
From: Bailey, Kimberly
To: Court Of Appeals Filings
Cc: Major, Chris; Bradley, Patrick; Pack, Angie; Lollis, Paula; Dorothy Pierce
Subject: PlanetONE Packaging LLC v. Dorothy Pierce (2025-000490)
Date: Thursday, February 12, 2026 9:22:59 AM
Attachments: Respondent"s Motion to Strike - 2.12.26 12118682.1.pdf

Proof of Service - Respondent’s Motion to Strike Appellant’s “Request For Court Intervention Regarding Service_
12118701.1.pdf
JPB Ltr. to Pierce serving Respondent"s Motion to Strike 12118719.1.pdf

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

Dear Clerk:
 
Please find attached Respondent’s Motion to Strike Appellant’s “Request for
Court Intervention Regarding Service” in the above-referenced matter for filing
with the Court.  We will remit the filing fee to the Court via U.S. mail.  I
have copied Appellant on this email to provide a courtesy copy of the filing as
well as my firm’s cover letter and proof of service, which was mailed today.
 
Thank you and please let me know if you need anything further.
 
Kim Bailey
 
 
Kimberly W. Bailey | Paralegal ​​​​

 

 

ONE North Main, 2nd Floor | Greenville, SC 29601
Direct 864.240.3208 | kbailey@hsblawfirm.com
www.hsblawfirm.com

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential
and may contain information which is legally privileged or otherwise exempt from disclosure.
They are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom this e-mail is
addressed. If you are not one of the named recipients or otherwise have reason to believe that
you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this
message immediately from your computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination,
forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. -hsbpa-
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


The Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh, Circuit Court Judge 


Case No. 2023-CP-37-00232 
Appellate Case No. 2025-000490 


PlanetONE Packaging, LLC, ......................................................................................... Respondent, 


v. 


American Pharma Machinery, LLC, and Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy 
Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy Amolo .......................................................................... Defendants, 


OF WHOM Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy 
Amolo is the ...................................................................................................................... Appellant. 


RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO STRIKE APPELLANT’S “REQUEST FOR COURT 
INTERVENTION REGARDING SERVICE” 


Respondent PlanetONE Packaging, LLC (“Respondent”), pursuant to Rules 240, 260, 262, 


269, SCACR, hereby moves this Court to strike Appellant Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells 


a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy Amolo’s (“Appellant”) “Request for Court 


Intervention Regarding Service (Request for Registered Email Service or Clerk-Assisted Service” 


emailed to the Court today, February 12, 2026 at 6:24am (hereinafter “Appellant’s Request”).  


Though not properly served on Respondent, Appellant’s Request appears to consist of eight 


(8) pages of single-spaced text that – at best – are but a recital of Appellant’s (now dozens) of 


previously-briefed, unsupported, unappealable, legally inadequate, and factually inaccurate 


arguments concerning this case. It also includes at least eight (8) purported exhibits that expose 
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Appellant’s ongoing frivolous, dilatory, flawed, and inappropriate acts with regard to this matter 


and Respondent. This Court should not entertain Appellant’s Request for a number of reasons, 


including that it asks the Court to excuse Appellant’s failure to follow the rules of this Court 


regarding service by demanding that the Court simply change the rules to allow Appellant to serve 


filings however she sees fit.1 This is tantamount to an admission that she has failed  to effectuate 


service on Respondent under the rules.  See Rule 262(c), SCACR (explaining service requirements 


for represented parties to an appeal); South Carolina Supreme Court’s May 6, 2022 Order 2022-


05-06-04 concerning electronic service (“A self-represented litigant who is not a lawyer admitted 


to practice in this state may consent in writing to be served by e-mail and designate a correct e-


mail address for service.  A lawyer may consent in writing to accept service by e-mail from a self-


represented litigant.”) (emphasis added). Given the number of times this has been raised with 


Appellant, the refusal at this point can only be viewed as willful disregard for this Court and its 


procedures.   Such conduct should not be rewarded. It certainly does not merit a post facto change 


to those procedures to excuse her failure to comply.  Additionally, this filing is the latest example 


of Appellant’s attempt to effectively seek (via serial, erroneous filings) perpetual rehearing of its 


never-ending, failed arguments. See, e.g. Rule 240(i), SCACR (“The court will not entertain 


petitions for rehearing on a motion or petition unless the action of the court on the motion or 


petition has the effect of dismissing or finally deciding a party's appeal.”) (emphasis added).  


1 Appellant not only attempts to justify her failure to follow the service rules, she bizarrely 
complains that Respondents have been following the rules of service by mailing service copies to 
the address that Appellant has included in the signature block in her submissions to this Court as 
well as in her signature block of each purported “proof of service” filed with this Court.  It is 
Appellant’s responsibility to provide the Court with a valid address that may be used for service 
via U.S. mail and other recognized U.S. courier services. If Appellant has relocated without 
notifying the Court, as appears from her last filing, that is yet another sign of her disregard for this 
Court and the other litigants.     
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Accordingly, Respondent asks this Court to grant its pending Motion to Dismiss and to 


reject any and all purported filings that are pending from Appellant given the need for finality 


regarding Appellant’s conduct and current appeal effort. Rule 260(a), SCACR (“Whenever it 


appears that an appellant or a petitioner has failed to comply with the requirements of these Rules, 


the clerk shall issue an order of dismissal, which shall have the same force and effect as an order 


of the appellate court”); Rule 269, SCACR (“Where an appeal, petition, motion or return is 


frivolous or taken solely for the purposes of delay, or is not in compliance with these Rules, the 


appellate court may upon its own motion or that of a party, after ten (10) days notice, impose upon 


offending attorneys or parties such sanctions as the circumstances of the case and discouragement 


of like conduct in the future may require.”). 


Should the Court desire additional briefing other than what has already been provided by 


Respondent in this matter, Respondent would request the Court’s direction and leave to 


supplement this Motion if the Court believes full briefing has not been presented on the issues 


before it.  For the sake of time and judicial resources, Respondent incorporates its arguments and 


factual and procedural discussions from its prior filings in this matter.  


Accordingly, Respondent asks this Court to grant its pending and fully briefed Motion to 


Dismiss, sanction Appellant accordingly, award Respondent attorneys’ fees and costs, and moot 


Appellant’s Request filed today regarding service.  


Alternatively, Respondent asks that this Court strike Appellant’s Request regarding service 


due to its inappropriate, misplaced, and dilatory nature and given that granting such Request would 


not finally decide this appeal under Rule 240(i), SCACR and, thus would only encourage 


additional filings like the Request to continue from Appellant.   
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Respectfully submitted, 


HAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A. 


s/ Christopher B. Major 
Christopher B. Major (SC Bar No. 72872) 
J. Patrick Bradley (SC Bar No. 103608) 
ONE North Main Street, 2nd Floor 
P.O. Box 2048 (29602) 
Greenville, SC 29601 
(864) 240-3200 
cmajor@hsblawfirm.com
pbradley@hsblawfirm.com


Attorneys for Respondent PlanetONE Packaging, 
LLC


February 12, 2026 
Greenville, South Carolina  








THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


The Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh, Circuit Court Judge 


Case No. 2023-CP-37-00232 
Appellate Case No. 2025-000490 


PlanetONE Packaging, LLC, ......................................................................................... Respondent, 


v. 


American Pharma Machinery, LLC, and Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy 
Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy Amolo .......................................................................... Defendants, 


OF WHOM Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a Queen Dorothy 
Amolo is the ...................................................................................................................... Appellant. 


PROOF OF SERVICE 


I, the undersigned counsel for Respondent, do hereby certify that I have on February 12, 2026, 


caused Respondent’s Motion to Strike Appellant’s “Request For Court Intervention Regarding 


Service” to be served via U.S. Mail on the opposing party of record, Appellant, who is proceeding 


pro se in this matter, at the address shown below:


Dorothy Pierce, pro se 
750 Mourning Dove Lane 
Seneca, SC 29678


____________________________________  
J. Patrick Bradley, S.C. Bar #103608 
Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A. 
P.O. Box 2048 
Greenville, SC  29602  
864.240.3200 / pbradley@hsblawfirm.com








February 12, 2026 


VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL 


Dorothy Pierce, pro se 
750 Mourning Dove Lane 
Seneca, SC 29678 


RE:  PlanetONE Packaging, LLC v. American Pharma Machinery, LLC, and  
Dorothy Pierce a/k/a Dorothy Wells a/k/a Dorothy Aleweny a/k/a 
Queen Dorothy Amolo 
C.A. No. 2023-CP-37-00232 
Appellate Case No. 2025-000490 


Ms. Pierce: 


Please find enclosed for service upon you the following: 


1. Respondent’s Motion to Strike Appellant’s “Request For Court Intervention 
Regarding Service;” and  


2. Proof of Service for the same. 


These have also been filed with the Clerk of Court for the South Carolina Court of 
Appeals as of the date of this correspondence.   


Sincerely yours, 


HAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A. 


J. Patrick Bradley 


Enclosures 


HAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A. 
ONE NORTH MAIN STREET, 2ND FLOOR 
P.O. BOX 2048 (29602) 
GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA 29601 
MAIN  864.240.3200 
FAX  864.240.3300 
www.hsblawfirm.com


J. PATRICK BRADLEY
DIRECT 864.240.4567 
pbradley@hsblawfirm.com 








