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Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com>

Boyle v. Singleton 2024CP3700451
8 messages

McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey) <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org> Mon, Jul 22, 2024 at 11:35 AM
To: Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>, "jasonboyle03@gmail.com" <jasonboyle03@gmail.com>
Cc: "Burton, Lisa" <lburton@oconeesc.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Secretary (Tammy Jennings)" <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>

Mr. Logan,

 

Judge McIntosh has asked that I contact y’all to request that you prepare an order and rule to show cause for Mr. Boyle to
appear in Court to determine whether he will be held in contempt for violating the gag order in this case. Thank you!

 

Respectfully,

 

Chase Kinsey

Law Clerk to the

Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh

P.O. Box 8002

Anderson, SC 29622

Office: (864) 260-4059

lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org

 

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain information that
is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any
attachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of the
message and any attachments.

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Mon, Jul 22, 2024 at 1:04 PM
To: "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>
Cc: "Burton, Lisa" <lburton@oconeesc.com>, Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Secretary (Tammy
Jennings)" <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>

How did it get violated?
[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Mon, Jul 22, 2024 at 1:24 PM
To: "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>
Cc: "Burton, Lisa" <lburton@oconeesc.com>, Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Secretary (Tammy
Jennings)" <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>

10/30/24, 3:30 PM Gmail - Boyle v. Singleton 2024CP3700451
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Chase,

I'm disturbed by this email accusing me of violating  a gag order. Firstly, I have not received a
copy of the order itself. I have been waiting for a copy to show up in the mail as I was not
provided a copy while leaving the courthouse or Jail. Secondly, I have never
discussed this case with anyone since I returned from Jail. I have been busy with my appeal
brief. 

I was told that it's the attorney for the respondent that has complained. How did he file this
complaint without copying me? What exactly did I say that violated the gag order? Where did
this violation take place and with whom?

I need the above questions answered in the affirmative.

Thank you.

Jason Boyle

[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Mon, Jul 22, 2024 at 3:48 PM
To: "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>
Cc: "Burton, Lisa" <lburton@oconeesc.com>, Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Secretary (Tammy
Jennings)" <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>

Chase,

I visited the court and received a copy of the Order of release.  I have some questions regarding the order. Who is the
appropriate person to ask?

Thank you,
Jason 
[Quoted text hidden]

McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey) <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org> Mon, Jul 22, 2024 at 3:54 PM
To: Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com>
Cc: "Burton, Lisa" <lburton@oconeesc.com>, Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Secretary (Tammy
Jennings)" <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>

Mr. Boyle,

 

      Good afternoon, I have relayed your communications to Judge McIntosh. He has asked that any questions that you
have regarding the order should be put in writing and all parties should be copied. When the questions are received, he
stated that he will respond if a response is appropriate. Thank you.

 

10/30/24, 3:30 PM Gmail - Boyle v. Singleton 2024CP3700451
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Respectfully,

 

Chase Kinsey

Law Clerk to the

Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh

P.O. Box 8002

Anderson, SC 29622

Cell: (864) 760-5936

Office: (864) 260-4059

lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org

 

From: Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2024 3:48 PM
To: McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey) <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>
Cc: Burton, Lisa <lburton@oconeesc.com>; Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>; McIntosh, Lawton Secretary
(Tammy Jennings) <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>
Subject: Re: Boyle v. Singleton 2024CP3700451

 

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

[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Mon, Jul 22, 2024 at 4:01 PM
To: "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>
Cc: "Burton, Lisa" <lburton@oconeesc.com>, Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Secretary (Tammy
Jennings)" <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>

When the order says no speaking publicly about this case, is that the appeals case, the probate case or both?

I took down all of my social media posts that were up from before i was incarcerated. Was i required to do that?

If i say I am out on a PR bond or that i have a hearing on July 31st, is that breaking the order?

I was under the impression that a gag order meant the details of the case that are to be litigated.  This order says do not
discuss the case publicly. Does that mean don’t even discuss the existence of the case?

Thank you,
Jason
[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 30, 2024 at 10:39 AM
To: "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>
Cc: "Burton, Lisa" <lburton@oconeesc.com>, Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Secretary (Tammy
Jennings)" <lmcintoshsc@sccourts.org>, Kim Manley <manley@loganandjolly.com>, Amanda Watkins
<awatkins@oconeesc.com>
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Chase,

These questions were never answered.  I believe an answer to these questions is appropriate and necessary.  

Thank you,
Jason
[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 30, 2024 at 3:29 PM
To: Dorothy Pierce <dorothypierce84@gmail.com>

[Quoted text hidden]
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Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com>

Please provide transparency
5 messages

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Thu, Aug 8, 2024 at 11:08 PM
To: Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>
Cc: Kim Manley <manley@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>

Jim,

               I am asking for clarity out of good faith.  I have CC’ed  Chase Kinsey on this
communication only because this is the second tome I have emailed on this topic and have not
received a complete response.  I would like a detailed explanation to asure me that multiple Ex
Parte conversations did not occur. 

               I have included my understanding of events.  Please feel free to correct any
misconceptions and include any missing content. 

In the emergency release hearing of July 17, I was granted release with conditions.  One of
the conditions was a gag order.  I did not receive a copy of the order upon my release. On July 22,
at 11:35, I received an email from Chase Kinsey, Judge McIntosh’s law clerk, written to Jim Logan,
the attorney for Probate Judge Singleton, stating:

“Judge McIntosh has asked that I contact y’all to request that you prepare an order and rule
to show cause for Mr. Boyle to appear in Court to determine whether he will be held in
contempt for violating the gag order in this case. Thank you!”

I was not included in any conversations regarding any potential violation to this point, leading me to
believe an Ex Parte conversation took place.  The email sent by Mr. Kensey made a few things
clear.  The email did not include details of the proclaimed violation, so it is assumed that Mr. Chase
and Logan’s office are both aware of the contents of the accusation.  It is also clear that this mutual
understanding could not have been reached without an Ex Parte conversation.   

After receiving this email, on July 22, I drove to the circuit court and received a copy of the
gag order.  After receiving the order, at 4:01 pm, I sent these questions regarding the order to Mr.
Kinsey:

“When the order says no speaking publicly about this case, is that the appeals case, the
probate case or both?

I took down all of my social media posts that were up from before I was incarcerated. Was I
required to do that?

If I say I am out on a PR bond or that I have a hearing on July 31st, is that breaking the
order?

I was under the impression that a gag order meant the details of the case that are to be
litigated.  This order says do not discuss the case publicly. Does that mean don’t even
discuss the existence of the case?”

I have not received a response to these questions.

At 4:02 pm on July 22, Kim Manley, a paralegal for Jim Logan, sent a copy of a filed Motion
for Rule to Show Cause to Judge McIntosh with a screenshot of a YouTube video as evidence. On
July 23, I filed an objection to this Rule to Show Cause documenting evidence that the video was

1/24/25, 8:16 AM Gmail - Please provide transparency
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posted prior to the gag order, the gag order did not mandate that I take down existing content, and
that I had not received the order at the time of the proclaimed violation. 

On August 2, Mrs. Manley sent an email with an affidavit from Maggie Bonadies stating she
had taken a screen shot of my YouTube on her cell phone.  This is not the same image used as
evidence in the Motion for RTSC submitted.  The screenshot produced in the affidavit is not the
same screenshot as the one submitted by Logan as evidence.  The affidavit does not state how the
image submitted in the Motion for Rule to Show Cause was created, and the affidavit dose not say
how this evidence was received by Jim Logan and/or Judge McIntosh’s office.

My concerns are 2-fold.  One, If Mrs. Bonadies gave the screenshot to Oconee Probate
Judge Danny Singleton, this would constitute an Ex Parte conversation.  Mrs. Bonadies was a
witness in the June 17 trial against me with Judge Singleton presiding.  This case is currently
pending appeal hearings.  Secondly, the affidavit of Mrs. Bonadies’ affidavit does not address
where the screenshot submitted in the RTSC comes from.  To whom did Mrs. Bonadies report her
findings?  How did McIntosh’s office become aware of this proclaimed violation without any
communication with me?

 

Discovery Questions:

1.       How did Judge McIntosh’s office become aware of these screen shots and
accusations?
2.       How did Mrs. Bonadies communicate her findings with Judge Singleton?
3.       Did Mrs. Bonadies have an Ex Parte conversation with Judge Singleton?
4.       Did Judge Singleton or Jim Logan and company have any Ex Parte conversations?
5.       Provide the contents of all Ex Parte conversations.

Thank you,

Jason

 

 

Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com> Fri, Aug 9, 2024 at 9:34 AM
To: Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com>
Cc: Kim Manley <manley@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>

Jason Boyles,
I prefer to discuss these matters in open Court before the
Judge at the hearing(s) that are to be scheduled to hear
these matters.
 
James W. Logan, Jr.

Logan & Jolly, LLP
1805 North Boulevard

1/24/25, 8:16 AM Gmail - Please provide transparency
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Post Office Box 259

Anderson, SC 29621

864-226-1910

864-226-1931 - Fax

logan@loganandjolly.com

 

 

Please note that my e-mail address has changed to logan@loganandjolly.com and update your contact lists if
necessary.

 

Confidentiality Notice:  This electronic mail transmission has been sent by a lawyer.  It may contain information that is
confidential, privleged, proprietary, or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure.  It you are not the intended recipent,
you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate this message, any part of
it, or any attachments.  If you have received this message in error, please delete this message and any attachments from
your system without reading the content and notify the sender immediately of the inadvertent transmission.  There is
no intent on the part of the sender to waive any privilege, including the attorney-client privilege, that may attach to this
communication.  Thank you for your cooperation.

 

From: Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2024 11:08 PM
To: Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>
Cc: Kim Manley <manley@loganandjolly.com>; McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)
<lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>
Subject: Please provide transparency

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.

[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Fri, Aug 9, 2024 at 10:07 AM
To: Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>
Cc: Kim Manley <manley@loganandjolly.com>, "McIntosh, Lawton Law Clerk (Chase Kinsey)" <lmcintoshlc@sccourts.org>

Mr Logan,
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I prefer to have open discovery before court. So that we can make the most clear argument before the court. No surprises
is better.

Best regards
Jason Boyle
[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Fri, Aug 9, 2024 at 10:29 AM
To: Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>

I believe the law supports discovery. I will research later and submit a court filing for discovery and to strike the transcripts
with the wrong case number. 

Jason

On Fri, Aug 9, 2024 at 9:34 AM Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com> wrote:
[Quoted text hidden]

Jasonboyle03 me <jasonboyle03@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 30, 2024 at 10:37 AM
To: Jim Logan <logan@loganandjolly.com>
Cc: Kim Manley <manley@loganandjolly.com>

Jim,

I would like to continue this line of the conversation.  If you could reply clearly to the above, I will not file a motion to
compel.

Thank you,
Jason
[Quoted text hidden]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA        JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE  

COUNTY OF OCONEE 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO. 2024CP3700451 
 

 

Jason Michael Boyle 

  

Danny Singleton Probate Judge et al  

PLAINTIFF(S)  DEFENDANT(S) 
 

 

 

Submitted by: R. Lawton McIntosh  

 

Attorney for :  Plaintiff          Defendant 

or 

 Self-Represented Litigant 
 

 

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) 

 JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury.  The issues 

have been tried and a verdict rendered. 
 

 DECISION BY THE COURT.  This action came to trial or hearing before the court. 

The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.  See Page 2 for additional information. 
 

 ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):  Rule 12(b), SCRCP;  Rule 41(a), 

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);  Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);  Other       
 

 ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):  Rule 40(j), SCRCP;  Bankruptcy; 

 Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify 

      arbitration award;  Other       
 

  STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY 

 

  DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX): 

   Affirmed;   Reversed;   Remanded;   Other        
   

  NOTE:  ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR 

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.  

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:  See attached order (formal order to follow)  Statement of Judgment 

by the Court:  

ORDER INFORMATION 

 

APPELLANT’S MOTION TO STRIKE TRANSCRIPT IS NOT APPROPRIATE AND THERFORE 

DENIED. HOWEVER, APPELLANT’S CURRENT CASE NUMBER FOR THIS ACTION IS 

SUBSTITUTED IN PLACE OF THE PROBATE CASE NUMBER. NO FORMAL ORDER REQUESTED.  

 

 

This order  ends  does not end the case.   
 

 

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX  

Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount 

should be enrolled.  If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below. 

Judgment in Favor of 

(List name(s) below)  
Judgment Against 

(List name(s) below) 
Judgment Amount To be Enrolled 

(List amount(s) below) 

            $      

            $      

            $      

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order: 

      
 

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party.  Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this 

form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest 

or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the 

clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details. 

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page. 
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  2155        

Circuit Court Judge  Judge Code  Date 

 

       

 

 

 

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only  
 

 

This judgment was entered on the       day of      , 20      and a copy mailed first class or 

placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on this       day of      , 20     to attorneys of record or  

to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows: 

 

 

             

             

             

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S)   ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S) 

   
  CLERK OF COURT  

 

Court Reporter:       
 
E-Filing Note:  In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File 

Stamp and the clerk's entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy 

of the judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  

 

 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON 

PAGE 1.   

 

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. 
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Oconee Common Pleas

Case Caption: Jason Michael Boyle VS   Danny Singleton Probate Judge , defendant,
et al

Case Number: 2024CP3700451

Type: Order/Form 4

S/R. LAWTON McINTOSH

S/R.LAWTON McINTOSH

Electronically signed on 2024-09-13 15:52:30     page 3 of 3
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina 
RE: Electronic Devices in Courthouses 

 

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 

 

 
 
The use of Electronic Devices is an integral part of daily life for many people. 
While these devices enhance our work and personal lives, they frequently 
impose a distraction and can constitute a threat to the safety and security of our 
court facilities. 

Accordingly, effective immediately, the use of Electronic Devices within South 
Carolina Judicial Branch courthouses statewide shall be limited to the following:  

A. Common Areas: Persons may possess and use Electronic Devices in the 
common areas of the courthouse, such as lobbies and hallways, subject to 
security screening through courthouse screening devices. "Common areas" does 
not include any counter or window, or immediately adjacent space, used by the 
Clerk of Court's office for conducting court business with the public, and the use 
of Electronic Devices in such areas is prohibited. The use of an Electronic Device 
to make audio and/or video telephone calls or the use of other audible features 
immediately outside courtrooms is prohibited to prevent disturbing proceedings. 
Additional restrictions, including limiting audible uses to certain designated areas 
in a courthouse, may be imposed as needed to maintain security and the orderly 
administration of justice. All Electronic Devices must be powered off or placed in 
"silent" mode at all times within a courthouse. 

B. Courtrooms: Persons, including attorneys, law enforcement acting as 
prosecutors in summary court, self-represented litigants, parties, witnesses, 
victims, and victim advocates who are participating in a case may, with the 
express permission of the presiding judge, use an Electronic Device to either 
present evidence or other information related to a proceeding, or to conduct 
research as part of the presentation of the case. Except as provided below, any 
person may possess an Electronic Device in a courtroom; however, the use of 
any Electronic Devices in the courtroom is prohibited without express permission 
of the presiding judge. All Electronic Devices must be powered off or placed in 
"silent" mode at all times within a courtroom. 

Absolute bans on the possession of an Electronic Device in courtrooms are not 
permitted. However, where a presiding judge determines the possession of 



Electronic Devices interferes with the orderly administration of justice or causes a 
threat to safety or security in a proceeding, the judge may prohibit Electronic 
Devices in that courtroom for that proceeding. 

C. Virtual Proceedings: Persons participating in a court proceeding using 
Remote Communication Technology are subject to the provisions contained 
within this Order, except for an Electronic Device the person utilizes to participate 
in the remote proceedings.  

D. Jurors: The July 20, 2009 Order titled Re: Juror use of Personal 
Communication Devices remains in force and effect and is incorporated herein 
by reference. 

E. Prohibited Uses: Taking photographs, making audio and/or video recordings, 
and broadcasting audio and/or video from within a courthouse or courtroom is 
generally prohibited. Court proceedings may only be photographed, recorded, or 
broadcast in accordance with Rule 605 of the South Carolina Appellate Court 
Rules. Photographing, recording, or broadcasting in common areas of the 
courthouse, or in the courtrooms when court is not in session, may be allowed at 
the discretion of the Clerk of Court. 

While the provisions of this order apply to the common areas inside all 
courthouses, this order does not apply inside non-judicial offices that may be 
located within a courthouse, such as an assessor's office or treasurer's office.  

Notice of the contents of this Order shall be given to jurors and posted on the 
doors to the courthouse and to courtroom doors. 
Violation of the terms of this Order may result in the confiscation of an Electronic 
Device, and the violator may be held in contempt of court and subject to 
sanctions.  However, mere possession of an Electronic Device, without more, is 
not sufficient to permit confiscation. If an Electronic Device is confiscated, it must 
be returned to the owner before the end of normal business hours. 

  

 
s/Donald W. Beatty                                    
Donald W. Beatty 
Chief Justice of South Carolina 

  

Columbia, South Carolina 
March 9, 2023 
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