From: Chan Ahn

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: Tom Roper; Jiyeon Gina Shin; Mirie Ahn

Subject: (Bullin v. Thomas; Appellate Case No.: 2025-001021) Respondent"s Return to Appellant"s Motion
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2025 4:45:04 AM

Attachments: (Filed) Respondent Return to Appellant Motion to Grant Permission 06-10-2025.pdf

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

Dear Sir/Madam:

Attached please find Respondent's Return to Appellant’'s Motion to Grant Permission
to Order the Transcript Outside the Filing Deadline being respectfully submitted to
and filed with the Court in this matter. We oppose the Appellant's Motion.

Thomas B. Roper, Esq., Counsel for Appellants, is copied on this email. Should you
have any questions or concerns, please feel free to call on me (personal cell: 803-
389-7219).

Thank you,
Chan

Chan M. Ahn

Attorney at Law (Actively practicing in GA, SC & DC)
AHN LAW FIRM, LLC

www.ahnlawfirmllc.com

chan@ahnlawfirmlic.com

Principal Office:
54 Marina Road, Suite 105, Lake Wylie, SC 29710

803.810.4373 (Call or text)

Georgia Offices:
2180 Satellite Blvd., Suite 400, Duluth, GA 30097

404.919.2723 (Atlanta)
770.239.1773 (Duluth)
404.310.8837 (3t=10] AH] )

NOTICE: This email contains information belonging to Ahn Law Firm, LLC. This
message is intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or otherwise exempt from
disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please immediately reply to this message or notify us by
telephone at (803) 810-4373 and delete the message.
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, CHESTER COUNTY

Paul M. Burch, Circuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No. 2025-001021

Jai Anne Bullin as Guardian and Conservator for Lillian Anne Brown
Rayfield (as incapacitated person),

Appellant,
V.
Merri Rowe Thomas,
Respondent,
AND
Merri Rowe Thomas,
Respondent,
V.
Jai Anne Bullin,
Appellant.

RESPONDENT’S RETURN TO
APPELLANT’S MOTION TO GRANT PERMISSION
TO ORDER THE TRANSCRIPT OUTSIDE THE FILING DEADLINE






Pursuant to Rule 240, SCACR, the Respondent, Merri Rowe Thomas (“Respondent™),
hereby submits this Respondent’s Return to Appellant’s Motion to Grant Permission to Order
the Transcript QOutside the Filing Deadline (“Return to Motion”) in opposition to the
Appellant’s Motion to Grant Permission to Order the Transcript Outside the Filing Deadline
(“Motion”) filed on June 9, 2025.

In support of this Return to Motion, Respondent respectfully submits that this Court
need not and should not consider granting either Appellant any relief. In so submitting and
opposing the Motion, Respondent respectfully states as follows:

Rule 260, SCACR, expressly provides that “[w]henever it appears that an appellant or a
petitioner has failed to comply with the requirements of these Rules, the clerk shall issue an
order of dismissal, which shall have the same force and effect as an order of the appellate court.
A case shall not be reinstated except by leave of the court, upon good cause shown, after notice
to all parties.” Rule 260(a), SCACR. Meanwhile, the Supreme Court has declared that “the
South Carolina Appellate Court Rules are not mere technicalities[,] but provide the parties and
[the] Court with an orderly mechanism through which to guide appeals in this State. It is
incumbent upon counsel to provide material that complies with the Rules and facilitates
appellate review.” Henning v. Kaye, 207 S.C. 436, 437, 415 S.E.2d 794, 794 (1992).

Here, the Motion simply states that “[c]ounsel for Appellant hereby moves this Court for
an Order” without providing any comprehensible grounds therefor, as required by Rule 240(c),
SCACR. It merely attempts to reference Counsel for Appellant’s erroneous belief and “letter”

without submitting a certificate of affidavit, as required by Rule 240(c), SCACR. Further, the





Motion fails to identify the Party for whom relief is sought!, rendering it impossible for this
Court to grant any relief. Clearly, the Motion fails to show good cause, on the basis of which
this Court could grant relief to any Party.

In this appeal, the Court has already recognized the Appellants’ non-compliance with
the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules twice: when the Appellants failed to provide a proof
of service (see Letter from Catherine S. Harrison, Chief Deputy Clerk, The South Carolina
Court of Appeals (May 27, 2025) (on file with this Court)) and when they failed to order the
transcript timely and as prescribed by the Appellate Court Rules (see Letter from Catherine S.
Harrison, Chief Deputy Clerk, The South Carolina Court of Appeals (June 3, 2025) (on file with
this Court)). Respectfully, the Respondent submits that the Motion at bar further fails to comply
with the Appellate Court Rules, as described above, and states that this Court need not and
should not consider granting any relief to which neither Appellant is entitled.

Given the foregoing, Respondent respectfully requests that this Court deny the Motion
in its entirety and issue an Order of Dismissal, pursuant to Rule 260, SCACR.

Respectfully submitted,
AHN LAW FIRM, LLC

By:  /s/Chan M. Ahn
Chan M. Ahn (SC Bar #102173)
Email: chan@ahnlawfirmllc.com
54 Marina Road, Suite 105
Lake Wylie, SC 29710

Telephone: (803) 810-4373
Counsel for Respondent

June 10, 2025

Lake Wylie, South Carolina

! The Motion only references “Counsel for Appellant” as movant without identifying which
Appellant is seeking relief. Notably, there are two (2) Appellants in this matter.
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, CHESTER COUNTY

Paul M. Burch, Circuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No. 2025-001021

Jai Anne Bullin as Guardian and Conservator for Lillian Anne Brown
Rayfield (as incapacitated person),

Appellant,
V.
Merri Rowe Thomas,
Respondent,
AND
Merri Rowe Thomas,
Respondent,
V.
Jai Anne Bullin,
Appellant.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that on June 10, 2025, a copy of the foregoing
Respondent’s Return to Appellant’s Motion to Grant Permission to Order the Transcript
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Outside the Filing Deadline was filed with this Court and served upon all counsel of

record in this matter, including the following, pursuant to the relevant Order of the

Supreme Court?:

Thomas B. Roper, Esq. (S.C. Bar #4908)
Email: roperlaw(@comporium.net
1721 Ebenezer Rd.

Suite 295
Rock Hill, SC 29732
Attorney for Appellant

This 10th day of June, 2025.

AHN LAW FIRM, LLC

BY: /s/Chan M. Ahn
Chan M. Ahn
Email: chan@ahnlawfirmllc.com
54 Marina Road, Suite 105
Lake Wylie, South Carolina 29710
Telephone: 803-810-4373
Counsel for Respondent

2 Order, RE: Methods of Electronic Filing and Service Under Rule 262 of the South

Carolina Appellate Court Rules (As Amended May 6, 2022), Appellate Case No. 2020-
000447, May 6, 2022.









