mr. Shearouse, | don't know. Byl you have a right to present a defense to that, But thai's the parameters of the

defense. Not what happened in 2009. Not some glorious case that had merit that was filed, That

Is not garmane, It's not relevant to the Issiue of contempt. And if you want to be heard --

1% DR, EALTAS: Did you say contempt ar intent?

el JUSTICE KITTREDGE: Contempt,

' G, FALTAS: Okay. I'm sorry.
Why? Why should this Court never examine “what happened or did not ha pen in 20097 Ironically, this
Court’s 27 September 2017 ORDER, the claimed viojation of which is the basis of the wontempt conviction underlying
this PCR, open with acknowledgment of this Court’s duty ta maintain the integrity of the state courts, What integrity
when the Clerk of Colieton County is found “not totally credible” but waiver| off as “foolish and fleeting”?
Whart integrity when a sitting juror receives "thousands of dollars” from unnamed sources to continue on Richard
Alexander Murdaugh's ("RAM”) “trial of the century” instead of returning to work : nd getting replaced by an aiter-
nate; yet RAM's defense is NOT allowed to question jurors about it in e Jjury-tamper 'ng hearing? Dr. Assa'ad-Faltas
submits that the scandals of RAM's trial are the result of this Court's indulgelice of "what bhappened [to Dr.
Assa’ad-Faltas] in 2009.” Prosecutors who got from this Court a clear signal thal subornation of perjury against
Dr. Assa‘ad-Faltns will be ignored could not have résisted the urge to apply the sign:| to RAM's “tria} of the centu ry.”

WHEREFORE, this Court's 7 Pebruary 2022 ORDER in this niatter should be recinsidered and vacated; and the
matter should be reassigned 1o a jurist or a substitute supreme court with no prior «irect or indirect involvement in
the underlying 10 June 2022 contempt conviction and sentence. A plenary hearing on this PCR application should
than be heard after Dr. Assa‘ad-Faltas had had discovery with the aid of the compu EOTY process she was unconsti-
tutionally denied in the 22 March 2022 quasi-trial. Appeal from that jurist or substityte su preme court, if adverse to
Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas, should be to still another substitute supreme court or to SC's Court of Appeals.

te of Serv

Sincerely submitted on 22 February 2024 and sgrved by hand-delvery of a eopy theraof to 5('s Attorney (eneral’s office at 1000
Assenbly Struet, Columbia, 5C 29201, and by gdditinna! courtesy emait to Mr. Zelenka and in erested other, ail God so willing.

i
I . P —
[s/] Mdrie-Thérése Assa'ad-Faltas, MD, MPH, PCR Applicant/Petiticner for Re hearing/Movant pro se

P.0. Bax 9115, Columbia, SC 29290
Phone; {803} 783-4536 e=mail: Marie_Faltas@hotn all.com

RECEIVEYY)
FEB 22 2024 EXHIBIT

No. 2

5.C. SUPREME COURT

Page 4 of 4 oxclusiva of any attachment(s) and of incorporalion by raferance of all matter a1 milable for judicial notica
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The Supreme Court of South LCaroling

FATRIGIA A. HOWARD
CLERK OF COURT

BRENDA F. SHEALY
CHIEF DEPUTY CLEAK

POST OFFICE BOX 11330
COLUMBLA, SOUTH CAROLINA
29211

1221 GERVAIS STREET
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 25201
TELEPHONE: (B03) 734+1080
FAX: (803) 734-1455
www sccourls oig

January 23, 2024

Marie Assa’ad Faltas, MD. MPH
PO Box 9115
Columbia, SC 29290

EXHIBIT
No. 2

Re: Marie-Therese Assa'd Faltas, MD, MPH (PCR Application) v. State of

South Carolina

Appellate Case No. 2023-000383

Dear Ms. Faltas:

This responds to your hand-delivered correspondence receivid on January 19,
2024. 1 have enclosed a listing of the filings in Appellate Cave No. 2023-000383.
Please be advised that the case remains pending, and you will be advised as soon

as action has been taken by the Court.

Very truly yours,

Tatnicie, @, Fowsond]

ce:  Alan McCrory Wilson
Donald J. Zelenka

CLERK
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2023-000383: Public Evant She it

Public Event Sheet

Case Me. 2023-000383 - Marie-Tharese Asdo'd Faltas, MD, MPH (FCR Agplicasan} v St ite of Sguth Saraling

Congalidated:

r
LT T PP TN T ITREI Y B ST TR F W
Court:
Suprama Court Cinssification: Orig. Jur. and Writs « Action - Cammgrceg In Sup, Cr.
Fhort Title: Marie-Tharese As2a'd Fattes, Mb, MPy [PER Apoheation) v,
State of Sacth Caroling ! k ! Case Statun: Aweiling Respansas

-} L4/2023

Petibgn Mr Boigunnl derimdictine and Anzpnnzas - Rotum

Filed Date 03,/D6/2023 Oral Argument Dane

Dispoyition Date: Qsposition Type:

Remittitur Data:

Lower Court ar

Tribunal:

Appellate Roje Party Name Former Attarhey(s)

Petiiong s Matie Asga'ag Fxltzs N Enif Represenicgd

Ressondent Etate ot So.th Carnling N Nlan Mefrory Wilson
Gonakd 1, Zelenka

[ R FETU L SR N

Filed Date Event Infarmation

Llisliais Correspondence - Incaming {Other)

06/13/2023 Carrospandenie - Qutgming with Tee for copios

DEs1272023 Carraspandence - Incaming requedt [o see file ant status of case

83 Er202 SoTrERDandence - Qutaoing emai sending oul lelter
- - U P s f"’ ':“' f:h RS
£3/16/2023 Correspondéncs - Cutgong advisifd Any response dus o 30 dayy b Lo
D3/0e/2023 Correspondencs « Ingarung from Ms, Faltas N e
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EXHIBIT
No. 3
The Supreme Court of South Caralina
Re:  Methods of Electronic Filing and Service Under Rule
262 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rul:s (As
Amended April 24, 2024)
Appellate Case No. 2020-000447
ORDER
(a)  Purpose. Pursuant to Rule 262(a)(3) and (e)(3) of the South Carolina

Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), this Court may by order establish methods for
the clectronic filing and service of documents. For the purpose of this order,
"Appellate Court" means the Supreme Court of South Carolina or the South
Carolina Court of Appeals,

(b)

Electronic Methods of Filing. Filings with an appellate court may be made

clectronically using the methods listed below.

(1)  Electronic Filing by Lawyers. Lawyers who are licensed to practice
law in South Carolina may utilize OneDrive for Busin:ss to electronically
submit documents for filing with the Supreme Court and the Court of
Appeals, and lawyers are strongly encouraged to use this method of filing.
More mformation about this method, including registrition and filing
Instructions, is available in the Attorney Information S vstem
(https://ais.sccourts.org/AIS) under the tab "Appellate Filings." A document
filed by this method must be in Adobe Acrobat portable document format

(.pdf).

(2) Filing by E-mail, Filings may be made by e-ma L. For the Supreme
Court, the e-mail shall be sent to supctfilines@sccourt: .org; for the Conrt of
Appeals, the e-mail shall be sent to ctappfilings@sccouirts.org, This method
may not be suitable for large documents, and if it becoines necessary to split
a document into multiple parts, the e-mail shall identify the part being sent
(ie., Record on Appeal, Part 1 of 4). A document filed by this method must

11/14



A4/38/2824

(c)

19:21 1111111111 RICHLAND LIERARY SE PaGE

be in Adobe Acrobat portable document format (.pdf . Filers shall not utilize
any other file format or a file-sharing service when e. mailing documents for
filing. The clerk of the appellate court may reject any document submitted
by e-mail in a format other than .pdf or using a file-st aring service.

(3) Faxing Documents. A document may be filed by an electronically
transmitted facsimile copy.! While this method is wel| suited for relatively
small documents, depending primarily upon the limit:tions of the sending
fax machine, it may not be possible to send large documents, such as a
record on appeal, in a single transmission. If it becom =5 necessary to split a
document inte multiple parts to make the fax transmission, a separate cover
sheet should be used on each part to identify the docwnent (i.e., Brief of
Appellant, Part 1 of 4). In the event the facsimile copy' 1s not sufficiently
legible, the clerk of the appellate court may require thi: party to provide a
copy by mail,

Filing Date and Payment of Fees for Documents Filed Electronically.

When filed using one of the methods specified in (b} above, 1 document
transmitted and received by 11:59:59 p.m., Eastern Standard Time, shall be
considered filed on that day. If a filing fee is required for the document, a check or
money order for the fee must be mailed or delivered to the appellate court within
five days of the filing; the case name and the Appellate Case Number, if known,
should be listed on the check or money order.

(d)

Electronic Service Using AIS E-mail Address.

(1)  Service on Another Lawyer. A lawyer admitte to practice law in
South Carolina may serve a document on another lawyer admitted to
practice law in South Carolina using the lawyer's prim iy e-mail address
listed in the Attorney Information System (AIS). Documents must be e-
mailed as an attachment in ,pdf. In the absence of cons ent, a lawyer serving
a document by e-mail may not utilize another file format or a file-sharing
service. For documents that are served by e-mail, a copy of the sent e-mail
shall be enclosed with the proof of service, affidavit of service, or certificate
of service for that document. Lawyers are reminded of their obligation under

! The fax number for the Supreme Court is 803-734-1499. The fax number of the
Court of Appeals is 803-734-1839,
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Rule 410(g), SCACR, to ensure that their AIS information 1s current and
accurate at all times.?

(2)  Service by an Appellate Court. An appellate court may send an
order, opinion or other correspondence to a lawyer admitted to practice law
in South Carolina using that lawyer's primary e-mail ¢.ddress in AIS. A self-
represented litigant may request the appellate court serve the litigant by e-
mail under this provision. Any request must be in wril ing and must include
the e-mail address for service. It is the responsibility of the self-represented
litigant to immediately inform the appellate court of a1y change in e-mail
address.

(3)  Service on Persons Admitted Pro Hae Vice. For attorneys admitted
pro hac vice under Rule 404, SCACR, service on the ¢ssociated South
Carolina lawyer using an electronic method permitted by this order shall be
construed as service on the pro hac vice attorney: if appropriate, it is the
responsibility of the associated lawyer to provide a copy to the pro hac vice
attorney.

(4)  Service of the Notice of Appeal. In addition to other methods of
service, a party may serve a notice of appeal in accord mce with the
provisions of any Electronic Filing Policies and Guide lines, or other similar
rules established by Order of this Court, that permit the electronic filing and
service of documents in a court specified in Rule 203, SCACR. See Rule
203(d)(1), SCACR (requiring the notice of appeal be filed with the clerk of
the lower court). The party shall file a copy of a Notice: of Electronic Filing
(NEF), or other similar document, as proof of service of the notice of appeal.

s/ Donald W. Beatty , C.J.
s/ John W, Kittredge L
s/ John Canmnon Few T,

? The primary AIS e-mail address for lawyers admitted to prastice in South
Carolina may be obtained using the search function at
https://www.sccourts.org/attorneys/dspSearchAttorneys. cfin. Lawyers may update

their AIS information at https://ais.sccourts.org/AIS.
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s/ George C. James, Jr, 1.

s/ D. Garrison Hill L

Columbia, South Caroclina
April 24, 2024
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