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number. 1 


 THE COURT:  It's the what? 2 


 THE CLERK:  Common police case number.  I think he's 3 


referring to the probate court case number. 4 


 THE COURT:  Okay.  What is the common police case 5 


number on this case? It's 00451. 6 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes. 7 


 THE COURT:  Okay.  Then that's your case number. 8 


 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  And then I would just say 9 


it's premature on 62-1-308, there's a schedule set forth.  I 10 


have followed that schedule immaculately, I filed my appeal 11 


brief on October -- or sorry, on August 20th, which means my 12 


initial appeal brief which means my final appeal brief will be 13 


due by September, I think 19 because there was 31 days in 14 


August.  And then the -- 15 


 THE COURT:  Well, let me ask you.  I've got that in 16 


front of me here.  Did you file your notice of intent to appeal 17 


within 10 days and serve it on the probate court and the 18 


circuit court? 19 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes, sir. 20 


 THE COURT:  Did -- and within 45 days, did you write 21 


the statement of the issues on appeal? 22 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes, sir. 23 


 THE COURT:  And how about the transcript? Have you 24 


obtained the transcript? 25 
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 MR. BOYLE:  Yes sir.  Well, the transcript is under 1 


debate because the case number.  I've put a motion to strike on 2 


the transcripts, it uses the incorrect case number but other 3 


than that I haven't -- 4 


 THE COURT:  Motion to strike I don't even know what 5 


you're talking about. 6 


 MR. BOYLE:  So, in the probate court during -- on the 7 


June 17th hearing I was called in front on a summons, which 8 


included the case number of the Doyle Pierce estate case. 9 


 THE COURT:  Okay.  And that's the one that you were 10 


found in contempt for violating the order from the Supreme 11 


Court? 12 


 MR. BOYLE:  Correct, sir. 13 


 THE COURT:  Okay. 14 


 MR. BOYLE:  And so -- and then if you look at page 14 15 


of that transcript, I was confused because I couldn't 16 


understand why I was under the Doyle Pierce estate case number 17 


and I was -- couldn't get a public defender for this criminal 18 


case because the public defender said it was a civil case 19 


because it was the Doyle Pierce estate case.  And so, then 20 


here's a quote from Judge Singleton on June 17th at my criminal 21 


trial.  Judge Singleton says, "No, this is not under the Doyle 22 


Pierce case.  This is not under -- this is -- you may have 23 


attached a case number to it, but this is your conduct.  It has 24 


nothing to do with the estate of Doyle Pierce.  This has to do 25 
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with you recording on the date and time in question, recording 1 


at the clerk's window." I reply, "The summons you sent had 2 


Doyle Pierce's estate number," and Singleton replies, Judge 3 


Singleton replies, "It is associated somewhat with the case 4 


because you were here on the matter to allegedly pay an invoice 5 


for -- on the behalf of someone else." All right.  But in 6 


reality, technically does not have anything to do with Pierce 7 


estate.  All right.  This time the Court is going to call 8 


Jessica Lowman," and he moves on. 9 


 So, it doesn't -- the case doesn't have anything to 10 


do with the Doyle Pierce estate case by Judge Singleton's 11 


admission.  But on the front of the transcript is the Doyle 12 


Pierce estate case number.  So, I would like to have a 13 


transcript that removes this number.  And I -- that's my motion 14 


to strike because I actually submitted a transcript that did 15 


not have this case number on the front of it.   16 


And then they pleaded with you to have Legal Eagle produce 17 


the transcript.  And then Legal Eagle came back with a 18 


transcript, which has this incorrect case number on.  So, I 19 


filed a motion to strike today, because I'd like to strike this 20 


transcript from the record and get a transcript that's more 21 


consistent with what actually occurred in the hearing. 22 


 THE COURT:  Are you saying that other than having the 23 


probate case number, that the transcript is somehow not 24 


indicative of what happened? 25 
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 MR. BOYLE:  No, I think that -- I think the 1 


transcript does lay it out.  I think that having that case 2 


number on -- 3 


 THE COURT:  Why don't we just amend it to provide 4 


that the case number is one you have in this case going on now? 5 


 MR. BOYLE:  Whatever you feel is appropriate is fine 6 


by me, sir.  I just feel like that is -- 7 


 THE COURT:  Let me tell you, I got a lot of feelings 8 


about what is and what's not appropriate, but that's not 9 


relevant.  It just seems to me that that would be the way to do 10 


it since it's got a new case number when it came up.  You 11 


didn't actually stay -- you didn't actually have a case that 12 


you brought and you were found in contempt in a case that was 13 


proceeding for the Court.  I -- quite frankly, I'm not sure how 14 


to handle that if you want to. 15 


 MR. BOYLE:  Well, right.  I mean, I was held in 16 


detention for 40 days with no case number or no publicly listed 17 


crime.  I think that, you know, there's reason to investigate.  18 


That's my understanding is that that's not appropriate to hold 19 


someone for 40 days with no case number or no crime listed. 20 


 THE COURT:  You know what, I can't answer that or not 21 


quite frankly but -- 22 


 MR. LOGAN:  Your Honor, can I hopefully provide some 23 


clarity here.  This is the motion that I was referring to and I 24 


had sent a memorandum to the Court with the --- with some 25 
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attachments 1 


 MR. BOYLE:  And have I received these? 2 


 MR. LOGAN:  Yes sir, I have served you with 3 


everything I have filed.  It has both case numbers on it.  My 4 


memorandum does because his cover sheet when he filed his first 5 


notice of appeal contained both numbers.  So, I have carried 6 


that forward in my motion to dismiss his appeal.  He has a copy 7 


-- has had it for weeks.   8 


I had Legal Eagle transcribe the hearing.  His copy or 9 


whoever produced his transcript starts about halfway, Legal 10 


Eagle starts from the beginning.  There is a certification 11 


attached to the Legal Eagle just like there always is, that it 12 


is as accurate transcript of the hearing.  He has that as well 13 


as what the condensed version which he has and I have.  There 14 


basically -- the only difference is Legal Eagle starts from the 15 


beginning of the hearing. 16 


 THE COURT:  Let me stop you right there.  Any -- do 17 


you have any argument that the transcript that has been 18 


provided by Legal Eagle is somehow not accurate or doesn't 19 


accurate reflect what happened in the hearing? 20 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes sir.  Only in a couple places.  21 


There's a whole dialogue between Judge Singleton and Jessica 22 


Lowman in the transcript, but I don't believe that's actually 23 


Jessica Lowman in the transcript.  I believe that that's a 24 


different clerk.  And I think that -- 25 
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 THE COURT:  That well may be but that's what we've 1 


always done is had somebody certify this is a legitimate 2 


transcript.  That's what they did in this case, Legal Eagles.  3 


They don't have anybody to reward or punish in this case, they 4 


just were doing what the transcript says.  I'm glad to put a 5 


new number on it for you but other than that I'm going to leave 6 


the transcript just as it was done by Legal Eagle. Okay. Sir? 7 


 MR. LOGAN:  Does the Court have a copy of my 8 


memorandum that I filed on this case, which is my motion -- 9 


actually my motion to dismiss his appeal. 10 


 THE COURT:  Okay. 11 


 MR. LOGAN:  So, I'll be glad to have -- I thought we 12 


served it on him.  I'll give him another copy, but I'll be glad 13 


to hand this up but it does have a stamp that it was filed. 14 


 THE COURT:  Okay.  I don't doubt it, I never did. 15 


 MR. LOGAN:  Okay.  But I -- if it is a little 16 


technical but I can explain, but I do ask the Court to study a 17 


little bit because it is significant -- 18 


 THE COURT:  Asking me to study a bit, are you trying 19 


to say that I don't study -- 20 


 MR. LOGAN:  I'm sorry, Your Honor.  I know you study 21 


everything.  So, I just ask that -- I'll withdraw my statement, 22 


I should not have said it and I'm sorry. 23 


 THE COURT:  I'm sorry, go ahead. 24 


 MR. LOGAN:  Thank you.  All right.  This is what he -25 
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- 1 


 MR. BOYLE:  Is this the motion to dismiss we're 2 


hearing now? 3 


 MR. LOGAN:  Motion to dismiss, Your Honor. 4 


 MR. BOYLE:  That was not on the docket, sir.  I'm not 5 


prepared for that at all. 6 


 MR. LOGAN:  It says motion/appeal on the docket. 7 


 THE COURT:  And his motion is -- the response is the 8 


motion to dismiss your appeal and that is a response. 9 


 MR. BOYLE:  The response -- again, I'm pro se I don't 10 


really -- I try my best.  I work a full-time job and I have a 11 


kid and I have a life.  I try my best. 12 


 THE COURT:  Please -- 13 


 MR. LOGAN:  Your Honor, he can't come into court and 14 


keep saying because -- 15 


 THE COURT:  Stop, I know that.  Let's do this.  Do 16 


your appeal, do your motion to dismiss, argue your motion for 17 


your appeal.  Stand up while you're doing it, please. 18 


 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  Yes, sir.  Again, I would 19 


like to state that this seems very premature because the Rule 20 


62-1-308 sets forth the schedule, which we have not adhered to.  21 


In this case, a lot of things happened that -- for example, I 22 


had an attorney approved by the Public Defender's Office.  I 23 


gave Judge Singleton prior to the hearing my approved public 24 


defender.  And he said it wasn't approved for some reason and 25 
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then he called the public defender down to the courtroom.  At 1 


the time of the court hearing, the public defender said that I 2 


was not permitted to have a public defender because of the case 3 


number, basically that said that it was a civil case because I 4 


was being held in contempt of the Doyle Pierce estate case, 5 


when in fact I was being held in contempt of a Supreme Court 6 


administrative order. 7 


 And if I had been held in contempt of the Supreme 8 


Court Administrative order under a new case number, then I 9 


would've been permitted a public defender.  But either way, at 10 


the day of the hearing, I was given no notice.  I requested a 11 


continuance for a public defender and that was denied.  I 12 


submitted a full motion to dismiss, which pointed out the 13 


glaring contradiction of Judge Singleton asking -- acting as 14 


the victim, the moving party, the primary witness, the 15 


investigator, the judge, and who knows what else. 16 


  The -- and so this motion to dismiss was -- I don't even 17 


think he had time to read it, but it -- he dismissed it at the 18 


start of the hearing.  But that dismissal was never put on the 19 


public record.  There's no public record of my motion to 20 


dismiss being dismissed.  So, I think that that is a 21 


significant thing that we need to look into. 22 


 And then that during the hearing, Judge Singleton 23 


acted as the prosecutor calling witnesses and the witnesses he 24 


called were largely his subordinates.  He called his clerks and 25 
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he called -- I think he just called his two clerks.  And he 1 


even collected affidavits from his clerks.  He's being the 2 


investigator and he's going -- you know, he's a witness and 3 


he's gathering information.   4 


He wasn't even present for what he's calling the direct 5 


criminal contempt.  He got it through hearsay from other people 6 


and so it doesn't really feel like direct criminal contempt to 7 


me.  And again, there was a litany of other things.  For some 8 


reason I had believed that once we recognized that we had not 9 


adhered to the schedule of 62-1-308, that we would all agree to 10 


talk about this on a later date. 11 


 THE COURT:  Well, let me point out something for you 12 


right quick. 13 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes. 14 


 THE COURT:  That's a probate court schedule, you just 15 


asked the probate court not be part of this case.  It's not a 16 


part of this case.  As you rightly pointed out, this is not a 17 


probate case.  So, it's not relevant to your appeal at all. 18 


 MR. BOYLE:  Interesting. 19 


 THE COURT:  Okay.  It's not. 20 


 MR. BOYLE:  Well, I don't -- again, I'm not a lawyer, 21 


sir. 22 


 THE COURT:  I know.  And that doesn't work for you 23 


anymore because you are a pro se litigant.  I -- you know, I've 24 


urged you to go talk to counsel.  I really think you should but 25 
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go ahead if you would. 1 


 MR. BOYLE:  Let's see.  The -- you know, and I think 2 


that there was a reason to think that Judge Singleton had held 3 


a lot of animosity against me for a long time.  On October 4 


24th, 2023, I was in the probate lobby with my son.  And as I 5 


was waiting for papers to be delivered to me assistant Judge 6 


Green was in the lobby.   7 


And Judge Green was talking with an older man.  And it 8 


sounded to me like she was giving the option of he could either 9 


sign these documents or get an attorney.  I jumped in and kind 10 


of interrupted maybe a little bit, but I said that you could 11 


also act pro se of informing the man of his rights.  This is 12 


all actually really clearly detailed in the transcript of the 13 


June 17th hearing.  And so, Judge Green then apparently told 14 


Singleton something.  She apparent -- she says in the 15 


transcript, she didn't tell him I broke the law, but Judge 16 


Singleton somehow interpreted this into me breaking the law as 17 


the giving legal advice illegally, when in fact all I did was 18 


inform the man of his rights. 19 


 Judge Singleton then sent an email to all the parties 20 


of the Doyle Pierce's estate case that didn't include me and 21 


said that I was breaking the law in the court lobby and was 22 


never again allowed in the Court lobby.  So, he made an order 23 


over an email against me that I was never served.  Of course, I 24 


did return to the lobby many times because I have to file 25 
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paperwork on behalf of my wife.  She can't always make it.  And 1 


so, I feel like he's been holding a grudge from then ever 2 


since.  When I went into the probate court lobby itself on the 3 


day, luckily, I filmed myself entering the room.  The Supreme 4 


Court order that I am accused of violating, it says very 5 


clearly that it shall be posted on the Court door and as, you 6 


know, sir, shall as a mandatory directive. 7 


 And so, Judge Singleton's office violated that order 8 


by not posting it correctly on the door.  During my time of 9 


filming the entire time, I was obviously unaware of the order.  10 


I'd never been notified of the order in any way.  And I was 11 


filming to protect myself because there had been 12 


inconsistencies at the window and accusations made at the 13 


window related to the clerks and Judge Singleton.   14 


I felt the need to protect myself with a recording.  And 15 


it really helped because in this hearing, one of them says I 16 


was intimidating and one of the clerks said I was very loud.  17 


But luckily, we have it all recorded and we can watch it and 18 


see that I was not either of those things.  And so, the order 19 


was never posted, I filmed the entire duration.  I was never 20 


informed of the order; I was never asked to stop filming. 21 


 No one asked me to stop filming from the time I 22 


started filming till the time I left.  No one informed me it 23 


was against the order.  So, I did not willingly violate any 24 


order on that day.  So, there is a ton of reasons why I feel 25 
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that this appeal is very valid.  That's probably the most 1 


blatant one is that and then there's these two incidences of 2 


May 29th and May 24th.  There was never a hearing on May 29th.  3 


I was sentenced to direct criminal contempt in the lobby for 4 


filming in the lobby, I was never accused of violating the 5 


order on May 29th.  So, I assume the sentence is for the 6 


potential violation of May 24th. 7 


 In this transcript, there's a really troubling part, 8 


sir.  So, I was sentenced on May 29th to 10 days in jail.  That 9 


order includes the events of May 24th and May, 2019.  Both 10 


incidents that I was filming in the court lobby.  The first 11 


incident I was filming at the clerk's window, unaware of the 12 


order.  And then in the second sentencing of June 5th, which 13 


turned out to be a mistrial because my lawyer ended up being a 14 


fake lawyer, I was sentenced to 60 days.  Again, that trial 15 


only heard the events of May 24th. 16 


 THE COURT:  Say that again? 17 


 MR. BOYLE:  The events of the second trial on June 18 


5th only included the events of May 24th.  The day where I was 19 


obviously unaware of any order, I had no idea that any order 20 


existed that I supposedly violated.  And then that was a 21 


mistrial, in which case I was released and I was brought back 22 


on June 17th.  On the June 17th hearing, I asked three times in 23 


this transcript, are we only hearing May 24th? He said yes, all 24 


three times.  Both the clerks testified to having no knowledge 25 
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of me being aware of the Supreme Court Administrative Order.  1 


Judge Green testified to me having no way of knowing that I'm 2 


aware to the Supreme Court.  Judge Singleton being the primary 3 


witness, refused to be cross-examined.  So, I don't know what 4 


his position is, but I did actually ask to cross-examine Judge 5 


Singleton as the primary witness and he denied my petition to 6 


cross-examine him.  So, I don't think there's any evidence -- 7 


 THE COURT:  Let me ask you this? 8 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes, sir. 9 


 THE COURT:  When you appeal or finding of contempt is 10 


what you're doing? 11 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes, sir. 12 


 THE COURT:  What is the scope of review for me to 13 


look at that to give you any relief? 14 


 MR. BOYLE:  I guess, I don't really understand the 15 


legal language but I think that the -- 16 


 THE COURT:  In other words, what do I have to find in 17 


order to say, okay, yeah, you are entitled to some relief here. 18 


 MR. BOYLE:  I would think that you'd have to find 19 


that I was never notified of the order itself that I didn't 20 


willingly violate it.  Because the transcript clearly shows 21 


there's no evidence that I willingly violated that order at any 22 


level, at any time.  And then I want to go back to that 23 


sentencing thing, if you don't mind for a second.  So, I was 24 


sentenced to 10 days and then later in 60 days.  And if you get 25 
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to the end of this, it's very troubling.  When he gives the 1 


sentence of 50 days on the last one, he's really talking like 2 


he gave me 10 days and then he gave me 60 days as if he feels 3 


that was one sentence.  Like he took the 10-day sentence and 4 


extended the 10-day sentence up to 60 days.  But that's 5 


actually not what I believe the record shows.  I believe the 6 


record shows that I was sentenced to 10 days and then I was 7 


sentenced completely separately to 60 days for the exact same 8 


crime, which would've been a double jeopardy because I think 9 


we're only just -- there's no trial ever held or no accusation 10 


ever held that I violated the order on May 29th. 11 


 So, we're talking only about May 24th now was 12 


sentenced twice.  And in this case, he sentenced me to 50 days 13 


saying I already served 10 days of the 60-day sentence.  That 14 


he -- I mean this convolution of what is one crime and what is 15 


double jeopardy, I think is also a major, major problem.  And 16 


even if we want to say that the May 29th order for some reason 17 


stands because who knows how that could be justified, but the 18 


May -- the June 17th order, there's no way it stands, it's 19 


double jeopardy.  He already sentenced me for that crime on May 20 


29th. 21 


 THE COURT:  Anything further? 22 


 MR. BOYLE:  I'm sure there is more at the top of my 23 


head right now. 24 


 THE COURT:  I'll give you a chance to respond. 25 
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 MR. LOGAN:  Okay. 1 


 THE COURT:  All right. 2 


 MR. LOGAN:  I'm a little confused now.  Did he file a 3 


notice of appeal? I haven't been served with it. 4 


 THE COURT:  Did you not serve him a notice of appeal? 5 


 MR. BOYLE:  I put things in the mail several times. 6 


 THE COURT:  That doesn't answer my question.  Guys, 7 


let me ask you this.  Either we're going to have a hearing 8 


today or I'm going to continue it and let y'all come back at 9 


another day. 10 


 MR. LOGAN:  Well, I can't respond completely to what 11 


he has argued. 12 


 THE COURT:  We're going to continue everything.  13 


Okay.  Give him a copy of your notice of appeal.  You give him 14 


a copy or y'all do whatever you do to get the transcript done. 15 


 MR. LOGAN:  Sure, he got a copy of my notice. 16 


 THE COURT:  Okay. 17 


 MR. LOGAN:  If I file them up. 18 


 THE COURT:  All right.  And so, before you leave get 19 


with Amanda.  It doesn't have to be me to hear the case.  It 20 


can be any sort of court judge.  However, I'm more than happy 21 


to hear the case, it doesn't matter.  Then we'll reschedule it 22 


once everybody gets their paperwork ready to go, ready.  It's 23 


fair for you, fair for you. This is not a probate court appeal.  24 


I would -- those things that you're talking about don't have 25 
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any -- 1 


 MR. BOYLE:  Well, just have the probate -- the 2 


summons was given with the probate case number.  So, I kind of 3 


fell under the rule. 4 


 THE COURT:  I don't -- you know, I don't blame you 5 


for thinking that.  I mean, quite frankly, I'm just you know -- 6 


 MR. LOGAN:  Your Honor, are you saying that Section 7 


621-308 dealing with appeals from the probate court is not 8 


applicable? 9 


 THE COURT:  I don't think it is.  That's where 10 


probate -- he's finding him in contempt for doing -- for what 11 


I've gathered -- for using his direct contempt -- inherent 12 


direct contempt powers or inherent powers for direct contempt 13 


in the -- around or near the Court's presence.  That doesn't 14 


have anything to do with the probate court.  It might have been 15 


put under that number but it has to do with conduct outside of 16 


the Court case. 17 


 MR. LOGAN:  Can I make a comment? 18 


 THE COURT:  You certainly may. 19 


 MR. LOGAN:  It says in Section A, the notice of 20 


intention to appeal to the circuit court must be filed in the 21 


office of the circuit court, et cetera. 22 


 THE COURT:  I know that. 23 


 MR. LOGAN:  And one of my arguments is that he did 24 


not make the filings on time under this court.  And it deals 25 
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with what comes from the circuit court.  I mean from the 1 


probate court to the circuit court and the timeliness of that.  2 


So -- 3 


 THE COURT:  Well, here's the thing.  You know, you 4 


have two types of -- you have direct contempt, you have 5 


constructive contempt, you have criminal contempt, and you have 6 


civil.  I mean civil contempt and they're all different things 7 


and standards are different.  You know, I have to find the 8 


civil contempt by clear and convincing evidence, criminal by 9 


proof beyond a reasonable doubt.   10 


And the punishment kind of dictates which it is and civil 11 


contempt, as you know better than I do is you get the keys to 12 


the jailhouse and if you do something to comply then you get 13 


out.  Of criminal contempt you can't get out.  You have to do 14 


what they do.  So, it seems to me this case is a case of 15 


criminal contempt because it was an order that you're going to 16 


do 60 days and there's no way to him not to do that.   17 


So, I think that is criminal contempt.  But it is for 18 


conduct outside the scope of this case, it's for conduct that 19 


occurred in the lobby of this case is my understanding.  And an 20 


alleged violation of an order from the Court administration 21 


saying you can't film or whatever the order said.  That's my 22 


understanding.  So, therefore why it might have taken place at 23 


the probate court location, it's not a probate court matter.  24 


That's my interpretation of it. 25 
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 MR. LOGAN:  Well, I'll reserve my right. 1 


 THE COURT:  Yeah.  And if you can prove me wrong, I -2 


- you know, I get proven wrong about every other day and I 3 


don't -- I'm not so thick that it bothers me, I'm glad to be 4 


corrected.  I just think that if he were sitting out here doing 5 


something out that I thought he was guilty or you of direct 6 


criminal intent and I said, "Hey, you're -- you've got -- 7 


you're under contempt of court.   8 


You under the inherent authority that I have to control of 9 


the court proceedings, you have directly violated that and so 10 


I'm sentencing you 30 days.  That is a criminal contempt and -- 11 


but it has nothing to do with the fact that I'm trying a civil 12 


case or a criminal case at the time. 13 


 MR. LOGAN:  Well, I'm sure I may have some additional 14 


arguments but it just seems that if you are appealing something 15 


that happened from the probate court that the time to do that, 16 


not anything else but the time to do that would be governed by 17 


these rules.  Now that I -- that I've attached to my -- 18 


 THE COURT:  Well, let me ask you this.  What is the 19 


time to appeal a criminal order? 20 


 MR. LOGAN:  I -- I've got to go back and look at 21 


this. 22 


 THE COURT:  It's 10 days. 23 


 MR. LOGAN:  Okay. 24 


 THE COURT:  Same timeframe. 25 
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 MR. LOGAN:  Okay.  And also, to what about filing the 1 


-- because this rule talks about filing a -- must be filed a 2 


written notice.  Excuse me, within 45 days after receipt of the 3 


notice of the order so and so forth, the appellate must file 4 


with the clerk of the circuit court a statement of issues on 5 


appeal.  And it's my -- the crux of my motion is that he did 6 


not file that notice within that 45-day time period. 7 


 THE COURT:  My law clerk just said that the notice of 8 


appeal was filed on 6-14-24 with the Court and the amended 9 


appeal served on Singleton 6-26-24.  That's what she just told 10 


me based on the record. 11 


 MR. LOGAN:  Well, I just -- I would like for her to 12 


read my memo and since y'all didn't have it you apparently 13 


haven't done that as how I distinguish that.  He's got two 14 


notices of appeal here.  The first one he filed within 10 days; 15 


the problem is he didn't file within 45 days that started 16 


running from the filing date of that notice -- first notice of 17 


appeal.  And if that goes away because that's dismissed then 18 


there is no double jeopardy and that throws out his second 19 


appeal.  That's where I'm coming from. 20 


 THE COURT:  I got you. 21 


 MR. LOGAN:  Okay. 22 


 THE COURT:  And we're not arguing it today, I'm going 23 


to let you have a chance.  My view and subject to either one of 24 


you proving me wrong.  You still -- I can't tell you what to 25 
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do.  You have a right to represent yourself, I would urge you 1 


to talk to a lawyer at a minimum. 2 


 MR. BOYLE:  I'm broke, sir. 3 


 THE COURT:  Huh? 4 


 MR. BOYLE:  I'm broke, I'm financially broke. 5 


 THE COURT:  Well, that's up to you.  But either my 6 


judgment is that this is not a probate matter in the classical 7 


sense that I'm working within the state or some other issue 8 


that's contained in the probate court.  This is a matter that 9 


occurred in the perimeters of the probate court that violated 10 


administrative order from South Carolina Supreme Court.  And it 11 


does not involve only the probate court it just involves the 12 


inherent authority of the Court. 13 


 MR. LOGAN:  And I'm not -- the 10-day time period is 14 


the same.  Well, I've got to go back now based upon what you've 15 


said is, is there a time period for filing the transcript just 16 


like there is here and I don't know what that time period is or 17 


I don't know if it's the same as what's in here. 18 


 THE COURT:  I -- you know what? The only thing I can 19 


tell both of you is when I was looking and getting ready for 20 


this hearing, said that probate court specialized appellate 21 


rules.  You don't follow the general rules that you have for 22 


the other appellate rules is 241 or whatever it is.  Anyway, I 23 


don't know but don't go until you -- we have a hearing 24 


scheduled.  Okay? It -- and again, I don't -- you're not going 25 
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to break my heart if you don't want me to hear it.  It's not 1 


going to break my heart if you want me to hear it, whatever 2 


y'all schedule, is what we'll do I don't care.  Okay? 3 


 MR. LOGAN:  So, that applies to all -- to the other 4 


two or three motions? 5 


 THE COURT:  Yeah.  We all continue everything until 6 


we do that. 7 


 MR. BOYLE:  Can I respond to what this gentleman 8 


said? 9 


 THE COURT:  Well, there is no need.  I'm not making 10 


an order today and it's not going to help you or hurt you one 11 


way or the other. 12 


 MR. BOYLE:  Thank you, sir.  I really appreciate 13 


that. 14 


 THE COURT:  All right.  But the other order, remember 15 


what I told you.  I would urge you to consider that one, 16 


beginning at the hearing on the rule to show cause.  Okay? 17 


 MR. BOYLE:  Yes, sir. 18 


 THE COURT:  All right.  Guys thank you.  If I'm going 19 


to hear your case I'll see you later.  If not good luck to you.  20 


All right. 21 


 MR. BOYLE:  Thank you, sir. 22 


 THE COURT:  All right. 23 


[END OF HEARING] 24 


 25 
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1 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  Just give me half a second, sir


2 -- sorry, your Honor.  So this appeal is based on errors in


3 law during the criminal trial of my contempt hearing.  I


4 think at first, it's important to note that my relationship


5 with Judge Singleton began long ago, inadvertently, on 


6 October 24, 2023.


7 And what happened on that day is I had arrived at the


8 probate court to serve a notice of a -- a appeal on a third


9 party.  I was so ignorant at the time that I didn't


10 understand that that's the type of thing that can upset a


11 judge.  So I just delivered a paper.  I was told to wait in


12 the lobby.  I was waiting in the lobby and had a conversation


13 with a man about attorneys or no attorneys --


14 THE COURT:  Well, hang on -- hang on.  All due respect. 


15 I just want to -- on this -- on your appeal, I want to hear


16 the basis for the -- I -- I -- the factual background --


17 MR. BOYLE:  I want to establish a case of judicial


18 vindictiveness.


19 THE COURT:  I don't want to hear it.  I want to hear


20 the basis for the appeal.  Okay, sir?


21 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  So there are many errors in


22 law.


23 THE COURT:  Okay.


24 MR. BOYLE:  One, the South Carolina Supreme Court


25 administrative order that I'm accused of violating, I was
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1 never served or made aware of.  The order itself states that


2 the order shall be posted on -- or notice of the order shall


3 be posted on the courthouse clerk.  As in your -- your


4 clerk's lobby.  There's a notice that says, "No electronic


5 devices past this point."


6 That notice was not posted.  And there is evidence of


7 that because when I recorded myself, I started the recording


8 before entering the lobby, and there's no notice posted on


9 the door.  At no time during my recording was I ever asked to


10 stop recording.  And during the -- in the transcripts, it's


11 very clear that there's no evidence that I was made aware of


12 that order, or that I was aware of the order.  And I'll


13 testify now that I had no knowledge of the order.


14 THE COURT:  Well, this is an appeal.  We're not taking


15 testimony.  Okay, sir?


16 MR. BOYLE:  Oh, yes, sir.  And so, I was -- I was held


17 in direct criminal contempt of an order that I was unaware


18 of, but I was also in the probate lobby, and Judge Singleton


19 was not present.  So all the information he has is from --


20 from later evidence.  And my understanding is to be held in


21 direct criminal contempt, there has to be open court, or at


22 least be in the presence of a judge.


23 THE COURT:  The case is about that in the lobby is


24 sufficiently closed for the Court to do that.  So I --


25 MR. BOYLE:  And the --
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1 THE COURT:  That ground --


2 MR. BOYLE:  -- judge was not present.


3 THE COURT:  -- is denied, but go ahead.


4 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  And then there's the 


5 double-jeopardy piece.  So on May 29th, in the lobby, I was


6 sentenced to 10 days in jail.  And then later in a hearing --


7 well, on June 5th, I was sentenced to 60 days.  And then on


8 June 17th, I was sentenced to 50 days.  The June 5th hearing


9 got thrown out.  So the June 17th hearing, I was sentenced to


10 additional 50 days.


11 If you read the sent -- if you read the transcript


12 where the sentencing occurs, it's a little messy.  But


13 basically, Judge Singleton's argument is that I deserve 60


14 days in jail for my offense.  And he already sentenced me to


15 10 days.  So he's going to sentence me to 50 more days.  And


16 that's a clear double-jeopardy violation because there's only


17 been one offense.  There's only one set of facts.


18 THE COURT:  And the first sentence was how long?  


19 10 days?


20 MR. BOYLE:  Yeah.  And the second one was 50 days.  But


21 in his rationale, he says he wants to sentence me to a total


22 of 60 days.  And that's in the transcript.  Additionally,


23 there were many ex parte conversations prior to my trial in


24 that two of the main witnesses were his law clerks, Jessica


25 Lowman and Maggie Bonadies (ph).  And these --
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1 THE COURT:  I don't think -- did -- probate court


2 (inaudible) have a law clerk?


3 MR. BOYLE:  Or -- well, I don't know what they're


4 called.  Clerk of courts?  There's -- the people who work the


5 office.


6 THE COURT:  Okay.


7 MR. BOYLE:  People who work at the front desk.  So the


8 people that work at the front desk were the witnesses, and


9 they produced affidavits.  And in the first trial of 


10 June 5th, which was thrown out, Judge Singleton admitted to


11 asking Maggie Bonadies to prepare an affidavit.  I mean --


12 and to an extent that -- that -- that's just an ex parte


13 conversation.  It's also witness coaching, and lots of other


14 things.


15 And then he called his subordinates to the stand.  So


16 Judge Singleton was acting as the prosecutor, a witness, he


17 was the victim, he was the moving party, and he was also an


18 investigator.  And in that, he called his subordinates to the


19 stand.  So he called them, he questioned them.  He also


20 testified from the stand several times.  And then when I


21 asked to cross-examine him, he denied to be cross-examined. 


22 So I never even got to face my accuser.


23 THE COURT:  You -- you're talking about the judge.  You


24 wanted to cross-examine the judge?


25 MR. BOYLE:  Yeah.  Because he's a witness to the case.
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1 THE COURT:  All right, sir.


2 MR. BOYLE:  Because he was a witness to the case.  And


3 I thought that some of the things that he testified on the


4 stand as a witness to were not correct.  And I didn't know


5 how to correct that if I can't cross-examine him or -- or


6 contest those facts.  And then I think one of the biggest


7 ones is that I was granted a public defender before the


8 trial.  About 10 days before the trial, I was granted a


9 public defender.  The public defender gave me a notice to


10 deliver to the judge.


11 And the -- the secretary there even said, "This is like


12 a get out of jail free card for a short amount of time." 


13 Because they couldn't assign me a public defender in that


14 amount of time.  So I wasn't assigned one yet, but I was


15 granted one.  And so, they had told me to turn in that notice


16 and then ask for a continuance at the trial.  So I followed


17 the instructions, and I did that.


18 Well, Judge Singleton then called a recess, apparently


19 called down to the public defender's office, had John Abdalla


20 come up.  And this is where it gets a little tricky.  I was


21 served a summon with the Doyle Pierce Estate case number on


22 it.  I have nothing to do with the Doyle Pierce Estate case. 


23 And in the transcripts, Judge Singleton clearly states that I


24 have nothing to do with the Doyle Pierce Estate case.


25 And then -- but he used that number.  And so, when the
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1 public defender looked more closely at it, he decided he


2 couldn't represent me because the case was civil in nature. 


3 It was a civil case because it had the Doyle Pierce Estate


4 case number on it, when in real, it's a criminal trial.  So I


5 should have been allowed to have a public defender.  But


6 either way, my -- I believed I had an attorney, and about --


7 well, into my trial, the attorney was -- you know --


8 THE COURT:  What -- what did Mr. Abdalla do at -- after


9 he looked at the case number?  He said, "I -- I can't


10 represent you," or --?


11 MR. BOYLE:  Because it's a civil case.


12 THE COURT:  And he left?


13 MR. BOYLE:  He left.


14 THE COURT:  All right.


15 MR. BOYLE:  And then continuance was denied.  And the


16 -- the trial continued on.  And then there's this issue of


17 case numbers themselves.  Once I said that I was not part of


18 the Doyle Pierce Estate case -- well, even before that,


19 because I was sentenced on May 29th in the courthouse lobby. 


20 And at that time, that sentencing order had no case number on


21 it.


22 And I was held in the detention center for almost 


23 10 days with no case number.  And then I went back to court


24 on June 5th and was sentenced to 60 days with no case number. 


25 And then that trial was thrown out, and I was released from
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1 jail on that day.  And then on June 17th --


2 THE COURT:  Trial thrown out?  I'm not following that. 


3 Tell me that.


4 MR. BOYLE:  So on June 5th, I had hired an attorney, or


5 someone that I believed was an attorney, who represented


6 themselves to me as an attorney.


7 THE COURT:  Oh, yeah -- yeah.


8 MR. BOYLE:  And it turns out he wasn't an attorney. 


9 But I didn't -- I had no knowledge of that.


10 THE COURT:  I -- I -- that's --you know what?


11 MR. BOYLE:  So that trial was thrown out.


12 THE COURT:  Right.  I got you.  Okay.


13 MR. BOYLE:  And then also Richard Hunt McDuff sat at


14 the prosecutor's bench, which I think was another contention


15 to get the trial.  So I don't actually know exactly what all


16 the issues were.  Richard Hunt McDuff sat at the prosecutor's


17 bench for my criminal trial, which was also not supposed to


18 happen, I don't believe.


19 THE COURT:  I -- I -- I don't see any problem with


20 that, but go ahead.


21 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  Well, it's just something that


22 was on my notes.  But then -- so I was sentenced on May 29th


23 with no case number, sentenced on June 5th with no case


24 number, and sentenced on June 17th with no case number, and


25 --
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1 THE COURT:  Give me the dates you were sentenced,


2 please.


3 MR. BOYLE:  May 29th, June 5th, and June 17th.


4 THE COURT:  I thought you were only sentenced twice.


5 MR. BOYLE:  Uh-huh.  Well, the one was thrown out, so I


6 was sentenced on June 5th, but then later the trial was


7 thrown out.


8 THE COURT:  So when you were sentenced on the 5th, how


9 many days did you get?


10 MR. BOYLE:  60.


11 THE COURT:  60.


12 MR. BOYLE:  But then he corrected it on the 17th, to


13 50.  He changed it to 50 on the 17th because he said


14 basically, he had a confusion.  He wanted me to serve a total


15 of 60 days.


16 THE COURT:  Got you.


17 MR. BOYLE:  The first time he sentenced me to 10, and


18 then he sentenced me to 60, which would have made 70.


19 THE COURT:  Got you.


20 MR. BOYLE:  And this is really the argument for the


21 double-jeopardy there.


22 THE COURT:  Okay.


23 MR. BOYLE:  And then -- you know, this whole thing with


24 the case numbers, and not having a case number, and being


25 incarcerated for a total of nearly 40 days with no case
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1 number -- you know, I -- I -- I think that it shows that


2 there was no jurisdiction because I think he could have just


3 had a case number.  It's a criminal case.  Just -- I don't


4 understand why it had no case number.


5 THE COURT:  I can't explain that case number either. 


6 But jurisdiction, he had jurisdictions.  His court, he has


7 the right to either hold you in contempt or not if it's


8 direct contempt of his court.  But -- so he had jurisdiction. 


9 I'm -- any -- any grounds of lack of jurisdiction, I'm going


10 to deny, but go ahead.


11 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  And then Judge Singleton


12 testified from the bench as a witness, and -- you know, under


13 the judicial code of ethics, that doesn't seem right.  And --


14 you know, he also called his subordinates to stand, he


15 cross-examined his subordinates.


16 There were several things that just didn't seem right. 


17 I requested a jury trial prior to the hearing, and that


18 request for a jury trial was denied.  I requested a special


19 prosecutor prior to the hearing, that was also denied.


20 THE COURT:  Now, the jury trial, you don't have a jury


21 trial right in a contempt case, unless you're going to get


22 six months or more.


23 MR. BOYLE:  All right.


24 THE COURT:  Okay.  And so, if you're 60 days, you don't


25 -- you don't have a jury trial right.  Okay, sir?
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1 MR. BOYLE:  What about a special prosecutor?


2 THE COURT:  Do you have any -- I -- I can't answer


3 that.  Do you have any case law, or statutory law that would


4 say that you were entitled to that?


5 MR. BOYLE:  No.  And, I mean -- I can --


6 THE COURT:  Because the fact of the matter is, seems to


7 me, I mean -- I've held people who -- I've held you in


8 contempt.  But it is for things that happened directly in


9 this courtroom.  I have a right to do that.  I don't want to


10 have to point a -- at a prosecutor.  That's part of my


11 inherent authority as a judge.  If he did that direct -- on a


12 direct contempt, that's part of his inherent authority as a


13 judge, rightfully or wrongly.  So you're not entitled to a


14 special prosecutor.


15 MR. BOYLE:  So -- but then would you have the right to


16 hold me in direct contempt for actions that happen in the


17 lobby that you're not present for?


18 THE COURT:  I do.  Yes, sir.


19 MR. BOYLE:  All right.


20 THE COURT:  I -- I do.  And there's cases to that


21 effect.


22 MR. BOYLE:  And then Singleton acted as a witness and


23 couldn't let me be cross -- didn't allow me to cross-examine


24 him.  I couldn't face my accuser, you know.  And Singleton


25 investigated many facts of the case itself.  And so, he's out
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1 doing investigations into me, which -- you know, again,


2 judicial conduct that seems highly inappropriate.


3 THE COURT:  Well, let me say this.  All these grounds


4 along these lines, this is a case that involved a finding of


5 direct contempt.  And so, he has a right to check and see


6 what the contempt was, to ask questions about it, to hold


7 hearings about it, and sentence you about that.  Maybe other


8 regulators, but so far, all that is -- is -- is what he has a


9 right to do.  You do not have a right to cross-examine him


10 either.


11 MR. BOYLE:  Yeah.  And I think the biggest points of


12 contention are that I did not know about the order, the order


13 was not posted.  In the transcripts on page 88, Judge


14 Singleton says that "Ignorance of the law is no excuse."  But


15 this isn't a law.  This is a court order.  And to violate a


16 court order, you have to do it willfully.  Which I did not. 


17 I did not willfully violate the order.  The only time -- the


18 only hearing we've had is on the events of May 24th.


19 I know that allegations have been made about May 29th,


20 but there's been no hearing about May 29th.  And I don't


21 believe there's been any sentencing for any events that


22 occurred on May 29th.  The sentencing orders are of course,


23 very vague.  They don't really give time, or date, or even


24 exact events, or description of the events.  But -- and I


25 think that that's another issue with the orders from Judge
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1 Singleton being vague, but I did not know of the order.


2 The order was not posted as mandated in the order


3 itself.  The order says, "He shall post notice of the order


4 on the door."  That is a mandate.  And he did not.  And the


5 reason is -- is because you can't enforce an order that


6 someone isn't aware of.  And so, I clearly was not aware. 


7 And -- and the transcripts clearly go through that.  Multiple


8 witnesses testify that they have no way of knowing if I was


9 aware of the order.


10 And Judge Green testifies that the notice of the order


11 was not posted on the courthouse door at that time.  And then


12 the other big one is that I was denied an attorney after


13 being granted an attorney, and no continuance.  I mean -- I


14 should have been allowed to have an attorney.


15 I think that's part of the debacle that we're having


16 now, is that -- you know, when I'm looking for an attorney to


17 defend me, in this case, the criminal appeals attorneys tell


18 me they don't work in circuit courts, they work in appeals


19 court, and they've just never heard -- they didn't -- they


20 didn't want to come up from Columbia or whatever.  I tried --


21 I tried with multiple.  I had one give me a -- you know, say


22 he would do it with a $10,000 retainer.


23 And then I went and tried to find the retainer, and I


24 almost had it.  And I called him back and said, "I almost


25 have the money."  And he said -- he turned it down.  He said,
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1 "I can't -- I can't represent you."  And I'm like, "Man."  He


2 said, "I only work in Columbia."  He said, "I didn't realize


3 that."


4 He's like, "I'm not" -- he's like, "I'm not doing a


5 criminal appeals case in anything other than the criminal


6 court."  And then -- you know, this request to destroy


7 evidence.  Part of the reason that -- or the reason I've been


8 recording in the courtroom is because of this October 24th


9 where I was accused of --


10 THE COURT:  You cannot court-record in the courtroom.


11 MR. BOYLE:  Well, sorry -- sorry.  In the courtroom


12 while in the courthouse lobby.  Sorry -- sorry.  So in the


13 courthouse lobby -- I had been accused of committing a crime


14 in the courthouse lobby.  And that crime supposedly banned


15 me.  And there -- there was -- that was a debacle.  And so, I


16 recorded because I didn't want to be accused of committing


17 another crime in the lobby.


18 And so, I want everyone to know that I'm keeping a calm


19 demeanor, and I'm being relaxed.  And so, when I recorded


20 myself on May 29th, I was staying very calm, and I recorded


21 myself in large part just to show that I am not breaking any


22 rules.  And in the courthouse lobby that's not prohibited, in


23 the whole lobby.  And so, when he asked me to delete my video


24 or go to jail -- I mean -- he gave me these options: to


25 delete the video, or go to jail.
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1 I'm not going to delete the video because I feel if I


2 do, he can now come back and make another false accusation


3 against me of committing crimes in the lobby.  So I really


4 felt that that was not right.  And then -- you know, finally


5 the South Carolina Supreme Court administrative order itself,


6 I feel is troublesome.  I feel that it severely infringes on


7 First Amendment rights.


8 THE COURT:  Well -- and let me say this, that comes


9 from the chief justice.


10 MR. BOYLE:  Right.


11 THE COURT:  And so, he is the head of the judiciary. 


12 If he says that we have to do it, you have to take that one


13 up with him.  Okay?


14 MR. BOYLE:  Right.


15 THE COURT:  All right.


16 MR. BOYLE:  But also says you can confiscate phones


17 with no due process, and things like that, so.  But -- but,


18 yes.  I -- I -- and so, that would be my argument with my


19 primary arguments resting on that, I was never made aware of


20 the order, there's a double-jeopardy problem, and I was


21 denied an attorney.


22 THE COURT:  All right.  Let's go two seconds.  Give me


23 -- I'm on the walk out.  I need to get a brief break, and


24 I'll be right back.  Don't go anywhere.  Okay?


25 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  Thanks, sir.
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1 THE COURT:  All right.


2 (Off the record at 10:38 a.m.)


3 THE COURT:  Tell me when you're ready.


4 THE CLERK:  You're good.


5 THE COURT:  Okay.  Go ahead.


6 MR. BOYLE:  So I filed initial brief of appellate


7 issues on appeal and designation of matter.  And so far the


8 respondents have not replied to any of the merits of the case


9 whatsoever.


10 THE COURT:  Is this what you're talking about following


11 the probate appellate rules?  Is that what you're talking


12 about?


13 MR. BOYLE:  Well, yeah.  Just a timeline of -- that I


14 feel that they should file a response to my brief, and I


15 should get to update my brief and things like that before the


16 appeal is actually ruled upon.  Unless you're going to rule


17 in my favor on the appeal, in which case I understand because


18 I feel there's a --


19 THE COURT:  It sounded like he's going to jail.  Let's


20 make a deal.  Let me say this to you.  I -- this is -- you


21 know, no undoubtedly you were criminally sanctioned.  It's no


22 question in my mind that this was not a civil contempt.  It


23 was a criminal contempt.  However, it -- it doesn't -- it's


24 not a probate matter.  It's just a matter that happened at --


25 at the probate court.
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1 So I don't think that the probate rules would apply to


2 your case on appeal.  I think it's just an appeal of a


3 criminal contempt finding.  Okay, sir?  So I -- if -- if your


4 argument is that the county has not followed the probate


5 court appellate rules, I don't think they apply.  I think I


6 told you that once before.


7 MR. BOYLE:  Yeah.  And my argument isn't so much that,


8 is that they haven't even responded to any of the merits of


9 the case whatsoever.  Right.  I would like to see a response


10 to the merits of the case so I can see their response then


11 prepare my defense accordingly.


12 THE COURT:  Well, the matter -- this case -- I may be


13 just missing something, but you got put in jail, and you were


14 found in contempt -- I mean, and put in jail.  And you were


15 appealing that finding of your contempt in the circumstances


16 around it, correct?


17 MR. BOYLE:  Yes, sir.


18 THE COURT:  And so, that is the issue before the Court,


19 is your contempt in the findings of contempt in your


20 incarceration, is that correct?


21 MR. BOYLE:  Yes.


22 THE COURT:  Okay.


23 MR. BOYLE:  And I'd like to add one -- oh, sorry.  Go


24 ahead.


25 THE COURT:  No -- no.  That's -- go ahead.
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1 MR. BOYLE:  And then one other thing.  You know, I -- I


2 was trying to go through the laws, and, I mean -- again, it's


3 a little confusing, but I saw that -- you know, in a jail


4 sentence you only serve about two thirds of the time you're


5 sentenced to.


6 THE COURT:  Well, that -- you're talking about


7 Department of Corrections and that depends on the nature of


8 those charges.  This is the finding from the judge, and what


9 happens on contempt, you serve day-for-day.  Okay?


10 MR. BOYLE:  Is -- all right.  I couldn't find that law. 


11 I looked for it.


12 THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, there's no statute that says


13 you will get one third, or two thirds, or 85 percent from the


14 judge's contempt order.  You serve day-for-day.  Okay?  And


15 you won't ever find it because it's not out there.  Okay?


16 MR. BOYLE:  All right.


17 THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you, sir.


18 MR. BOYLE:  Thank you.


19 THE COURT:  All right.


20 MR. LOGAN:  May it please the Court?


21 THE COURT:  Uh-huh.


22 MR. LOGAN:  There are multiple motions on the roster,


23 as you can see, to be argued.  With the Court's permission, I


24 would like to go to the motion to dismiss/summary judgment. 


25 The reason summary judgment was added because of all the


191







21


1 confusing motions that had been filed by the appellate.  I


2 don't know exactly what all he is seeking.


3 But what I am seeking now, based upon your recent


4 order, and I filed this motion for -- for dismissal shortly


5 after that order that you signed, dealing with dismissal of


6 the Dorothy Pierce case that was filed, based upon the


7 grounds of judicial immunity.


8 And the order contained the same language that was in


9 the -- the district court order which dismissed her case with


10 prejudice.  This case -- his case seek -- is seeking damages


11 and injunctive release.  The order that -- that you signed


12 had the -- in Dorothy Pierce's case, has the fact in it that


13 Judge Singleton has judicial immunity.  If a challenged


14 judicial act was unauthorized by law, the judge still has


15 immunity from suit.


16 Whether an act is judicial or non-judicial rates --


17 relates to the nature of the act, whether it is function --


18 whether it is a functional normally -- function normally


19 performed by a judge, or whether the parties dealt with the


20 judge in his judicial capacity.


21 THE COURT:  Well, let me ask a question.  Mr. Boyle


22 appealed his sentence.


23 MR. LOGAN:  Yes.


24 THE COURT:  Which he had a right to do.  Was there a


25 separate suit brought for any of these other grounds?
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1 MR. LOGAN:  In this other paperwork he has filed, he


2 includes all of this other stuff --


3 THE COURT:  In the appeal?


4 MR. LOGAN:  -- is my -- is my -- is my point.


5 THE COURT:  I got you.


6 MR. LOGAN:  So, which I had to respond to in some form. 


7 It's not a typical appeal, Judge.


8 THE COURT:  Not at all.  All right.


9 MR. LOGAN:  And --


10 THE COURT:  Let -- let me say this --


11 MR. LOGAN:  I just wanted to cover the fact that


12 whether it's a -- a sub -- whether it's a summary judgment


13 that's appropriate, or whether it's a motion to dismiss


14 appeal, judicial immunity applies to everything he said. 


15 Everything he said dealt with what the judge did in his


16 courtroom.  And -- and one other thing about this thing being


17 posted, no, it's not on the door, but the -- the handle to


18 the door going into the probate court's office is on the


19 left-hand side of the door.


20 Right above the left-hand side of the door where the


21 doorknob is, is a post board.  And on that board, clearly


22 obvious, is this order.  And for him to take the position


23 that he was totally ignorant of that, all he had to do was


24 open his eyes when he went through that door, and it was


25 there.  So he even -- he even attached a document dealing
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1 with judicial immunity.  Apparently, a law review article.


2 He -- first of all, he didn't copy the whole thing, and


3 he left off the fact that the -- the guy who wrote this was


4 trying to argue for judicial immunity to be excluded from the


5 civil side.  So it has no bearing.  The -- the -- the law in


6 this state is what I have put what -- in your previous order


7 and Dorothy Pierce, and what I put in this -- this petition


8 to throw this case out -- throw this appeal out.  Thank you,


9 sir.


10 THE COURT:  All right.  Let -- let me say this, Mr.


11 Pierce.  I'm pursuing -- I'm looking at this case solely as a


12 criminal appeal.  Okay?  From probate court.  All those other


13 allegations, you can't add to a criminal appeal.  It's not


14 appropriate procedure.  I'm going to dismiss those without


15 prejudice.  You have to file suit if you think that's the


16 thing to do.


17 You have to do that in a separate pleading.  It has to


18 be served, and all the things that have -- the formalities


19 have to be followed, but not in an appeal.  You can't do it


20 on an appeal.  Okay, sir?  It's just not -- it's not --


21 you're not allowed.  But I'll be glad on the criminal


22 response to hear you to what Mr. -- counsel said.


23 MR. BOYLE:  Oh, yeah.  Thank you, sir.  So a couple


24 things.  The -- when you enter the probate court lobby, it is


25 true the handle is on the left side, and you're walking in --
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1 back behind to your left, there's a bulletin board.  The


2 claim is that on that bulletin board that the order was


3 posted, right?  An order that you know is dense with text


4 multiple pages long, no one's going to stop and read that.


5 That's why the order actually doesn't say to post the


6 order.  It says to post contents of the order.  And with all


7 respect, like your clerk's office did, your Honor, when you


8 enter the court, on the door is notice of the order in very


9 clear, bold language that says, “No use of electronic


10 devices.”


11 I don't think it's reasonable to expect everyone that


12 walks through that door to stop and read a three-page


13 document.  That's in small fine print.  And that's what the


14 situation was at the probate court.  But the order itself


15 says, "It shall be -- notice of the order shall be posted on


16 the board."  This is that Harvard Review article onto --


17 THE COURT:  I -- I -- I'm familiar with it, Mr. --


18 MR. BOYLE:  All right.  So judicial order --


19 THE COURT:  And it's not relevant to what we're doing.


20 MR. BOYLE:  Yeah -- yeah.


21 THE COURT:  That's argue for position should be, but


22 not -- they're arguing for positions.  They won't -- but


23 that's not the law.


24 MR. BOYLE:  Yeah.  Well, either way, it seems to me


25 that judicial immunity doesn't apply to this appeal
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1 whatsoever because it is just protection from civil side of


2 things.  And then -- you know, the other arguments that --


3 THE COURT:  Now, judicial -- judicial immunity is just


4 not protection from civil side.  It's judicial immunity. 


5 Okay?  And he's -- he is immune.


6 MR. BOYLE:  From criminal prosecution, from sanctions,


7 from disciplinary actions, from everything?


8 THE COURT:  Disciplinary actions?  No.  I mean -- we're


9 all subject to being disciplined by the office of


10 disciplinary counsel, or whoever the body governs him.  I'm -


11 - disciplinary counsel body, but if I make a mistake up here,


12 I'm immune in my -- in my -- when I'm performing duties as a


13 judge.


14 MR. BOYLE:  No.  And I did a fair bit of research, I


15 couldn't find anything that showed that judicial immunity


16 applied outside of civil infractions.


17 THE COURT:  Well, it is there.  But let me just say


18 this to you.  How many days did you do in jail?


19 MR. BOYLE:  I want to say 38 or 39.


20 THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Anything further?


21 MR. BOYLE:  Yes, sir.  In his response in his summary


22 judgment -- in his memorandum on the summary judgment, it is


23 a cut and paste verbatim from the Pierce case.  He literally


24 took the argument that he used in my wife's case where she is


25 actually filing a civil suit against Judge Singleton trying
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1 to break his jurisdiction.  Right?


2 Mine is not a civil suit of any sort.  He literally cut


3 and paste.  The document itself calls me “Her” multiple


4 times.  It doesn't even say “Him”.  It refers to a federal


5 case that I had.  I never had a federal case of any sort. 


6 It's a cut and paste.  I mean -- this is -- I don't know.  I


7 think it's sanctionable, honestly, sir.  I don't understand. 


8 It is completely inappropriate.


9 THE COURT:  It's not sanctionable, but -- but go ahead.


10 MR. BOYLE:  But it -- it -- it doesn't even involve


11 this case.  His motion doesn't involve this case.


12 THE COURT:  All right.


13 MR. BOYLE:  And he didn't -- and again, he didn't reply


14 to any of the factual allegations I made ever.  He cut and


15 pasted my issues in -- to appeal, and claims that the issues


16 who appeal don't state a claim.  Issues on appeal aren't


17 supposed to state a claim.  And he references Rule 56 for


18 summary judgment.  That doesn't apply to appeal.  He


19 references Rule 12(b)(6), that's a civil thing, that has


20 nothing to do with this appeal.


21 THE COURT:  Well, let me say this.  I think that under


22 the circumstances, because of the way you've added claims


23 that are not really part of appeal, probably the better part


24 of valor was potentially just add those things, because who


25 knows.  Here's the rule that is going to be from this Court,
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1 and this -- this is a criminal appeal.  Any claims that you


2 make about Mr. Singleton, or entitlement to monies, or


3 anything else like that, you have to bring in a separate


4 suit.


5 And -- and so, to the extent you've alleged anything


6 other than grounds challenging your incarceration, or


7 dismissed, okay?  Without prejudice.  Then you can do


8 whatever you think you want to, and you can seek counsel, or


9 not.  That's up to you.  As far as the criminal sanction is


10 concerned, I'm -- first, I'm going to find that you've served


11 enough time.  I'm not going to make you serve any more time. 


12 That's it.


13 MR. BOYLE:  Thank you, your Honor.


14 THE COURT:  Okay.  I will take the other matters in


15 consideration.  Let me look at them.  But that -- my ruling


16 means the rest of these motions are moot.  There's nothing


17 there to take, there's nothing to do.  Okay?  Do you


18 understand me?


19 MR. BOYLE:  I do, sir.


20 THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.  I'm on --


21 MR. BOYLE:  Thank you.


22 THE COURT:  I'll give you an order that when I -- after


23 I read that.


24 MR. LOGAN:  And, your Honor, I -- I -- I just -- all


25 right.  He's -- what -- what does he have time to do now? 
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1 What -- what does -- he needs to file another claim just for


2 these other things?  Is that what -- what you're saying? 


3 That's not part of the contempt.  So the contempt is gone, is


4 that right?  If -- if he's released from -- from doing any


5 further time?  Or does that -- what -- that's the only thing


6 he can pursue in this case?


7 THE COURT:  Any claims that have a civil claim to --


8 all he's doing is appealing the criminal findings of


9 contempt.  Now, I think I held you in contempt myself.  I'm


10 not sure.  I can't even remember now.  But all I'm dealing


11 with is an appeal from a criminal case of contempt.


12 Because it is clearly a criminal contempt.  All the


13 other claims are dismissed without prejudice.  If he feels


14 like he needs to file a sitting, that's his right.  And then


15 you all just have to defend it as it goes.  Okay?


16 MR. LOGAN:  So as we go forward with the con -- the


17 criminal side, he is prohibited from raising anything outside


18 of that criminal --?


19 THE COURT:  What -- there's nothing to go forward on --


20 on the criminal side.  He's been sentenced, he's been --


21 served 38 days, whatever.  I've vacated the rest of his


22 sentence.  And I'm going to determine whether or not he's


23 right on his appeal, or not right on his appeal.  Okay?


24 MR. LOGAN:  Okay.  So you going to rule on the motion


25 as far as judicial immunity?
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1 THE COURT:  Well, there's no question he has judicial


2 immunity, but there's no claims there.  Okay?  And he -- what


3 I'm saying is --


4 MR. LOGAN:  I -- I'm saying he has to reconsider.


5 THE COURT:  I'm saying here, Mr. Logan, that this is a


6 criminal appeal.  Anything outside of that is dismissed.  Do


7 I need to say that anymore?


8 MR. LOGAN:  I'm just trying to get -- because of the


9 fact that I'm not dealing with another lawyer, I just want to


10 make sure things are clear, Judge.  If (crosstalk).


11 THE COURT:  Well, I'm trying to be clear as I can be. 


12 This is a criminal appeal, anything else out there is


13 dismissed, and he has to file another suit.  Okay?


14 MR. LOGAN:  All right.


15 THE COURT:  And I -- I don't know how else to say it. 


16 I don't mean to be out loud, I apologize.  But it's just -- I


17 -- I -- I get a little frustrated because there's nothing


18 else out there.


19 MR. LOGAN:  Okay. 


20 THE COURT:  All right?


21 MR. LOGAN:  Well, I've been frustrated throughout this


22 whole time.


23 THE COURT:  I understand that.


24 MR. LOGAN:  And so, excuse me if I came across as being


25 so rude.
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1 THE COURT:  No, sir.  You didn't.  It is just this --


2 all of which is one of those days.  Okay.  All right?


3 MR. LOGAN:  Thank you, sir.


4 THE COURT:  You all have a good day.


5 MR. LOGAN:  Appreciate it.


6 MR. BOYLE:  Is that it for today, sir?


7 THE COURT:  It is.


8 MR. BOYLE:  Thank you, your Honor.


9 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.


10


11 (THERE BEING NOTHING FURTHER, THIS HEARING CONCLUDED AT 


12 10:57 A.M.)
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


IN THE OCONEE COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 


APPEAL FROM THE PROBATE COURT 


TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


The Order of Judge Danny Singleton 


CASE NO: 2024-CP-3700451 


 


JASON MICHAEL BOYLE------------------------------------------------- Appellant, 


V. 


DANNY SINGLETON, “et al” ------------------------------------------Respondents 


 


MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST JUDGE DANNY SINGLETON 


COMES NOW, Jason Michael Boyle, Appellant, and submits this Motion for Sanctions against 


Judge Danny Singleton. This motion is not a mere request for procedural rectification—it is a 


demand for accountability in the face of severe and undeniable judicial misconduct that has 


violated the very core of the legal principles that uphold our justice system. 


I. Factual Background 


1. Flagrant Judicial Overreach: 


Judge Danny Singleton’s actions in this case go beyond the pale of acceptable judicial conduct—


they constitute an outright abuse of power. Judge Singleton enforced the South Carolina Supreme 


Court Administrative Order dated March 9, 2023, which was never properly served or posted as 


required. The order explicitly mandates that it "shall" be posted on the courthouse doors—a 


mandate that Judge Singleton flagrantly ignored. This failure to post the order, as required, led 


directly to my illegal incarceration without any knowledge or notice of the alleged violations. 


Judge Singleton’s disregard for this fundamental requirement obliterated any semblance of due 


process. 
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2. Jurisdictional Usurpation: 
Judge Singleton did not stop at enforcing an unserved and unposted order; he dragged the 


Oconee County Probate Court into criminal territory where it had no jurisdiction. Probate courts 


in South Carolina are confined to estate matters—they have no authority over criminal contempt 


proceedings. Judge Singleton’s actions represent a gross violation of jurisdictional boundaries, 


making a mockery of the legal system. 


3. Legal Farce in Case Numbers: 
Judge Singleton’s judicial malpractice is further highlighted by his use of the Doyle Pierce estate 


case number for the Rule to Show Cause (RTSC)—a blatant misapplication given that the 


contempt charges had nothing to do with that estate. Worse still, the three sentencing orders that 


followed had no case numbers at all—a procedural blunder so severe it borders on legal farce. I 


was detained for 40 days under orders that lacked even the most basic legal requirement—a case 


number—undermining due process entirely. Judge Singleton himself admitted in open court, not 


once, but twice, that this case had nothing to do with the Doyle Pierce estate, yet he proceeded to 


misuse the estate case number. This absence of case numbers renders the orders not only invalid 


but utterly indefensible under any standard of legal scrutiny. 


4. Judge Singleton: Judge, Jury, and Executioner: 


Judge Singleton didn’t just overstep; he obliterated any semblance of impartiality. Acting as the 


sua sponte moving party, the victim, the prosecutor, and a key witness in the proceedings, he 


fused these roles into a grotesque parody of justice. This egregious blending of roles rendered 


any notion of a fair trial impossible. Judge Singleton’s conduct is a textbook example of why 


unchecked judicial power is so dangerous. 


5. Systematic Violations of Constitutional Rights: 
Judge Singleton’s actions are not just unethical—they are unconstitutional. I was denied due 


process, deprived of legal representation, and subjected to a sham trial where Judge Singleton 


had already decided the outcome. His conduct has no place in any court of law and raises serious 


questions about his fitness to serve on the bench. 


II. Legal Argument 
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Canon 3D(1) of the South Carolina Code of Judicial Conduct mandates that a judge who 


becomes aware of another judge’s misconduct, especially when it raises questions about that 


judge’s fitness for office, must report it. The misconduct in this case is not just apparent; it is 


undeniable. Judge Singleton’s actions grossly violate the principles of judicial conduct, and they 


demand immediate, decisive action. 


III. Specific Violations of SCRCP Rule 501 by Judge Danny Singleton 


1. Defamation and Unlawful Banning from Court: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton issued an email accusing me of illegally offering legal advice 


and banned me from the probate court without due process, in blatant violation of Canon 
2A and Canon 3B(2). 


• Details: The defamatory email was sent to uninterested parties, based on hearsay, and 


was entirely devoid of direct observation. This unlawful banishment violated my due 


process rights and exemplifies Judge Singleton’s abuse of judicial power. Canon 2A 


emphasizes that a judge must act in a manner that promotes public confidence in the 


integrity and impartiality of the judiciary. Judge Singleton’s actions here were anything 


but impartial or confidence-inspiring. Canon 3B(2) requires that a judge uphold the 


law—by issuing this ban without due process, Judge Singleton flouted the very legal 


standards he is sworn to uphold. 


2. Retaliation for Exercising Free Speech: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton retaliated against me for exercising my First Amendment 


rights by unlawfully incarcerating me for contempt without trial, violating Canon 2A and 


Canon 3B(5). 


• Details: My incarceration for recording a video in a public lobby—an act protected by 


the First Amendment—was motivated purely by Judge Singleton’s personal animosity, 


with no legal justification. Canon 2A demands impartiality, yet Judge Singleton’s actions 


were driven by personal vendetta rather than the law. Canon 3B(5) requires that a judge 


perform judicial duties without bias or prejudice. Judge Singleton’s retaliatory actions 


demonstrate a complete disregard for this essential ethical requirement. 
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3. Improper Jurisdiction and Criminal Prosecution: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton exceeded his jurisdiction by prosecuting me for direct 


criminal contempt, a matter far outside the scope of probate court authority, violating 


Canon 2A and Canon 3B(2). 


• Details: The probate court is a court of limited jurisdiction, with no authority over 


criminal matters. Judge Singleton’s decision to preside over a criminal contempt 


proceeding was a gross overstep and a clear violation of the law. Canon 2A mandates 


that a judge must respect and comply with the law to maintain public confidence in the 


judiciary. By usurping authority that he did not possess, Judge Singleton shattered any 


semblance of legal propriety. Canon 3B(2) reinforces that a judge must be faithful to the 


law and not act beyond their legal authority. Judge Singleton’s conduct here shows a 


blatant disregard for these core principles. 


4. Failure to Provide Notice of Administrative Order: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton violated Canon 2A and Canon 3B(7) by failing to ensure 


that the Administrative Order regarding electronic devices was posted as required, 


depriving me of proper notice. 


• Details: Without this notice, I could not have known about the restrictions imposed by 


the order. Judge Singleton’s failure to post the order on the courthouse doors, as 


mandated, rendered any enforcement against me unlawful and stripped me of any 


opportunity to comply, thereby making the resulting incarceration a grave injustice. 


Canon 2A emphasizes the importance of judicial integrity and public confidence—both 


of which are eroded when orders are not properly served or posted. Canon 3B(7) requires 


that a judge provide necessary notice and adhere to procedural requirements to ensure 


fairness. Judge Singleton’s disregard for these mandates resulted in a fundamental 


violation of my rights. 


5. Abuse of Judicial Power: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton abused his power by demanding I destroy video evidence and 


by incarcerating me without a proper legal basis, violating Canon 3B(2) and Canon 2A. 
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• Details: On May 29, 2024, Judge Singleton’s order to delete video evidence was not only 


unethical but also illegal, constituting an obstruction of justice and evidence tampering. 


Canon 3B(2) obliges a judge to follow the law, which Judge Singleton blatantly ignored 


by attempting to destroy evidence and incarcerate me without legal grounds. Canon 2A 


emphasizes the necessity of maintaining public confidence in the judiciary—confidence 


that is obliterated when a judge misuses his power to manipulate evidence and violate due 


process. 


6. Denial of Right to Counsel and Due Process: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton denied me the right to legal representation by refusing to 


grant a continuance, forcing me to proceed without counsel, in violation of Canon 3B(4) 
and Canon 3B(2). 


• Details: Despite having an approved application for a public defender, Judge Singleton 


denied a continuance, forcing me to represent myself in a criminal contempt 


proceeding—a clear violation of my Sixth Amendment rights. Canon 3B(4) requires that 


a judge afford every person who has a legal interest in a proceeding the right to be heard 


according to law. By denying me this right, Judge Singleton compromised the fairness of 


the entire process. Canon 3B(2) once again demands adherence to the law, which Judge 


Singleton ignored by denying my basic constitutional rights. 


7. Issuance of Orders Without Case Numbers: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton issued multiple orders, including sentencing orders, without 


case numbers, violating Canon 3B(1) and Canon 3C(1). 


• Details: These orders, lacking the most basic legal formalities, effectively made me an 


undocumented prisoner, without any legitimate legal basis for my detention. The 


complete absence of case numbers on these orders not only violated procedural rules but 


also rendered these orders legally void, further compounding the miscarriage of justice. 


Canon 3B(1) obliges judges to diligently discharge their administrative responsibilities 


and maintain order in proceedings. By failing to include case numbers, Judge Singleton 


demonstrated gross negligence and disregard for the integrity of judicial records. Canon 
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3C(1) requires that a judge maintain professional competence in judicial administration—


Judge Singleton’s failure here is a stark violation of this requirement. 


8. Improper Role as Prosecutor and Judge: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton acted as both prosecutor and judge in the contempt 


proceedings, violating Canon 3E(1) and Canon 2A. 


• Details: By serving as the moving party, prosecutor, witness, victim and judge, Judge 


Singleton obliterated any semblance of impartiality, turning the proceedings into a farce 


of justice. Canon 3E(1) mandates disqualification in any proceeding where a judge’s 


impartiality might reasonably be questioned. Judge Singleton’s refusal to recuse himself, 


despite his multiple conflicting roles, demonstrates a clear violation of this Canon. 


Canon 2A further supports the principle that justice must not only be done but must be 


seen to be done—Judge Singleton’s actions made a mockery of this essential judicial 


standard. 


9. Ex Parte Communications and Witness Coaching: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton engaged in ex parte communications and coached his 


subordinates, violating Canon 3B(7) and Canon 2A. 


• Details: These actions destroyed any chance of a fair trial, as Judge Singleton’s biases were 


clearly reflected in his interactions with witnesses and his overall handling of the case. 


Canon 3B(7) explicitly prohibits a judge from engaging in ex parte communications 


concerning a pending or impending proceeding. Judge Singleton’s disregard for this rule 


compromised the integrity of the trial. Canon 2A emphasizes that judges must act at all times 


in a manner that promotes public confidence in the judiciary. By engaging in ex parte 


communications and coaching witnesses, Judge Singleton shattered this confidence and 


violated fundamental judicial ethics. 


10. Judicial Vindictiveness and Bias: 


• Violation: Judge Singleton displayed judicial vindictiveness, imposing harsh sentences 


and making biased statements in retaliation for my public criticism, violating Canon 
3E(1) and Canon 2A. 
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• Details: Judge Singleton’s actions were driven by personal animosity, not legal 


reasoning. His refusal to recuse himself despite this bias was a gross violation of my right 


to an impartial hearing. Canon 3E(1) demands that a judge disqualify himself in any 


proceeding where his impartiality might reasonably be questioned. Judge Singleton’s 


actions, motivated by personal vendetta, violated this Canon and destroyed any 


semblance of fairness in the proceedings. Canon 2A reinforces the need for judges to act 


without bias or prejudice—Judge Singleton’s vindictiveness in this case is a flagrant 


breach of this fundamental principle. 


IV. Prayer for Relief 


WHEREFORE, I respectfully demand that this Court: 


1. Impose Immediate Sanctions: Against Judge Danny Singleton for his flagrant violations 


of SCRCP Rule 501, including disqualification from any further involvement in this or 


any related cases. 


2. Vacate All Related Orders: Issued by Judge Singleton in this matter, due to his clear 


bias, improper conduct, and lack of jurisdiction. 


3. Initiate a Judicial Inquiry: To investigate the full extent of Judge Singleton’s 


misconduct and determine appropriate disciplinary action, including possible removal 


from the bench. 


4. Provide Any Other Relief: That this Court deems just and proper to uphold the integrity 


of the judiciary and protect the rights of individuals subjected to such blatant judicial 


abuse. 


Respectfully Submitted, this August 27, 2024. 


 


___________________________ 


DR. JASON MICHAEL BOYLE, Ph.D., Appellant 
750 Mourning Dove Ln. Seneca, South Carolina 29678 


jasonboyle03@gmail.com 


(864) 245-3278 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that on this August 27, 2024, a copy of the Motion for Sanctions was 


delivered to the following parties: 


1. Jim Logan: logan@loganandjolly.com 


1805 N Boulevard, Anderson, SC. 29621 


2. Oconee County Detention Center: jchapman@oconeelaw.com 


300 S Church St, Walhalla, SC 29691 


3. Oconee County Sheriff’s Department: mcrenshaw@oconeelaw.com 


300 S Church St, Walhalla, SC 29691 


4. Oconee County Supervisor:  district2@oconeesc.com 


415 S. Pine St. Walhalla, SC 29691 


Respectfully Submitted, this August 19, 2024. 


 


___________________________ 


DR. JASON MICHAEL BOYLE, Ph.D., Appellant. 


750 Mourning Dove Ln. Seneca, South Carolina 29678 


jasonboyle03@gmail.com 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


IN THE OCONEE COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 


APPEAL FROM THE PROBATE COURT 


TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


The Order of Judge Danny Singleton 


CASE NO: 2024-CP-3700451 


JASON MICHAEL BOYLE------------------------------------------------- Appellant, 


V. 


DANNY SINGLETON, “et al” ------------------------------------------Respondents 


 


AMENDED MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENA ISSUED TO CAPT. JEREMY 
CHAPMAN OF OCONEE COUNTY DETENTION AND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS 


COMES NOW the Appellant, Jason Boyle, pro se, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court 
to quash the subpoena executed on September 3, 2024, by Jim Logan, attorney for Judge Danny 
Singleton, to Capt. Jeremy Chapman of Oconee County Detention, and to impose sanctions on 
Mr. Logan and his client, Judge Danny Singleton, for attempting to conduct improper discovery 
and for attempting to submit new evidence on appeal. In support of this motion, the Appellant 
states as follows: 


1. Procedural Background: The Appellant was sentenced to incarceration by Judge Danny 
Singleton of the Oconee County Probate Court on June 17, 2024. The Appellant 
subsequently filed an appeal challenging this sentence. (See Exhibits A and B.  Exhibit 
A – Sentencing order of June 17.  Exhibit B – Amended Notice of Appeal, June 25) 


2. Subpoena Executed After Trial: On September 3, 2024, Jim Logan, the attorney for 
Judge Danny Singleton, executed a subpoena seeking to obtain recordings of the 
Appellant’s phone calls made during incarceration on June 19, 2024. (See Exhibit C – 
Subpoena, September 3)  This subpoena was issued after the date of the trial and 
sentencing, which occurred on June 17, 2024.  This is not evidence that can be submitted 
into the record.  Additionally, this recording is from a date prior to the issuance of the 
release order of July 17, and therefore cannot be sused as evidence of violation of a court 
order.  (See Exhibit D – Release Order of July 17).  This evidence is irrelevant to all 
aspects of this case.   


3. Improper Introduction of New Evidence: According to South Carolina Code Section 
62-1-308(i), an appeal from the probate court to the circuit court is limited to the 
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evidence that was presented in the probate court. The introduction of evidence obtained 
after the trial, such as the recordings of phone calls made during incarceration on June 19, 
2024, is improper and inadmissible in this appeal.   


4. Improper Discovery Attempt: The issuance of the subpoena by Attorney Logan 
represents an improper attempt to conduct discovery during the appellate process. 
Discovery is not permitted at this stage, and such action violates the Appellant’s rights. 
Attorney Logan’s actions are a clear attempt to circumvent the rules of appellate 
procedure and should not be tolerated by this Court. 


5. Violation of Due Process: Allowing this subpoena to stand would violate the Appellant’s 
due process rights by introducing evidence after the trial, which the Appellant had no 
opportunity to address or contest during the original proceedings. 


6. Motion for Sanctions: Given the improper nature of the subpoena and the clear violation 
of the Appellant’s rights, the Appellant respectfully requests that this Court impose 
sanctions on Attorney Logan for his conduct. The Appellant requests that this Court 
consider Attorney Logan’s actions as an abuse of the legal process and a deliberate 
attempt to violate the Appellant’s rights by conducting unauthorized discovery. 


WHEREFORE, the Appellant respectfully requests that this Court grant the following 
relief: 


1. Quash the subpoena executed on September 3, 2024, by Jim Logan, attorney for Judge 
Danny Singleton, seeking recordings of the Appellant’s phone calls made while 
incarcerated. 


2. Order Jeremy Chapman, or any other custodian of the requested records, not to release 
any recordings or records of the Appellant’s phone calls as requested by the subpoena. 


3. Prohibit the introduction of any evidence obtained through this subpoena in the ongoing 
appellate process. 


4. Impose appropriate sanctions on Attorney Jim Logan and Judge Danny Singleton for 
attempting to conduct unauthorized discovery in violation of the Appellant’s rights. 


5. Grant any other relief this Court deems just and proper. 


Appendix of Exhibits 


Exhibit A 


• Title: Sentencing Order of June 17, 2024 


• Description: The official sentencing order issued by Judge Danny Singleton of the 
Oconee County Probate Court, sentencing Jason Boyle to incarceration on June 17, 2024. 
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Exhibit B 


• Title: Amended Notice of Appeal, June 25, 2024 


• Description: The amended notice of appeal filed by Jason Boyle on June 25, 2024, 
challenging the sentence imposed by Judge Danny Singleton. 


Exhibit C 


• Title: Subpoena Issued on September 3, 2024 


• Description: The subpoena executed by Attorney Jim Logan on September 3, 2024, 
directed to Capt. Jeremy Chapman of the Oconee County Detention Center, seeking 
recordings of Jason Boyle's phone calls made on June 19, 2024. 


Exhibit D 


• Title: Release Order of July 17, 2024 


• Description: The release order issued on July 17, 2024, pertaining to Jason Boyle's 
incarceration status. 


 


Respectfully Submitted, this November 13, 2024. 


 


___________________________ 


DR. JASON MICHAEL BOYLE, Ph.D., Appellant 
750 Mourning Dove Ln. Seneca, South Carolina 29678 


jasonboyle03@gmail.com 


(864) 245-3278 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


IN THE OCONEE COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 


APPEAL FROM THE PROBATE COURT 


TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


The Order of Judge Danny Singleton 


CASE NO: 2024-CP-3700451 


JASON MICHAEL BOYLE------------------------------------------------- Appellant, 


V. 


DANNY SINGLETON, “et al” ------------------------------------------Respondents 


 


PROOF OF SERVICE 


 


I hereby certify that on this November 13, 2024, a copy of the Motion to quash and 
sanctions was delivered to the following parties: 


1. Jim Logan: logan@loganandjolly.com 


1805 N Boulevard, Anderson, SC. 29621 


2. Oconee County Detention Center: jchapman@oconeelaw.com 


300 S Church St, Walhalla, SC 29691 


3. Oconee County Sheriff’s Department: mcrenshaw@oconeelaw.com 


300 S Church St, Walhalla, SC 29691 


4. Oconee County Supervisor:  district2@oconeesc.com 


415 S. Pine St. Walhalla, SC 29691 


Respectfully Submitted, this November 13, 2024. 


 


___________________________ 


DR. JASON MICHAEL BOYLE, Ph.D., Appellant. 
750 Mourning Dove Ln. Seneca, South Carolina 29678 


jasonboyle03@gmail.com 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


IN THE OCONEE COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 


APPEAL FROM THE PROBATE COURT 


TENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


 


The Order of Judge Danny Singleton 


CASE NO: 2024-CP-3700451 


JASON MICHAEL BOYLE------------------------------------------------- Appellant, 


V. 


DANNY SINGLETON, “et al” ------------------------------------------Respondents 


 


INITIAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT 


 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


1. On or about October 24, 2023, the Appellant visited the Oconee Probate Office to deliver 


a copy of the Notice of Appeal filed in the Circuit Court. This Notice of Appeal was 


submitted on behalf of the Appellant's fiancée, Dorothy Pierce, in connection with the 


ongoing estate case of Doyle Elton Pierce and specifically addressed the highly contested 


Settlement Order signed by Judge Singleton.  


a. While waiting on the court, the Appellant overheard a conversation between 


Judge Green, the probate assistant Judge, and an older gentleman in the Lobby.  Judge 


Green informed him of his right to get an attorney, and the Appellant interjected to 


inform him he had the right to act Pro Se. 


b. Subsequently, Judge Singleton, who was not present for the interaction in the 


lobby, sent an email to the parties of the Pierce Estate case.  The Appellant was not 
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included in the email for the Appellant is not a party to this estate.  The email directed 


to Mrs. Pierce stated:  


i. Judge Singleton writes, “Again, the appeal issue was part of the agreement.  If 


it is your intent to appeal, you have every right to do so, however, it violates 


the agreement and it was stated in court that the appeals were to be removed” 


…. He added that… “A hearing will be scheduled soon to determine the status 


of the personal representative.”   


ii. Regarding the Appellant’s conversation with the gentleman, Judge Singleton 


writes, “It also appears that you fiancé may have picked up the wrong 


documents. Further, your fiancé will no longer be allowed in the probate 


office or lobby area. He was here with your/his child waiting on documents 


and he took it upon himself to interrupt a judge in the lobby while she was 


speaking with someone on a separate estate issue. He was offering that person 


legal advice on what and what not to do and even encouraged him not to 


listen and come outside and speak to you, that you knew all about probate and 


you could help him. This is illegal and giving legal advise and acting as a 


non-licensed attorney. For this reason, he will no longer be able to enter the 


probate”  


iii. The Appellant asserts that the email sent to parties involved in the Estate of 


Doyle Elton Pierce was inappropriate, inaccurate, and defamatory. 


c. The Appellant was never formally issued an order banning him from the probate 


lobby. 


i.  Shortly after the inappropriate and defamatory email was circulated, the 


Appellant returned to the lobby to file papers. Although he had heard about 


the email, he had not yet seen it. During this visit, Judge Singleton confronted 


the Appellant, stating that he was not allowed to be there and could not return. 


The Appellant explained his understanding of the law to Judge Singleton, 


asserting that he was within his rights to be there, and proceeded to file the 


papers. 


ii. Subsequently, the judge permitted the Appellant to file the documents he had 


come to submit. The Appellant continued to return to the probate office on 
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numerous occasions to file papers on behalf of Mrs. Pierce without incident, 


until May 24, 2024. 


2. On May 24, 2024, the Appellant entered the probate lobby and recorded himself paying an 


invoice on behalf of Mrs. Pierce. The facts surrounding the debt, and the payment, are 


relevant to separate litigation.   


a. There were no signs on the probate court doors restricting access and the doors 


were not locked.  The probate lobby is in a public building and open to the public.   


b. The Appellant did not go into restricted space.   


c. At this time, the Appellant had no information about any South Carolina Supreme 


Court order restricting the use of electronic devices in South Carolina courthouses. 


d. There were no notices posted on the Probate Court door restricting the use of 


electronic devices. 


e. The appellant paid the invoice while recording his interactions with the Probate 


Court Clerk 


3. During his interactions with the Probate Court Clerk, the Appellant recorded a statement in 


which he expressed his frustration, saying: “If he hadn’t threatened to kick me out of here 


illegally, I wouldn’t be so annoyed with him as a whole. But when he broke the law so 


blatantly in my face and then denied it later because he was so ignorant of the law—I mean, 


he’s got a high school degree. He doesn’t even have a college degree, and he’s a Probate 


Judge in Oconee County? I mean, that’s wild. Whoever thought that was a good idea? He’s 


not intelligent enough to understand complex arguments, but he’s managing complex probate 


cases.” 


4. Immediately after recording the interaction, the Appellant posted the video to YouTube while 


sitting in his car outside the courthouse. 


5. The contents of the video recording and its subsequent posting on YouTube enraged Judge 


Singleton. This incident became the catalyst for the judge’s retaliatory and vindictive actions 


against the Appellant, eventually resulting in the Appellant’s incarceration on two separate 


occasions for the same offense. It is important to note that Judge Singleton was not upset 


about the use of an electronic device itself, as he has previously allowed his family members 
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to use electronic devices in his chambers to take pictures, which were later posted to 


Facebook, where he was tagged, all without repercussions. 


6. When the Appellant returned home, Mrs. Pierce informed him that she had received an email 


from Judge Singleton stating that the Appellant's recording was illegal. The Appellant then 


requested the Judge's email address and sent him a message asserting that he believed his 


actions were protected by the First Amendment, and that any order to the contrary would be a 


violation of his constitutional rights. The Appellant also included a link to the video he had 


previously posted on YouTube. 


7. On May 28, 2024, Officer Honea from the Oconee County Sheriff’s Department (OCSD) 


arrived at the Appellant’s residence to serve separate Rules To Show Cause (RTSC) to both 


the Appellant and Mrs. Pierce. Since the Appellant and his fiancée keep the gate to their 


residence locked, the officer drove through the woods to bypass the locked driveway gate, 


which prominently displayed a "No Trespassing" sign, following orders from Judge 


Singleton. Mrs. Pierce accepted her RTSC but refused to accept service on behalf of the 


Appellant. 


8. On May 29, 2024, the Appellant returned to the probate court to obtain his Rule to Show 


Cause and requested to speak with Judge Singleton. Before meeting with the Appellant, 


Judge Singleton had already contacted the Oconee County Sheriff’s Office to request the 


presence of deputies. Shortly thereafter, Officer Stokes and three other OCSD officers 


arrived. Judge Singleton then emerged from his chambers to speak with the Appellant. The 


Appellant recorded his interactions with the Judge in the probate court lobby, far from the 


Clerk’s window, as he requested the summons for the RTSC. 


a. Neither the probate court nor the OCSD were able to produce the RTSC document for 


the Appellant. 


b. The Appellant agreed to leave despite his legal right to remain. 


c. As the Appellant was walking out of the court lobby and halfway down the hall 


toward the exit, a probate court clerk followed him and informed him that Judge 


Singleton had instructed the Appellant to return to the probate lobby to speak with 


him. 
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d. In the lobby, Judge Singleton demanded that the Appellant delete his video evidence 


or be held in contempt of court. The Appellant declined to destroy his video evidence, 


leading Judge Singleton to order the OCSD to arrest him and hold him in jail for 10 


days for contempt of court. It is important to note that on this day, the Appellant did 


not violate the alleged Supreme Court order regarding the use of electronic devices, 


as he did not record at the Clerk’s window. Instead, he recorded his interactions with 


Judge Singleton in the lobby.  


e. Judge Singleton's actions reveal several significant issues, including his preemptive 


involvement of law enforcement, which created an intimidating environment and 


demonstrated his intent to incarcerate the Appellant before establishing any guilt.  


f. The Appellant's incarceration stemmed solely from his refusal to delete video 


evidence, not from any actual violation. 


g. At no point during this interaction was I read my Miranda rights. I was not informed 


of my right to remain silent, my right to an attorney, or that anything I said could be 


used against me. This failure occurred despite the fact that I was clearly in a custodial 


setting and being interrogated about my actions related to the video recording. I was 


detained when Judge Singleton demanded my return to the court lobby.  The 


interaction between Judge Singleton and me meets the criteria for custodial 


interrogation. I was not free to leave, as evidenced by my immediate arrest and 


detention following my refusal to delete the video. The judge’s demand and 


subsequent sentencing constituted an interrogation aimed at compelling an 


incriminating response from me.  


h. The Appellant was entitled to a hearing or trial before being sentenced to 10 days in 


jail for refusing to delete his video evidence. However, instead of affording the 


Appellant this due process, Judge Singleton immediately ordered him to serve 10 


days in jail and only then scheduled a hearing for June 5, 2024, after the sentence had 


already been imposed. This sequence of events highlights a significant violation of 


the Appellant's rights, as he was punished without the opportunity to defend himself 


or challenge the charges in a proper legal proceeding.  
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i. Furthermore, by attempting to have the Appellant delete video evidence, the judge 


was violating the law by tampering with evidence. When the Appellant rightfully 


declined this illegal request, the judge, instead of upholding the law, sentenced him to 


jail. This action not only violated the Appellant’s rights but also demonstrated a 


misuse of judicial authority by punishing the Appellant for refusing to comply with 


an unlawful demand. 


j. Later that day, on May 29, while incarcerated, the OCSD brought him a summons for 


RTSC scheduled for June 5th.   


k. The RTSC used the case number for the Doyle Pierce Estate case. It should be noted 


that appellant’s case had nothing to do with the estate of Doyle Pierce and this is 


confirmed by Judge singleton during the June 17, 2024. 


l. The RTSC did not contain any times or dates of the purported violations.  


m. In the Rule to show cause, Judge singleton was the Moving Party.  


9. Subsequently, a sentencing order was further issued May 29, 2024, after appellant was 


already in jail. 


a. This order did not contain a case number. 


b. The order used vague language to describe the activities that occurred. 


c. The order referred to both the events of May 24, 2024, and May 29, 2024. 


d. The order inaccurately claimed that the Appellant was aware of the South Carolina 


Supreme Court Administrative Order making rules on the use of electronic devices in 


the public and restricted space of the courthouse. 


e. The order charged appellant with Direct Criminal contempt. 


10. On June 5, 2024, after more than a 7-day water-only hunger strike, the Appellant was brought 


in an orange jumpsuit and shackles to the probate court for a criminal trial.  The Appellant 


was represented by a man he knew as a lawyer.  His fiancé had retained him at the last 


minute. 


a. This hearing was video recorded by the probate court. 


b. In this hearing, Judge Singleton was the moving party, victim, prosecutor, main 


witness and the judge. 
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c. Richard Hunt McDuff, an attorney on the Doyle Pierce Estate case, sat at the 


prosecutor’s bench taking notes and making gestures. 


d. Judge Singleton testified from the bench as to the facts of the case. 


e. Witnesses included Judge Green and two Oconee probate clerks.  All of the witnesses 


called by Judge Singleton were his subordinates. 


f. Judge Singleton testified from the bench defending himself against public allegations 


the Appellant made about his character and competency.   


g. Judge Singleton held the Appellant in direct contempt of court and sentenced him to 


60 days. 


i. This order did not contain a case number. 


ii. The order failed to specify the date of the alleged criminal infraction or 


provide any details regarding the actions deemed criminal or in violation of 


the South Carolina Supreme Court Administrative Order (SCSC AO). 


iii. Judge Singleton later declared a mistrial in this matter. 


11. On June 6, 2024, Judge Singleton issued an order stating the Appellant was represented by 


ineffective counsel in the RTSC hearing.   


a. This order had no case number. 


b. This order immediately released the Appellant from detention. 


12. On June 6, prior to appellant’s release, the Appellant was issued a new RTSC for a trial date 


of June 17, 2024. The wording in this RTSC is identical to the one issued on June 5, 2024. 


a.  The RTSC, again inappropriately used the Doyle Elton Pierce Estate Case number. 


b.  The RTSC had no date of incident. 


c.  The RTSC had no accusation of direct contempt. 


13. A few days prior to June 12, 2024, the Appellant sent an email to the Probate Court Clerk 


requesting audio files from his hearing for transcription purposes, as required by the South 


Carolina Rules of Criminal and Civil Procedure, plus additional documents on his file to help 


him prepare for June 17, 2024, hearing. On or about June 12, 2024, the Clerk of the Probate 


Court informed the Appellant via email that his requested documents were ready. The 


Appellant promptly visited the probate court, entered the probate lobby to retrieve the 


requested records, make additional records requests, and speak with Judge Singleton about 


the upcoming criminal trial as the prosecutor and the moving party. 
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a. Once the Appellant retrieved the records request, the Appellant realized there were 


many missing documents.  


b. Once again, Judge Singleton called the Sheriff’s Office and requested deputies to 


come to the probate court. It is important to note that it was the probate court clerk 


who had informed the Appellant to come and pick up his records. Despite this, the 


judge immediately called the police as soon as the Appellant arrived at the probate 


court lobby. 


c. While waiting for Judge Singleton to arrive, Officer Stokes and another officer 


arrived to wait with him at the request of the probate court. 


i.  The Appellant was there with his one-year-old child and the child was playing 


with Officer Stokes. 


ii. The conversation and atmosphere were pleasant prior to the arrival of Judge 


Singleton. 


d. Judge Singleton arrived shortly in the lobby thereafter in an aggravated state. 


e. Judge Singleton was too impatient to answer the Appellant’s questions and yet he is 


the moving party in the appellant’s contempt case and the Prosecutor. 


f. Judge Singleton asked the officers to remove me twice, they refused this request. 


g. The Appellant stated that if threatened with arrest, the Appellant would leave. 


h. The Appellant left of his own volition without receiving all the requested documents 


or making the additional records requests needed. 


14. On June 10, 2024, Appellant applied for a public defender to defend him against the criminal 


contempt charge levied against him by the judge who had already sentenced him to direct 


criminal contempt on May 29, 2024, and June 5, 2024. 


a. The public defender’s office determined that the Appellant met the financial 


qualifications and that the case met the requirements for assignment of a public 


defender. 


b. Appellant’s application was approved after review, and appellant was advised to wait 


for a public defender to be assigned to him.  


c. The Public Defenders Office (PDO) advised the Appellant to hand over the approved 


application form to the judge at the time of the hearing and request a continuance. 


d. As of the morning of June 17, 2024, the Appellant had not heard back from the PDO. 
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15. On June 17, 2024, at approximately 9:30 a.m., the Appellant filed a Motion to Dismiss, along 


with a 14-page Memorandum of Law that presented strong legal arguments supported by 


South Carolina state rules and case laws, as well as an approved application for a public 


defender. 


16. During the June 17, 2024, hearing, despite presenting the approved public defender form and 


not waiving his right to an attorney, the Appellant’s request for a continuance pending the 


appointment of a public defender was denied. The judge proceeded with the trial, forcing the 


Appellant to represent himself without ensuring that he had adequate legal representation or 


that he had knowingly and voluntarily waived his right to counsel. 


a. During the first recess of the trial on June 17, 2024, Judge Singleton contacted the 


Public Defender’s Office (PDO) regarding the Appellant's representation, 


following the Appellant’s insistence on legal counsel and his submission of an 


approved public defender form, which should have warranted a continuance until a 


public defender was assigned. 


b. Later in the trial, Mr. Abdalla, a public defender, and his paralegal arrived at the 


probate court. They met with Judge Singleton in the judge’s chambers, ex parte, 


and subsequently testified under oath that the Public Defender’s Office would not 


represent the Appellant because the case was civil in nature, not criminal. 


i. The reasoning behind this was that the summons used the Doyle Pierce 


Estate case number, a civil case in which the Appellant had no 


involvement. 


ii. As a result, the Appellant was denied representation by the Public 


Defender’s Office about an hour after the trial had already begun. 


iii. Judge Singleton denied the Appellant’s request for a continuance, 


claiming that the Appellant had been informed of his right to a lawyer and 


given sufficient time to secure one. However, this was inaccurate, as the 


Appellant had indeed secured a public defender, but due to the probate 


court’s wrongful annexation of the case to the Estate of Doyle Elton 
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Pierce, the Appellant was denied representation by the Public Defender’s 


Office after the trial had already commenced. 


a. Appellant later learned that the public defender filed a document in the probate 


court stating they were unable to represent appellant due to the civil nature of the 


case. This was a reason to grant him a continuance to secure a lawyer, but instead 


appellant was deprived of legal counsel. 


b. The appellant could not afford a lawyer, and yet the county Public Defender's 


office considers the case civil, even though appellant had already served a 10-day 


jail sentence for direct criminal contempt. The second jail sentence, which was 60 


days, was on probate court file but was relieved due to ineffective counsel. The 


matter was in no way civil, and the judge knew he was treating the case as criminal 


contempt.  


c. On June 17, 2024, at the criminal trial, the motion to dismiss was denied verbally 


from the bench without proper consideration or argument. 


i. The details of the motion were never discussed in open court as 


appellant insisted on his right to counsel. 


ii. The motion was never officially dismissed/denied with the judge's 


signature or properly recorded as required by law, rendering the order on 


the Motion to Dismiss null and void, as if no order had been issued. 


iii. There was insufficient time between the filing of the document and the 


start of the trial for Judge Singleton to carefully consider the arguments 


of the motion, or even read the motion in its entirety for that matter. 


iv. The memorandum on the motion to dismiss requested the following: 


▪ A jury trial. 


▪ Judge Singleton to recuse himself. 


▪ A special prosecutor. 


17. During the trial, witnesses testified that the Appellant was not informed of the Supreme 


Court order during the first recording and that the Appellant did not use an electronic device 


at the clerks' window during the second recording, thus not violating the order. 
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18. After the trial, despite witness testimonies exonerating Appellant, Judge Singleton declared 


the Appellant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of direct criminal contempt and resentenced 


him to an additional 50 days of incarceration, following the initial 10-day sentence. 


i. Once again, this order contained no case number. 


ii. The order also lacked specific dates of the events in question or any details regarding 


those events/ crimes. 


19. In his oral conclusion and justification for the 50-day sentence, Judge Singleton indicated 


that since the Appellant had already served 10 days of a previous 60-day sentence, he was 


adding 50 days to complete the 60-day term. This action was inappropriate, as the original 


sentence had already been fully served, making the additional 50 days a case of double 


jeopardy. 


20. The judge in this case acted as the moving party, the victim, the prosecutor, the primary 


witness and the judge, creating a clear conflict of interest and undermining the fairness of the 


proceedings. Throughout the trial, he continuously testified from the bench, and when the 


Appellant requested that he be sworn in to be cross examined after testifying from the bench, 


the judge blatantly refused. 


21. The Probate Court issued several orders without creating a case number for the Appellant. As 


a result, the Appellant was sent to the Oconee County Detention Center without a case 


number, making it impossible to locate him in the South Carolina Department of Corrections 


system. This effectively rendered the Appellant an undocumented prisoner, as his name could 


be found in the Oconee County Department of Corrections, but a case number and the 


reasons for his incarceration were not listed. 
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LEGAL ARGUMENTS 


Argument Regarding Issue 1 


The Probate Judge erred when he accused the appellant, in an email to uninterested 


parties, of illegally offering legal advice to a citizen in the lobby of the probate court on 
October 24, 2023. 


Judge Singleton, in an email to uninterested parties (Exhibit 1), falsely claimed that the appellant 


had illegally offered legal advice to a citizen in the probate court lobby. Under South Carolina 


law, defamatory statements made with reckless disregard for the truth form the basis for a 


defamation claim, as seen in Holtzscheiter v. Thomson Newspapers, Inc., 332 S.C. 502, 506 


S.E.2d 497 (Ct. App. 1998). The appellant contends that he merely informed a citizen of his 


rights, which was corroborated by the testimony of Judge Green during a subsequent criminal 


trial. The email from Judge Singleton, which was not based on direct observation, but rather on 


hearsay and personal animosity, raises concerns of judicial misconduct. This is further supported 


by Parker v. Evening Post Publishing Co., 317 S.C. 236, 452 S.E.2d 640 (Ct. App. 1994), 


which underscores that accusations of criminal conduct, when made recklessly, constitute 


defamation per se. 


Furthermore, the appellant was inappropriately banned from the Probate Court in this same 


email.  This email order, without due process or proper service, is a violation of the Appellant’s 


due process rights guaranteed by the 14th Amendment and underscores the reckless behavior of 


Judge Singleton.  Canon 2A of the South Carolina Code of Judicial Conduct requires judges 


to act in a manner that promotes public confidence in the integrity and impartiality of the 


judiciary. Judge Singleton’s actions, motivated by personal feelings and retaliation for the filing 


of an appeal, are a clear violation of Canon 3B(2). 


Argument Regarding Issue 2 


The probate court did not properly consider the appellant's right to free speech under the 
First Amendment on October 24, 2023, May 24, 2024 and May 29, 2024  in its accusations 


and orders. 
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On October 24,2023, the appellant was wrongly accused by Judge Singleton of illegally offering 


legal advice and was subsequently banned from the probate court in an email sent to the 


appellant's fiancé and other disinterested parties This accusation was based on hearsay rather 


than direct observation. The appellant's speech—informing a man of his rights—constitutes a 


protected exercise of free speech under the First Amendment. The Supreme Court has 


consistently held that speech on matters of public concern, such as legal rights, is at the core of 


the First Amendment's protections. As stated in Snyder v. Phelps, "The First Amendment reflects 


'a profound national commitment to the principle that debate on public issues should be 


uninhibited, robust, and wide-open, and that it may well include vehement, caustic, and 


sometimes unpleasantly sharp attacks on government and public officials.'" (Snyder v. Phelps, 


562 U.S. 443, 452 (2011)). By banning the appellant from the court without proper justification 


or direct evidence, the probate court infringed upon the appellant's right to free speech. 


On May 24,2024 the appellant filmed himself (Exhibit 2) paying a bill at the clerk’s window, 


unaware of the South Carolina Supreme Court Administrative Order regarding the use of 


electronic devices in courthouses (SCSC AO). The appellant was later sentenced to 10 and 50 


days in jail for this action. While the use of electronic devices can be regulated within 


courtrooms, the appellant's act of filming, particularly in a non-disruptive manner, should be 


considered a form of speech. City of Houston v. Hill reinforces that laws or orders that broadly 


restrict speech must be narrowly tailored and cannot infringe upon fundamental rights without 


compelling justification. As the Court stated, "The First Amendment protects a significant 


amount of verbal criticism and challenge directed at police officers. The Constitution does not 


allow such speech to be made a crime." (City of Houston v. Hill, 482 U.S. 451, 461 (1987)). This 


principle extends to non-disruptive acts of filming, underscoring the need for careful scrutiny to 


avoid unconstitutional restrictions. 


On May 29,2024, the appellant filmed in the lobby of the courthouse, an area not explicitly 


prohibited by the alleged Supreme Court's order. The appellant was immediately arrested and 


sentenced to 10 days in jail without a trial. (Exhibit 3) This action by the probate court is a clear 


violation of the appellant's right to free speech and due process. The lobby of a courthouse is a 


public space where expressive activities, including filming, are protected under the First 


Amendment.  The “right under the First and Fourteenth Amendments guaranteeing freedom of 
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speech and of assembly, and freedom to petition the Government for a redress of grievances” 


(Brown v. Louisiana, 383 U.S. 131 (1966)).   


Argument Regarding Issue 3 


The probate court erred in exceeding its jurisdiction by criminally prosecuting the 
appellant for direct criminal contempt of a South Carolina Supreme Court Administrative 


Order on use Electronic Devices in Courthouses (SCSC AO) dated March 09, 2023. 


The Probate Court prosecuting the appellant for direct criminal contempt exceeded its 


jurisdictional authority. The probate court in South Carolina is a court of limited jurisdiction, as 


clearly established in Matter of Howard, 315 S.C. 356, 434 S.E.2d 254 (1993), and outlined in 


Title 62-1-302 of the South Carolina Code. As stated in Matter of Howard, "The jurisdiction of 


the probate court extends to subject matter related to estates of decedents. Because the estate 


asserts no interest in the gun, the issue of title to the gun is not subject matter related to the estate 


of the decedent. Accordingly, the probate court had no jurisdiction to determine that issue." 


Given this limitation, the Probate Court’s attempt to prosecute the appellant for criminal 


contempt, a matter unrelated to the administration of estates, appears to be beyond its authorized 


scope. Additionally, there does not appear to be any history of criminal trials taking place in the 


probate court in South Carolina, further supporting the argument that this action exceeded the 


court’s jurisdiction. This will be a precedent setting case, if upheld.   


The rationale for prosecuting the appellant stems from an alleged violation of a South Carolina 


Supreme Court Administrative Order regarding the use of electronic devices in courthouses 


(SCSC AO). Even if violation of this order could constitute criminal contempt, the probate court 


lacked jurisdiction to hear the criminal contempt.  Since the alleged offense is criminal, does not 


arise from a pending probate matter nor affect the adjudication of any probate case, it falls 


squarely outside the probate court’s limited jurisdiction.  


Argument Regarding Issue 4 


The appellant was not properly informed of the South Carolina Supreme Court 


Administrative Order, through service or notice, or any related restrictions before his 
actions on May 24 or May 29, 2024. 


249






