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) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
Anthony Robert Taylor, ) C/A No.: 2023-CP-40-02377
)
Plaintiff, )
) _ _
Vs. ) ORDER DISMISSING PLAINTIFFE’S
’ )  COMPLAINT AND AWARDING
The State of SC, Alan Wilson, Judge ) SANCTION UNDER THE SOUTH
Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr., Attorney ) CAROLINA FRI VILOUS PROCEEDINGS
Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek, ) ACT
) -
Defendant(s). ) TR &
e TS
oy 171 ;.,._ T g
wE S TE
The Plaintiff in this matter is a pro se litigant seeking damages agairfs‘a gﬁe Dgendérig
i 3 &
2 . ed
salleging.

pursuant to a Summons and Complaint filed with the Clerk of Court on May-: §’?02§E~ g
various facts and circumstances against the Defendants; Defendant “Attorney J a.clc.]ualine Marie . .
Pavlicek” was served and responded with a Motion to Dismiss pursuant to Rule 12(b)6 of the |
South Carolina .Rules of Civil Procedure and requesting sanction(s) pursuant to the “South _
Carolina Frivilous Civil Proceedings Sanctions Act” §§15-36-10 et seq. of the Code of Laws of

South Carolina (2005). The Plaintiff filed a response to the Motion on June 7, 2023.

This case was scheduled for a hearing before me at the Richland County Courthouse on
February 16, 2024. Present at the hearing was the attorney for Defendant Pavlicek, W. Mike
Hemlepp, Jr., Esquire of the Richland County Bar. Also present was the plaintiff, Anfhony Robert

Taylor, who was properly served with Notice of this Hearing by the Clerk of Court through mailing

Pa@l of 4

to his address of record.
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various facts and circumstances against the Defendants. Defendant “Attorney Ja;(iualine Marie |
Pavlicek” was served and responded with a Motion to Dismiss pursuant to Rule 12(b)6 of the
South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure and requesting sanction(s) pursuant to the “South
Carolina Frivilous Civil Proceedings Sanctions Act” §§15-36-10 et seq. of the Code of Laws of
South Carolina (2005). The Plaintiff filed a response to the Motion on June 7, 2023.

This case was scheduled for a hearing before me at the Richland County Courthouse on
February 16, 2024. Present at the hearing was the attorney for Defendant Pavlicek, W. Mike
Hemlepp, Jr., Esquire of the Richland County Bar. Also present was the plaintiff, Anthony Robert

Taylor, who was properly served with Notice of this Hearing by the Clerk of Court through mailing

to his address of record. -
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A motion to dismiss is judged solely by the allegations in the four corners of the Plaintiff’s
Complaint. Rule 12(b)6 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.

There is no discernable cause of action stated in the Plaintiff’s complaint. Further, there is
no relief stated or requested, even when taken in the light most favorable to the Plaintiff, which
would would be within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Circuit Courts of South Carolina.
Based upon the Plaintiff’s complaint, on its fact, I hereby find dismissal of this action is warranted.
Based upon the arguments of the Plaintiff, providing leave to amend the complaint would not
produce more clarity, and could produce less.

The standard for a frivolous proceeding is whether a reasonable attorney, in the same
circumstances would believe, under the facts alleged, that the Plaintiff’s claim may be warranted
under existing law; or a reasonable attorney in the same circurﬁstances would believe the Plaintiff’s
procurement, initiation, and continuation of the civil claim or defense is intended merely to harass
or injure the other party; or for making frivolous arguments a reasonable attorney would believe

‘were not supported by the facts. §15-36-10(A)(4) of the Code of Laws of South Carolina (2005 ).

The decision to sanction for a frivolous proceeding is a question of law for the Court, not

a question of fact for a jury because it sounds in equity, not in law. Father v. S.C.D.S.§ 353 S.C.

254,578 S.E.2d 11 (2003).
The “South Carolina Frivilous Proceedings Act” states, in pertinent part:

15-36-10(E) In determining if an attorney, party, or a pro se litigant has violated
the provisions of this section, the court shall take into account:

(1) the number of parties;

(2) the complexity of the claims and defenses;

(3) the length of time available to the attorney, party, or pro se litigant to investigate
and conduct discovery for alleged violations of the provisions of subsection (4)(4),
(4) information disclosed or undisclosed to the attorney, party, or pro se litigant
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through discovery and adequate investigation;

(5) previous violations of the provisions of this section;

(6) the response, if any, of the attorney, party, or pro se litigant to the allegation
that he violated the provisions of this section; and

(7) other factors the court considers just, equitable, or appropriate under the
circumstances. §15-36-1 0(E)

After carefully listening to the arguments of counsel and the arguments of the Plaintiff, and
after considering the factors outlined in §15-36-10(E) of the statute, I hereby find as a matter of
law the Plaintiff’s Complaint meets the definition of frivolous pursuant to §15-36-10 et seq. of the
Code of Laws of South Carolina. The Court takes judicial notice of the many lawsuits against
public officials which have been unsuccessfully filed by this Plaintiff.

The Defendant in this matter has also moved for Sanctions pursuant to the “Frivilous
Proceedings Act”. The movant is a public employee as an attorney in the Office of the City
Attorney for the City of Columbia. She is a full-time employee of the City of Columbia and neither
the Defendant nor the City of Columbia seeks attorney’s fees and costs in this case as sanctions
for filing this frivolous action. Instead, the Defendant seeks injunctive relief designed to protect
against further vexacious litigation.

Based upon the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED,

a. That the claims contained in the Plaintiff’s Complaint against the Defendant Pavlicek

are hereby DISMISSED with prejudice;

b. That the Plaintiff’s complaint is hereby declared to be frivolous under the “South

Carolina Frivilous Proceedings Act”.

c. That the Plaintiff is hereby enjoined from filing any further pro se complaints in the

Circuit Courts of this State without prior permission of a judge of that Court who has
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read the complaint in the light most favorable to the Plaintiff and determined the rehef

requested by the Plaintiff is within the jurisdictional authority of the Court 1f|the

allegations contamed in the Cornplaint are proven to be true. In the alternative to plrlor

judicial authonzatlon Plaintiff may attach to his pleadings a signed affidavit from a

licensed attorney authorized to practlce law in the State of South Carolina that; the

causes of action and claims made in the pleading are warranted under existing law, and

are supported by adequate facts. This affidavit shall iden’;ify discernable cause§ of
action contained the pleadings, together With the facts supporting each element of the
causes of action.

d. That this Order shall be forwarded to the South Carolina Supreme Court pursuant to

|
15-36-10(M) and shall be made a public document in the discretion of the Sfouth
|

Carolina Supreme Court.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

JOCELYN NE}MAN, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Signed this \6 12 day of May, 2024 at
Columbia, South Carolina or electronically
signed on the date and location as set forth
on the attached.
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IN THE MAGISTRATE’S COURT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
_ ' o , )  FORTHE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
" COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) :
s | ) -
Anthony Robert Taylor ) Civil Action No. 2023-CP-40-02377
' | )
Plaintiff, )
VS. ' )
: )
The State of SC, Alan Wilson, )
Judge Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr., )
Attorney Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek )
| )
Defendants. )
) )
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I Natalie Hutchins, employee with the law firm of MONTGOMERY WILLARD, LLC,
do hereby certify that I have served the Plaintiff with a copy of the Order Granting Defendant the
State of SC Office of Attorney General Alan Wilson’s Motion to Dismiss and Dismissing the

~ Matter as to Frank R. Addy, Jr. and Order Dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint and Awarding
Sanction Under the SC Frivolous‘Proceedings Act by mailing a copy of the same via Certified

Mail with the proper postage affixed thereto to the address below:

Anthony Robert Taylor
1549 Lilly Ave
Columbia, SC 29204

\inmeNeRET

Natalie Hutchins ' ’

Columbia, South Carolina
May 24, 2024
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- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
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COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Anthony Robert Taylor, ) CIVIL ACTION NO: 2023-CP-40-02377
)
Plaintiff, ) ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT THE
) STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA OFFICE
Vs. ) OF ATTORNEY GENERAL ALAN
) WILSON’S MOTION TO DISMISS
The State of South Carolina Office of ) AND DISMISSING THE MATTER AS TO
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This matter comes before the Gourt by way of a summons and complaint ﬁfe?iébycmamtl
on May 8, 2023. On May 26, 2023, Defendant The State of South Carolina Ofﬁce of Attorney
General, Alan Wilson moved pursuant to Rules 12(b)(1),12(b)(6) and 12(c), SCRCP, for an order

of the court dismissing this action and sanctioning Plaintiff for his continued frivolous filings

" against the office and members of the judiciary. On May 26, 2023, Defendant Attorney J acqueline

Mearie Pavlicek filed a motion pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6), SCRCP, requesting an order of the court
dismissing this action and sanctioning Plaintiff. On June 8, 2023, Plaintiff filed a memorandum in
opposition to Defendants’ motions. A hearing on Defendants’ motion.s was convened before me on
February.16, 2024 at the Richland County Courthouse. Plaintiff was present and proceeded pro se.
Defendant The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General, Alan Wilson and the Honorable
Frank R. Addy who was not served with process and has not appeared in the case were represented
by Montgomery Willard, LLC of Columbia with B. Allen Bullard, Esquire appearing. Defendant}’g
Pavlicek was present and was represented by W. Mike Hemlepp, Jr., Esquire. This Court has had
an opportunity to review the summons and complaint, the other pleadings in the matter and the

motions and memoranda filed and has considered the arguments presented at the hearing by

oﬁl/'
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ThlS matter comes before the Court by way of a summons and complamt ﬁ}eaby d%lamtlff"»
on May 8, 2023. On May 26, 2023, Defendant The State of South Carohna Ofﬁcen of Attorney
General, Alan Wilson moved pursuant to Rules 12(b)(1),12(b)(6) and 12(c), SCRCP, for an order
of the court dismissing this action and sénctioning Plaintiff for his continued frivolous filings
against the office and mebers of the judiciary. On May 26, 2023, Defendant Attomey Jacqueline
Marie Pavlicek filed a motion pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6), SCRCP, requesting an order of the court -
dlsm1ssmg thxs action and sanctmnmg Plaintiff. On June 8, 2023, Plaintiff filed a memorandum in
opposition to Defendants motions. A hearmg on Defendants’ motions was convened before me on

.February. 16, 2024 at the Richland County Courthouse. Plaintiff was present and proceeded pro se.
Defendant The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney Geﬁeral, Alan Wilson and the Honorable
Frank R. Addy who was not se&ed with process and has not appeared in the case were represented
by Montgomery Willa;rd,.LLC of Columbia with B. Allen Bullard, Esquire appearing. Defendant
Pavlicek was present and was represented by W, Mike Hemlepp, Jr., Eéquire. This Court has had
an 6ppdrtunity to review the summons and complaint, the other pléadings‘ in the matter and the -

motions and memoranda filed and has considered the arguﬁmnts presehted at the hearing by
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Plaintiff and Defendants’ counsel. / Set forth below are the findings of this Court with regard to
Defendant The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General, Alan Wilson’s (“Defendant’™)
motion. !

A general review of Plaintiff’s current and past complaints against various governmental
entities, including two (2) prior cases against Defendant and the Office of the Attorney General,
sound in a recovery for property seized in 1993 and 1996 as well as some form of reparations.

' “'This case seems to add a claim that the Court zimﬁréﬁé}ly;i'ais}in;is'se’}i’his: prior claims, which could
) s, !
only be resolved through the direct appeal process. Nevertheless, Plaintiff presents a rambling
series of alleged indignations which he believes entitle him ‘t@ some form of relief. Sections of
his prayer for relief are instructive.

We seek an immediate compensation for 152 years or, war of 1871, White

Supremacy under democracy against the God-image, the God-like, the dark, the

light skinned/complexion and the 1/8% that Democracy labels the ‘inferior one’s.

We seek the return of all personal properties unlawfully confiscated under

indictment number 92-GS-40-1613 violation, false imprisonment $5,000,000 (five

million) U.S. dollars per day, per occurrence, per officer, official, agent, or
representative involved, plus 18% annual interest.

Plaintiff also secks millions of dollars for alleged injuries emanating from his 1996 arrest
(96-GS--40-10975) and his 2020 arrest. Plaintiff’s prayer for relief provides the clearest evidence
of his claims. A review of his prior suits and the similar prayers for ygﬁ¢£rcpn§§inedﬁin those
demonstrates that all Plaintiff is truly doing is ‘attemp'ting to re-litigate- matters that have been
previously decided with finality.

This Court finds that Plaintiff’s complaint and this matter should be dismissed as his claims

are not made in a time, place, or manner that allows recovery. His complaint even afforded the

! Plaintiff filed this action with a handwritten Civil Action Coversheet accompanied by a typewritten summons and
complaint. Based upon this Court’s review of the pleadings it finds that the references to “The State of Sonth Carolina
Office of Attomey General, Alan Wilson™ and “The State of SC, Alan Wilson® are not separate defendants but, rather,
are both attempts to bring an action solely against Attorney General Alan Wilson in his official capacity, and this Court

so finds.
T



~most liberal review considering his pro‘ se status does not and cannot as a matter of law set forth a
cause of action against either Attorney General Wilson or Judge Addy upon which relief can be
granted. Therefore, for the reasons outlined below this Court finds that Defendant’s motion should

be granted, and this matter dismissed with prejudice.

1. Plaintiff’s claim is barred by the applicable statutes of limitatioﬁ.

Plainti.ft’s claixl:ns date to 1993, 1996, artd 2(/).00. He.ﬁied this complaint on May 8, 2023.
Plaintiff does not plead, nor has he filed a claim as allowed by the tort claims act. Therefore, he
cannot recover for any ctaim'against _the ‘S::tate that occurred before May 9, 2021. Every claim he

purports to riake in his complaint arose before that date.

2. Plaintiff’s elaim is barred bv the South Carolina Tort Claims Act S.C. Code Ann. §15-
78-10, et. seq,

Each-of Plaintiff’s claims. emanate from legal actions or Jud1c1al actlons taken by the State
of South Carolina. S, C. Code Ann. § 15-78-60 speclﬁcally provxdes that
The govemmental entity is ot 11able for aloss resultmg from:

(1) legislative, judicial, or quasi-judicial action or inaction; A

(2) administrative action or enaction of a legislative, judicial, or quasi-judicial
nature;

(3) execution, enforcement, or unplementatton of the orders of any court or

" execution, enforcement or lawful implementation of any process;

“4) adoption, enforcement, or compliance with any law or failure to adopt or enforce
any law, whether valid or invaiid, including, but not limited to, any charter,
prov1sxon ordinance, rule, resolution, or written policies;

(5) the exercise of discretion or judgment by the governmental entlty or employee or
the performance or failure to perform any act or service which is in the
discretion or judgment of the governmental entity or employee.

All clauns raised by Plaintiff in his complamt faIl under one of these express exceptlons to

government llablhty and his clalms therefore, cannot stand as a matter of law.

v



3. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrines of res judicata and collateral estoppel.

This is Plaintiff's third lawsuit against Defendant. The history of his multiple claims

relating to the same subject matter and similar claims demonstrates that the Court has exhaustively
cbnsidered a bevy of allegations and causes related to the case at bar, all stemming from the same
‘ incidents, long past applicable statutes of limitation and uniformly decided against him.
Plaintiff filed his first claim relating to some of the matters raised in this complaint in
| Anthbﬁy T&yfor v [)an».-foihr.zso;n,‘ et al. (.'2004-6'}’-40:028»]'5;3)'.» Theré he sought to recover property
that he alleged was wrongfully confiscated from him by Richland Counfy when he was arrested on
or about December 17, 1991. The Couﬁ granted sumr;xary judgment in favor of the state actors in
that case by Order dated May 13, 2005. Plaintiff .sought an appeal, but it was dismissed by the
South Carolina Court of Appeals by order dated January 25, 2006, due to Plaintiff’s failure to pay
the filing fee for his notice of appeal. | |

Plaintiff filed his first case against Defendant on January 25, 2019 (dnthony Robert T. ayfor
v. State of South Carolina, et al, 2019-CP-40—00486). There he sought damages against the
Attorney General for “violation of God-given unalienable (sic) Rights and . . . one million two
hundred thousand dollars for damage, actual emotional distress, redemption for debt owed,
misrepresentation and fraudulent .intentr to deprive. Plaintiff seeks an additional fiv ¢ million dollars
ér a total of defendant’s assets and 33% of his/her gross income for life.” Defendants filed a
motion to dismiss, and the Court dismissed thc.case_by ordgr dated June 28, 2019.

After the Court dismissed his 2019 Action, Plaintiff filed a second claim against Defendant
on May 26, 2020 (dnthony R. Taylor v. State of South Carbh‘na,. et al., 2020-CP-40-2482). In
dismissing that case, the Court held: o

This court cannot discern any possible or actionable claim lying in tort, statute, or

under a constitutional right in this complaint. There is no allegation of any non-
public duty against the Defendants. There is no allegation of any special duty owed

0



to the Plaintiff. Likewise, the Plaintiff’s complaint, as it relates to riegligence, fails
to allege a breach of any duty owed by these defendants to him as.well as damages
directly and proximately the result of such duty. This court is unable to read the
complaint such' that even construed most liberally, a valid cause of action for
negligence is pled. Plaintiff has no standing to pursue state or federal criminal -
charges or causes of action based thereon as alleged in his complaint. Likewise, the
Plaintiff fails to articulate any allegations that may be read to deprive him or any
party he purports to represent any constltuhonal right or cause any damage to them.
Finally, the Plaintiff fails to allege any breach of a constitutional right to create any
discernable claim that the court can detect alleging a violation of his constitutional
rights.

Trying to find a cause of action for some constitutional ‘deprivation is similarly
- fruitless. While Plaintiff’s complaint is rife with racial epithet, it fails to allege any
" facts under which this court might grant relief under any arguable or colorable
constitutional claim. :

Plaintiff fails to allege facts from which the court, applying the most liberal
standard, can find a cause of action that might allow the Plaintiff relief. His
complaint, in fact, and at law, clearly fails to set forth a cognizable claim under Rule

12(b)(6).

Moreover, the only facts alleged against the Defendants seem to be centered on 1993
and 1996 convictions. Since these are far beyond any applicable statutes of
limitation, was the court able to find a cognizable claim, it could not be decided in
Plaintiff’s favor as a matter of law, and the case must be dismissed under Rule 12(c).

The claims for Telief in his 2020 action expanded on those in the 2019 action. Reviewing

those claims and comparing them with those in the current action reveal that there are no new

claims in the current acti_oh except those alleging that his prior actions were wrongfully dismissed.

Nene of those claims are ¢ognizable:

The fundamental purpose of Res judicata is “to ensure that ‘no one should be twice sued for

the same cause of action.” Judy v. Judy, 393 8,C. 160, 173, 712 S.E.2d 408, 414 (2011) (internal
- citation omitted). Res judicata bars a second suit where there is (1) ideritity of parties; (2) identity .
of subject matter; and (3) adjudication of the issue in the first suit. Judy, at 167; 712 S.E.2d at 412.

This is Plaintiff’s third attempt to sue Defendant for the same cause of action. This Court finds

Plaintiff is barred from doing so by res judicata.



4. . Plaintiff’s complaint fails to state a cause of action against Defendants upon which

ehef can be granted (Rule 12(b)(6)

To survive a motion to dismiss, a complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted

~ as true, to “state a c_lair‘n to relief that is plausible on its face.” Bell Atlantic Cbrporation V.
Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 570, 127 S. Ct. 955, 167 L.. Ed. 2d 929. A claim has facial plausibility 7
when the plaintiff pleads factual ctontent that allows tlte court to draw the reasonable inference that
the defendant is liable for thg mxsconduct alleged Id at 556 127 S Ct 1955 167 L Ed 2d 929.
The plau51b1hty standard is not akm toa probablhty requirement,” but it asks for more than a sheer
possibility that a defendant has acted unlawfully. Jd.

The tenet that a court mu;ét accept as true all of the allegations contained in a complaint is
inapplicable to legal cOnclusions Threadbare recitals of the elements of a cause of action,
supported by mere conclusory statements do not suffice. Ashcroft v. Igbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678, 129
S.Ct. 1937, 1949, 173 L.Ed. 2d 868,884 (2008) A court is not bound to accept as true a legal
conclusion couchcd as a factual allegation. Rule 8, SCRCP, marks a notable and generous
departure from the hyper technical, code-pleadtng regime of a prior era, but it does not unlock the
doors of discovery for a plaintiff-armed with nothing more ttlan conclusions. “Onljt a complaint
that states a plausible claintl for reliet‘ survives é‘motion to dismiss,” Id at 556, 127 S. Ct, 1955,
167 L. Ed. 2d 929. Determiﬁing whether a complaint states a plausible claim Tor relief is a Gonitext-
specific task that requires the reviewing court to draw on its judicial expérience and common sense.
But where the well-pleaded facts do not permit the court to infer more tha_n t}tg mere possibility-'of ,
misconduct, the complaint‘has alleg;:d -- but it has not “show[n]” -- “that the Vpleader is entitled to
relief.” Rule 8(&)(2), SCRCP.

In keeping with these principles, a court considering a motion to dismiss can choose to
begin by identifying pleadings that, because they are no more than conclusions, are not entitled to

4
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the .assuﬁption of truth. While legal conclusions can provide thé framework of a complaint, they
must be supported by factual allegations. When there are well-pleaded factual allegations, a court
should assume their veracity and the‘ﬁ determine whether they plausibly give rise to an entitlement
to relief,

In applying the general tenets of Rule 12(b)(6), this Cowrt finds Plaintiff’s complaint (even
allowing for liberal interpretation due to his pro se status) fails as follows:

(a) It fails to allege any claim for relief against Defendants as a matter of law

because it fails to allege any facts which demonstrate Plaintiff is or can be

entltled to any relief against Defendants, {

(b) 1t fails to allege any duty, breach of duty, damages, or facts sufficient to set out
any [egal, equitable, common law, or statutory cause of action as a matter of law.

(c) To the extent it purports to allege causes of action for legal malpractice agamst'
Defendant, such a claim fails as a matter of law as no attorney-client relattonshxp
-is alleged or ever ex1sted between the Plamttff and Defendant.

(@ To the extent it purports to allege causes of actlon-for neghgence, it fails to
allege a legally cognizable duty, breach of that duty, and damages arising as a
direct and proximate result of the breach of said duty.

(¢) To the extent that it purports to allege equal protection or Section 1983 claims,
he fails to allege the required elements of such claims:.

(f) Even con51der1ng all of the allegations contamed in it in a light most favorable to
Plaintiff, it is impossible to identify allegations alleging any set of facts which
amount to a cogmzable claim under any legal theory

5.' Plamtlff’s clalms are barred by the Doctrme of Laches

Laches is neglect for an unreasonable and unexplained length of time, under circumstances
affording opportunity for diligence, to do what in law shoqld have been done. Mid-State T}ust, II'v.
Wright, 323 S.C. 303, 474 S.E.2d 421 (1996); Ha?{ums 12 Haflums, 296 S.C. 195, 371 S.E.2d 525
(1988); Muir v. C.R. Bard, Inc., 336 S.C. 266, 519 S.E.-Zd 583 (Ct. App. 1999). Lacheé is an
equitable doctrine, which arises upoh the failure to assert a_known right; All Saints Parish,

Waccamaw v. Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese of S.C., 358 S.C. 209, 235, 595 S.E.2d

&’



253, 267 (Ct. App. 2004).

Here, to the extent Plaintiff’s claims could be considered equitable rather than legal, they
are barred by his failure to-timely pursue grievances dating back nearly thirty years, especially
since his earlier pleadings demonstrate a longstanding awareness of the claims he is attempting to
raise here. |

6. Defendant is entitled to Judgment on the Pleadings.

* A motion for judgment on the pleadit'lg‘:’s'lundeﬂr Rule 12(c) may be made at any time “[a]fter
the pleadings are closed - but ea?ly enough not to delay [the] trial.” Rule 12(c), SCRCP. A motion
for judgment on the pleadings is proper where pleadings entitle a party to judgment without proof,
by disclosure of all facts, where the pleadings present no issue of fact or present merely an
immaterial issue. Rosenthal v. Unarcq Indus., Inc., 278 S.C. 420, 422, 297 S.E.2d 638, 640 (1982).
Where the pleadings ére fatally deficient in substance or fail to state a good cause of action in favor
of the plaintiff and against the defendant, judgment on the pleadings is proper. Id.

When deciding a Rule 12(c) motion for judgment on the pleadings, courts apply the same
standard used to evaluate a motion to dismiss pursuant to Rule 12(5)(6). “A motion under Rule
12(b)(6) or Rule 12(c) admits well pleaded facts in the complaint, but it does not admit the
inference d;awn b_yi the plai}ntiff from suc{1 chts, r}19'r‘doe>sA it admit .gqnclpgiqqs of law -_The court
rﬁust .t‘ake.:wall well pleadéd fact; aé ﬁue." Carolina Winds O’wners-' Ass'n, Inc. v. Joe Harden
Builder, 297 S.C. 74, 76, 374 S.E.2d 897, 899 (Ct. App. 1988). Construing every fact pled in a
light most favorable to Plaintiff, this Court finds no action properly lies against Defendant.

7. Plaintiff’s complaint is frivalous, and Plaintiff is subject to sanctions as a result.

The standard for a frivolous .proceeding is whether a reasonable attorney, in the same
circumstances would believe, under the facts alleged, that Plaintiff’s claim may be warranted under

existing law; or a reasonable attorney in the same circumstances would believe Plaintiff's

06;/



procurement, initiation, and continuation of a claim or defense is intended merely to harass or
A inju_rg the other party; or for making frivolous arguments a reasbnable attorney would Eelieve were
not supported by the facts. S.C. Code Ann.. §15-36-10(4)(4). The decision to sanction for a
frivolous proceeding is a question of law for the Court, not a question of fact for a jury because it
sounds in equity, not in law. Holmes v. Haynsworth, Sinkler & Boyd, P.A., 408 S.C. 620; 641, 760
S.E.2d 399, 410 (2014).

S.C. Code Ann. §15-36-10(E) of the South Carolina Frivolous Proceedings Act states, in
pertinent part: |

(E) In determining if an attorney, party, or a pro se litigant has violated the
provisions of this section, the court shall take into account:

(1)  the number of parties;

(2) the complexity of the claims and defenses; '

(3)  the length of time available to the attorney, party, or pro se

litigant to investigate and. conduct discovery for alleged
violations of the provisions of subsection (A)(4);

(4) information disclosed or undisclosed to the attorney, party, or

pro se litigant through discovery and adequate investigation;
(5)  previous violations of the provisions of this section;

(6)  the response, if any, of the attorney, party, or pro se litigant to
the allegation.that he violated the provisions of this section;
and

(7)  other factors the court considers just, equitable, or appropnate

. under the circumstances. §15-36-10(E).

Based upd:i its review of the ﬁléadings and other méttér—s filed in this action;ﬁw other
actions filed by Plaintiff of the same or similar nature, some of which are mentioned aone; the
arguments of counsel; the arguments of Plaintiff; and, after considering the factors outlined in §15-
36-10(E) of the statﬁte, this Court finds that Plaintiff’s complaint is ﬁivolo_us.

Defendant has requestéd this .Court impose sanctions against Plaintiff for filing this
frivolous acﬁon. Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-36-10(G) sanctions may include: (1) an order for

a pro se litigant to pay the reasonable costs and attorey’s fees of the prevailing party, (2) an order

&



for the attorney to pay a reasonable fine to the court; or (3) a directive of a nonmonetary nature,

including injunctive relief, designed to deter a future frivolous action or an action in bad faith.

During the hearing counsel for Defendant and his co-Defendants proposed several alternative non-

monetary sanctions against Plaintiff to dissuade further frivolous filings. This Court finds that a |

proper sanction in this matter is to enjoin Plaintiff from filing any action in any Circuit Court of

South Carolina unless it is accompanied by a properly notarized affidavit by an attorney licensed to

practice law in the State of South Carolina that he or she in good faith believes that the matter

raised in the action is nonfrivolous and proper for a Circuit Court to consider.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. Defendant’s motion to dismiss is granted; and,

2, Plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant is dismissed with prejudice; and,

3. Plaintiff’s complaint is deemed to be frivblous;"and,

4. Plaintiff is enjoined from filing any action in any Circuit Court of South Carolina
unless it is accompanied by a properly notarized affidavit by an attorney licensed to
practice law in the State of South Carolina that he or she in good faith believes that

_the matter(s) raised in the actlon is/are nonfrlvolous and proper for a Circuit Court to
con51der

5. Based upon this Court’s aﬁhlysis of Plaintiff’s claims herein, which are incorporated
herein by reference and which this Court finds is equally applicable to the claims
against Defendant Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr., although he has not been served in

* this matter, Plaintiff’s complaint against him is dismissed with prejudice as well,

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Qe Lpumanin

W3]
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The South Cavolina Court of Eppeals

Anthony Robert Taylor, Appellant,
V.

The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General
Alan Wilson, Honorable Frank R. Addy, Ir., and

Attorney Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek, Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2024-000922

ORDER

On May 30, 2024, Appellant filed a notice of appeal. According to the proof of
service filed the same day, Appellant served W.M. Hemlepp with notice of the
appeal. On June 11, 2024, Appellant filed a second proof of service, stating he
served the notice of appeal on William Mike Hemlepp, Jr. On July 3, 2024, the
State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General Alan Wilson and the
Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr., moved to dismiss this appeal because "Appellant
neither served either of these [R]espondents nor their counsel within thirty days of
receipt of the written order or judgment nor did [] Appellant file a proof of

service . . . documenting service of his notice of appeal on these Respondents."
Appellant filed a return, asserting he had served all counsel of record::According
~To'the order onappeal; Attarney Hemlepp represeiited Respondent Paviicsk only.
After careful consideration, we grant the motion to dismiss Respondents the South
Carolina Office of Attorney General Alan Wilson and the Honorable Frank R.
Addy, Tr., from this appeal. See Rule 203(b)(1), SCACR (stating that when a party
appeals from the court of common pleas, the paity shall serve the notice of appeal
on all respondents within thirty days after receipt of written notice of entry of the
order or judgment); Rule 203 (d}V)(B)(1), SCACR (expiaining the notice of appeal
filed with the appellate court must be accompanied by proof of service showing
that the notice has been served on all respondents); Rule 262(c), SCACR
("Whenever under these Rules service is required or permitted to be made upon a
party represented by an attorney the service shall be made upon the attorney unless
service upon the party is ordered by the appellate court."); Rule 260(a), SCACR



(requiring dismissing of an appeal when an appellant fails to comply with the

requirements of the South Carolina Appell
Respondent Pavlicek shall proceed. /&

Court Rules) The appeal as to

vﬂ,‘/

Columbia, South Carolina -

ce:
Anthony R. Taylor

William Michael Hemlepp, Ir. l“qqmre
Michael H. Montgomery, qumre

FOR THE COURT

" FILED

- _Aug 292024




1002 CALHOUN STREET
CoLumBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 2920 |

oo BN ' MONTGOMERY WILLARD, LLC
- (@ _ 4\ \m i 4‘) ’ ~ ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT Law

. MICHAEL H. MONTGOMERY POST OFFicE Box | 1 886

] MHM@MONTGOMERYWILLARD.COM CoLumMBiA, SOUTH CAROLINA 2021 |-1 886
DIReCT DiAL No. (803) 753-6484 ‘ ’ )

.FACSIMILE (BO3) 799-2755

:CER-TIFIED CiviL M:EDIATOR . . WORLD WIDE ‘WEB HTTP://WWW.MONTGOMERYWILLARD. COM
RECEIVE])
. August 26, 2020 | '
NOV 08 2624

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL SC Court of Appeals
Mr. Anthony Taylor : ' : ' Co .
1549 Lily Avenue -
Columbia, SC 29204

RE:  Anthony Robert Taylor vs. State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General and
. Alan Wilson '
Case No. 2020-CP-40-02482
Our File No. 2206499

Dear Mr. Taylor:

\ As you know, our office represents the State of South Carolina and Attorney General
Wilson in this matter. Recently we learned that you filed responses to our motions and did not
serve our offices with those documents, instead serving our client. This letter shall serve as our

. request that you refrain from any direct communications with our clients. We ask that you only
communicate and serve us with documents and pleadings in this matter.

Enclosed herewith is a copy of Rule 5 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. 1
would encourage you to review this and all the applicable rules to instruct you in the proper
procedure for pursuing your lawsuit pro se. :

Any time you file- documents with the Richland County Clerk of Court, it is your
responsibility to serve our office with a copy of such document. You may do so via first class
mail, or if you use e-mail, we will be okay with that.

You did not serve a copy of the “Answer to Motion in Opposition to Motion to Strike” and
“Answer and Motion in Opposition to Defendant Motion to Dismiss” that you recently filed with
the Court upon us. The rules require that you serve all pleadings on all counsel of record in the
case. In the future, we would respectfully ask that you follow the rules and communicate with our
firm, as counsel for the State and the Attorney General. We also ask that you familiarize yourself
with and follow the applicable rules. S



Mr. Antﬁony‘Taylor
August 26, 2020
- Page Two

Ifyou have ‘any questions or concerns about this, please do not he51tate to contact my office
and I will be glad to discuss them thh you.

Sincerely,

MONTGOMERY WILLARD, LLC
Michael H. Montgomery

cc: Harley Kirkland hkirkland@scag.goy

MONTGOMERY WILLARD., LLC
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
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% r7ATs af 52, fan M/ﬁm Plaintif)
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W”W JWJM Moz, gg,{lceé

Defendant(s)

Submitted By:
Address: \64‘0\ LA P(\/*Q«

columiviary SC 29204
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) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
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SCBar #: j
Telephone #:
Fax #:

Other:
E-mail: o

NOTE: The coversheet and information contained herein nexther replaces nor supplements the filing and service of pleadings or other papars as required by
law: This form is required for the use of the Clerk of Cout for the purpose of docketing cases that are NOT E-Filed. It must be fill led Gt com(plgtely.
signed, and dated. A copy of this coversheet must be served on the defendant(s) along with the Summons and Complaint. This for E&ox‘,@mea to

. be filed in E-Filed Cases. * U
DOCKETING INFORMATION (Check all that apply) ;“‘J:f ,§§ e
*If. Action is Judgment/Settlement do not complete M "7 -~
JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint. [J NON-YURY TRIAL demanded in complaint. %2F co = ﬁ
o)

[C]- This case is subject to ARBITRATION pursu'ant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution, Rul,es .tl, Iy
G

[T} This case is subject to MEDIATION pursuant ‘to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rﬁ = o
(] This case is exempt from ADR. (Certificate Attached) & ay o
NATURE! {OF ACTION (Check One Box Below) g S S .
: Contracts Torfs - Professional Malpractice Toris - Personal Injury Re?l}roper:y ~
[0 Constructions (100) [0  Dental Malpractice (200) 3 Conversion (310) [O Claim & Delivery (400)
- [0 Debt Collection (110) 0  Lepal Malpracticé (210) [  Motor Vehicle Accident (320) [3 Condemnation (410)
“...[0 ° Genédl (130) dical Malpractice (220) [J  Premises Liability (330) [T Foreclosure (420),
O  Breach of Contract (140) - “iPrevious Nbtice of Intent Case # [J Products Liability (340} [ Mechanic's Lien (:430)
[0 Freud/Bad Faith (150) “%.,_-Nl- S, [0 Personal Injury (350) [ Partition (440) | -
0 Failure to Deliver/ lél}n:d File Med Mal (230) 1 Wrongful Death (360) [0 Possessian (450)
v+ Wamanty (160) ther (299)  + [0 Assault/Battery (370) [ Building Code Viglation (460)
""[3 Employment Disciim (170) . .. ! [0  Stander/Libel (380) .00 Other 439) T
[ Employment(180) “ [l Other(399).
- O Other (199 i
Inmate Petitions . Adminjstrative Law/Relief Judgments/Settlements Appeals
0 PCR(S00). * [3  Reinstate Dry. License (800) [ Death Settlement (700} [ Arbitration (900)1
0 Manddmus (520) 1  Judicial Review (810) [0 Foreign Judgment (710) [0 Magistrate-Civil (910) .
[] Habess Corpus(s30)~~- [  Relief(820) [1 Magistrate’s Judgment (720) [0 Magistrate-Criminal (920)
[0 Other(s99) ° ° - [ Permanent Injunction (330) [ Minor Settlement (730) [0 Municipal (930) |
[l  Forfeiture-Petition (840) ] Transcript Judgment (740) {3 Probate Court (940)
[0 Forfeiture—Consent Order (850) O LisPendens (750) [J SCDOT (950)
0  Other(899) {] Transfer of Structured [J Worker's Comp (960)
Settlement Payment Rights [J Zoning Bbard (970),
.Application (760) [J Pubtic:Service Comm, (990)
Special/Complex /Other i [1 Confession of Judgment (770) 3 Employment Seisurity Comm (991)
Environmental (600) [J Pharmaceuticals (630) 7 Petition for Workers .t -
Automobile Arb. (610) . [J  Unfair Trade Pracuces (640} Compensation Settlement [J Other(999)
. Approval (780)
Medical (620) [0 - Out-of State Depn_smoq,&{GSO) [ Incapacitated Adult
- Settlement (790)

. - Out-of-County Agtion (660)
Sexual Predator (510) ~ [0  Pre-Suit stcovery (670)
Permanent Restraining Order (680)

* Interpleader (690)

|

o

W]

[0 Other({699) [0 Motion to Quash Subpoena inan
|

O

O

Submiitting Party Signature:

SCCA /234 (04/2021) ,

[ Other(739) ____

art

Dafe: ép T?_Zj B

|
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

Anthony R. Taylor, Affiant
1549 Lilly Avenue
Columbia, South Carolina 29204

V.

Defendants:

The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General,
Alan Wilson :

Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. 2159 Circuit 8
528 Monument Street Suite 210
Greenwood, South Carolina 296461
Office-(864) 943-8020, Fax- (864) 9428581

Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek, Esg.

Office of The City Attorney
Post Office Box 667 Columbia, South Carolina 29202

Ty S m o

N gt Nt matt

S

ALAN WILSON OF THE STATE OF SOUTH
CAROLINA
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Post Ofﬁce Box 11549
Columbia, South Carolina 29211
QP28 PR sEed
Civil Action
SWORN AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS

—= ~3
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e I =
E:'j 3 o
7

Personally, appearing before me, the Affiant, Anthony R. Taylor, who first being duly sworn deposed and

ST,

~ says:

1. Thatlam the Affiant in captioned action and a resident of Richland County in Columbia, South

Carolina 29204

2. Where Remittitur was sent March 20, 2023, from the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

Jenny Abbott Kitchings; Clerk, V. Claire Allen, Chief Deputy Clerk

Post Office Box 11629 Columbia, South Carolina, 29211/1220 Senate Street Columbia, South

Carolina 29211, ect.al.

3. The Affiant objects to the findings and/or ruling by the court.



3

4. Affiant accepts your sworn Oath of Office, your responsibility and duty to protect his guaranteed
fecognized Constitutional Unalienable Rights against domestic, foreign, or bureaucratic Tranny
Government.

5. To the best of my ability, | truly say under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and factual
and that the record will reflect the same substantive material facfs.

6. Accordingly, to the Rules‘of Court, Affiant, submit this Affidavit of Facts in good faith, {2022-

001712). All admissions are yes or no questions and answers.

Instructions

Pursuant to the rules, 26, 33, 34 and 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedures, you and
your agency are Hereby, required to answer under Oath of Office and penalty of perjury, within
thirty (30) days. The following request for discovery to each admission yes or no is a continual
interrogatory to require you file supplemental answers. If you obtain further or different
information between the time of your answers and/or response or service and time for trial, you
and your agency have thirty (30) days upon service to answer or the affiant will move for a
Default Judgement.

1. Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit ves[_]or no[ ] that the United States for
America Constitufion, 1787, Circa, is the supreme law of the land 20237

2. Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_Jor no[_] that the United States for
America Constitution, 1787'Circa is a contract?

3. Attorney Gen'eral, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes [ Jor no[ ] that the United States for
America is a Republic union of all states?

4. Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_Jor no[_] that the United States for
Americaisa thre; (3) branch government (Executive Branch, Legislative Branch and
Judicial Branch)?

>. Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_Jor no[ ] that the United States of

America is a de facto government?



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes {lorno [ that the United States of

- America Constitutional Government is a de Jury government?

. Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yesElor nthhat democracy is a military

force of government?
Attornéy General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_]or no[_] that the United States of
America Constitution under Democracy is at war against the Supreme Law of the Land
under the United States for America Constitution and/or Honorable Bill of Rights and
Nature of God?
Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit'yesDor nthhat this legislative
democracy secretly operating within this Constitutional Republic is an act of treason,
criminal intent, and breach of contract?
Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yesljor noD that the Law Makers were
never given authority or power to control the behaviors of We the People?
Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[ Jor no[ ] that Law Makers were given
the authority and ﬁower by the people to legisiate codes, rules, regulations, and
procedures of law to control the behaviors of the 'bureaucratese, elected and appointed
officials, municipalities, agencies and agents, etc.al.?
Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_lor no[_] that everyone has the right
to alter or abolish any government that fails to protect their best interest and free will to
form a government of their.own to protect their interests, safety, and welfare?
Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[ Jor no["] that everyone has the free
choice and will to choose their own nationality?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yestor no[_] that the Honorable Frank

R. Addy, Jr. has dishonored his sworn Oath of Office to protect the Constitution’s



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

guaranteed unaliehable right from mundane and dilatory tactics and impropriety or any
influence of impropriety?

Attorney Genéral, Alan Wilson, do you admit yesEI or noD that the Honorable FrankvR.
Addy, Jr. fs at war against fhe United States for America Constitution, Soufh' Carolina
Consﬁtution, Hono‘réble Bill of Rights and 'Nature-God and breach of their contract?
Attorney Generél, Alan Wilson, do you admit yesl:] orno Dthat the Honorable Frank R.

Addy, Jr and Attorney Jacgueline M. Pavlicek, Esg. are officers of the court who are

| bound by their Sworn Oath of Office to protect all individual’s rights under the United

States for America Consﬁtuﬁoh 1787 Circa, and/or South Carolina Constitution
Honorable Bill of Rights and Nature God and breach of their contract?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes [ ]or no[_] that the Honorable Frank R.
Addy, Jr. lacked jurisdiction of that court?

Attarney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[ ] or no[ ] that the Honorable Erank R.
Addy, Jr. did not support or upheld the Judicial Machinery of the court?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_Jor no[ ] that the Honorable Frank R.
Addy, Jr. did not perform his judicial function?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_] or no [(that Attorney Jacqueline M.
Pavlicek, Esq. has dishonored her sworn Oath of Office with perjury, obstruction of
justice and breach of contract?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes[_Jor no [Jthat both Attorney
Jacqueline M. Pavlicek, Esq. and the Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. played their own legal
game, revised rules created by secret procedure between paid attorneys and judges in

breach of their contract and/or sworn oath?
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23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Attornéy Gene‘r:a l, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes_l:l or no[ Jthat both Attorney
Jacqueline M. Pavlicek, Esq. and the Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. are two (2) corrupted
members of this corn.;pted Fifth Judicial Circuit practice of collusion under law?
Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes [orno [1that both Jacqueline M.
Pavlicek, Esq and the Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr agreement to join each other has
created a criminal act of conspiracy and obsfruction of justice and a breach of their
contract?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit vesD or no[_Jthat there cannot be any
explanation or justification? |

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes [_Jor no [Jthat your given sworn Qath
of Office to protect all individual rights against all tranny government, foreign, domestic
and bureaucratese?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yesD or no[Jthat it's your duty as well as
your responsibility as Chief Prosecutor of the State of South Carolina to protect all
individual’s rights from illegal practice of law?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes [ _Jor no[ ] thata fraud in a case can be
raised at any time?

Attorney Genéral, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes (orno [ that Legislative Statutes
enforced upon the people in the name of the law are fraud?

Attorney General, Alan Wilson, do you admit yes [or no[_] that the Order of Dismissal
signed by the Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. is a violation of Federal and State(s) Law a
fraud as well as obstruction of justice and a breach of their contract?

Further Affiant sayeth naught.



Respectfully Submitted,

Qﬁ/ f?? %«J/’( .. Z/ %Mf ,@gc// e,

Ay honv R. Taylor
1549 Lilly Avenue

Columbia, South Carolina 29204

Sworn or Affirmed to and Subscribed before me this_=7¥_ day of this 2927 year.

/m..\C’

/Notary Public of South Carolina

. iy Comrnjssion Expires August 7. 2024

My Commission expires




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

Anthony R. Taylor, Affiant
1549 Lilly Avenue
Columbia, South Carolina 29204

Defendants:

The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General,
Alan Wilson

Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. 2159 Circuit 8
528 Monument Street Suite 210
Greenwood, South Carolina 296461
Office-(864) 943-8020, Fax- (864) 9428581

Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek, Esq.

Office of The City Attorney
Post Office Box 667 Columbia, South Carolina 29202

1. tam the Affiant in the above captioned action,

N M Vs St N

N e e et

et

ALAN WILSON OF THE STATE OF SOUTH
' CAROLINA
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Post Office Box 11549
Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Civil Action

2. Regular communication by mail exists throughout the State of South Carolina and that this a

proper circumstance of Service by mail and/or hand delivery.

3. Have this day served copies upon the court in the above by routing, by mail or

hand delivery and postage prepaid by Affiant.

Attorney General Office of South Carolina by U.S. postage mail First Class at Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

(Lo /ﬂ Doy, ot Butdie

Anthony R. Taylof, 1549 Lill} Avenue Cdlumbia, South Carolina 29204

Cc File



Richland CoUnty Sheriff's Department

LEQOK L. LOTT. JR
ksl"'r.-ﬁf )

Anthony Robert Taylor
2 1549 Lilly Avenue
Columbia, SC 29204 .

May 16, 2023

Re: Alan Wilson
Dear Sir/Madam:

On 5/9/2023, this department received a civil paper from your office. Please find the
enclosed Affidavit of Service/Non Service for the above reference case.

{ am pleased to be of service and if my Department can assist you in the future, please
call upon my Civil Process Division at (803) 576-3151. '

Sincerely,

Leon Lott
Richland County Sheriff

P.O. Box 143, Columbia, SC 29202
Office: (803) 576-3151 Fax: (803) 576-1898
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Richland Connty Sherift's Ropartment VAY 10 2028

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Date Entered:  05/09/2023
or NON-SERVICE File Number: C202303409
o DSS Number: 0
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) Date Foreign Case #:
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) 2023CP4002377
_ Plaintiff : Anthony Robert Taylor 1549 Lilly Avenue  Columbia, SC 29204
Phone: (803)463-7725 Work: : : e
Defendant(s) Alan Wilson SC Attorney General Office 1000 Assembly St. Columbia, SC 29201
e e ST TTTOTTT T T o e e e e Nf‘ - ﬂ'“/w TN T T T T T s e e —— N T T T T T T e e
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before Me : 1, L/} , duty sworn says tha@he served, or attempte
to serve, the following civil paper(s): v ’ o
’ ' Summons & Complaint 1
Motion ‘ 1
Notice 1
: o . -4
| | ‘ /5‘[/ ﬁﬂ?/'@/.ﬂﬁfw
on the defendant, / A f\/ L\/ ' /G) N .as follows:
() By personally handing the process to the defendant at ) , SC
. . (Street) (City)
on
(Date/Time)
() By handing the process to at
(Name of Person Served/Relationship) (Street)
e ,SC on » @ person of suitable age and discretion then residing in
(City) (DatefTime) ,
e defendant's usual place of abode, é)(é(““ f’\/ ] .
By handing the process tof ir VKl , the registered corporate agent or éfficer of the company

/ (N fP C N#mg)
/ 009 ﬁff W{/‘l/ ? ’f’? elrsonv/zef WT'G , SC onQ%Z/é‘ﬁ_?/' 31 % Icaﬂr(a'leaving him/her a copy.
(City) . ate/fimel :

(Street) (D

() WAS UNABLE to locate and serve the above process on the defendant, after diligént efforts by checking the City/Telephone

Directory, and going to the address given for the defendant, and by questioning persons in the vicinity of the address.
THE PROCESS IS RETURNED UNEXECUTED.

v

() COMMENTS:

Deponent knows the person served to be the defendant and Deponent is no to the action.
SWORN TO Before me this /‘/
/5 day of ﬁ% % , QM . Deg(ity Sheriff, Richland County P WILKES

S# 1185

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES
P.O. Box 143 Columbia, SC 29202

Matthew S. Aul
Notary Public, State of Scuth Carolina:
My Commission Expires July 11, 2032
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" . RICHLAND COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT.
.- CIVILPROCESSDIVISION
- SERVICE REQUEST INFORMATION SHEET

 You-are requested to provide; to the best of your ability as much information as possible. it is understood that. -

all information may not be available 0 you. However, the more information you provide will assist us in'the . -

service of your papers. If the address you provide is an apartment complex please _include the ‘building anq
apartment number and if it’s a gated community the (Gate code). ' e

is made we will return Paper non-served. , ' .

Once your paper is logged in it will be, assigned to a Deputy Sheriff who will-attempt to complete service.
Within 10 days (excluding weekends and holidays). It may take longer depending on the current volume of
Papers and any special instructions you have listed. P ’

INFORMATION ON PERSON TO BE SERVED

ADDRESS__/LL0 £330 il 77{@% .

CITY, STATE/zIP Y/ j:iu// CZZ/c-?é/fx/_

NICKNAME/AUAS____ . sex pace HEIGHT____WEIGHT____EYE_ HAR___

VEHICLE INFO.

Suggested time to serve papers

PHONE NUMBER ( )

. i ,,i’
Comments/Additional Information

. RETURN INFORMATION =~ REGUIRED-
(ﬂ:is is who the Proof of Service will be returned to)

NAME%//M»»/ ﬁ Z(A/"?Z 749{/4/

. / 2
ADDRESS___/ ?; 7R é;///y 4_4U+WQ¢

CITY, STATE/zIp Cz/éf/%é/:i j’m% / /@/ef/i’?»f 290
PHONE NUMBER (C[f!"g )ﬁg 272,5_




~

LEON L. LOTT. JR.
§l,'nﬁ§:' :

Anthony Robert Tayldr
1548 Lilly Avenue
Columbia, SC 29204

May 16, 2023

Re: Frank Addy, Jr.
Dear Sir/Madam:
On 5/9/2023, this departm

&

| Richland County Sheriff's Department

RECEIVER,
NOY 08 724
5C Courtof Appes

ent received a civil paper from your office. Please find the

enclosed Affidavit of Service/Non Service for the above reference case.

I'am pleased to be of serv

ice and if my Department can assist you in the future, please

call upon my Civil Process Division at (803) 576-3151.

Sincerely,

Leon Lott
Richland County Sheriff

O

!

P.O. Box 143, Columbia_, SC 29202

ffica:s (RNRV RT7A.21ET - Dae.. 10046y ;mree womn
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B OBRRGRE XD W £

%‘ _cry ’l ]
{hrhlmﬁ Launty Sherift’s Begartment
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Date Entered: ~ 05/09/2
or NON-SERVICE File Number: C20230.
' . DSS Number: - 0
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) Date Foreign Case #:
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) 2023CP4002377
Plaintiff - Anthony Robert Taylor' 1549 Lilly Avenue Columbla SC 29204
o | Phone: (8031463-7725 Work: - e
Dmendant(s) Frank Addy. Jr. clo Attomey General Ofﬁce 1000 Assembly St Columbla, SC 20201
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before Me j L{/ / , duty sworn says th she served or a1
‘to serve, the following civil paper(s):
:Summons & Complaint 1
:Motion : 1
‘Notice

on the defendant, ]; 4 m/’( /NLQ/}/ y j?é, asfollowf/7/ &ﬂ/ O'F’?C/

() By personally handing the process to the

defendant at

{Slreet) (City)

on
(Date/Time)
() By handing the process to at
(Name of Person Served/Relationship) " {Street)
,SCon » @ person of suitable age and discretion then residing i

(City)
the defendant's usual place of abode.

S fakiody fonch
} By handmg the process t ﬁ?x/i'b/ Q‘A//t/ the reglstered corporate agent or

{ Date/" ime}

(Nam of Person Sepyad/C mpany Nai o
1b00 scols B123—=2. ¥4
threel (City) <05t Time) i

nmeaving him/her a

() WAS UNABLE to locate and serve the above process on the defendant, after diligent efforts by checking the City/Teleph
Directory, and going to the address given for the defendant, and by questioning persons in the vicinity of the address.
THE PROCESS IS RETURNED UNEXECUTED.

() COMMENTS:

Deponent knows the person served to be the
SWORN TO Before me this

defendanf and Deponent js not Zﬁe action.
- Pl P WILKES

/ day of Wf’? 26225 - Deputy Sheriff, Richland County S# 1195

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES

P.0. Box 143 Columbia, SC 29202

Matthew S. Aul
Notary Public, Si-te of South Carolina
My Comm. ..on Expires July 11, 2032




fay

'cm', S*ms/zlp_éé; L2927/

RICHLARD COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTASENT .
CIVIL PROCESS DIVISION
SERVICE REQUEST INFORMATIOR SHEET

- Youare requested to provide; to the best of ydqrabiﬁty as-much information as possible. It is urpderstpod that- "
all information may not be 3 '

vailable-to you. However, the more information you Pprovide will assist us in'the

' service of your Ppapers. If the address .you provide is an apartment complex please include the building and

apartment number angd if it's 2 gated community the (Gate code). -

" : The Richiand County Sheriff's Department-can’t provide any legal advice and does not do any ‘research in

locating the person you-are trying to serve. If you have more than one address you wish us to attempt a service
fee will be required for each addrese requested. We will make 4-5 atiempts to serve your paper but if no contact

- is made we will return Paper non-served,

Once your paper is logged in it will be, assigned to 3 Deputy Sheriff who will attempt to complete service.
Within 10 days (gxc!uding weekends and holidays). 1z may take longer depending on the current volume of
Papers and any specia} instructions you have listed. o ’

 INFORIVATION OM PERSOR T0 BE SERVED o |
| Erpgniion] SC 354y,

NANE_AD0h //fﬁ/} % @/Iyl L/fji/f F-Cud$, 528 gstuiment fhuet Rk 205

ADDRESS _&fd@ég J ()5 7 7/ / /ﬂ@f) /953?’/?7/7/:;’ 7’7’3—“‘/: (s 2622/

NICKNAME/ALIAS -. SEX____RACE HEIGHT, WEIGHT, EYE__ HARR___

VEHICLE INEO,

Suggested time to serve papers .

PHONE NUMBER ( ) -
»”

Comments/Additional Information '

_ RET URN INFORMATION — REQUIRED-
(This is who the Proof of Service will be returned to)

NAME_, /,;—n;/ ,@Aﬁ»} /ﬁ/@/ .

AboRess_ /LG LMY Lde .
| - S 95 I ”

CITY, STATE/zip ﬁé 5( s 2 Z Zﬁ / .

PHONE NuMBER (A7 J ve3 - '772 3




- 1549 Lilly Avenue

Richland County.- Sheriff's Department

LEON L. LOTT, JR | 7% s [
BT | RECEIVEP

NOV 08 2004

Anthony Robert Taylor ' _ S C CQu B |
Columbia, SC 29204 PPeals

May 24, 2023

Re: Ja'cqueline M. Pavlicek
Dear Sir/Madam:

On 5/9/2023, this department received a civil paper from your office. Please find the
enclosed Affidavit of Service/Non iService for the above reference case,

I am pleased to be of service and if my Department can assist you in the future, please
call upon my Civil Process Division at (803) 576-3151.

Sincerely,

M— %
-Leon Lott
Richland County Sheriff

P.O. Box 143, Columbia, SC 29202
Office: (803) 576-3151 Fax: (803) 576-1898



!

Biclland Caunty $4erits Beparhneat

;AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Date Entered:  05/09/2023

or NON-SERVICE File Number:  €202303408
3 : . DSS Number: 0 '
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) Date - ' . |Foreign Case #
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) [2023CP4002377
Plaintiff : Anthony Robert Taylor 1549 Lilly Avenue Columbia, SC 29204

Phone: (803)463-7725 Work:

Defendant(s) Jacqueline M. Paviicek ~ Office of City Attorney 1401 Main St Columbia, SC 20201
PERSONALLYAPPEARED Before Me d / L/ , duty sworn says tha@he served, or attempte
to serve, the following civil paper(s): ¥ v ! :

Summons & Complaint 1
Motion 1
Notice 1
Trcguelive 11 Puvlicf -0 of oty Aifsanes,
on the defendant, Jﬁo ZH Ve ' 4 .as follows: ’ ‘
() By personally handing the process to the defendant at , , 8C
(Street) {City)
on
(Dale/Time)
() By handing the pracess o 5 at
(Name of Person Serveleelalicnship) (Street)
< .SCon » @ person of suitable age and discretion then residing in
(City) (Date/Time; ..
the defendant's usual place of abode. . 4/
G .
. 1 ﬂ’A’?\fJ‘ S
By handing the process to AR | tHe registeted corporate agent ot officer of the compa :
5 ’ hany Name)) . )
L%/ _/( ; ;ﬂ' / K/ / 12, ! , SC onoj‘ 33 < q‘f?! é?\’maving him/her a copy.
! (Street) cityy” > ¢ ’ ’ (Dalej imd} i

() WAS UNABLE to locate and serve the above process on the defendant, after diligent efforts by checking the City/T elephone
Directory, and going to the address given for the defendant, and by questioning persons in the vicinity of the address.
THE PROCESS IS RETURNED UNEXECUTED.

() COMMENTS:

Deponent knows the person served to be the defendant and Deponent is n

SWORN TO Before me this : / . AWILKES . | .
[ y day of ﬂw ,909‘-? 4 Deﬁfg:eriﬁ, Rihland County PS# 4185
T '

o (RY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CARBERp S
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES iotan by SOLEMAN
P.0. Box 143 Columbia, SC 20208 ' “aroling

7 My Commission Expireg
I July 15, 2924 !
m—wﬂﬂm$» )




RICHLAND COUNTY SHERIFE'S DEPARTRAENT .
' CIVIL PROCESS DIVISION _
SERVICE REQUEST INFORMATION SHEET

You are requested to provide; to the best of your ability as much information as p‘pﬁsible. it is'ynderstpod that- ‘
all information may.not be available to you. However, the more information you provide will assist us in the
service of your papers. If the address You provide is an apartment complex please include the building and ‘

apartment number and if it’s a gated community the (Gate code). :
. The Richlang County Sheriff’s Department- can't provide any legal advice and- does not do any research in
locating the person vou-are trying to.serve. If you have more than one address you wish us to attempt a service
fee will be required for each address requested. We will make 4-S attempts to serve your paper but if no contact
is made we will return paper non-served.

Once your paper is logged in it will be, assigned to a Deputy Sheriff who will attempt to complete service.
Within 10 days {excluding weekends and holidays). It may take longer depending on the current volume of

Papers and any special instructions you have listed, - )

INFORMATION ON PERSON TO BE SERVED
A “ ' ni oass
NAME *Jd(.fuaéxzc, Yy p[z’ /}1 AA exX {f:ﬂ/ﬁ/ﬂﬂ;{@ @f (?4‘9 /Q,f,{;y 2/

, A J
ADDRESS /f/‘cf'/ Yty Hrad
o stere_Loemfls  Soutl (aysdn I920 ¢

NICKNAME/ALIAS __SEX RACE HEIGHT_____WEIG HT____EYE__HAIR___

VEHICLE INFO.

. Suggested time to serve papers .

PHONE NUMBER ( ] :
"

Comments/Additional Information ‘

. RETURN INFORRMATION ~ REQUIRED -
(this is who the Proof of Service will be returned to)

NAMEA//’;‘WH /ﬁ;éz:’??/f /{3/ 2y

ADDRESS / ’)'/" A C/é//% Zﬁfﬁif’?aé‘ \
CITY, STATE/ZIp é)"//['//h ./7;.21 /5224% (ot foa 2924 6/
PHONE NUMBER (555 1463 - T72.5




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ¥ )‘*.
% . ) - IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
' COUNTY OF zc!//ﬂ/r/@ - Qg P '
D i?m?:ﬂ‘?,_‘ A :
é}%an y End mL [ Jor. IR ECEIVERiEacTION COVERSHEE’E

- THE 1727E afse; , fan Mz/fma

o 50?}58 s “233 P400 23’]’

Mj@}/mm_é/zﬂf—?@f{rsﬁﬁd 74 7"" ' s C) b T !
Rbtornsy Jaa,%/m Marie, Bt lice /< - LU of Appﬂai
Defendant(s) ) SR s e
Submitted By: . SC Bar i#:
Address: \1540\ l Rl Ui Ps\/-e, Telephone #:
co\um’\axa SC 200,011— gﬁi
E-mail: "

NOTE: The coversheet and information contained herein nenherreglachs nor supplements the filing and setvice of pleadmgs or other papsrs as }equnred by

law: This form is required for the use of the Clerk of Caurt for the purpose of docketing cases that are NOT E-Filed. 1tmust be fill rr:plgtely.
signed, and dated. A copy of this coversheet must be served on the defendant(s) along with the Summons and Complaxm This forlz |’§NO'] ;@ulred to
.. befiled in E-Filed Cases. - $ I
DOCKETING INFORMATION (Check all that apply) 3 0 ;7 55 g’g
*If. Actwn is Judgment/Settlement do not complete : joRL l " .
JZ( JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint. , [] NON-JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint.  £9 T o = ﬁ
{O1- This case is subject to ARBITRATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules. “tIJ " o
[J This case is subject to MEDIATION pursuant 'to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolutmn Rufes‘?‘ X OO
[0 This case is exempt from ADR. (Certificate Attached) Cﬁ %3 N2
NATURE'OF ACTION (Check One Box Below) S Q‘; § .
. v St .~
. Contracts Torts - Professional Malpractice Toris - Personal ln]ury Re‘::}roperty =<
0 Constructions (100) 3  Dental Malpractice (200) 3 Conversicn (310) [0 Claim & Delivery (400)
. [0  DebtColicetion (110) O  Legal Malpracticé (210) 3 Motor Vehicle Accident (320) [J Condemuation (410)
-+ ¢ Gendeal (130) [E—~edical Malpractice (220) [0 Peemises Liability (330) [ Foreclosure (420)
[@ Breach of Contract (140) - d’rgvmus Nbtice of Intent Case # I3  Products Liability (340) [0 Mechanic’s Lien (: !30)
[) Fraud/Bad Faith (150) ‘*‘%.,._:Nl- Ll S S, [0 Personal Injury (350) [ Partition (440) | -
[0 Feilureto Deliver/ - 0 Motice! File Med Mal (230) -~ [ Wrongful Death (360) [0 Possession (450)
v+ Warmanty (160) O other 299 [0 . AssaultBattery (370) {1 Building Code Violation (460)
"' Emplayment Discrim (170) .. ! [ Stander/Libel (380) .0 other499) ’
[0  Employment (180) “ O Other(399). : T
- [0 Other(199) i
_ Inmate Petitions Administrative Law/Relief Judgments/Settlements . Appeals
O PCR(500). * - 3 Reinstate Drv, Llcense (800) [0 Death Settlement (700) O Arbitration (9()!)).l :
)} -_Marfda'mus (520) 0  Judicial Revxew (810) O Foreign Judgment (710) [0 Magistrate-Civil (910) R
[0 Habeas Corpus(530)~~- [ Relief(320) . [ Magistrate’s Judgment (720) ‘0O Magistrate-Crimifial (920)
3 Othec(599) * .- [0 Penmanent Injuncu?n (830) [0 MinorSettiement (730) [0 Municipal (930) X
[0  Forfeiture-Petition (840) 3 ‘Transcript Judgment (740) [ Probate Court (940}
[0 Forfeiture—Consent Order (850) .0 LisPendens (750) 31 scpoT(950) |
[0 Other (899) {1 Tronsferof Structured [0 Worker's Comp (960)
: Settlement Payment Rights 1 Zoning Bhid (970),
: .Application (760) [] Public-Service Comm. (990)
SpeciallComplex {Other ! [0 Confession of Judgment (770) [3 Employment Security Camm (991)
[0 Eavironmental (600) [0 Pharmaceuticals (630) 3 Petition for Workers - -
[J Automobile Acb.(610) - [] Unfair Trade Pracncts (640) Compensation Sertlement [3 Other(939)
- Approval (780)
O Medical (620) J - Out-of State Deposmoq_sg(GSO) [ Incapacitated Adult
©f Settlement (790)
O Other (699) [ Motion to Quash Subpoenainan  [J Other(795) .
, - - Out-of-County Agtion (660) ae e - .
[0 Sexual Predator(510) ° [ Pre-Suit Discovery (670) :
[0 Permanent Restraining Order (680) Lot
[J ' Interpleader (690) gp NS
Submitting Party Signature: Date: 92—
: 1
SCCA /234 (04/2021) Page 1 of 2 i
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' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ' o ) INTHE COURT OF COMIMOM PI.EAS FOR
COUNTY GF RICHI.AND ' ) o THE FIFTH JUDICIAI. ClRCUl]T
Anthony R. Taylor, Plaintiff ProSe , R civi Action Number
1549 Lilly Avenue o ) ‘
Columbia, South Carolina 29204 : ) :
(803) 463-7725 ; ) ‘
y ' i
v. ' )
The State of South Carolina Ofﬁce of Attorney General, ) . SUMMOWS :;3 =
Alan Wilson _ E ) Qury Trial ﬁémandéa) 2
Post Office Box 11549 . ) Ly
t . f‘) m ( :l e~
Columbia, South Carolma 29211 : ) & @ ==
K g inx 2|06
-~ . g . .-D‘ s G
Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. 2159 CIl‘CUIt 8: ) o> = =]
528 Monument Street Suite 210 ) ‘g % R ‘-Z~
Greenwood, South Carolina 296461 ‘ ) X o & 3
Office (864) 943-8020, Fax- (864) 942-8581 " ) m “ :
~ Jacqueline Marié Pavlicek, Esg. ' )
Office of The City Attorney )
Post Office Box 667 Columbia, South Carolma 29202 o)
(803) 737-4242, Fax (803) 737-4250 X )
Defendants/Respondents )

~ +The Pro se Plaintiff, Anthony Robert Taylor, hereby serve and notice that you, Alan Wilson, State of South
Carolina are the subject of a civil action complamt and that you and/or your agency have 30 (thlrty) ddys
in which to answer said complamt orthe plamtlff will seek a default judgement for the relief sought in the

complaint lf you failto so answer consistent wnth Rule 55 SCRCP. This complamt has been personally served

upon you and all partles above. . '
You have been notiﬁed: o T

Attdrney‘General Alan Wilson of South Carolina

Post Office Box 11549 Columbla, South Carolina 29211

':Dated this day. _ 2023 ﬁ%/ ﬁf % ZJO%&// é&«/(é

Anthony Robert Taylor

1549 Lilly Avenue

‘Columbia, South Carolina 29204



»

. April 20, 2023 ‘ i

. Jeanette W. McBride )

. Respectfully,

Anthony R Taylor ,‘ !
1549 Lilly Avenue
Columbia, South Carolina 29204

. Clerk of Court Richland County v

Post Office Box 2766
Columbia, South Carolina 29202-2766

Dear Clerk,

Please find enclosed an original copy of the Affidavit of Facts, Complaint of Notice of Motion
Hearing (Jury Trial Demanded), Summons (Jt:er Trial Demanded),
{o be stamped, clocked, and filed in your court to complete prope
clocked, and filed please return a copy to me (Affiant) for my record. S

Anthony R. Taylor
1549 Lilly Avenue .
Columbia, South Carolina 29204 o

Ccfile
2023

and Certificate of Service (see exhibits)
I service process. After_ being stampefsd,




- Now move |, Anthony Robert Taylor, Pro 'Sé. Plaintiff (a God creation free co'n'scious a, ﬂesh,'ahd blood

|
l

ﬁ

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINI‘A ) ) INTHE COURT OF COMMOM PLE'AS FOR
COUNTY OF RICHLAND " ) THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Anthony R. Taylor, Plaintiff, Pro Se ) " "Civil Action Number
1549 Lilly Avenue . =: ) o S
Columbia, South Carolina 29204 I ) e -
- (803) 463-7725 . ) ) ;5; S| 2
. DOm = s
A : i
w. l ) R H ~< |l Jr;
s T T et
The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General, } COMPLAINT - g o
Alan Wilson ! ) NOTICE OF MOTIGH HERRING &
Post Office Box 11549 . ) - Qury Trial Demanddd} | =
Columbia, South Carolina 29211 ) o 02 g p= =3
| ' g :
Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. 2159 Circuit 8 )
- 528 Monument Street Suite 210 ' )
Greenwood, South Carolina 296461 K )
Office (864) 943-8020, Fax- (864) 942-8581 | )
Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek, Esg. o )
Office of The City Attorney . , ) ;
Post Office Box 667 Columbia, South Carolina 29202 ) ‘
(803) 737-4242, Fax (803) 737-4250 J )
St Defendants/Respondenté )

man), am a resident at 1549 Lilly Avenue dblumbia, South-Carolina 29204 under the Jurisdiction of the

state of South Carolina and of Richland County. The Defendants/ Respondents: South Carolina Attorney -

General Alan Wilson, Post Office Box 1154&1')'I Columbia, South Carolina 29211, Honorable Judge Frank R.
Addy, Jr., 2159 Circuit 8, 528 Monument Street Suite 210 Greenwood, South Carolina 296461, {Office- (8§4)

943-8020), (Fax- (864) 942-8__581) and Jacquéline Marie Pavlicek, Esq. Office.of The City Attorney Genetal, - :

Post Office Box 667 Columbia, South Caroliné: 29202 (803) 737-4242, (Fax) (803) 737-4250. .

it
~ Attorney General Alan Wilson, always materffal herein, the Chief Prosecutor of the Court of South Carolina
in the jurisdiction of South Carolina Suprem;é Court Columbia, South Carolina 29211.

I"l' he Plaintiff files this complaint pursuant ;l'o Title 5-78-10 sq et.al. South Carolina Code of Law; Sm]llth
Carolina Code 16-3-910, 184. SC section}: 371, Conspiracy, 16-17-410 Kidnapping, 5%, 13", and li@
Amendments, Human Rights Article 4 and Article 15, God Nature, in addition to the Constitution’s limits
on government authority that which is inclided in the Constitution for the United States for America, the
'Honorable Bill of Rights, and the Constitutié_n of the State of South Carolina.

The Plaintiff also relies upon the rights a:r'xd defenses guaranteed under uniform commercial {code),
‘common equity law, laws of admiralty and commercial liens and levies pursuant but not limited to Titlei42
'U.S.C.A. (Civil Rights) Title 18 U.S.C.A. {Crimirial Codes), Title 28 U.S.C.A. (Civil Codes), to which the Attorney

[ ofH




}
|

i

_. . | .
General, Alan Wilson, Chief Prosecutor, you are bound by your sworn solemn binding Oath of Office

p"rotéet and defend the birthright of life and the liberty and freewill with consent for all individuals.

V}'lhereas Plaintiff is a private flesh and bloodiman that has been violated and suffer great injuries. For it is
your legal duty and responsibility to defend the Constitution for the United States, the Republic for which
|§ stands, one nation under God with life ,argd llberty for all. Here, Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek’s fl'iVOlOl:lS
motion to delay and deceive the court as well as Honorable Judge Frank R. Addy Jr. is at war with the
c:onsﬁtuﬁon' allowing collusion before his présence and court. It is well established in South Carolina that
any governmental agency, judges and attorneys, who, under the color of any law, statute, ordinancg,
regulation, custom or usage of any state shall subject or cause to be subjected any individual within the
jurisdiction of the United States to the deprivation of any rights, privileges or immunities secured by the
Constitution of the United States, shall any such statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or usage of the
. United States to the contrary nomithstanding be liahle fqr all injuries caused. j :

0

e (RBPC C——]

1 FACTS |

'E:'his is a case of miscarriage of justice, obstruction of justice, breach of contract, separation of powe,
i ' ' .

j;.ldicial and legislative corruption through t'i:ie administration agency of the 5™ Judicial Circuit secretly

?ntering contract with judges, prosecutors, fegislators paid -attorneys/lawyers. Under this conspiracy of

. révised practice of their own law under Sou}_th Carolina Rules of Civil Procedures allows judges and paid

. attorneys procedural tactican advantage. By playing legal games of law, granting frivolous unlawful Motion

of Dismissal over Meritorious Complaint. Without discussing the merits of the case is denying the Sixth
' ‘ . : |

: !
Amendment litigate unalienable Birthright tg life that is given by God-nature not by government undellr a

* democracy that is recognized, guaranteed, and cannot be denied or waived. :
_ _ . , ; . _ . |

; . : N
Here, the 5% Judicial Circuit and the State of.South Carolina Is operating unlawfully, illegally, and outside

i
H

of the United States for America Co_nstitutioﬁ, 1787 Circa., South Carolina Constitution; the Honorable Bill

) !
of Rights and God-nature. : . !
!

; |

' |
Here, the corruption of Attorney Jacqueline-Marie Pavlicek, Esg. and the Honorable Judge Frank R. Addy,

Jr. are both officers of the court who are bound by their solemn oaths to protect and defend the life a!nd

; ) ]‘
+ liberty of all individuals. The party injured in any action, in a lawsuit, in equity or other proceedings for

. |
20t 4 - |



redress violation of said solemnly sworn binding oaths is perjury, being of bad faith doctrine'and high

h
0

treason. Not even democracy is above the law.

. CONCLUSION

b : : : |
: : .

Due to the material facts and in support of these heinous, notonous acts of corruptlon, terronsm and

injustlces that are still being unlawfully practlced Under secret procedures of process of law and the |

failure of Honorahle Judge Frank R. Addy, Jr. ot supporung or upholdmg the Judncual Machinery of the

5% Judicial Circuit Court he has failed to perf:c}rm his Judicial Function. .

Both Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek Esg. and Horf;orable Judge Frank R. Addy, Jr. played their ewrl legal gam!

€.
|

Revised rules created under secret procédure known only to the paid attorneys/lawyers, judgr!.\s,

1

prosecutors, and legislators are in breach their contract and sworn solemnly binding oaths to protect and

to defend both the United States and South Carolina Constitutions, Honorable Bill of Rights and God-

nature. Our court systems are supposed to-be open and transparent, not this failure and ﬁiding sect

. operations outside of the law. These secret backroom deals under South Carolina Rules of Civil Pracedure

process 12(b)(6) procedure matter cannot bé above the law.

Attorney General Alan Wilson you are the éhief Prosecutar of the State of South Carolina, where yc;ur .

sworn solemn binding oath of office to protect all individuals from the injuries/harm by others where ybu

have the authority to correct any miscarnage or obstructlon of justice. This unlawful procedure secy

under procedure law is a corruptly created pi'ractice of law and is illegal/unlawful.

et

. Therefore, Attorney General Alan Wilson, l‘eccept your solemn binding Oath of Office and as the Chief

- Prosecutor you have the power/authority te correct this miscarriage of justice and obstruction of justice

1
|
in this procedural matter that is making a mt'_:ckery out of the South Carolina Justice System. !

2 A ‘



Democracy knows no other way of life or government. Democracy has proven that it was createqd for
i

woience, hate, ignorance, slavery of others of a darker complexion and contrary law. As a free conscig us
living being, 1, the plamtiff find it. necessary to seek a better and safer form of government for safety,
ll

protection, economrc improvement, peace and welibemg for myself families and the 1/8t 9. Under the

secrecy of democracy that is operating off hate and rgnorance for all God-nature created people|of

dark/irght skmned/complexroned and the 1/8"‘% bloodline of Africa is living in fear and hiding in secret,

We the people seek an immediate end to this inhumane Act of 1871; this 152-year war is continuing s‘nli
where the creation of this United States'of America Consntutronal Military De facto Government
Democracy Majority rules and has ruled dnlawfuliy and contrary to the United States for America

. ',
Constitution 1781 Circa, :

. |
N I
Demacracy is a tyranny form of government that isoperated in secret, teaching hate, discriminable racism,

and ignorance toward God-nature’s dark-sklnned/complexmned people unlawful means military and
~ police force of rule and contro! by procedure practice of unlawful statutory procedure law in secret. All
- the while, the system is designed to disadvannge and discnminate agamst we the people of color ahd

1/8"%. Equality under the Jaw is paramount and mandatory.

The day of reckoning is upon us when we, as' a people, must make a choice to use common senge, Do we

L
continue to accept this abuse of justice, or this outreach of judimal and legislative corruption and

disrespect? Or do we exercrse our Gnd—given unalienable burth-nght to separate to form a system ito
protect our best interests to move with the splnt of God-nature to seek an immediate end to this politl(.al
and social war of hate and ignorance that fuels the fire of racism (the bll’th-chlld of democracy) that r-un
down hate. The day of blindness, silence and-fear we must face. We, the people, the God image, the Gad-
iike,‘ the dark, the light, the 1/8% 9 say stop i’iying that red, white, and blue battle flag of 1871 that racism

{
secretly hides behind; and start flying the 'ﬂag of peace and love that God demanded. We, the sialve



. i
freedom, calls for We, the People, the Gogd image, the God-like, the dark, the light, the 3/gt % are gelf-

{

more humane means of living life. We, t!l:‘le people, the God image, the God-like, the dark, the li’ght
skinned/comp!exion will move in'harmon\'i and in peace with the non-violent Constitutional way tlhat
guarantees the unalignable Birthright to alter or abolish this form of government under Democr.;{acy.
Because of the hate, the violence, ignoranée, Secrecy, and injustice under law, we are suffocateq by ,!the

. * i
8reat danger we face every day of our lives: History of slavery under Democracy shows over 200 years of

violent inhumane acts towart_:l,_ We, the peo:f)le, the God-nature, the 1/8% 9,

ey e e

This democracy has proven for the last 152 {fears war against the God-like/God imageofthe dark/light and

18"% has suffered violence and it's getting even more violent, more out of contral, apg more



military, legislators, unlawful acts, and its unconstitutional ways. Democracy is an evil, disguised to be

good. Yes, a real camouflage form of government that has no compassion for nothing but democracy’s

W
.

. I-
best interest and profit and goods. This is a very serious threat to the health and wellbeing of all living lif
This system of evil must end for the good ot:”fus, we, the people. The God image/God-like, the dark, the

light, and the descendants of slaves in this Amnerica, in the legal manner, under the constitution demand

'6ur fréedom back from this iron rule of evil d'isguising as good. The time of separation.is upon us and the
Il
time for the good of all humankind that we, the people, the light, the dark, the God image/God-like %6

stand up and live out our creed under the Ecommandment by God-nature with living life, liberty, and
 happiness forall. -
!
‘ I : L
We demand what God-nature has preser\:!'ed. We demand a better, healthier lifestyle, protectiop,
_ :
economic Improvement across the board fof everyone, and the right to raise a family. We demand olir

freedom back, the freedom that God-nature rlx:as preserved. Democracy has had a long run, some 152 years

- of evil, wars, murders, hanging, killing, disre'sp_ecting, enslaving, lying, and stealing by the brutal hand Iaf
racism, hate, ignorance, secrecy, and the lack of concern for the living-life the spirt of us all. These are t}lne

characteristics of democracy. Democracy is a demon and fike all evil demons they must be banished from

our living-lifé for they ‘arev'blood-thlrstv unef_motional, unbaring §o-called leaders of the political world.
Democracy is the true American Mafia, the organized Iegislétive criminal element, the Mob, the Blueblood,
the evil in our living life. S, We, the people,"ihe‘God iniagé, the God-like, the d.ark, the nothing and then
we came Iigh’t, Seek a place under our only s@in.‘T'cA»' Iiv§ ovur lives in freedom and under thej commandmelnt
of God-nature who blessed us as good and éives‘ us the commandment to love that brother like thy lo!ue
thy self, not hate the brother, or kill the bréther, not discriminate against the brother not the way that
~ democracy rule and contrcﬂ with evil hidingl in secret pretending to be just and fair and being the one

camouflaging /disguising to be good. We, the people, the dark, the light, and the 1/8%% will not allow your

. }
- v. - » ) '
evil to continue to lock/box or vote us out. W.e're exercising our unalienable Birthright of liberty under this
%



Republlc for which it stands, one nation un“der God with living life, liberty and being as happy as we san

be.

10.

1
Ih

We seek exemption from under thlS mental illness of color and classnﬁcatlon of the Black =African
American, the Whlte Caucasmn Amencan of hate and ignorance under Democracy
We seek promises offreedom and compensatron for a debt that was never fulfilled. |
We seek the recognition for our slave-encestor s name (the “N” word) to be placed in this Amer ica
history with the greatest honor forthe role that they played. l
We seek an lmmedlate compensa’aon for 152 years of, war of 1871 White Supremacy under

Democracy against the God image, the God-like, the dark, the light sklnned/complexlon and }he

© 1/8M% that Democracy labels the ”mfenor one’s”, I

'92GS-40-1613 violation, false implflsonment $5,000,000 {five million) U.S. dollars per day, per

We seek our liberty, our freedom to live in the peace and harmony that Wwe were promised by bur
slave ancestors who won their freedom after the Civil War 1760- 1763.

We seek the return of all personal_.propertres unlawfully confiscated under indictment number

occurrence per officer, official, agent or representative involved plus 18% annual interest.
9663-40 10975 (nolle prosequi. 8-18-93) (Marijuana Third Offence {b)(2) Distribution and
Possession with Intent (Ten (10) years plus twenty (20) years, cruel and unusual pumshmentl as
per Title 18 U.S.C.A.} 241 and 242, or definitions contained herein; $2,000,000.00 {two milll«lm)

U.S. Dollars per occurrence, per ofﬁper, official, agent, or representative involved,
EC2021-047) Appellate Case No. é022-001712, unfawful arrest without a lawful correct and
complete warrant $2,000,000.00 (ﬁlvo million} U.S. dollars per occurrence, per officers, official,
agent, or representative. ‘. ’

We seek that unalienable Birthright, that liberty of freedom and compensation for the injuries
suffered under this secret war agalnst God-nature and the creation. From the darkness came the
blessing from God who demanded one ch-nature, not this democracy and this evil system that
it creates while disguising itself by playmg the role of good. ‘
We, the people, the God image, the God-like, the dark, the llght the 1/8" % exercise that
unalienable Birthright of fiberty preserved by God-nature with dominion over the land south,

southwest, southeast, north, northeast, and west of Main Street Columbia, South Carolina. Th«‘ase
geographical areas/locations for the': re-establishing of a nation of people in America that has been

prosecuted, condemned to life under poverty, the new slave masters, the political slave running
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CON

There is no place under the South Caroling .lustrce System for secret procedural process and indiviclual

prwate practice of law known only to Judges Atl:orneys/Lawyers, Prosecutors, Legislators and deny|the

same mformatxon to the Sixth Amendmenti llﬁg’ates, deny due process of law or equal protection of law.

Respectfully submitted,

Anthony Robert Taylor
- 1549 Lrlly Avenue . "
Columbia South Carolma 29204

. RELIEF

t
a

Anthony Robert Taylor, flesh’and blood man, Declaration of Independence

~ The plaintiff now chooses to exercise that-recognized constitutional unalienable Birthright of living life
given by our creator, God-nature the right to self-governed and self- govemrnent to express our freevyill
andto form a new Bovernment for the protectron of rights, well-being and the safety of our families angd

our communities. :

Today, May 1, 2023, please observe, our country’s politics are out of control. Itis more. dangerous than a
nuclear atomic bomb and a group of mentally ill legislators, prosecutors, attorneys, et. al consplres with '
democracy wrth a dangerous destructive method thati is unfit for civilized people of God-nature creation.

This action has become catastrophic and could end all living life of its exrstence

We, the people, the God image, the God-likgle, the Dark, the Light, fear everyday of our living lives and for

the wellbeing of our families. Many of the fears are catastrophically overwhelming. Not having a place_to

]
i
1
|

i
u ks



call hc;me Or ifyou'reina -home, not. having money to pay the rent/mortgage, or to feed ourselves or cur
family, not having employment or income ‘and even the fear of Iosmg our jobs or living paycheck to
: paycheck We are living under this hate and ignorance and violence generated under democracy, these
black-on-black cnmes, the crimes of white sulpremist and even race against race are buta few of our fears.

We live under fear and control of all this contrary faw, to be first proﬁled as guilty Instead of innocent hn,

the onset rather than proven innocent untit guulty

We, the people, have no representation of ri'ghts. Wé, the people, the God-nature, the dark, the light, the
A -

- 1/8™ % have no protection from the brutality, the violence, the killings by police, agents or police
Ainterfering in our private living life. We-ha:\::{e no voice to protect us from the police military force|of
unlawful law under Statute of Procedujri'le known only to judges, prosecutors, legislators, pa’nid
attorneys/lawyers, but denies all Sixth Ame.'rirdment litigates access to the same information, denies Dye

Process of Law and denies equal protection :under the law.

The Sixth Amendment litigate do not consen"i;'to this evil democr'acy but seeks his and his family, his nation

‘of the God image, the God-like, the 1/8% % y';heir exemption from this government because hate, secrets,
b ' ,

‘racism, discrimination under procedure process of law. The Sixth Amendment litigate does seek exemption
I

from all taxation, laws, regulations, etal... We, the people, the God-nature, the dark, the light, the 1/8"] %

seek exemption from under the classrﬁutron of the Black African American. l
I
]

Because of the hate, the i rgnorance, the discnmmatron the violence, the disrespectful terrorist acts tl?at
the White/Caucasian-America and other raccl-:fs have in their minds towards people of color (be it dark/lig;ht
skin/complexion or 1/8" % of African desce:_ht) are living in fear. This democracy regime of warmdngenl's/
éombata nts of war have hate for others V\{htl); disagree with their violence, destruction, murdering/killing,

unlawful arresting of people because of the dark color of their skin consequently killing the living life which

is given by God-nature not democracy unde'rl government.




T —Za -

l'
elections every 1, 2, 4, or 6 tlmes;a year voting democracy in, when slavery in all its form'

unlawful and illegal. God-nature common sense proved this system is wrong. Even modem—c’lay
. slavery is prohibited and no statutorv procedure, secret processes, no backroom deals are going

to work. We are walking with God-nature, and we do not consent to this form of government
under democracy {de facto). .

Respectfully summitted,

Doy § Sll M%Mﬂg@gﬁ

Anthony Robert Taylor
1549 Lilly Avenue i
Columbia, South Carolina 29204 I

Ccfile '
5/7/23 '
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. STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | ) N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS FOR THE
) COUNTY OF RICHLAND P ) FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
- Anthony Robert Taylor pro se - ; ) -
. 1
Vs . ) CASE No.
The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney Ge:neral, )
Alan Wilson f )
Post Office Box 11549 L ) — :
-Columbia, South Carolina 29211 ' ) o =2 =
’ 1l : Vs 8 &3
- . o = X
Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. 2159 Circuit 8 ) CERTIFICATE oFﬁﬁ_Ech i
528 Monument Street Suite 210 ) em o B2
Greenwood, South Carolina 296461 ) r- v g
Office (864) 943-8020, Fax- (864) 942-8581 : ) =2 = FPs -
Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek, Esq. ) 8d o !
Office of The City Attorney , ) % ©
Post Office Box 667 Columbia, South Carolina 29202 )
(803) 737-4242, Fax (803) 737-4250 : )
Défendénts/Respondents : )

i

| hereby certify that on May 8, 2023, I caused the forgoing documents to be served upon the Clerk of Court
- using the United States Postal Service or personal delivery. | caused all parties to be served upon following
- First Class United States Certified Return Mail on the date indicated herein.

Documents served: Complaint of Notice of Motion Hearing (Jury Trial Demanded), Certificate of Servite
and Summons (Jury Trial Demanded). \

Party/Parties Served: The State of South Carolina Office of Attorney General, Alan Wilson Post Office qu
11549 Columbis, South Carolina 29211 Honorable Frank R. Addy, Jr. 2159 Circuit 8 528 Monument Street
Suite 210 Greenwood, South Carolina 29646;1, Jacqueline Marie Pavlicek (SC 100556) Attorney
(Defendant’s) PO Box 667 Columbia, South Carolina 29202.

Respectfull mitted : P -

Anthony R. Taylor -

b,
15489 Lilly Avenue

Columbia, South Carofina

CcFile - '
May 8, 2023




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT.OF COMMON PLEAS
) FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) C\A No: 2020CP4002482
)
ANTHONY ROBERT TAYLOR, )
“Nigger” Plaintiff, ) ANSWER AND MOTION iN OPPOSITION
' ) TO DEFENDANT MOTION TO DISMISS
Vs, )
S )
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA OFFICE )
OF ATTORNEY GENERAL, )} (Rule 12(b)(6) SCRCP =
and ALAN WILSON , ) (RULE 12(C), SCRCP) o
' Defendants ) 2%’
- =
=
©
Comes now the Pro se “Nigger” Plaintiff in opposition to the defendant Motion to Dismiss (I@e

12(b)(6) SCRCP. “Nigger” Plaintiff asserts the defendant defense lacks any reasonable facts.
1) Defendant is relying on this honorable Court to rule in an unjust manner.

2) Defendant only interest is that of their client.

3) For the court to please the demand of defendant would result in a violation of both “Nigger”
Plaintiff Constitutional Rights, and Human Rights. The State of South Carolina and Attorney General

Office failure to secure “Nigger” Plaintiff's unalienable Rights is in violation of God given Law.

4) prohibited against the laws of all the legal documents drafted by the Founders. To allow this Motion

To proceed any further can only add insults to injury that results into a mockery of this court.

5) This is a historical case of living facts and repeated inhuman acts and actions of Government denying

both Constitutional and Human Rights to “Niggers”. Over 200 years, under the Rule of Democracy, here

in these United States of America “Niggers” have been under violent attack by the injustice used under
8

government to keep “Niggers” living under inhuman indigence conditions. No man-made law can
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,”

control or change what God has reserved and given hs {Unalienable Rights) even under this assault of _
Ignorance, racism, hate and discrimination upon “Niggers” (just because they are “Niggers”). Over 200.
vears, “Niggers” good (God-like) reputation has been casted upon society as an evil, negative ugly image
that must be hated and unaccepted in the fruit of life. The Defendant shows no compassion for the

Rights of “Nigger” Plaintiff.
6)This defense- of d—eniél, hate,'pr~ej'udice and discrimination must come to an end.
7) There are historical records of material facts in support of Pro se “Nigger” Plaintiff claim of hate, by

the power of government. This hate is deeply rooted in our day to day operation and business by our

justice system and government.

8)The root of this “Hate” of “Niggers” within the framework of our governmental structure is a more
dangerous threat to the welfare and safety of our society than any wall, terrorist act, or from ISIS against

our hasic freedom and liberty as a free flesh and blood Man.

9) Under this Opposition the defendant has admitted their refusal to uphold their duties as
governmental agents acting under the color of State and Federal law to secure the Unalienable Rights of

all citizens, even “Niggers”. Here the defendant wants the cake and ice cream too. This is not a celebrity

. Award as defendant éxpre_sses deep emotional support far the-reputation of theirclient and lackof~ - —~ -

passion for the Plaintiff rights.

10) This is a case of life or death not a popularity contest as the dgfendant would like this court to rule_e

. aswell as think. In closing pro se “Nigger” Plaintiff, would like to ask this court a question? Do or do not

“Niggers” have any Rights here in these United States or under the control of America the Cooperation?

pg. 2




4

FUR‘I_'HERMORE, Pro se “Nigger” Plaintiff prays this honorable Court Dismisses the defendant’s Motion
10 Dismiss with prejudice and grant pro se “Nigger” Plaintiff his day in court to be heard asthe

Constitutional and Human Rig’hés guaranteed.
Respectfully,

‘ ' Anthony Robert Tayl
iy, Fr ot
' i <1549 Lily Avénue

" Columbia, SC 29204

Dby 15,2920 ooy f) oo
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| Anthonv R. Taylor Pro se “Nigger”

Plaintiff, hereby certify that | have served a copy of the
' foregoing Motion In Opposition to dismiss on ail parties in the above capﬁoned matter,

by mailing a
postage prepaid or hand delivery in person to the folquing;adg_ress:

MONTGOMERY WILLARD, L.L.C.

Michael H. Montgomery, Bar #4034

1C02 Calhoun Street

. Columbia, SC 29201 f-'h = =
. E= o
o B epi
Columbia, South Carolina % or:_‘: o ;ﬂ-—;%
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