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LETTER TO THE APPELLATE COURT CLERK

FILING APPELLANT’S MOTION TO EXCEED AND MOTION TO AMEND
DESIGNATION

 

June 28th, 2025

 

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals
Email: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
 

 
RE: Teslenko v. Kocsis
Appellate Case No. 2024-001734

 

Dear Ms. Kitchings:
 
        Please find attached for filing in the above-referenced matter Appellant’s:

·        Motion to Exceed Page Limit;
·        corresponding Proof of Service;
·        Motion to Amend Designation of Matter;
·        Proposed Pages to Add to the Designation of Matter;
·        corresponding Proof of Service;

        The two $50 motion filing fees are being sent via FedEx and will arrive at the Court  
shortly.
 

               Thank you for your time and attention.
 

 
Dated: June 28th, 2025                 /s/          Olga Teslenko                          

Olga Teslenko
100 Fountain Pointe Ln, # 103,        
Myrtle Beach, S.C. 29579
Telephone: (510) 388-2780
Email: osenochen@gmail.com
Pro Se Appellant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


_____________ 


APPEAL FROM HORRY COUNTY 


Court of Common Pleas 


 
The Honorable Dale Van Slambrook, Circuit Court Judge 


_____________ 


Appellate Case No. 2024-001734 
_____________ 


Olga Teslenko, Appellant, 


v. 


Joe Kocsis and Carpet King & Flooring, Respondents. 


_____________ 


MOTION TO EXCEED PAGE LIMIT 
_____________ 


 


Appellant respectfully moves this Court, pursuant to Rule 208(b)(1), SCACR, for leave to 


exceed the 50-page limit for the amended initial brief to be filed in this appeal. In support of this 


motion, Appellant states as follows: 


 


1. The default page limit for briefs. under Rule 208(b)(1), SCACR, is 50 pages unless 


otherwise ordered by the Court. 


2. Appellant is currently preparing a pro se amended initial brief that seeks to address 


multiple, distinct issues and instances of fraud that occurred in the magistrate and circuit 


courts. These issues include judicial fabrication of evidence, spoliation of the trial record, 


concealment of findings, improper exclusion of evidence, and a cascading denial of due 
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process at every stage of litigation. 


3. The amended brief consolidates and streamlines Appellant’s arguments to the greatest 


extent possible, but due to the complexity, number, and seriousness of the issues involved, 


Appellant cannot adequately present them within the default 50-page limit. 


4. Appellant requests leave to file an amended brief not exceeding **85 pages** in total. 


This extension is necessary to preserve all meritorious claims and to support them with 


the factual and procedural specificity required for meaningful review. 


5. Appellant is proceeding in good faith, and this request is made not for delay, but in the 


interest of justice. No party will be prejudiced by the requested number of pages. 


 


WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Court grant leave to exceed the 


50-page limit and permit the filing of an amended initial brief not exceeding 85 pages. 


 


Respectfully submitted,   


Dated: July 28, 2025 


/s/ Olga Teslenko 
100 Fountain Pointe Ln, Unit 103, 
Myrtle Beach, SC 29579. 
(510) 388-2780 
osenochen@gmail.com 
Pro Se Appellant. 


 


 








THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


 
 


APPEAL FROM HORRY COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


Honorable Dale E. Van Slambrook, Circuit Court Judge 


 
 


Appellate Case No. 2024-001734 
 


 
OlgaTeslenko, Appellant, 


                                       v.  
Joe Kocsis,  
Carpet King & Flooring, 


 
Respondents. 


 
PROOF OF SERVICE 


OF MOTION TO EXCEED PAGE LIMIT 


 


Appellant hereby certifies that she has served her Motion to Exceed Page Limit on 
Respondent, who represented himself the owner of Carpet King & Flooring, by depositing a 
copy of it in the Federal Express Mail, postage prepaid, on July 26, 2025, addressed to his 
store address, Mr. Joe Kocsis, Carpet King & Flooring, 532 Broadway Street, Myrtle Beach, SC 
29577. 


 
     


                  Respectfully submitted, 
 /s/ Olga Teslenko   


Olga Teslenko, 
100 Fountain Pointe, #103, 
MB, SC 29579. 
osenochen@gmail.com 
(510) 388-2780 
Pro se Appellant. 


Dated: July 26, 2025 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


_____________ 


APPEAL FROM HORRY COUNTY 


Court of Common Pleas 


 
The Honorable Dale Van Slambrook, Circuit Court Judge 


_____________ 


Appellate Case No. 2024-001734 
_____________ 


Olga Teslenko, Appellant, 


v. 


Joe Kocsis and Carpet King & Flooring, Respondents. 


_____________ 


MOTION TO AMMEND DESIGNATION OF MATTER 
TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL 


_____________ 


 


Appellant respectfully moves this Court for leave to amend the previously filed 


Designation of Matter to Be Included in the Record on Appeal. In support of this motion, Appellant 


states the following: 


1. Appellant timely filed a corrected designation of matter on June 16, 2025, along with her 


initial brief, to bring the designation into compliance with the Court’s formatting rules. 


This corrected designation is currently filed in the record as “Designation of Matter – 


Corrected.” 


2. The current designated record spans approximately 211 pages. While Appellant has 


endeavored to cite and rely on the designated material as efficiently as possible, she has 
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also taken care not to withhold any record material that was (a) admitted into evidence, 


(b) relevant to the issues raised in the brief, or (c) necessary to preserve issues for review. 


The length reflects the complex and unusual nature of the case rather than a lack of 


editorial discipline. 


3. Appellant now respectfully seeks to amend the designation by adding no more than four 


additional pages: 


a. Three pages, including two pages containing the inspection report’s findings and 


one page showing the inspector’s professional credentials. These exhibits were 


returned by the magistrate and form part of the original trial record. Although cited 


in the brief, they were not previously designated. Appellant now understands that 


referencing these exhibits through her own statement may be deemed hearsay, and 


therefore seeks to designate the findings directly. 


b. One photo, also returned by the magistrate, which was rendered illegible during 


scanning. This image is not designated for its factual content, but rather to 


demonstrate the manner in which the evidentiary record was spoiled—specifically, 


how key trial exhibits were rendered unreadable in the appellate record. Appellant 


designates only a single illegible photo for this purpose to minimize burden while 


preserving this central claim. 


4.  Appellant does not seek to add any newly created materials, only pages that were already 


part of the trial record and were admitted below. 


5. No party will be prejudiced by the requested amendment. The proposed additions are 


minimal and targeted, and are sought solely to ensure that the Court has access to the 


clearest possible record in reviewing the serious issues raised on appeal. 
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WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Court grant leave to amend the 


designation of matter to include three additional pages as described above. 


 


Respectfully submitted,   


Dated: July 28, 2025 


/s/ Olga Teslenko 
100 Fountain Pointe Ln, Unit 103, 
Myrtle Beach, SC 29579. 
(510) 388-2780 
osenochen@gmail.com 
Pro Se Appellant. 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


 
 


APPEAL FROM HORRY COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


Honorable Dale E. Van Slambrook, Circuit Court Judge 


 
 


Appellate Case No. 2024-001734 
 


 
Olga Teslenko, Appellant, 


                                       v.  
Joe Kocsis,  
Carpet King & Flooring, 


 
Respondents. 


 
PROOF OF SERVICE 


OF MOTION TO AMEND DESIGNATION OF MATTER 


 


Appellant hereby certifies that she has served her Motion to Amend Designation of 
Matter on Respondent, who represented himself the owner of Carpet King & Flooring, by 
depositing a copy of it in the Federal Express Mail, postage prepaid, on July 26, 2025, 
addressed to his store address, Mr. Joe Kocsis, Carpet King & Flooring, 532 Broadway Street, 
Myrtle Beach, SC 29577. 


 
     


                  Respectfully submitted, 
 /s/ Olga Teslenko   


Olga Teslenko, 
100 Fountain Pointe, #103, 
MB, SC 29579. 
osenochen@gmail.com 
(510) 388-2780 
Pro se Appellant. 


Dated: July 26, 2025 







 


