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TABLE OF AUTHORITIES* -

- CASES

Courts typic_a_ll& favor allowing cases to plf(_)_c-e‘ed on their merits, so they may Agiv.e

plaintiffs an opportunity to correct any deficiencies in service before dismissing a case.

‘Brown v. Inv. Mgmt. & Research Inc 323 8.C. 395 400 n. 3,475 S. E.2d 754,756 n. 3

' (1996)

1. [Ulnder our current pleadiﬁg rules only ultimate facts are required to be stated in
pleadings. Ultimate facts are those which the evidence upon trial will prove, and not

the evidence which will be required to prove those facts.

Burnette v, New York Cent. R, Co. 380 U.S 424, 428 (1965)

. A courts equitable power is not bound by cast-iron rules but exist to do fairness and

* may be applied where it is justiﬁéible under all the circumstances.

Calloway v. Brownlee, 366 E.Supp.2d 43, 55 (D.D.C.2005) (Walton, J ) ’

(observmg that "[t]hxs Court gives pro se part1es the benefit of the doubt and may ignore

'some techmcal shortcommgs of their ﬁhngs" (cltmg Haines, 404 U.S. at 520, 92 S.Ct.

594);



Hilska v. Jones, 217 F.R.D. 16,20 (D.D.C.2063)
a. (holdmg that "the plamtlff carries the burden of estabhshmg that he has
properly affected service") (cﬂmg Light, 8 16 F 2& at 751).
b to do so, he must demonstrate that the procedure employed satisfied the
| requu'ements of the relevant portlons of Rule 4 and any other applicable

" . provision of law.

Judy v. Judy, 383 S.C. 1, 6, 677 S.E.2d 213, 216 (Ct. App. 2009).

An action in tort for damages is an action at law."
Moore v. Agency for Int'l Dev., 994 F.2d 8_74, 876 (D. C. Cir. 1993). .

. "1;_.,HOWever, "[p]ro se liti_gahts are. allowed,mox-‘e latitude than Iitigapté -reprqsénte_d |
fgy counsel to E(irrecf def'_e&s -in_.s'e'r'x_'_i_ce of broceée and plee(iii;gs :
2. Although "[d]istrict,eourts do n.ot need to previde detailed guidance to pro se .
lifigants," they 'sﬁould at least "supply [ bro se pleinﬁffs] minimal notice ef the
~ consequences of not complying wieh prdcedural rules.” Id. ' |
Pelzer, 378 5.C. at 521.. |
4a.. fiaintiff would certainly be prejudiced by harsh pehaity of dismissal at
this stage. As can be seen by the prompt action in the beginning. Plaintiff did

‘ot sit on its rights but diligently attempted in good faith to enforce them. See



Roche v. Young Bros. of Florence, 318 SC 207,210-12, 456 SE2d. 897, 899-901 (1995)

A failure to forward a summons and complaint after receiving it does not constitute inadvertence

or excusable neglect sufficient to put aside a default judgment.

Sundown Operating Co. The first task of a litigant who seeks for his default to be set aside is to
provide a sufficient explanation for why he did not timely plead and must also provide reasons

why letting him out of default would serve the interests of justice.



' STATUTES

S. C. Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 3-Commencement of ACtON...vveuereressesesseseses veee23

a. Commencement of civil action. A civil action is commenced when the summons
~ and complaint are filed with the clerk of court.
b. The summons and complaint was served within the time frame of the statute of
- ‘) .
limitations in manner prescribed by law.
* SC Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 4 (a)(b)(d)(8)(g)...--..- P P PR 57,19, 23

(a) Summons: Issuance. The summons shall be issued by plaintiff or plaintiff's attorney.

Copies of the original summons shall be served

S. C. Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 12(b)(5)............;.; ........... eeersesenas veenrene 7,9,19, 47

A motion under Rule 12(b)(5), SCRCP, fequests the court to dismiss an action based

upon insufficiency of service of process. .
S. C. Rules of Civil Procedure Rﬁle 12(d)(8) Certified Mailicoorieeennanarescescencan Exhibit 2
S. C. Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 55 (2) DEFAULT JUDGEMENT. .....c0een 9,21, 30, 47

South Carolina Rule 55(a) of Civil Procedure governs the entry of default judgments

when a defendant fails to answer a complaint or defend in court.

18 U.S.C.A Code § 1701 - Obsfruction of the mail......... heneens vevesennenens verenT, 10, 11,27



Whoever knowingly and willfully obstructs or retards the passage of the mlail, or any carrier or
conveyance carrying the mail, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than six

months, or both.
18 U.S.C.A Code § 1702 - Obstruction of correspondence..........oereerrersercrerne 7,10,11,28

a federal law that makes it illegal to obstruct the delivery of mail or to open, destroy, or steal
mail that isn't addressed to you. This is known as "obstruction of correspondence -

.18 U.S.C.A Code § 1703(b) toperiiﬁ;g, (_i-est_l_"pyijn_g,'_(:)g" deiaiﬁjng mail without aﬁthd_riij).... 7
10,11, 28

Whoever, without authority, opens, or destroys any mail or package of newspapers not directed

to him, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both.

S. C. Code 16-3-210 Assault and Battery by Mob......... esersesraressasnaasanenseraruseaciane 7,14
8. C. Code 16-3-600 (D) Assault and Battery......ccceuveriiaiiineiriiiciisiinninieniesioiion 7, 14

S. C. Code 27-3-30 Duty of Care..c..oveeeveeiennienaincannne terreresescsrsensnsntsetnteratesnacaras 7,16

1. The property owner breached the duty of care, and caused your injuries.

S. C. Code 27-3-60 (a) Certain Liability not limited ... 7,16
ABA Rule 4.1: Truthfulness in Statements to'Others.....................................;....7, 46

In the course of representing a client a lawyer shall not knowingly:

(a) make a false statement of material fact



ABA Rule 8.4: Misco'hduct—Maintaining the Integrity of The Profession......coiiesesennnei?

1

It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to:

(c) engage in conduct involving dishonesty, deceit or misrepresentation.

(SCACR) Rule 613 of the Supreme Court............c.civereuseseens et 8, 12,37, 40

~ .
LY

The Supreme Court may promuigate an order setting forth permissible methods of electronic
service in the trial ceurts, including by e—mail-

-Mall Serv1ce by and On Self-Represented thlgants A self-represented lltlgant

who is not a lawyer admltted to practlce in thls state may consent m wrltmg to be

served by e-mall and desngnate a correct e-mall address for servme'

USPS POSTAL SERVICE 6028, 14, 23, 25

.The plece must have the address of the mtended reclplent visible and 1eg1b1e only on the

side of the piece bearing postage.

L’I:‘_i_i;e:_a—d_d_‘r—ejssee—lntended recipient was the RESPONDENT.,

Address-Physical Address. TheA delivery address specifies the location to which the USPS is to

deliver a mail piece.



| STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

.~ THE APELLANT FOLLOWED SOUTH. CAROLINA RULES OF CIVIL

' PROCEDURES

. INSUFFICIENT'SERVICE OF PROCESS (RULE 12(b)(5); The appellant states that

| service was ~affected between September 25, 2023 to October 2, 2023. The appellant
° states that the claim of insuﬁicient_\ser\‘?ice ot‘ process was interrupted by CMM ]dealty
“and Respondent. The‘reSpondent had :the sumrnons and complaint in their possession for
kg o
'- Bflttany_l\_/icJ n_x_ll.(-in—_signEd'_foi; the certxf—l_e_d ._n_ljg_ild that contained the summons end
| : Compla,int. The term inadvertently is nsed'whe,n you have defanlted Becanse of not

answering the complaint. SC Rule of Civil Pfocedlire Rule 55 _(a)(b)(c) :

leole Martin = CMM Realty Property Manager obstructed correspondence when
, she opened the certified mall that contamed the summons and complaint. CMM Realty

. and the Respondent had a duty by law to return the certlﬁed mail that contamed the

summons and complaint to the post office.

~ Brittany Blantz- The respondent authorized agent to sign for legal documents for |

Columbla, South Carolina Operatlons who received the opened cert1ﬁed mail that

contained the summons and complaint from leole Martin and forwards it to Adam :

: Sonenshme. (

10



Service was effected between September 25,2023 thru September 29,2023. The

Respondent had a duty by law to retum the certified ma1l that contamed the summons and
complamt to the post ofﬁce

"~ The respondent had the summons and complaint in their possession for a tot-a-l:of ,

261 days of 365 days ina year
- L September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Realty

2 'October 2,2023. Nikole Martin employment start date for the
respondent. | |

3. October 2, 2023 to July 2024 leole Martin and Brlttany Blantz
shared the same ofﬁce as property managers'

4. October 18,2023. The respondent filed a motion to dismiss for

insufficient service of process

. PROPER SERVICE INTERUPTED The. appellant states that Proper Service was
interrupted by the Respondent and CMM Realty when Nikole Martin opened the

certified mail that contained the summons and _complamt that was addressed to her

new employer the respondent.
18 U.S. Code § 1701 - Obstruction of the mail _
- . 181, S Code § 1702 - Obstruction of eorrespondence

| 18 U. S C. § 1703(b) (openmg, destroyrng, or detammg mail without

authority)

11



4 Dunng the hearing the respondent says appellant argued that “someone 31gned for the
Summons and Complamt but did not present any ev1dence‘7 Or the person had any-
 authority from respondent o
1 Brittany Mclunkin i-n'adyertently-'. signed for the certifred mail un—opened‘that
contamed the summons and complamt | |
2. CMM Realty Nikole Martm and the respondent had a duty by law to return the
cert1ﬁed mail that contamed the summons 'and complaint to the post office
3 The respondent had the summons and complamt in their possess1on fora total of
261 days of 365 days ina year‘ |
5. Obstructxon of the Mail, Obstructlon of Correspondence and Delaymg Ma11 is a federal
~ offence. | '
18 U.S: Code § 1701 - Obstruction of the mail
.18 U.S. Code § 1702 - Obstruetion of correspondence'
- 18 U.S.C. § 17'03(b)‘(openi.ng, dest’roying,‘or detaining mail without authority)
6. THERE. ARE FOUR (4) CLAIMS BY’ THE RESPONDENT THAT PROVE THEY
FIAD THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT, o
ggg_l_ How they were served?
. mz_ The respondent clanns t_here._i_s_'n-ojﬁrgof they _ha_ye h:een__serve_d
| a. CMM Realty and the Respondent had a duty_by law to return thie certified . -
| "mail that contained the Snmmons and complaint to the post office.
b. The respondent had the surnmons and complaint in their possession for a

total of 261 days of 365 days in a year,

12



Claim 3. The respondent clalmed there Was no reglstered agent authonzed tosign
for the certified ma11 that contained the summons and complamt at CMM Realty.
Claim 4. The respondent claim suggested that the wrong property management

A

company was served.

7. THERE WAS NO WRITTEN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE APPELLANT AND

RESPONDENT T O BE SERVED BY EMAIL

'g-SCACR) Rule 613 of the-S-upfeme Coifrt may p;oxnulgate an order setting forth

_permissible methods of electronic service in the trial courts, including by e-mail.

jtizant who is not a lay

A self-re resented 1 er admitted to practice in this state ma
‘ 'éonsen.t- in-wri.ting to be served by é-nian and desig-‘ nate a correct e-mail address for

service.

3. WHO WAS THE REGISTERED'AGENT FOR RESPONDANT COLUMBIA SOUTH

CAROLINA OPERATIONS

Brittany Blantz employee for respondent and Nikole Martin new employee shared the
same office for respondent Columb1a Operanons as Property Manager The respondent

‘ had the summons and complalnt in their possession for ‘a total.of 261 days of 365 days .
ina year, - '

September 25, 2023 thru Septemb er 29, 2023. Serv1ce was effected.
September 29, 2023. Nikole Martm last day_at CMM _Rea_l_ty._

13



October 2, 2023, Nikble Martin exi;ploymgﬁf start date for the regpijﬂdent.

October 2, 2023 to July 2024. Nikole Martin and Brittany Blantz shared the

same office for respondent as property managers.

9. THE STATUTE OF LIMITATION WAS NOT EXPIRED WHEN THE ORDER

DECISION CAME DOWN. TWENTY-FIVE DAYS STILL REMAINED TO

SERVE THE RESPONDENT.
10. DID THE COURTS ERRED BY NOT ENTERING A DEFAULT JUDGEMENT

AGAINST THE RESPONDENT.

South Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 55(a) states when a party fails to respond to a

complaint, the clerk of the court must enter a default against them.

14



STATEMENT OF CASE

DATE OF COMMENCEMENT OF LAWSUIT: AUGUST 22, 2023
HEARING: JULY 9, 2024

CIRCUIT COURT DECISION: JULY 29, é024

APPEAL OF CIRCUIT COURT RULING: YES

APPEALED_ TO AP'}__?:I*J-LI'J_ATE- COURT: IUfY _-2_.4_, 2_024. The appellant states there were 25

days remaining to re-serve the respondent after the judgement.
. STATUTE. i‘_)g LIMITATION: AUGUST 23, 2024

THE NATURE OF THE ACTION OF MATTER

Assault and Battery by Mob S.C 16-3-210 (
Assault and Battery S.C 16-3-600 (D)

Premise Liability

THE ACTION OF THE COURT.

1. Dismissed for Insufficient Service of Process.

THE NATURE OF THE DEFENSE

USPS 602

The _respondent had the summbns and complaint for a _t"otal- of 261 Qéys (_)f 365 _&ays m a
year.

15



18 U.S.C.A Code § 1701 - ‘Obstr‘{létion of the mail

18 U.S.C.A Code § 1702 - Obstruction of c'or;e'spoﬁden_ce,

18 U.S.C.A Code § 1’.7 03(b) (opening, destroying, or detaining mail without authority)
JURY TRIAL REQUESTED: YES

AMOUNT REQUESTED: $300,000

16



| On A_uénst 23, 2020, Appel_l.ant‘suffered a nnlawful beating after being lured by two (2) 2020 N
Respondent Basketball Players to be attacked by six (6) 2020 respondent Football Players at 650
L_incoln Athletic Apartments located on the eampus of the respondent. Respondent is the owner of
650 Lincoln Athletic Apartlnents located on the campus of the respondent. The Respondent is
liable for the duty of care of all students‘ including the appellant. SC § 27-3-30. Duty of Care. ‘-
Legal responsibility due to injuries caused by unsafe conditions. SC § 27-3-60 (a) Certain
Liability'not_ limited. | -

The appellant has always wanted to attend the respondent _univ'ersity as early as grade school.
Due to unforeseen circumstances this opportunity was taken away because he was a victim of an
aggravated assault and assault by. rnob by 2020 athletes of the respondent Basketball and o

~

Football programs.

In January 2020, The appellant received an football offer to play for _theRespondent football

team in the up-coming season.

In April 2020, The appellant was accepted in the class of 2020 based on his academic success in -
-high school The appellant student identification number was N52421561. The appellant

| recelved a walk-on pos1t10n to play Football for the respondent inJ anuary 2020.

On August 23, 2020, the appellant was assaulted by a mob of six (6) 2020 Football Players and
lured by 2020 Basketball players on August 23, 2020. The appellant suffered a beating after
being lured by two (2) 2020 Respondent Basketball Players Anthony (AJ ) Randolph Lawson and
. Javon Benson to be 'attacked at 650 Lincoln Athletic Apartments Jocated on the campus of the

respondent. The 2020 Respondent Football Players that attacked the appellant were Jammie

17



-

Robinson, Ji ohn Dixon, Dominic Hill. J oseph Hunter, Jahmar Brown and Rashad Amos who

confirmed in his statement it was the 2020 Basketball playérs that called them.-

_ The appellant family.had to take matters into their own hands to investigate what occurred at the
respondent property 650 Lincoln Athletic Dorms on August 23, 2020. The investigations were
designed td be swept under the rug to avoid responsibility, negative pﬁblicity and to profect their

brand.

In October 2021, the appellant family had video evidence of the aggravated assault and the
assault by mob. The appellant next went to the USCPD to have the case re-opened. The

appellant emailed the Fifth Circuit Solicitor the video evidence. EXHIBIT

Part 1-Shows the'Premeditated Actions hitps://youtu.be/w eEsABZ9MY

Part 2-USC Coverup of Assault,bz' Mob Aug 23, 2020 hths://voutu.bé/BYHYkoeSXCw

Part 3-J ammle Robinson lies to USC PD-University of South Carolina-Cover Up of Assault
by Mob  https://youtu. be/sre9YeMeVHM

Part-5-John Dixon Interview https://youtu.be/TL7aotENE1?w

http://youtu.be/fQ5SDSHST_mA

18



LEGAL STANDARD OF REVIEW

Plaintiff would certainly be prejudicéd by harsh penalty of dismissal at this stage. As can be seen
by the prompt action in the beginning. Plainﬁff did not sit on its rights but diligently attempted

- in good faith to enforce them. Pelzer, 378 S.C, at 521.

¢ -

A courts equitable power is not bound by cast-iron rules but exist to do fairness and may be
applied where it is justifiable under all the circumstances._Burnette v, New York Cent. R. Co.

380 U.S 424, 428 (1965)

Motions to Dismiss under Rule lZ(b)(S) [T]he party on whose behalf service is made has the
burden of éstablishing its validity when challenged; to do So, he must demonstrate that the |
procedure employed satisfied the requirements of the relevant portions of Rule 4 and any other
applicable provision of law." Id. tinternal quotation marks and citation omitted); see aléo

" Hilska v. Jones, 217 F.R.D. 16, 20 (D.D.C.2003)

(holding that "the plaintiff parries the burden of establishing that he has properly affected

- service") (citing Light, 816 F.2d at 751)

Notwithstanding the fact that the plaintiffs’ complaint is substantially identical to those filed in
numerous other pro se cases recently decided by other members.of this Court or curreritly
pendirig"vin the Court, see supra n. 3, the plaintiffs here are proceeding pro se, and their

complaint must therefore be held to "less stringent standards than formal pleadings drafted by

19



lawyers." Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 520, 92 S.Ct. 594, 30 L.Ed.2d 652 (1972); see also

Sparrow v. United Air Lines, Inc., 216 F.3d 1111,1113 n. 2 (D.C.Cir. 2000).

(observing that "[t}his Court gives pro se parties the benefit of the doubt and may ignore some
technical shortcomings of their filings" (citing Haines, 404 U.S. at 520, 92 S.Ct.

594); Calloway v. Brownlee, 366 F.Supp.2d 43, 5}5 (D.D.C.2005) (Walton, J.) .

However, "[p]ro se litigants are allowed more latitude than litigants represented by counsel

to correct defects in service of process and pleadings," Moore v. Agency for Int'l Dev., 994

F.2d 874, 876 (D.C.Cir. 1993)..

[U]nder our current pleadmg rules only ultimate facts are required to be stated in pleadings.
Ultimate facts are those which the evidence upon trial will prove, and not the evidence whlch
will be required to prove those facts.” Brown v. Inv. Mgmt. & Research, Inc., 323 S.C. 395,

400 n. 3, 475 S.E.2d 754, 756 n. 3 (1996).

20 .



FACTS

Fact 1. Insufficient Service of Process Interrupted by Respondent

Proper Service was interrupted by the respondent and CMM Realty. CMM Realty and the

Respondent had a duty by law to return the certified mail that contained the summons and

complaint to the post office.

The respondent had the summons and complaint in their possession for a total of 261 days.

Fact 2. The handling of the certified mail addressed to Holder Properties only and

not CMM Realty.

Brittany McJunkin_ signed for the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint.
The term inadvertently is used when you have defaulted because of not answering the

complaint. SC Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 55 (a)(b)(c).

Nikole Martin - CMM Realty Property Manager obstructed correspondence when she
opened the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint. The respondent and CMM

Realty had a duty by law to return the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint

to the post office.

Brittany Blantz- The .respondeht authorized agent to sign for legal documents for Columbia,

South Carolina Operations received the opened certified mail that contained the summons and
~ complaint from Nikole. Martin. The respondent had the summons and complaint in their

possession for a total of 261 days of 365 days in a &_ear.'

Adam Sonenshine is the General Counsel that received the summons and complaint from

21



Brittany Blantz. The respondent had the summons and complaint in their possession for ;i total

of 261 days of 365 days in a year.

Proper _Seifvice waiin-tern'mtéd by the Respondent and CMM Realty had a duty to return

the certified mail that contained the summens and complaint to the post office.

The respondent had the summons and complaint for a total of 261 days of 365 days in a year.

CMM Realty Nikole Martin (is the new hire for the respondent) opened the certified mail

that contained the summons and compléint._ '

September 25, 2023. PS Form 3811 was mailed back to fhe sender as to having receipt of the

summons and complaint.

September 25, 2023 thru September 29, 2023. Service was effected.

September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Realty.

October 2, 2023. Nikole Martin .Employmen't start date for respondent.

October 2, 2023 to July 2024. Nikole Martin and Brittany Blantz shared the same office for

reépondehf.’ Respondent and CMM Realty had a duty to return the certified mail that
contained the summons and complaint to the post office.

The respondent had the summons and complaint for a total of 261 days of 365 days in a year.

October 18, 2023. The respondent filed a motion to dismiss for insufficient service of

process.

22



. ARGUMENT 1. Did the Appellant follow the Rules of Civil Procedures

STANDARD OF REVIEW
~ South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure

1. Rule3 ,

2. Ruled @®HXOE)@
USPS POSTAL SERVICE 602

DISCUSSION-RULE 3- COMMENCEMEN T OF .ACTION

The appellant followed Rule 3 for Commencement of Action.

¢. Commencement. of civil action. A civil action is commenced when the summons

- and complaint are filed with the clerk of court. . -

d. The summons and complaint was served within the time frame of the statute of

. limitations in manner prescribed by law.

DISCUSSION-RULE 4-PROCESS

The appellant followed Rule 4 for Process.

a. Summons: Issuance. The summois shall be 1ssued by plaintiff or plaintiff's attorney.

_Copies of the orlgmal summons shall be served upon each defendant

" (b) Same: Form. The summons shall be signed by the plaintiff or his attorney, contain

the name of the State and ceunty, the name of the court, the file number of the action, and

23



the names of the parties, be directed to the defendant, state the name and address of

the plaintiff's attorney, if any, otherwiée the plaintiff's address, and the time within which
these rules require the defendant to appear and defend, and shall notify him that in case of
his failure to do so judgment by default will be rendered against him for the relief

demanded in the complaint.

Service is perfected five days after its deposit in the United States mail, as evidenced by the

postmark,

1. September 21, 2023, all summons and complaints were mailed by

- certified mail.

2, September 25, 2023, the receipt was mailed back as for receipt on PS
Form 3811

3. September 25, 2023, through September 29, 2023. Service was
effected. :

4. October 18, 2023, Respondent filed a motion to dismiss for in

sufficient service of process

(c) By Whom Served. NA

(d)(8) Service by Certified Mail. Service of a summons and complaint upon a defendant of any

class byl registered or certified mail,' return receipt requested and delivery restricted to the

addressee.

24



M

| :Sérvicé is effective. Service is effective upon the date of delivery as shown on

the return receipt.
Service was effected September 25, 2023, through September 29, 2023.

Septerhber 25,2023, The PS Form 3811 was mailed back as for receipt of the certified mail
that contained the summons and cdrriplaint. A copy of the‘ return receipt or returned‘envelope

when received showing whether the mailing was accepted, refused, or otherwise returned.

(® Proof and Returri.—_The person _séxjving the p-rpcess- shall make proof of service thereof

i)_rompt_ly aﬁd_ défive; it to"the officer or person'_-ys_/hé issued same,

Failure to make proof of service dbeéjot affect the validity of the service. The proof of

service shall state the date, time and place of such service arid, if known, the name and address of -
the person actually served at the address of such person, and if not known, then the date, time

and place of service and a- descri;;tiqn of the person actually served.
DISCUSSION-USPS POSTAL SERVICE 602

The piece must have the address of the intended recipient, visible and legible, only on the side of

the piece bearing postage.

T _he_a_ddf_essée-lntejxiﬂed r_ecfpient was the RESPONDENT,f

Address-Physical Address. The delivery address specifies the location to which USPS is to

. deliver a mail piece. -
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DISCUSSION-PS FORM 3811

\

The PS Fiirm 3811 is the green card the r_esponde_nﬁ stated the appellant father held up to.prove

that Obstruction of Correspondence had occurred. Exhibit __ 1

The PS Form 3811 has 2 areas that will show who the addressee listed as the intended recipient

for the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint.
Line 1 on the PS Form 3811 is for Article Addressee.

1. The Certified Mail was addressed to Responcient as seen on EXHIBIT_I___V .

2. Line 1. The Article was addresséd to Respondent listed on the Certified Mail to Hblder
Properties. |

3. Line C. The Summons and Complaint was rec:'eiyed and handled as other packages on
September 25, 2023. | |

-‘ 4, M Is the delivery addréss different from Line 1. No box was selected CMM Realty

Nikole Martin and the respondent should have returned the Certified mail addressed to
tﬁe respondent to the post office.

5. Brittany McJunkin is an employee of CMM> Realty fﬂat signed for the Certified Mail

addressed to respondent.
. Question 3. What does section D on PS Form 3811 ask?

1. Is delivery address different from line 1
a. Yes. Enter address below

b. Return item to the post office as wrong intended party
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The appellant wants the courts to know that the respondent and CMM Realty Nikole Martin

had g 261 ays) a duty to return the certlfied mail to the United States Postal Service to be

returned to the sender which is the appellant.

'P-ropergs-éﬁficé was ihiéfrumg by the Respondent and CMM Realty Nikole Martih (she

worked for CMM Realty when the certified mail arrived addressed only to the respondent.
The respondent hired Nikole Martin (Oct 2, 2023) whom had (a t_otél__iff 261 dil_yS Qi_‘ 365

days in lsl—_ir‘e:ir:-): a duty to return the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint to
the post office.

18 U.S. Code § 1701. CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she worked for CMIM Realty when the

certified mail arrived addressed only to the respondent. The respondent hired Nikole

Martin dn Oct 2,2023) and the respondent obstructed the mail.
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18 U.S. Code § 1702. There was Obstruction of correspondence by CMM Realty and the

respondent. Obstruction of Correspondence-The Respondent and CMM Realty Nikole Martin

(she v{orkiéd for CMM Realty when the certified mail arr_i_véd addressed only to the,
i‘esimrid_gnf.__The res_bondent hired Nikole Martin on Oct 2, 2023) Obstructed the
Correspondence and tampered with the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint
when CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she worked for CMM Realty when the certified mail
arrived addressed only to the respondent.) The respondent hired Nikole Martin on Oct 2,
2023) ppqn_e_& the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint that was signled for
September 25, 2023 as seen on the PS Form 3811. The respondent had the summons and

complaint for a total of 261 days of 365 days in a year.

18 U.S.C. § 1703(b) opening, destroying, or detaining mail without authority is a federal

crime. The mail was delayed by CMM Realty and the respondent. CMM Realty Nikole

Martin (she worked for CMM Realty when the certified mail arrived addressed only to the
respondent.) The respondent hired Nikole Martin on Oct 2, 2023) and the Respondent had
a duty by law to return the certified mail thaf contained the summons and complaint to the

post office. The respondent had the summons and complaint for a total of 261 days of 365 days

in a year,
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ARGUMENT I1. Did the Court erred i in 1ts rulmg_for INSUFFIC]ZENT

SERVICE OF PROCESS

STANDARD OF REVIEW

The appellant would certainly be prejudiced by harsh penalty of dismissalat this stage. As |
can be seen by the prompt action m the beginning. Plaintiff did not sit on its nghts but diligently

attempted in good fa1th to enforce them. See Pelzer, 378 S C.at 521

(observing that "'[t]his Court gives pro se parties the benefit of the doubt-and may ignore

some technical shortcomings of their filings" (citing Haines, 404 US. at 520, 92 S.Ct. 594);

- ~Courts typlcally favor allowmg cases to proceed on thelr merlts, so'they may glve

plamtlffs an opportumty to correct any deficlencles m serv1ce before dlsmlssmg a case

A courts equitable power is not bound by cas_t-iron rule_s' but exist to do fairness and may

. be applied where it is justifiable under all the elrcumstances._Burnette v, New York Cent.

R. Co. 380 U.S 424, 428 (1965)

A failure to forward a summons and complaint after receiving it does not constitute inadvertence
- or excusable neglect sufficient to put aside a default judgnlent. Roche v. Young Bros. of

Florence, 318 SC 207,210-12, 456 SE2d. 897, 899-901 (1995)
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DISCUSSION-SERVICE EFFECTED

The appellant states that service was effected September 25,2023, Athrough September 29, 2023.
The appellant states that the claim of insufficient service of process is not valid. 18 U.S.C. § |
1703(b) opening, destroying, or detaining mall without authority isa federal crime. The

- mail was delayed by CMM Realty and the respondent. CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she

- worked for CMM' Realty when the certified mail arnved addressed only to the respondent.)
Tlle re_spondent_ hired Nikole Martm on Oct 2, 2023) and the Respondent had a duty by law
to_return the (_:ertified-m_ail that contained the summons and complalnt to the post of_ﬁce..

The respondent had the summons and complaint for a total of 261 days of 365 days in a year.

DISCUSSION

Brittany McJunkin signed for the .certified mail that contained the summons and complaint.
The term inadvertently is used when you have defaulted because of not answering the

complamt SC Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 55 (a)(b)(c)

. Nikole Martin - CMM Realty Proi)erty Mai_nager obstructed correspont_lence when sl_ie
opened tbe certified mail that contained the summons and‘eomplaint. CMM Realty and the
Respondent had a 'duty by law to return the certified mail that contained the summons and

complaint to the post office.

Brittany Blantz- The respondent authorized agent to sign for legal documents for Columbia, |

South Carolina Operations who received the opened certified mail that contained the summons

and complaint from Nikole Martin and forwards it to Adam Sonenshine. |

1. September 25,2023 thru September 29, 2023. Service was

effected. _
2. September 29, 2023. Nikole ‘Martin last day at CMM Realty.
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3. October 2, 2023 Nikole Martin employment start date for the
respondent.
4. October 2, 2023 to July 2024, Nikole Martin and Brittany Blantz
shared the same office as pxop;erty nia_l_-l_agers-_._'
5. CMM Realty and the Respondent had (261 days) a duty by law

to return the certified mail that contained the summons and

complaint to the post office.
'DISCUSSION :

A failure to forward a summons and complaint after receiving it does not constitute inadvertence
or excusable neglect sufficient to put aside a default judgment. Roche v. Young Bros. of

Florence, 318 SC 207,210-12, 456:SE2d. 897, 899-901 (1995)

The Appellant Complaint was filed on August 22, 2023. The respondent answer was due thirty
days from the date of service according to SCRCP i2(a). The respondent had the summons and

complaint in their possession for a total of 261 days.

DISCUSSION-PROPER SERVICE INTERRUPTED

Proper Sé;'vice was interrupted by the respondent and CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she
V_Yélj.-(e{_i f(_)_-r_- QMM Reé_'ltfy' when the certified inail_ aljxji_{red -adi_ii'éssed o'nl-il to the }éspond-egt.) The
i_ésppngi;:ﬁi_hirgd Nikole Martin on Oct 2, 202_3,)3 opened the certified mail that contained the
summons and complaint. This is when the respondent makes the false statement claim that the

wrong property management company was being served.
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Obstruction-of Correspondence-Respondent and CMM Realty Obstructed the Correspondence

and tampered with the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint.

CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she worked for CMM Realty when the certified mail arrived
addressed only to the respondent.) The respondent hired Nikole Martin on Oct 2, 2023)
opened the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint. The respondent had

the summons and complaint in their possession for a total of 261 days of 365 days in _é_year.

September 25, 2023. PS Form 3811 was mailed back to the sender as to having receipt.

1. September 2552023 thru September 29, 2023. Service was effected.

2. 'September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Realty.

3. October 2, 2023. Nikole Martin employment start date for the respondent.

4. October 2, 2023, to July 2024, Nikoie Martin and Brittany Blantz -_shared
the same office for the respondent. CMM Realty and the Respo-ndentlhad
a duty by law to return the certified mail that contained the summons

and complaint to the post office.
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ARGUMENT III. Obstruction of Mail, Obstrﬁcfien of Corresgo‘ndehce and
Delay of Mail

" DISCUSSION

The Proper Service was interri:pted by the Respondent and CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she
worked for CMM Realty when the certified ‘mail arrived addressed only to the reepondent.)'
The l;espohdexit hired Nikole Martin on Oct 2, 2023) had a duty to return the certiﬁed mail
that contained the summons and complamt to the post ofﬁce The respondent had

the summons and complamt in their possessmn for a total of 261 days of 365 days in a year

Adam Sonenshine received the summons and complaint from Brittany Blantz. Brittany Blantz

received the opened summons and complaint from CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she worked
for CMM Rea_ll_t& when the certified mail arrived addr‘es'sed- only to the respondent.) The

?espohdéh_t hired Nikole Martin on Oct 2, 2023). Nikole Martin obstructed the -

_ correspondence when she opened the certified mail that contained the summons and

complaint. o

1. September 25, 2023 thru September 29, 2023. Service was
“effected.

2. September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin Las day at CMM Relty.
3._ October 2, 2023 Nikole Martin employment start date for the.

: respondent
4. October 2,2023 to July 2024. Nikole Martin and Brittany - _

Blantz shared the same office for respondent. *
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: ARGUMENT IV. Durmg the hearmg the respondent $ays apgellant ar_g'ue-d’ |
that “someone” s1gned for the Summons and Complamt but dld not present

any evi'dence? Or the person had any authorlty from responden .

" The rules of civil procedure are designed to ensure that both parties ‘g0 to trial knowing what all
evidence exists, rather than being sandbag hy the opposing side by that with holds information
and evidence.

' i’rop- exj Service was interrupted hy the Respondent and CMM Realty had a duty to return the
certiﬁed mail that contained the summons and compl'aint to the post ofﬁce. The respondent had

the summons and complaint in their possession'for ia‘-total'o-i'f §j6_i:daxs;

: Obstructlon of Correspondence—Respondent and CMM Realty Obstructed the Correspondence

and tampered with the certified mail that contamed the summons and complaint. The respondent

had the summons and complaint in their possession for ! a total of 261 days;

CMM Realty Nakole Martin (new hire from Respondent) opened the certified mail that -

contamed the summons and complamt

1. September 25, 2023 thru September 29, 2023. Servtce was
effected. o

2. September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Realty.' _

3.. October 2, 2023 Nikole Martin employment start date for
the respondent.

" 4. October 2, 2023 to July 2024. Nikole Martin and Brittany
Blantz shared the same office for respondent.
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5. QOctober 2, 2023 to July 2024. Nikole Martin and Britt'any
Blantz shared the same office for respondent.

6. October 18, 2023. Respondent filed a motion to dismiss for in

sufficient service of process.

Brittany McJunkin inadvertently signed for the certified mail that contained the summons and
complaint. ,’I‘he_responde_nt and CMM Realty had a duty to return the certified mail that

contained the summons and eomp}dint to ;the post office.

. CMM Realty Nikole Martin (new hire for the respondent) bbened the i:_ertiﬁed.inail that
. contained .fl_le‘summons and complaint. The respbndent and CMM Realfy had a duty to

\

return t_he_cefﬁﬁed mail that contained the summons and complaint to the posf office.

Brittany Blantz is authorized Agexft that sighs for legal documents for Columbia, South

Carolina Operatlons who received the opened certified mail that contained the summons and
complaint from Nakole Martin. The respondent and CMM Realty had a duty to return the
certified mail that contained the summons and complamt to the post ofﬁce. The respondent

had the summons and complaint in their pbssession for a total of 261 days.

Adam Sonenshine is the respondent general counsel that received the summons and complaint
from Brittany Blantz. He has a direct professional connection with Nikolé Martin (hired in
‘ September 2023 with a start date for October 2, 2024) previously worked for CMM Realty

before starting work for the respondent. The respondent bad the summons and complaint in their

possession for a total of 261 days.
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ARGUMENT V. THERE WAS NO WRITTEN AGREEMENT TO SERVE

THE APPELLANT BY EMAIL

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Purpose. Pursuant to Rule 613 of the South Carolina Appellate Courts Rules (SCACR), (d) E-

Mail Service by and On Self-Represented Litigants. A self-represented litigant who is not a

lawyer admitted to practice in this state may consent in writing to be served by e-mail and

designate a correct e-mail address for service.

DISCUSSION-NO CONSENT TO BE SERVED BY EMAIL

Appellant states that the South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 613(d) states that a self-
represented litigant who is not a lawyer admitted to practice in this state may consent in writing

to be served by e-mail and designate a correct e-mail address for service.

3
The appellant states the affidavit by Adam Sonenshine should have been excluded because

- the respondent lawyer did not have written agreement to serve the appellant by email.

Affidavit/Affidavit of Adam Sonenshine Filing 07/08/2024-20:59

1. Hearing Date: July 9, 2024

2. The court should have excluded the affidavit that was noticed the next morning at
such a late hour with the appellate having no time to prepared.
Griffin, Catharine G. Mon, Jul 8 at 9:05 PM

From: cgriffin@brblegal.com
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To: travishall1970@yahoo.com

' ‘This is the email I have for Mr. Reynolds Hall.

I am hereby serving him by email with a copy of the Affidavit of Adam Sonenshine which I
 intend to use to support my motion to dismiss at the hearing tomorrow.

’fhis affidavit was filed this evening.

Adam Sonenshine, the chief operating 'ofﬁcer and general counsel for Respondent, averred that

* Holder Properties, Inc. he has never been served with the lawsuit.

CMM Realty Nikole Martin (she worked for CMM Realty when the certified mail arrived
addressed only to the respondent.) The respondent hired Nikole Martin on Oct 2,2023)

opened the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint.

!

3. September 25, 2023. PS Form 3811 waé ﬁlailed back to the senderr as té having |
receipt. |

4. September 25, 2023 thru September 29, 2023. Service was effected.

5. September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Realty.

6. October 2, 2023. Nikole Martin employment start date for the reépondent.

7; '(_)ct;)be_zr 2, 2023, to July 2,024-: N_ikole Martin' and Brittany Blantz shared the

gz_i.fné office for the respondent.
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ARGUMENT V1. DID THE FOUR (4) CLAIMS PROVE RECEIPT OF THE

SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT

The respondent claims are listed below that prove they did intentionally Obstruct
* Correspondence to prevent legal actions against them. Nikole Martin and Brittany Blantz shared
the same office for the respondent. The Respondent and CMM Realty had a duty by law to return
the certified mail that contained the sumn’mns and complaint to the post office.
Claim 1. How they were served? -
CMM Realty employee Nikole Martin is the new hire that took the opened certified }1121i_1 that
contained the summons and complaint she opened to Brittany Blantz who now shares offices for

respondent.

October 2, 2023 to July 2024. Nikole Martin and Brittany Blantz shared the

same office for respondent and had a duty by law to return the now opened

certified mail that contained the summons and complaint to the post office.

Claim 2. Tl_ié'-respo:nd_ent claims the_ré is no proof they have been served
a. Proper Service was interrupted by the respondent and CMM Realty had a duty

to return the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint to the post

office.

b. CMM Realty Nikole Martin (new hire for the respondent) opened the‘

:cértiﬁgd mail that contained the summons and complaint.
¢. Nikole Martin opened the certified mail containing the summons and complaint.

d. September 25,2023. PS Form 3811 was mailed back to the sender as to having

receipt.
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‘e. September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Reelty."
f. October 2, 2023 Employment start date for the respondent
g. October 2,2023 to ) July 2024, Nikole Martin and Brittany F Blantz shared the

sa.r_ns_qfﬁc_e for respondent;

.'@7 Claimed there was no registered agent authorized to sign for the certified mail
that contamed the summons and complaint at CMM Realty.

h. Obstructlon of Correspondence-The respondent and CMM Realty Obstructed
the Correspondence and tampered with the certified mail that contained the
summons and complaint.

" ICMM Realty Nikole Martin (new hire from Respondent) opened tt_lﬁa_cernt‘lneh_d
mail that contained the summons and complaint; |
September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Realty.

October 2, 2023. Employment start date for respondent.

October 2, '2'65370'.1'51572522' Nikole Martin and ‘B}i&éﬁy_}éiaﬁt? shared t'l'{e's'i?iié Bf'ﬁ& for

2.6.1_<_lay_s.3,

Claim 4. The respondent deliberate mlsrepresentatlon of fact that the wrong property;

management company was served.

* The intended recipient was the respondent only.

Proper Service was mterrupted by the Respondent and CMM Realty had a duty to return the

' ertified mail that contained the summons and coniplaint to the post office.
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Obstruction of Correspondence-Respondent and CMM Realty Obstructed the Correspondence
and tampered with the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint. The respondent

had the summons and complaint in their possession for a t_qtai -p‘f- 261 days.

CMM Realty Nikole Martin (new hire from Respondent) gpened_ the cen"-_tiﬁed‘mail tﬁ_atf

qbnfaihgd;thg _s_u_min_('m_s: a_ild_ complaint.
8. September 25, 2023 thru September 29, 2023. Service was effected.

9. September 29, 2023. Nikole Martin last day at CMM Realty.
10. October 2, 2023. Employment start date for the respohdent. |
ﬂill.-@iqtqlié_r_g,_2023 to July '_2.024. Nikole M_artin and Brittany Blantz shared the same
office for the respondent;
CMM Realty and the Respondent had a duty by law to return the certified mail that

contained the summons and complaint to the post office.

40



ARGUMENT VIL DID THE CIRCUIT COURT GIVE THE APPELLA_NI A

' CHANCE TO RE-ISSUE THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT BASED ON

THE STATUTE OF LIMITATION

Hearing date: July 9, 2024
Order Date: July 29, 2024
25 Days that remained to be served

Statute of limitation date: August 23, 2024

STANDARD OF REVIEW

>

However, "'[p]ro se litigahts are allowed more latitude than litigants represented by counsel to
correct defects in service of process and pleadings," Moore v. Agency for Int'l Dev., 994 F.2d

874, 876 (D.C.Cir. 1993).

A courts equitable power is not bound by cast-iron rules but exist to do fairness and may be

applied where it is justifiable under all the circumstances. Burnette v, New York Cent. R. Co.

380 U.S 424, 428 (1965)

DISCUSSION

The appellant followed the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. The _app_e]ianf was piacqx_i ata
disadvpr{tig'g'\-v-i_tfl_ the_l_x_éndl_ir_lg of tliq 'cei'tified ‘mail that contained the summons .z_u_nd'
_coniplair_i_f -in-gen_d_ed for the respondent onl);. The appellant stétes he should have been allowed

the opportunity to re-Serve the respondent because the statute of limitation would have allowed
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enough time to re-serve the respondent. Appellant states there were 25 days remaining'to re-

serve the respondent after the court ruling.

Courts typically favor allowing cases to proceed on their merits, so they may give plaintiffs an
~ opportunity to correct any deficiencies in service before dismissing a case. Yes,-'courts
generally allow you to re-serve a defendant in a civil case if you were unable to properly serve

them.

1. Hearing date: July 9, 2024
2. Order Date: July 29, 2024

3. 25 Days remained to be served after the order date.

4. Statute of limitation date: August 23, 2024

Nikole Martin- CMM Realty Propérty Manager obstructed corresponderice when she
opened the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint, CMM Realty and the
Respondent had a duty by law to return the certified mail that contained the summons and

complaint to the post office.

Brittany Blantz is the authorized agent to sign for legal documents for Columbia, South

Carolina Operations who received the opened certified mail that contained the summons and
complaint from Nakole Martin forwards it to Adam Soneshine. The respondent had

the summons and complaint in their possession for a total of 261 days.

Adam Sonenshine- Respondent General Counsel received the summons and complaint from

Brittany Blantz. The respondent had the summons and complaint in their possession for a total

of 261 days.
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Proper Service was interfugte(i by the Respondent and CMM Realty had a duty to return the
certified mail that contained the summons and complaint to the post office. The respondent had

the summons and complaint in their possession for a total of 261 days.

4

Obstruction of Correspondence-Respondent and CMM Realty Obstructed the Correspondence

and tampered with the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint when Nikole
: Malftin oper;.g-dhthe certified mail thz{t contained the summons and complaint that was signed for
September 25, 2023. CMM Realty had a duty to return the certified mail to the United

States Postal Service to be returned to the sender which is the appellant.
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ARGUMENT VIII. THE APPELLATE SHOULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED A CHANCE

TO RE-ISSUE THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT BASED ON THE REMAINING 25

DAYS BASED ON THE STATUTE OF LIMITATION.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Courts typically favor allowing cases to proceed on their merits, so they may give plaintiffs an
opportunity to correct any deficiencies in service before dismissing a case. Yes, courts
generally allow you to re-serve a defendant in a civil case if you were unable to propetly serve

them.

DISCUSSION

The appellant followed the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. The appellant was placed at a
disadvan’gagé with the handling of the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint

-

intended for _t—hq respondent only.

The appellant states the respondent Obstructed Mail, Obstruction of Correspondence and the
Delay of mail was a deliberate action of CMM Realty Nikole Martin and the respondent to

violate the law by not returning the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint to

the post office.

18 U.S. Code § 1701. CMM Realty and the respondent obstructed the mail.

18 U.S. Code § 1702. Obstructed of correspondence by CMM Realty and the respondent.

18 U.S.C. § 1703(b). (opening, destroying, or detaining mail without authority). There

was mail delayed by CMM Realty and the respondent.
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Plaintiff will suffer substantial prejudice if relief from “default is granted. The action of ,seasoned
| attorneys of the respondent knew thelr actions v1olated ABA Rule 4.1 and Federal Law in
regard to the certified mail that contained the summons and complamt The respondent violated

the USPS rules by conceahng details of how the respondent ‘received the summons and

' omplamt.

The Respondent does not have a meritorious defense or good cause exists to be relieved of

respon51b111ty for the aggravated assault and assault by mob that occurred on the property

Prop- er Serifice was interrupted by the respondent and CMM Realty had a duty to return the
' certified mail that contained the summons and cornplaint to the post ofﬁce._The respondent had

the summons and complaint in their possession for a total of 261 days.

CMM Realty Nikole Martin (new hire for the respondent) opened the certified mail that

o.on_taine-d_ the surnrnoils and complaint.

1. Nikole Martin onened the certiﬁed mail containing the summons
.and complamt | |

2. September 25. 2023. PS Form 3811 was mailed back to the sender
as to havmg rece1pt

3. September 25, 2023 thru September 29, 2023. Service was

effected:
4. September 29, 2023. leole Martin last day at CMM Realty

5. October 2, 2023. Employment start date for the respondent.

2 LA A

6. October 2, 2023 to July 2024 Nikole Martin and Brittany Blantz - °

'sha-red the same_ ofﬁce for res_[__)on:dent.‘
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ARGUMENT IX. DID THE COURTS ERRED BY NOT ENTERING A

QIEAULT JUDGEMENT AGAINST THE RESPONDENT

’ STANDARD OF REVIEW

3

South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 12(a). According to the South Carolina Rules
. of Civil Procedure, a defendant must serve an answer to a summons and complaint within 30
days. of being served with the complaint; this is outlined in Rule 12(a) of the rules. SC Rule of

Civil Ifroéedure Rule 55 (a)(b)(c).

Y

The first task of a litigant who seeks for his default to be set aside is to provide a sufficient
e)iplanation for why he did not timely plead and must also provide reasons why letting him out

of default would serve the interests of justice. Sundown Operating Co.

/bISCUSSION-DEFAULT JUDGEMENT

The appellant states the court should have 1ssued a ruling of default ]udgement agamst the

_respondents for dehberately not submlttmg an answer to the summons and complamt The

respondent had 30 days from the date of service to file an answer and did not file an answer. The
respondent does not have a meritorious defense to defend a default judgement.
{ﬁ;éé: i_-vg__—s:a_ﬁ)t_é!}@ggf_s_ that CMM Realty and the Respondent had a duty by law to return

* the certified mail that contained the summons and complaint to the post office.
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CLOSING

’fhe Appellant has shown fhroughout the brief that the respondent intentionally broke federal
“laws to avoid this law suit. ‘CMM ’Realty Property Maﬁger Nikole Martin who was transitioning
to new employment from CMM Realty to the Respondent the following week. Exhibit 6 shows
' the work histbry of Nikole Martin with CMM Realty and the respondent. |

It was Nil;ole Martin that opened the summons and complaint addressed to her new employer
and she is the one who took it to he1; new employer and gave it directly to Brittany Blantz.
Brittany‘ Blantz the property manager for the respondent in the Columbia, SC area who is

authorized to receive mail for the respondent.

The re;sp‘ondent listed the following claims to avoid the lawsuit. Nikole Martin and Brittény

. Blantz shared the same office for respondent. The respondent had the summons and complaint
in!their possession for a total (_)_f_-26_1j days of 36_5 days of thé year. CMM Realty and the
Respondent had a duty by law to return the certified mail that contained the summons and

complaint to the post office.

Claim 1. How g_hei wqre s_e:rvéd?- Ih_e_ respondent ébstructqd?érres.pon-den:gé
Nikole Martin is the one that opened the summons and complaint addressed to her new employér
and the one who took it to her new employer and gave it directly to Brittany Blantz the -

~

authorized agént.
Claim 2. The respondent claims there is no proof they have been s’é&é&.’,

47



The respondent claimed ih,e.re- was 1o regi_ster_eci ééent agi_thoﬁig:.d to gfgn for the certified mail
that contained the summons and complaint at CMM Realty. The proof is the respondent had the

summons and complaint in their possession for a _fotal of 2—61_(1-ay'sf 0f,36_5_ ;days-of the y.éax:.:

Claim 3. The respondent claimed there was no registered agent é.t_xthorizecf to sign for ’E_hé
'c_:e_r-ti-_ﬁed‘_rh:@ili that contained the summons and complaint at CMM Realty. The respondent clearly '
was aware of the Fedefal Laws in the Obstruction of Mail, Obstruction of Correspondence and
the delay of the mail. |

It was Nikole Martin that opened the summons and complaint addressed to her new employer |
(respondent) and the one who took it’to her new employer and gave it directly to Brittany
Blantz. Brittany Blantz is property manager for the respondent in the Columbia, SC area who is
authorized to rece?ve mail for the respondent. _kaéle Mar‘ti’_li-_-a_h,d Brittéﬂ& 'B_lahtz' s_lisjied the
same office for the respondent and had a duty by law to return the certified mail that
c‘op't_aigé(_i't_lg_e glirx_lmoils_afld complaint to the post office.

o \

“Claim 4. The respondent claim suggested that the wrong property management company was
served. The respondent further admits that they were in possession of the summons and
complaint in the claim. The respondent clearly was awa.re of the Federal Laws in the Obstruction
of Mail, Obstruction of Correspondence and the delay of the mail.

In Argument VI, The Respondent claims prove that they were in receipt of the summons and
complaint. The Respondent and CMM Realty Nikole Martin _'(s__lié‘wgrké(_i_ fér_ CMM_Real,ty—wﬁen'

the Qz:fti_ﬁé_cfméiiax};‘ivq&_éﬁd%esée_cj. onl&{ to the fési)_érigiéhg:_lhg res-poh'dent hired Nikole Martin
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§_r_1_09t2,“292__§5 knew that they were in direct violation of the laws of South Carolina and Federal -

Laws to escape legal action.

5

: The appéllant should have been allowed to ;e;s—éi-';é the respondent as it would have been
enough time and would have been: within the statutes of limiitation, there were 25 days still

vahd to re-serve after the order. Secondly because the respondent

The appellant states there was no written agreement for Pro Se to be served by email the

afﬁdavit that that caught the appellant off guard and not prepared to oppose. South C "arolina

I

Agpellate Courts Rules (SCACR) Rule 613 E-Mall Serv1ce by ‘and On Self-Represented

'ngants not a lay_vyer admitted to practlce m this state mai' consent in wrltmg to be served

) 'by e-mail and designate a correct e-mail address for s servxce

Appellant prays for the following:

1. AA reversal (ﬁ' the lower court ruling insufﬁcient service of
proczess. ’ | .

2; For a court order granting judgement to the appellant in tﬁe |
amount of $300,000 for economic damagés, for the pain and
suffering, medical expenses and loss of e'njoymeﬁt of life,
emotional distress, and mental anguish (past, bresent and
future). | .

3. F‘or a court order granting default judgement to the appellant
in the amount of $300,600.

4. Appellant is willing to negotiate a settlement. . -

49



Catherine Garbee Griffin

3710 Landmark Drive, Suite 400
PO Box 8057

Columbia, South Carolina 29202
803-799-9091 |

Attorney for Holder Properties

David DeMasters
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