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Proof of Service.pdf

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

Dear Court of Appeals,

Please file the following document Surreply Regarding Appellant's Motion for Leave to Supplement
Record on Appeal and Proof of Service

in Case No. 2022-000775 Pet Helpers, Inc., Respondent v. Janet L. Frisco, Appellant, v Melissa Susko,
Third-Party Defendent.

Thank you,
Janet L. Frisco, Appellant, Pro Se
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Bentley Price, Circuit Court Judge

Court of Appeals Case No. 2022-000775
Civil Court Case No. 2021-CP-10-2682,
Civil Court Case No. 2021-CP-10-2848

Pet Helpers, INCe. e e et e e ens Respondent,
V.
L= g W R L Appellant,
V.
Melissa SUSKO....ou e Third-Party Defendant.

SURREPLY REGARDING APPELLANT’S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
SUPPLEMENT RECORD ON APPEAL

The Appellant Pro Se requested leave of this Honorable Court to

supplement Record on Appeal per Rule 212 SCACR and add the document
Objection to Defendant’s Motion to Consolidate filed July 16, 2021 in Case No.





2021-CP-10-2848 Janet Frisco v Pet Helpers, inc., and Melissa Susko which has the
police report exhibit attached that was not included in the Appellant’s

Designation of Matter and consequently the Record on Appeal. The police report

together with the tax map supports that Melissa Susko, Third-Party Defendant,
used two of her employees in an attempt to entrap the Appellant in order to press
trespassing charges on or about June 5, 2021. The Respondent’s legal
representative, Stephan V. Futeral, then falsely stated Appellant was guilty of
trespassing when he filed the Respondent’s complaint June 9, 2021 and used the
false accusation to support the Respondent’s lawsuit and associated illegal
actions, i.e. restraining orders, sanctions fees, and false imprisonment
perpetrated on the Appellant.

The appellant is allowed per SCACR 212 to add designations at this point in
the appeal process to the Record on Appeal, but the Respondent’s requests in his
Return to Appellant’s Motion to Supplement the Record on Appeal filed June 17,
2023 for this court to strike the police report and tax map because he claims they
are irrelevant, but together they prove that the Appellant did not violate the No
Trespass Notice that was requested by the Third-Party Defendant, Melissa Susko.
Respondent and their attorney implemented the action to conceal their crime of
fraud. Respondent’s legal representative claims on the motion to strike that the
additional designations are not relevant matter in the appeal. On the contrary, the
exhibits are essential to prove that the Appellant is not guilty of slander or libel
and that the lawsuit was implemented to cover up the Respondents fraudulent
actions concerning the fake adoption of Respondent’s dog, Toby, they staged
devised by Melissa Susko, Executive Director of Pet Helpers, assisted by her staff.

If the Partial Summary Judgement is revoked by this court, then the
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evidence which was suppressed in the lower court can be presented for review
before an impartial jury to facilitate an informed judgement.

The tax map exhibit is already included on the Appellant’s Designation of
Matter and Record on Appeal attached to the document Defendant’s Objection to
Plaintiff’s Motion to Show Cause filed August 13, 2021 and is therefore allowed to
be included under “Exhibits and Photographs” in the index of Record on Appeal,
but was attached with the police report on the document Objection to the Motion
to Consolidate filed July 16, 2021. It is necessary for the police report to be

considered with the tax map to illustrate that the Appellant was not guilty of
trespassing, but because the report mentions having to consider the tax map to
fully determine Appellant did not trespass, it is relevant to the appeal contrary
Respondent’s claim it isn’t. Appellant is not trying to appeal the consolidation

of the two cases at this time, but submitted the pleading because the tax map
exhibit was attached to it, unlike the respondent who files his exhibits separately
on the public index, which caused confusion for the Appellant when printing
documents from the Public Index to be included on the Record on Appeal and for
the Respondent at this time. Respondent also caused confusion by mentioning on
his Designation of Matter “and exhibits” on some and not other designations, but
on his Motion to Strike insinuates that his mistake was a deliberate omission by
the Appellant.

The tax map of Pet Helper’s property was already introduced in the
Designations of Matter attached to the document filed August 13, 2021
Defendant’s Objection to Plaintiff’s Motion to Show Cause Exhibit B page 217 of
Record on Appeal so Respondent’s attorney accusation that it is being

introduced as evidence that Respondent engaged in an abuse of civil process is
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blatantly false. It is being introduced to prove that the Respondent’s lawsuit is
without merit and as such the Partial Summary Judgement should be revoked by
this honorable court so that all existing evidence in this case can be considered by
an impartial jury prior to a final decision.
CONCLUSION

Based on the forgoing, Appellant hereby respectfully requests that this
Honorable Court allow Appellant to add the police report which is attached to the
document as an exhibit per SCACR Rule 212 as written because it is relevant to

the appeal and needs to accompany the tax map.

Respectfully submitted,

Janet L. Frisco, Pro Se Appellant
203 Cardinal Drive

Summerville, South Carolina 29485
(843) 804-0318
Janetfrisco@yahoo.com

Dated: June 18, 2023
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Pet Helpers, INC....cvevverrre ettt e RESPONd EN,
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| certify that | have served the Surreply Regarding Appellant’s Motion for
Leave to Supplement Record on Appeal by delivering the same via email and
United States Regular Mail, postage prepaid, on June 18, 2023 addressed to the
Respondent as follows:

= e
Stephan V. Futeral Wof %W

534 Johnnie Dodds Blvd., Suite 202 V’/Janet L. Frisco, Appellant Pro se
Mount Pleasant, South Carclina 29464

sfuteral@charlestonlaw.net

Attorney for Respondent and Third-Party Defendant Dated: June 18, 2023







