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PROCEZEDTINGS

THE COURT: So this is what case, Madam Clerk?

CLERK: This is Shannon, excuse me, Sheena Paige versus
Newberry Animal Control. It's Case 2024-CP-3600502.

THE COURT: Okay, great. We've got ma'am, you're here.
Your name, I'm sorry.

MS. WINTERS: That's okay. Joanie Winters from Newberry
County.

THE COURT: Okay. Yes, ma'am. And you are?

MS. PAIGE: Sheena Paige.

THE COURT: Okay, great. All right. All right, so this
is a case I think that was originally tried in Magistrate's
Court, appealed in front of Judge, I think, Addy here. Judge
Addy, then I've looked at both of these. Judge Addy
indicated on June 20th that came before in June of '24. And
he ordered, let's see, if I'm reviewing the Magistrate's case
file, the ordinance and issue, and having considered the
arguments presented by the parties, The Court finds the
Magistrate's fine $250.00 for not keeping the dog's rabies
vaccination -- vaccination current is affirmed, or the case
is remanded to The Magistrate so that The Magistrate may
explain in detail how restitution was calculated persuant the
Newberry County Animal Control Ordinance. That's your
understanding of what Judge Addy's order was, ma'am?

MS. PAIGE: Yes.
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THE COURT: And so, looking -- I guess it has been
remanded to the Magistrate who made a finding and now you
disagree with that finding? That's what you're feeling
today?

MS. PAIGE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. I'm happy to hear from you. Yes,
ma'am.

MS. PAIGE: Okay. Would it be okay if I read what I'm
gonna say Or —---

THE COURT: Sure. Sure, as long as you speak up and
read slowly because I want to will make sure my court
reporter gets everything okay.

MS. PAIGE: Yes, ma'am or sir, sorry. Good morning or
afternoon, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sure.

MS. PAIGE: I appreciate being able to present this to
The Court today. So I would like to explain why I'm here
today. So I'm here today in this courtroom before you, with
the charging agency, Newberry County Animal Control, and
their attorney -- or their attorney, Attorney Joan Winters.
And I want to explain why you should not -- why you should
not honor their motion for dismissal. Animal Control was
contacted by me to pick up my dog from my yard as I
mistakenly left Whiskey out the previous night before leaving

to go out of state to pick up family members, to bring them
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6
back to South Carolina for an aunt's funeral who died several
-— several days before Christmas, and who was being buried
several days after Christmas.

Animal Control nor the police department received any
calls about my dog being loose in the road, or in anyone's
yard, or being aggressive. No calls were made about this at
all. I made contact with Animal Control around 10 to 11 a.m.
the following morning. Whiskey was never at large per Animal
Control. This was -- this was a statement that Katrina
(indiscernible) made at trial on 4/4/2024. Her exact words
were, "We are not in court today for dog at large. We are
here today because of a quarantine fee.". If there was no
mention at all at that moment that we were in court over an
animal bite or inoculation.

The rabies section -- rabies section of the Newberry
County Animal Control Ordinance states that the following
reasons call for fees, boarding, time limits for quarantine,
and proof of rabies vaccination. And those reasons are
animal bite, which provides $50.00 for the first ten days of

quarantine at the animal shelter, and $5.00 each additional

day. And then the second one is animal at large. There's a
first offense, second offense, and third offense. And each
offense comes with its own financial penalties. Respectively

-- respectfully, I was charged a $100.00 guarantine fee,

which I refused to pay because that fee, and name, and amount
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was not relevant to me or my dog.

Once I refused or challenged the fee, then I was
threatened with tickets, fines, and court dates. And they
decided to unilaterally hold my dog without my permission. I
agreed to pay what they told me was a $25.00 pickup fee. And
they, Animal Control, rejected that payment at the time it
was offered. A sheriff deputy was called by Animal Control
to (indiscernible), and I was issued the two criminal
tickets, animal bite and inoculation, and was not allowed to
take my dog home for 100 days. To be clear, my dog was
quarantined for ten days under the animal bite charge, and
they kept my dog an additional 90 days without my consent.

I believe this was a form of retaliation for me
challenging them on the unlawful fee that they imposed on me
in order to retrieve my dog after the ten day gquarantine.
There is -- I want The Court to understand that there is no
such thing as a quarantine fee, not from The State, DHEC, not
from Animal Control's Ordinances, or Newberry City
Ordinances. The error that I found in law was during the
moment the Magistrate Judge Barry Koon charged me with
restitution at the request of Animal Control director, Leslie
Glass, and Katrina (indiscernible).

Both advised the judge that he had to remove the $100.00
quarantine fee from a list they had with some additional

calculations on it. And their reasoning was they were not
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allowed to charge the fee. Additionally, the judge
acknowledged that he had no law that he could use to process
or calculate fees for the quarantine fee. Judge Koon also
had nothing he could use to justify the restitution as a
whole because the jury stated that there was no dog bite.
And if Your Honor watches the body camera footage, you will
see the same thing.

If Animal Control and their counsel wanted to uphold the
inoculation or the restitution, they would have needed to
appeal the jury's not guilty verdict and retry the animal
bite because both the restitution and the inoculation was a
direct result of the animal bite charge. Magistrate Judge
Koon advised the jury that they have two cases to decide.
This is an additional error involved. There was only one
case with two charges. This statement alone inferred that
the independent inoculation and restitution should be proven
without the dog bite.

I truly have much respect for Magistrate Judge Koon as
well as Circuit Court Judge Addy. My issue stands that each
judge was following the direction of the Animal Control
Agency instead of simply following the laws that the Animal
Control Agency are governed by. If Animal Control did not
want to follow the rules they are governed by, then the
judges should have explained to them that they must. I feel

like the judges were misled by the agency as well. Just like
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with the call -- there was a quarantine order from DHEC
advising the Animal Control Agency to return the dog to the
owner and allow ten days for the owner to get into compliance
with inoculation or re-inoculating the dog and providing
proof of that to DHEC ten days later.

The dog was never released to me after the ten days, so
I was automatically charged with inoculation and not being in
compliance. I'm also asking The Court to review all
evidence, court transcripts, body camera footage, ticket
dates, why the tickets were issued, when the tickets were
issued, why my dog was held for 100 days in the Animal
Control Ordinances, and reverse the inoculation guilty
verdict and reverse the restitution in full so that we can
move forward. I have learned a lesson from this.

One, to ensure that my dogs are secure before I leave
the home at all times. And two, that I don't have confidence
in this agency to support me when I need help, which was what
the call was. They received my dog in their possession
because I called to ask for help. So I think, Your Honor, I
have from the very beginning been accountable for me leaving
my dog out accidentally. I have four German Shepherds, and I
did not realize that one was out. I have had to advocate for
my dog in this entire situation and myself. I simply
challenged them with the quarantine fee because I knew it did

not exist, because I had already spoken to DHEC, and they
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10
said that there were no fees unless I was out of compliance
with their order.

When I got finally got my dog back after the 100 days, I
did take my dog to get him inoculated within ten days of
receiving him back, so I didn't have an opportunity to get
into compliance. So I received the inoculation charge. The
date on the quarantine order gives me until 1/18 -- gave me
until 1/18 in 2024, to send them confirmation that the dog
had been vaccinated. I didn't receive my dog back until
April 4th of 2024, and it does say that if I'm out of
compliance that I would receive a ticket up to $500.00. So
they kept the dog so that I was out of compliance. $So I
received the inoculation ticket.

There was never a dog bite. I have video here with me.
And the jury saw the video, the entire video. So I just
wanted The Court to be aware that had -- none of this would
have occurred. I didn't receive tickets until after I
challenged them on a law that on its -- on a fine, that --
that's nowhere. There are no documents for DHEC. So they, I
believe they were misrepresenting a fee, and the fact that
they called it a quarantine fee implied that, to me that it
was coming from The State.

And I want to thank Your Honor for your -- for the time.
I also want to state that Ms. Winters, Attorney Winters was

not the counsel for Animal Control in Magistrate Court. And
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she then explained -- she advised me that the case was over
with, so I had no clue whether or not she would be counsel
again with any new case. So I served her -- I served Animal
Control, and that was the charging agency. I wasn't sure who
they would get next to represent them, if anyone at all. And
I've tried to represent myself and respect the courts,
policies, and procedures by representing myself in a pro se
manner.

I wasn't qualified to receive a public defender because
I'm a working person and I didn't meet the financial
threshold or whatever presented. So thank you, Your Honor.
I've concluded my case, my statement.

THE COURT: Counsel, yes, ma'am.

MS. WINTERS: Your Honor, may it please The Court, thank
you. Just to clarify a few things, Your Honor. The history
of this matter is a little more in depth than Ms. Paige said
to you. So January the 10th, '24 she was cited for several -
- several violations of county ordinances, not state, not
DHEC, by Animal Control officers. One such violation was for
a dog bite and failure to innocuous, as she stated. On March
the 6th of '24, it was a pre-trial hearing.

The Magistrate offered compromise for settlement, but
neither party was interested. So early on in March of last
year, there was an attempt to settle this. On April the 4th,

'24, there was a jury trial, and as Ms. Paige stated the dog
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bite was dismissed, but she was found guilty on failure to
inoculate. There was a restitution fee and a fine for
failure to inoculate, a county ordinance fine. She is
correct to say that I was not involved with the magistrate
jury trial, but I have been county attorney now for four
years, so I was -- I don't go to every trial. Animal
Control's quite adept at doing that. After that hearing,
Ms. Paige -- she appealed on April 15, 2024.

Judge Addy heard the appeal on June 6th, and this is
very important in our position. He upheld the magistrate
ruling. He gaveled hearing closed. He was sitting right
where you are. He gaveled the hearing closed, and Ms. Paige
continued to argue with him. I was on my way out of the
courtroom, and I sort of heard her arguing with him, and he
was responsive. And so I re-engaged, because I felt like
there would be, perhaps ex-parte, or whatever going on, not
because of Judge Addy. And so I re-engaged at that point,
because at that point, after they went back and forth, the
judge added tried to explain that his ruling actually saved
her money.

And during this -- this repartee, that was after the
hearing was -- was ruled closed. That's when Judge Addy
said, I'm remanding this back to Magistrate's Court for an
explanation of the calculation of the fine, nothing more. On

August 14th, we were in front of Judge Koon for the remand
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hearing. Ms. Paige again attempted to argue her case, just
as she's done this afternoon. Judge Koon cut her off and
said the only thing he's been ordered to do is to listen to
or to, excuse me, to explain restitution and now how it was
calculated, and nothing more. Two days later, Ms. Paige
filed another appeal, claiming that the Magistrate was to
correct how he came up with the restitution (indiscernible).

You'll see Judge Addy's form for it. It does not say
that. It says explanation. February the 13th, '24, excuse
me, '25 Judge Addy was to hear the appeal that Ms. Paige
filed again, and he was going to do it virtually, but for
some reason, it just didn't get into the electronic record.
And so he -- he continued the hearing. We filed a motion on

March the 6th for dismissal based on a number of different

doctrines and rules of civil -- civil procedure. And then
here we are today, almost a month later. I would argue -- if
Your Honor gives me a moment to argue our motion. We'll do

that when you're ready.

But some of the things that Ms. Paige said is just
absolutely not true. She didn't realize the dog was out. If
Your Honor is charged with the obligation to review the
evidence, you'll hear that there is a telephone call to 911
from her saying that her dog was out. She did realize her
dog was out. She mentioned DHEC. She called DHEC. DHEC

sald there was no fine. DHEC doesn't set the fines for The
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County. The County does. We have our own separate
ordinances. And the fact that I told Ms. Paige that this was
over, I never said it was over. What I said was I would talk
to The County to see if there was something they would do.
And I said to her, what is your biggest concern? She said,
my biggest concern is having that ticket because I've never
had a criminal offense.

I said, I will see if they are willing to drop the
ticket. The day that we were to come in front of Judge Addy,
I came up to Ms. Paige and said that I've gotten The County
to agree to drop that ticket. And she said, forget it.

We're going to court. You can't do this to me at the last
minute. Your Honor knows that lots of things are settled on
the courthouse steps. We tried to make this better for Ms.
Paige. And at this point, we really want -- would ask This
Court that you dismiss this on a number of bases.

THE COURT: Okay. I mean, go ahead, whatever you want
to tell me about. 1I'll give you an opportunity to respond.

MS. WINTERS: Okay, thank you, Your Honor. So I gave
you the history. Our first argument is service of process.
It hasn't been proper from the beginning. South Carolina
Rules of Civil Procedure 81 and Rule 5(a) require service on
a known legal counsel. That hasn't been done. Ms. Paige has
noted that I've been involved despite the fact I wasn't

involved with the Magistrate jury trial, I was there after.
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South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure 4(d) (6), requires any
political subdivision, state created government organization,
they have to be served by their chief executive officer. The
chief executive officer would be the county administrator or
his designee, which would be me.

The original summons and complaint was mailed to Animal
Control by U.S. mail. That's not proper service. So service
hasn't been proper from the beginning, and we would actually
dismiss based on that we did from the summons and complaint.

THE COURT: When you say from the beginning, the
beginning of what?

MS. WINTERS: From the beginning of the initial summons
and complaint.

THE COURT: I'm assuming Judge Addy heard the same
argument.

MS. WINTERS: He did, Your Honor. And it's been in my
answer since April of last year.

THE COURT: He would have -- go ahead.

MS. WINTERS: Yeah. We would argue res judicata. As
Your Honor knows, this is where a right an issue and
something that's been directly determined by a court of
competent jurisdiction cannot be disputed in a subsequent
action. The elements include identity of parties, identity
of subject matter, adjudication of the issue. We have all

three. 1I've cited several different case laws in my
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memorandum, but we believe res judicata bars subsequent
actions this -- litigants are barred from raising any issues
which were adjudicated in a form suit, or any issues that
might have been raised.

So i1f you forgot, you don't get to bring that back

again. We believe we meet the elements required for res
judicata. Same party, same subject, subject matter,
existence of adjudication. It's all there. Again, Judge

Addy signed that form for ending the matter, and nowhere in
there did he order the Magistrate Court to correct anything,
only to explain the calculation. And so we would say it
should be dismissed under res judicata, 12(b) (6). We also,
we believe, have the doctrine of collateral estoppel, claim
preclusion under res judicata. This is issue conclusion,
determination of an issue by a prior court conclusive in
subsequent suits based on different cause of action involving
a party to the prior litigation.

This bars litigation of specific factual issues that
have been conclusively determined in prior action provided
that the parties involved are the same or in privy. And so
we believe we fall under the doctrine of collateral estoppel,
failure to name proper party. The Plaintiff keeps talking
about the charging agency, and presumably she means Newberry
Animal Control. Newberry Animal Control is not a proper

party. They're a department of a political subdivision in
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the state of South Carolina. And so under 12 (b) (5), we
believe we have the wrong party named. And then, of course,
the stop gap on 12(b) (6), matters have to be dismissed when a
complaint fails to state facts sufficiently to constitute a
positive.

You are correct, Your Honor. These facts -- Ms. Paige
has argued this to every judge that we've been in front of
thus far. And all we see on these appeals is a regurgitation
of previous arguments. There's no element of a claim that's
new. There's no even element of a claim -- a claim that's
pled. We see rhetorical statements and lots of questions.

We argued this in our 4/25/2024, answer that should be
dismissed under 12 (b) (6) and Rule 56 for summary judgment,
since there was no genuine issue of material fact that it
exists for adjudication. So Your Honor, we would -- we would
submit that all roads lead to dismissal. Stop the bleeding
of the taxpayer money. It's almost a year. Actually, it's
over a year, and now we're seeing repercussions from all of
this, where Ms. Paige is going on Facebook and calling county
employees crooks and losers.

These are people that get up every morning and go to --
or for The County serving the people of The County, and they
don't deserve that. She's also had ex-parte email
communication with my county counsel talking about this

litigation in length. And so she's mentioned on Facebook,
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and that doesn't bother me, Your Honor. People talk about me
on Facebook all the time, but she's -- she's put on there
that I have pursued this matter. I am just doing my job.
Every time she appeals, I have to respond. I would rather go
back to doing something else than responding to what we
consider to be these frivolous appeals. And so we would ask
you, Your Honor, if you would dismiss this with prejudice.

THE COURT: All right. I'm happy to hear from you in
the response. Yes, ma'am.

MS. PAIGE: Yes, sir. Thank you. I actually have --
have some -- one section to read that I didn't, but I have a
few things to address.

THE COURT: Sure.

MS. PAIGE: So once the animal bite charge received the
not guilty verdict. In my opinion, the magistrate judge then
had no authority to avoid and enforce the inoculation or
restitution charges as they were a direct result of the
animal bite charge, which is why Attorney Winters and The
Courts have been scrambling to try to explain the fees
because the fees were directly connected to the animal bite.
The animal bite and the animal at large are the only two
charges that come with fees. Once the animal bite is gone,
there was nothing to hold them to or attach them to. So yes,
she's right.

I've been saying the same thing to everyone, and during
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her -- to speak to Ms. Winters during the appeal with Circuit
Court Judge Addy, he turned to Animal Control agents and
Ms. Winters and said, you guys, Paige is right. Those were
his words. And went further into detail on why I was right.
However, he chose to remand the case back to court than
reduce the fine. Because I believe that he realized that
it's possible that the Magistrate Court as well had no
authority to move forward on the inoculation or the
restitution once the animal bite charge was removed from this
case.

The only instances where proof of rabies is required per
the Animal Control Ordinance is when there is an animal at
large or an animal bite. Once there is an animal bite, DHEC
gets involved, and they then have jurisdiction. $So yes, the
Animal Control absolutely has their own ordinances, and DHEC
has nothing to do with that, except when there's an animal
bite. Their jurisdiction takes over. So I understand that
the magic -- I believe that the Magistrate Court was misled
by Animal Control the first time.

But when this case was remanded back to him, that was
the time that he, in my opinion, should have reviewed all of
the laws and facts of the case. He would have more than had
enough evidence that supported a reversal of both the
inoculation charge and the restitution as they both fell

under the animal bite charge. If myself, or Attorney Winters





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

20

is unsure of what Judge Addy meant by explaining full end
quote, maybe Your Honor can ask him to explain to provide
testimony as to what he meant, instead of us assuming.
Surely a judge would not need to process a remand order for
an explanation of fees as the attorney or Animal Control
should have been able to provide the explanation since they
are the ones requesting the fees and collecting the fees,
which I had to pay in order to get my dog back.

I am respectfully asking The Court to deny the dismissal
motion in its entirety, as Attorney Winters clearly is -- 1is
-— I'm almost speechless because I can't -- I can't
understand how they want us to be accountable, us as in
regular people, and the agency won't say we made a mistake.
Okay. And let me tell you, Ms. Winters never came to me and
said that The County was willing to drop everything. That
never happened. I don't know how to rephrase that, but that
never happened. I would have never moved forward. What
reason would I have to move forward if she or The County
agreed to drop these charges? So that never happened. I
also have an email from Attorney Winters. If Your Honor
wants me to take a recess and get that email that of her
stating to me that the case is over. Per at Judge Addy.
Those were her exact words. And the remand, I just, I mean,
I believe that Judge Addy was trying to be fair when he sent

it back to The Court to just have them review it.





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

21

But the fact that there's Attorney -- Attorney Winters
appears to be using the Judge's words or lack of detail to
justify this entire case being thrown out is -- is
disheartening and it's confusing. But -- and I never called
anyone crooks on the internet. What I did was ---

THE COURT: I'm -- I'm not concerned. What happened on
the internet has no bearing.

MS. PAIGE: Well, she mentioned it.

THE COURT: Well, and I understand. I want to tell you
I'm not taking any consideration as to what somebody may or
may not have put on the internet, or how someone may or may
not have read it, because at this point, it doesn't have
anything to do with this case.

MS. PAIGE: Okay.

THE COURT: Go ahead. What else do you want to tell me?

MS. PAIGE: Your Honor, I just want to say that I know
that the average person would have given up by now. I get

that. I do understand that. I understand that the average

person would have just taken the fees. This is really, truly
not just about fees. This is about me trying to understand -
- try to understand -- trying to understand -- try to

understand where the line is in the sand, where we have to
follow the rules and they don't. This case could have
resulted in my dog being put down. And it's like they don't

understand that that's a problem.
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That's a problem for you to do something to cause the

death of either another human or an animal because you don't

want to say that you were wrong. That's a problem. And I
don't -—— I'm sorry. I do not want to live somewhere that
operates like that. So I am absolutely an advocate for if

it's my turn to sacrifice and do whatever to say you
shouldn't do this, then I'm willing to do that because we
don't get anywhere with people not holding our government
officials, our politicians, our leaders, our religious people
-- we don't get anywhere with allowing lawlessness from them.
All I asked them was to review the -- or the charge of
the quarantine fee, and they refused to do that. Instead,
they retaliated. 1It's almost like extortion, like you do
what we say or else. And that's exactly how that played out
in my mind. They wouldn't give me my dog back. They had no
order from The State to say, keep your dog. And even if it's
this was a matter of a collection, like they wanted me to pay
the $100.00 and they say you owe this to us. Well, they have
a process for that I would imagine also for people who owe
them money, and they have to collect from them. But to keep
my dog for 100 days until I pay them what they demand was
just something that -- and now it's -- it's circumvent --
trying to circumvent everything the law because Judge Addy
said, explain and not correct. It's like, so where does it

end? So yes, sir, that's all I have. I just -- I don't have
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anything else, but I just want to respond to her.

THE COURT: Well, Ms. Paige, let me ask you a couple of
things. You've got Whiskey back.

MS. PAIGE: Yes, after I paid them.

THE COURT: Yeah, but hold on. I'm gonna get to that in
the next question. Don't worry.

MS. PAIGE: Okay.

THE COURT: You got a Whiskey back?

MS. PAIGE: Yes.

THE COURT: And I take it that you got Whiskey
inoculated?

MS. PAIGE: Yes. And within ten days.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. PAIGE: Yes.

THE COURT: And so you also had to pay to who, and how
much did you have to pay to get Whiskey back?

MS. PAIGE: I had to pay $250.00 to The Court and
$505.00 to Animal Control directly. So a total of $755.00 to
get my dog released back to me on that day we had court.

THE COURT: Well, Ms. Paige, a couple of things.
Certainly, ma'am, I can tell you there's nothing ordinary
about you. Back about ordinary folks, they're ordinary
citizens you said. And used the word ordinary probably three
times, four times. And there's nothing ordinary about you.

And I will also tell you that there is, you know, I can only
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imagine the frustration that has arisen all because you
reached out for help. Because that's what the call was. It
was a call for help and -- and so what happened was
certainly, as this slowly unraveled, ended up being -- at
least from your -- from your perspective ---

MS. PAIGE: Yes.

THE COURT: --- anything but help, okay? I'm not saying
they didn't help. I'm saying from your perspective,

Ms. Paige. I understand that. I see where you're coming
from. I see why you made a call. I see why you reached out.
I see why you feel the way you feel. Okay. I want you to
know that. Because I finished early this morning, Ms. Paige.
And so believe me, I'm very familiar with both files in this
matter. He's my law clerk. He's very familiar both files in
this matter because I've read everything in them.
(Indiscernible) But what I will tell you is that one of the
things that -- that, another thing that you indicated was
frustrating, was -- was what's transpired or some of what's
transpired since Judge Addy's order.

And when I look at Judge Addy's order, I was reading
from Judge Addy's order. And what I will tell you with this,
it is rule 101, that one circuit court judge, me, cannot
overrule another circuit court judge. I cannot. But I will
tell you I'm not going to drive up here from Walterboro,

which is where I came from this morning, and sit here in
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Judge Addy's court room, or it's the people's court room, but
his chambers -- he's here and he's in this circuit, and
disagree with him about what his order says. Any more than
he would be down there. That's not making his order wrong.
I'm just telling you I don't have the authority to do that.
There are statutory law and case law that prohibits me from
doing that.

So when I look at what Judge Addy said, first of all, in
regard to The State's argument or The County's arguments
about process, the res judicata, or collateral estoppel, all
of the issues that The State brings up. What I will say is
I'm confident that those matters were argued before Judge
Addy and that he heard those matters. And quite frankly,
while the order is vague as to those matters, he clearly
didn't put any weight on them because if he had, he'd have
mentioned them -- he mentioned all the things that State
raised, because if he felt that they had any merit, he could
have kicked that case -- could have kicked the case out on
what someone called technicalities -- it's not technical, but
he didn't do that.

And so to that extent, I'm really not, as it relates to
a lot of the arguments that The State raised, I think those
were raised before Judge Addy so that's -- I'm just not gonna
put a lot of weight on those because I think that his rulings

and what he's got in the order and what he doesn't have in
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the order made -- it's clear to me that he could put a lot of
weight on that. And perhaps because also this is a
Magistrate Court case. This is coming up, and the rules as

it relates to evidence, and the rules as it relates to things
of that nature are to be somewhat relaxed, particularly when
a non-lawyer is involved. So I'm not going to put a lot -- I
appreciate your arguments, and I think your arguments are
absolutely appropriate that were made and needed to be made
for the record.

I just can't -- I'm not going to put a lot of weight on
that, but clearly he found that the Magistrate's fine for not
more. The Court found that the Magistrate's $250.00 fine for
not keeping the dog rabies vaccination current is affirmed.
So he affirmed that decision and that fine. And when a
judge, when a circuit judge, (indiscernible) when she -- when

he or she affirms an action they are upholding that action,

right or wrong -- right or wrong, he has upheld that
decision. And to my knowledge -- and to my knowledge as I
read it, I can't -- there's nothing I can touch as it relates

to that the same way that he was down in Colleton County this
morning, and he read that and I affirmed something, I know
that he would not touch that either or any other circuit
court judge, that we just can't do that.

Now, so as it relates to that, I think that is -- that

is already been affirmed. And so what he did was, it says





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

27
the case is remanded to the Magistrate so that the Magistrate
may explain in detail how the restitution was calculated
pursuant to the Newberry County Animal Ordinance Control.

And then Judge Addy also did check the boxes X that says this
order X ends the case. So to me, the only issue is the issue
about the Magistrate and whether the Magistrate explained in
detail, how he, I guess it was a he, well, how he calculated
this matter. And what I would say is that in looking at
this, I believe that -- I believe that while it does say that
it's remanded for the sole purpose and that it ends the case,
I believe that I do have some authority and jurisdiction as
it relates to the Magistrate's explanation.

The Magistrate may explain in detail. So I think what
I've got to do, I think -- I think what any reasonable judge
would -- would believe that means, is that did the Magistrate
review, and did he come up with, and did he explain in detail
how the restitution was calculated pursuant to the Newberry
Animal Control Ordinance. And I think that the issue there
is, you know -- I think it's fair for a judge to look at it
because he could come back with some just completely off the
wall, fanciful type of decision. I think he did. But that's
the only thing that I think I've got an opportunity to look
at and to consider.

Does it appear that there was some logic for some reason

and sufficient detail in the -- in the judge's decision as to
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the -- how he explained detail -- how he explained the
restitution (indiscernible). But I think that's the issue
for me. That's the issue that I think is outstanding. And
so what I'm going to do is I'm going to take that under
advisement, and I want to issue an order. I'm going to
basically indicate what's transpired, that the fact that I
don't have any jurisdiction as it relates to the finding of
the Magistrate as it relates to the fine, because Judge
Addy's already done that. But I'm going to render some
conclusions as it relates to the Magistrate's explanation in
detail as to how restitution was calculated, and make a
decision as to whether I think that that was sufficiently
calculated or sufficiently detailed, and if so, then I think
I'm in a position to affirm the decision.

If not, I may modify this matter and bring it to a
conclusion. So that's what I'm going to do. I'll have a
decision before the end of the week, and I'll have that file
here at the courthouse. All right. And then we have a good
email for you, ma'am?

MS. PAIGE: Yes, sir. (Indiscernible)

CLERK: Yes, I'm pretty sure you have it in your
paperwork.

THE COURT: That'd be super. Thank you very much.
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