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Correction to 12.13 attachm't to 12.3 motion

            The State of South Carolina 
                In the Court of Appeals 
                (In the Supreme Court)

                   Case 2024-001825

Correct'n to 12.13 attachment to 12.3 motion

   I certify that my above attachment said in paragraph 9 that "12/12, I referenced (to
Shelby) my 12/3 (sic) proof of Service wordage and she said that was enough for
approval (of my proofs of service)".  Instead it should say "12/12, I referenced (to
Shelby) my 12/6  3rd proof of Service wordage of my 12/2 (not 12/3) motion and she
said that was enough for approval (of my proofs of service)".
   Also, my 12/6 deficiency letter (sent to both parties) is giving legal advice to
opposing counsel!  This is not something this court should be doing.  On Fri, 12/6  I
spoke about this matter with the clerk assigned to my case.  She said I needed
written acceptance from counsel.  When I said her boss Shelby said that wasn't
necessary, she said she'd speak to Shelby about it and call me back Mon.  I received
no calls and we didn't speak until I called her Th, 12/12 (referenced above).  She said
she hadn't called me because she'd been too busy!  Isn't my case her business?  She
wasted almost a week after my home was sold, and time is at a Premium to act
before it's moved.
   In fact, my proof of Service of a notice of Appeal she'd ruled deficient because I
hadn't itemized the Courts I'd sent them to, even though they had been itemized in
the heading.  I'd intentionally worded this the same way I'd worded my previous 2022
case, and it was ok then!  Why not now???
   In fact, in 2022, the clerk then, Latoya, said I could fax all parties my notice of
Appeal. (I mention her name because she no longer works there.).  Upon doing so, I
called her to confirm receipt, and luckily I got her spvr, Elizabeth Carter, who told me I
can't fax this in!  This was on the deadline for appealing!
   The court has to be aware of the disparity of the info its clerks dispense.  This
amounts to detrimental reliance at my expense.
   Please review the attachment I'd sent to Shelby on 11/22 showing this same proof
of Service was good on my previous case.  I'll attach it again now.
   If the Court can't review everything now, perhaps it can put a temporary hold on the
home's movement until it can.
   



   Thank you.
   December 17, 2024

                                         John Fontana 
                                         Pro se appellant 
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