THE STATE of SovTH CAhoLTrA
Ta The Speme Coulde

RECEIVE])

AWREAL Ehom tHE CoukT 0F APPEALS AN 28 1%
- SC Court of Appeals

p—

Appdlate Case Ao 2025- 000935

Jarws Senngon Q16408 Apgellant,

Vl

Sodh Catslina Degaitrment of Probetan. Mrkle
and faidon Seuvices, Respand 0t

C oM PLAENT

4 ¢ Daces J;\msan,‘Qléqog, AWel(an—{' in s case asceds that 4the
SC. Cootk a? Appe&\)’ rai\gd H Colect s own el by not ﬁ\lowlv
Awellm{")' Cotlc ched deficieacies 4o be inctpocated by (eheieace 4o
{the o(fj:ﬂd-l 'C'%\:/y Ja‘t@. 4‘)?6“1“{ Was C«jiva\ teq (Io) c(oo/S 4o
cotlect proof of Setvce ewtols and &d so ia the time presccibed
b/ SCACK . Sce Copies of [Rad dsciments s and Lam SC Costtof
Ap()gdlf

| o 2



Stace Appa\\&f\‘l' did not vilate any rule of stabite  he is

entdled & due process and his appes be heatd \n the oc{jinal
do(igcfco{i\f\ of the SC. .Sop(eme_, Coolt, Sce C“\ed AD.“"

WHKEREFORE , Appellant pays thak this Coutl acunts him
Ocigina| Jotesdiction, that his appeal is heacd i bhis
Lju(CSc‘\'c‘kof\ a‘hé '644”’ -ﬂ«e (e\{c‘c (e,tuasjced i {he cppea' be
gronted . As on albeirative Appdlant (eguests that hs appes! be
teinstated and tact the SC Gut a(Appea\f be stdoted 4 proceed

ﬁa\‘ﬂ'\ ‘\.IPS drp&d\' A‘fo\ Ap?cl‘aﬂ+ bd(j.g ‘el‘\g Gbu(-é +o foak fﬂ{o kefsl‘*w
Cotf. _'l:-ns1l. monl (om Yo iasue Aﬁu:{' 4ime Seasibve lg‘jd‘ Mt‘;\,?f‘ I

the ‘Crl'u{e,, \ndﬂc“é’d an .l P(Co(i-‘;zed a5 1€ s ld ‘Q{ a\l '.nmv{'ef bhoused
‘6"3(@ " Af?allaﬂ{' hes e toaed this in peiol le t€eis > the cletle b‘(
SC. gatt of Apfed\f. Ap()g\\)-ﬁ"’ wold @\ so like 4o ave e S;';\in‘s Cee,

Tgfonc&ad ‘
:ﬁnua(f |O, 2026 s/ (D/W‘Z gl?“\_ﬁ__——-

Tetis Joh el b{08, /ﬁ(c Voof
Keeslaw Cout. T ast.

YU Goldmine H7 .St £a3
Ketshaw, S.C. 29067

cC

M. Alon we Issa  Erguce
M. Mtbnew C. Budnaan ,&tyjie
Mo Barton Vinceat, Espice
Ms. Cotherine S- Heqse, Clek

A4 2



- hhﬂ”f"J'HH'Iﬂl"u"ll"ﬂ:’l"f""ih-;'lhﬂn




