
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 

APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 

The Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh, Circuit Court Judge 

Case No. 2023-CP-37-00232 
Appellate Case No. 2025-000490 

PlanetONE Packaging, LLC, ......................................................................................... Respondent, 

v. 

American Pharma Machinery, LLC, and Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy 
Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy Amolo .......................................................................... Defendants, 

OF WHOM Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy 
Amolo is the ...................................................................................................................... Appellant. 

RESPONDENT’S RETURN TO APPELLANT’S  
MOTION TO AMEND NOTICE OF APPEAL 

This appeal is currently held in abeyance pending the Court’s ruling on PlanetONE 

Packaging, LLC’s (“Respondent”) Motion to Dismiss Appeal (“Motion to Dismiss”), filed on 

March 13, 2025. As set forth in the Motion to Dismiss, Appellant Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy 

Wells a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy Amolo’s (“Pierce” or “Appellant”) has, among 

other grounds for dismissal, not served Respondent with the Notice of Appeal that Appellant filed 

with this Court on March 12, 2025 and now seeks to amend via her Motion to Amend Notice of 

Appeal, which was filed March 24, 2025.  

Out of an abundance of caution, Respondent submits this brief Return to Appellant’s 

motion to amend. This appeal stems from two Form 4 orders (dated January 31, 2025 and February 

Apr 03 2025



2 

26, 2025) issued by the circuit court regarding Appellant’s default judgment status in this case and 

her failed attempt to challenge Respondent’s attorneys’ fees affidavit and calculation (which was 

submitted after the circuit court’s damages hearing per the direction of Judge Lawton McIntosh). 

Upon learning of Appellant’s filing of the Notice of Appeal (though not through service of the 

same from Appellant), Respondent filed a Motion to Dismiss this Appeal the next day, citing 

numerous independent grounds for dismissal. See Resp. Mot. to Dismiss. The Court has not yet 

ruled on this motion and the appeal is currently marked as “held in abeyance” on C-Track given 

the filing of Respondent’s pending Motion to Dismiss.   

Later, on March 24, 2025, Appellant then filed a Motion to Amend Notice of Appeal with 

the Court, attaching a proposed Amended Notice of Appeal and the circuit court’s Final Order, 

dated March 24, 2025, entering Default Judgment against the Defendants in the lawsuit. By 

attempting to amend her notice now, Appellant essentially admits the validity of many of the 

grounds set forth in Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss her pending appeal under the current Notice.  

Further, Appellant’s arguments in her instant Motion to Amend Notice of Appeal do not 

provide her the cover she seeks to try and cure defects in her failure to serve the original Notice of 

Appeal on Respondent (among other failings, as further outlined in Respondent’s Motion to 

Dismiss). For example, in her instant motion, Appellant cites to Rule 203(f), SCACR (a rule that 

does not exist) for support that she should be permitted to amend her notice of appeal. Further, 

Appellant’s own argument in her motion supports dismissal: “the March 24, 2025[] order is merely 

a formal confirmation of those prior rulings”; thus, Pierce argues her “initial filing [Notice of 

Appeal] substantially complied with Rule 203(b)(1), SCACR.” She claims she is not really 

amending anything substantive about her prior notice, which further confirms her last-minute 

attempt to avoid dismissal now. 
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Respondent acknowledges and informs the Court that Appellant indeed—for the first time 

in this appeal—served counsel for Respondent with her pending Motion to Amend Notice of 

Appeal via U.S. Mail on March 27, 2025. The entire service package that Respondent’s counsel 

received, including the envelope (which, as an aside, is clearly not Pierce’s own handwriting) is 

attached hereto as Exhibit A for reference.  Notably missing is the actual Notice of Appeal at issue 

in this Appeal; it still has not been served on Respondent.  

As mentioned above and as fully-briefed in Respondent’s still-pending Motion to Dismiss, 

as of the date of this filing, Appellant has failed to serve the current Notice of Appeal as required 

by the rules and Supreme Court orders regarding service by pro se parties on represented parties. 

Indeed, the proof of service filed with this Court by Appellant for the Notice of Appeal shows, on 

its face, that Appellant only emailed the notice to counsel for Respondent. See Resp. Mot. to 

Dismiss; see also Rule 262(b), SCACR “Any document filed with the appellate court shall be 

accompanied by proof of service showing the document has been served by all parties.” This is 

simply not service under the rules and is grounds for dismissal. See Rule 262(c), SCACR.  

In Appellant’s own words – “Appellant now seeks to amend her Notice of Appeal to 

include the March 24, 2025 final order to ensure the entire record is properly before the Court.” 

(App. Mot. to Amend. at p. 1). Even now, Appellant does not argue that her proposed amendment 

of her current Notice of Appeal would do anything other than make a full record – simply put, she 

relies upon the prior, unserved Notice of Appeal as the basis for her appeal and issues before the 

Court, and dismissal is appropriate given these facts.  

Accordingly, given the above and the record, Respondent does not believe Appellant can 

seek to amend her current Notice of Appeal given that it was not served, it is untimely, and that 

Appellant does not herself even argue that she is really amending the substance of the first Notice 
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of Appeal at all—she has represented that she is simply submitting the March 24, 2025 order to 

“ensure the entire record” has been received by the Court.  

Therefore, Respondent asks that Appellant’s motion be dismissed or denied, that 

Respondent’s pending motion be granted, and that the remittitur be issued consistent with Rule 

221, SCACR. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A. 

s/ J. Patrick Bradley  
Christopher B. Major (SC Bar No. 72872) 
J. Patrick Bradley (SC Bar No. 103608) 
ONE North Main Street, 2nd Floor 
P.O. Box 2048 (29602) 
Greenville, SC 29601 
(864) 240-3200 
cmajor@hsblawfirm.com
pbradley@hsblawfirm.com

Attorneys for Respondent PlanetONE Packaging, LLC 

April 3, 2025 

Greenville, South Carolina
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 

APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 

The Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh, Circuit Court Judge 

Case No. 2023-CP-37-00232 
Appellate Case No. 2025-000490 

PlanetONE Packaging, LLC, ......................................................................................... Respondent, 

v. 

American Pharma Machinery, LLC, and Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy 
Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy Amolo .......................................................................... Defendants, 

OF WHOM Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy 
Amolo is the ...................................................................................................................... Appellant. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, the undersigned counsel for Respondent, do hereby certify that I have on April 3, 2025, 

caused Respondent’s Return to Appellant’s Motion to Amend Notice of Appeal to be served via U.S. 

Mail, on the opposing party of record, Appellant, who is proceeding pro se in this matter, at the address 

shown below:

Dorothy Pierce, pro se 
750 Mourning Dove Lane 
Seneca, SC 29678 

____________________________________  
J. Patrick Bradley, S.C. Bar #103608 
Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A. 
P.O. Box 2048 
Greenville, SC  29602  
864.240.3200 / pbradley@hsblawfirm.com

Apr 03 2025



April 3, 2025 

VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL 

Dorothy Pierce, pro se 
750 Mourning Dove Lane 
Seneca, SC 29678 

RE:  PlanetONE Packaging, LLC v. American Pharma Machinery, LLC, and  
Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a 
Queen Dorothy Amolo 
Appellate Case No.: 2025-000490 

Ms. Pierce: 

Please find enclosed for service upon you Respondent PlanetONE Packaging, LLC’s 
Return to Appellant’s Motion to Amend Notice of Appeal, together with a Proof of Service for 
same, with regard to the above-referenced matter.  

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.  

Sincerely yours, 

HAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A. 

J. Patrick Bradley 

Enclosure 

HAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A. 
ONE NORTH MAIN STREET, 2ND FLOOR 
P.O. BOX 2048 (29602) 
GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA 29601 
MAIN  864.240.3200 
FAX  864.240.3300 
www.hsblawfirm.com

J. PATRICK BRADLEY
DIRECT 864.240.4567 
pbradley@hsblawfirm.com 
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