From: Brittany Anderson

To: Heid, Emily; Court Of Appeals Filings
Cc: com; randy.a .com; jyo.rer om; Court Of Appeals Filings
Subject: Case No. 2026-000586 Clarification Re: February 5 Filing and Court Transmission Failure
Date: Thursday, March 12, 2026 10:04:16 AM
Attachments: Emergency motion nforcement pendin | with f Is 2.pdf
Notice of appeal with SC court of Appeals 2.pdf
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image1.ong

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

Dear Clerk

I want to clarify the timeline and respectfully request reconsideration.

On February 5, 2026, I filed a Notice of Appeal and Emergency Motion to Stay with the lower court AND served Randy A. Skinner and Jyothi Guduru via email with both
documents attached. I have attached proof of that February 5 email with timestamped delivery to both parties.

The reason the Court of Appeals had no notice until March 10 is because the lower court failed to transmit the case to the Court of Appeals after my February filing. That
transmission failure was an administrative error by the lower court — not a failure on my part.

I served the opposing party properly on February 5. I filed properly in February. I cannot be penalized for the lower court’s failure to transmit my case.

1 respectfully request:

1. Reconsideration of the dismissal based on the transmission failure

2. An emergency stay of the writ of ejectment pending reconsideration

Attached: February 5, 2026 email to Randy Skinner and Jyothi Guduru with Notice of Appeal and Emergency Motion to Stay.

Respectfully,

Brittany Marie Anderson
Pro Se Appellant
864-894-0458

Case No. 2026-000586”
Sent from my iPhone

Again here is the proof of email I sent him on Feb 5th the day I filed my appeal with the SCCOA
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IN THE SC COURT OF APPEALS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ;
) FROM THE SC COURT OF COMMMON
PLEAS
E
NI 08 GREENVIEL % Case number -2025-CP-2306566
Brittany Marie Anderson g
Appellant )
) EMERGENCY MOTION TO STAY
ENFORCEMENT PENDING APPEAL
vs. )
)
)
Buddha Estates LLC )
)
Respondant )

COMES NOW Appellant, Brittany Anderson, pro s¢ and respectfully moves this Court

for an emergency stay of enforcement of any writ of ejectment pending appeal, and

signing of the undertaking amoung pursuant to Rule 225, SCACR, Rule 62, SCRCP, and

this Court’s inherent authority to preserve its appellate jurisdiction. In support thereof,

Appellant states as follows:

1. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND AND POSTURE

1. This matter originated as a landlord-tenant eviction action in magistrate court.

5 The merits of the eviction were never heard. At the initial magistrate court
hearing, a scheduling and timing mix-up prevented Appellant from presenting her
defense. That same day, Appellant timely filed a Notice of Appeal to the Court of

Common Pleas.





3. Following the appeal, the magistrate court conducted a bond hearing, at which

Appellant was ordered to post a bond exceeding $4,000.

4. At the time the bond was imposed, Appellant had an approved Affidavit of In

Forma Pauperis on file, yet the magistrate court did not meaningfully consider

Appellant’s indigency or inability to pay when setting the bond amount.

5. Appellant was wholly unable to afford the bond, effectively preventing appellate

review.

6. On December 9, the Court of Common Pleas held a hearing. That hearing was

limited solely to the issue of the bond; no testimony or evidence regarding the

merits of the eviction was permitted or considered.

7. The Court took the bond issue under advisement for more than one month.

8. While the bond issue remained undecided, Respondent filed a Motion to Dismiss

the appeal.

9. Shortly before the Motion to Dismiss was scheduled to be heard, the Court issued

a ruling upholding the bond and dismissing the entire appeal, without affording
Appellant any opportunity to be heard on the merits of the eviction.

10. As a result, Appellant’s appeal was dismissed procedurally, not substantively, and
no court has ever adjudicated the merits of the eviction.

11. Appellant timely filed a Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend, which was denied.

12. Appellant now seeks appellate review and emergency relief to prevent eviction

that would render this appeal moot before the merits can ever be addressed.

IL STANDARD FOR STAY PENDING APPEAL





In determining whether t0 grant 2 stay

o whether serious quest

o whether irreparable harm will occtf absent a stays

. whetherthe palance of equities favors a stays and

. whetherastay serves the public interest.

See Rule 225, SCACR; Rule 62, SCRCP.

A stay is particularly appropriate where enforcement would mo

the appellate court of meaningful review.

111 ARGUMENT

A. This Appeal Raises Serious, Non-Frivolous Issues

This appeal presents substantial questions, including:

pending appeals courts consider:

o whether dismissal of an eviction appeal based solely on failure to post a bond —

without meaningful consideration of an approved pauperis status—violates due

process and access to appellate review;

ot the appeal and deprive

o whet . e . .
her enforcing eviction prior to appellate review improperly moots the appeal;
2
. 57 _— .
hether a procedural dismissal functioned asa de facto merits determination
without any evidentiary hearing.

These issu i
es are serious and warrant appellate consideration.






B. Eviction Constitutes Irreparable Harm

Absent a stay, Appellant faces immediate loss of housing.

Eviction constitutes irreparable harm, as possession cannot be restored through monetary

relief after the fact. Once eviction occurs, the appeal becomes effectively moot.

C. The Balance of Equities Favors Preserving the Status Quo

Granting a stay preserves the status quo while this Court reviews the appeal.

e Any harm to Respondent is financial and temporary.

e Harm to Appellant is immediate, irreversible, and disproportionate.

Equity favors restraint where enforcement would foreclose appellate review.

D. Prospective Rent as an Equitable Alternative (Without Conceding Bond or

Arrears)

Without conceding the validity of any prior bond requirement, arrearage determination,
or ability to satisfy an undertaking, and solely to preserve this Court’s appellate
jurisdiction, Appellant represents that she is willing to pay ongoing rent prospectively

during the pendency of this appeal, if the Court deems such a condition equitable.

This representation is offered as an alternative to eviction, not as an undertaking or

admission of financial capacity to satisfy a bond or past-due amounts.

E. Additional Issues Preserved for Appellate Review






Appellant further notes that additional issues exist that have never been adjudicated

including allegations that Respondent engaged in self-help eviction conduct by

terminating gas and hot-water service to the rental property during the pendency of the

eviction proceedings, as well as post-hearing alterations to the rental ledger after

Appellant sought judicial review.

These issues underscore the necessity of preserving the status quo S0 that appellate

review is not rendered meaningless.

G. Public Interest Supports a Temporary Stay

The public interest favors preserving access to appellate courts, avoiding premature
eviction, and ensuring orderly judicial review rather than irreversible enforcement.

STATUTORY UNDERTAKING PURSUANT TO S.C. CODE § 27-40-800
1. Appellant hereby signs this undertaking as required by law to stay the execution

of the Writ of Ejectment.
ic rent of 1697.00 to the

2. Appellant promises and undertakes to pay the period

Clerk of Court for Greenville County as it becomes due periodically after the

jud gment was entered.
all be made on or before March 1,

3. The first payment under this undertaking sh

2026, and subsequent payments shall be made on the Ist of each month thereafter

during the pendency of this appeal. .~ - -





4. Appellant moves the Court to stay execution on the judgment for ejectment until

this matter is heard and decided on appeal.

Brittany Anderson

Appellant Pro Se

IV. REQUEST FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that this Court:

1. Grant an immediate stay of enforcement of any writ of ejectment pending appeal;

2. Alternatively, issue a temporary or ad ministrative stay while this motion is under
consideration;

3. Grant any stay with or without undertaking.

4. Grant such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.





Respectfully submitted,

12 et UM~

Brittany Anderson
Appellant, Pro Se
118 Roundtree Drive
Simpsonville SC 29681

864-894-0458

Brittanderson3@icloud.com

Date: ?/[ %—/LZ—@
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of the following documents:

e Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement Pending Appeal
e Proposed Order on Emergency Motion to Stay

e [Exhibit List and attached Exhibits

upon counsel for Respondent by electronic mail on this 5t day of February, 2026,

address by Email.

Attorney for Respondent, Buddha Estates, LLC
Email: rskinner@skinnerlawfirm.com

Brittany Anderson

Appellant, Pro Se

EXHIBIT LIST





In Support of Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement Pending Appeal

Exhibit A — Order of the Court of Common Pleas dismissing Appellant’s appeal of the

magistrate court eviction judgment.

Exhibit B — Order of the Court of Common Pleas denying Appellant’s Rule 59(e) Motion

to Alter or Amend.
auperis / Pauper’s Affidavit, as

Exhibit C — Appellant’s approved Affidavit of In Forma P

accepted by the magistrate court.

Exhibit D — Writ of Ejectment served on Appellant on February 5%, 2026.

PROPOSED ORDER

On Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement Pending Appeal





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

FORM 4 b S

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Greenville

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CASENO. 2025CP2306566

Brittany Marie Anderson Buddha Estates Llc
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
[] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.
& DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
[]  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):[ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;[ ] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [_] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);
[]other
[[]  ACTIONSTRICKEN (CHECK REASON):[ ] Rule40(j), SCRCP; [ ] Bankruptcy;
D Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;
[Jother
[] STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
[:] DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

Affirmed; [ ] Reversed; [ ] Remanded;
Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

ITISORDERED AND ADJUDGED: DSeeatlached order (formal order to follow)SIatement of Judgment

by the Court:

denied.

Appellant's Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend Judgment was filed on 2/03/2026. Appeallant's
motion to alter or Amend the order upholding the magistrate's bond and eviction ruling is

This order [ ends ] does not end the case.

ORDER INFORMATION
[] see Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a

copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 02/04/2026 .

L

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/201 7)

/3
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF Greenville

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 20250p2306566

EAWim;a

Brittany Marie Anderson Buddha Estates Llc

PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court.
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

D ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):[ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;D Rule 41(a),

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [_] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);
[Jother

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):[ ] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [_] Bankruptcy;

[[]Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;

[Jother
D STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
]

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
BAffimwed; [] Reversed; [] Remanded;
Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT ISORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ ] See attached order (formal order to follow) [X] Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

Appellant's appeal was heard on 12/9/2025. The court finds that there was no error of law and
affirms the magistrate court's ruling.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [X] ends [ ] does not end the case. [] see Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a

copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 01/29/2026 .

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERSSERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 1 of 2

L
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EX Gia @C

“f™\ SOUTH CAROLINA

JUDICIAL BRANCH
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE MAGISTRATES COURT
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE )
)
Buddha Estates LLC, ) BOND TO STAY EXECUTION
Landlord ) ON APPEAL
)
v. )
) Civil Case No. 2025CV2310204248
Brittany Anderson, )
Tenant(s). )

TO: Circuit Court

Now comes the Tenant(s) in the above-entitled action and respectfully shows the Court that a Judgrpent of
Execution was issued against the Tenant(s) and for the Landlord on October 15, 2025, by the Magistrate.

Tenant(s) has appealed the Judgment to the Circuit Court.

Pursuq\ to the findings of the Magistrate, the Tenant(s) is obligated to pay rent in the amount of

$,Ui.5___d per month, due on the 1st day of each month. Paymenis are to be madeb cr?j cashier's

check, or money order tow, located at E 0. BOX l t i:ﬂz WODAW‘(’\Z e i - 214
Gvicnnile s 2aU0t

Tenant(s) hereby undertakes to pay the periodic rent hereinafter due according to the aforesaid findings of

the Court and moves the Circuit Court to stay execution on the Judgment for Ejection until this matter is

heard on appeal and decided by the Circuit Court.

Bond: $ 4 "H “30, due within five (5) days of today’s date. Rent in the amount of
- is due on the 1% day of the month and is late after the 5" day of the month. All

monies are due via certified funds until the appeal is resolved. All litigants must comply with the
Bond to Stay until the appea! is resolved.

Dated on October 15, 2025:

/%;m{ A LZ C’C/{/C/f‘
Tenant(s)

Upon execution of the above bond, execution on the judgment of Ejectment is hereby stayed until the
action is heard appeal and decided by the Circuit Court. If Tenant(s) fails to make any rental payment
within five days of the due date, upon application of the Landlord, the stay of execution shall dissolve, the
appeal by the Tenant(s) to the Circuit Court on issues dealing with possession must be dismissed, and
the Sheriff may dispossess the Tenant(s). ,

Dated on Oglpber 15/2025:

SCCA 657 (Revised 12/2024)

99590€Zd0SZ0Z#3SV - SY31d NOWOD - ITTIANITYO - WV bri6 £2190 5202 - 0314 ATIVOINOYLOTT





2025CV2310204248

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
CIVIL CASE NUMBER

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE
IN THE MAGISTRATE’S COURT

WRIT OF EJECTMENT

Buddha Estates, Llc (P ~
Po Box 965 ‘*;{!7;,37 @ @ y

Greer, SC 29652
(864) 326-7882

PLAINTIFF(S) 5 eacy must be vacated é/ - Q—QQ

Vs = To0eIty
Brittany Marie Anderson And All - e A - _
Orliers within 24 hours vyt S wﬂ/"\

118 Roundtree Dr
Simpsonville, SC 29681

DEFENDANT(S)
TO THE SHERIFF/MAGISTRATE'S CONSTABLE:

Upon Judgment of this Court, rendered on the 21st day of October, 2025,
the premises located at 118 Roundtree Dr

Simpsonville, SC 29681. ) )
Announce your identity and purpose and serve on the defendant(s) and all occupants a cOpY of this Writ of

Ejectment. Inform them they have twenty four (24) hours to voluntarily vacate the premises. If the premises appear
unoccupied and no one responds to your announced identity and purpose, the Writ of Ejectment shall be served by
securely attaching a copy of the Writ in a conspicuous place on the premises.

If after 24 hours following the service or posting of the Writ, the occupants have not voluntarily vacated the
premises, a deputy sheriff may enter the premises using only as much force as is necessary to effectuate the Ejectment.

Upon gaining access, you shall remove from the premises any occupants and all items of personal property
found on the premises. Such property may be deposited beside the public street or roadway. All personal property
removed from the premises and placed on a public street or roadway may be removed by the proper local government
agency after forty eight (48) hours, excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays. Such prpperty may also be removed in
the normal course of debris or trash collection before or after a period of forty eight (48) hours.

|
N
February 2, 2026 !/ /{ A |

South Greenville vSummary Court

N N N N N N

you are hereby Ordered to proceed to

, being duly sworn state that:

O I personally served a copy of this Writ on , an occupant of the rental unit

] .On i 20 _ at the rental unit appeared unoccupied and no one responded when I announced my identity and
intentions. I attached a copy of this Writ to a conspicuous part of the premise.

O On 20 at which was not less than 24 h i i
> ) ours from the posting dat i
e 7 e posting date and time, I returned to the rental unit
O Under my supervision, I i i i
roadside.y pervision, I had all persons and personal property removed and evicted from the rental unit placing all personal property beside the
O The rental unit was unoccupied. The Tenant and all occupants had vacated the unit.
O Informed by Plaintiff that case is settled.

Date: ,20

Sheriff/Deputy Sheriftf/Constable

MVI110 (Rev. 1/2015)






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE SC COURT OF APPEALS
)
) FROM THE SC COURT OF COMMMON
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ) PLEAS
Biittany Masis Avdeson % Case number -2025-CP-2306566
)
Appellant ) NOTICE OF APPEAL
)
Vs. )
)
Buddha Estates LLC ;
)
Respondant )

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Appellant, Brittany Anderson, hereby appeals to the South

Carolina Court of Appeals from the following orders of the Court of Common Pleas:

1. The Order dismissing Appellant’s appeal of the magistrate court eviction

judgment; and

2. The Order denying Appellant’s Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend.

This appeal is taken pursuant to Rule 203, South Carolina Appellate Court Rules

(SCACR).

02

(371

39 4
G319, "o 3
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Respectfully submitted, . @/{\/\\






 Appellant, Pro Se

3y

" Date: Z

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE






I hereby certify that | Served a trye and ¢o rrec

| t copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal
upon counse] for Respondent by elect

Tonic maj] op this Sth day of February, 2026,
addressed ag follows:

Randy Skinner,

Attorney for R%pondent, Buddha Estates, LLC
Email: rskinner@skinnerlawﬁrm.com
Brittany Anderson

Appellant, Pro Se

118 Roundtree drive

Simpsonville SC 29681

864-894-0458

Brittanderson3@jicloud.com
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Brittany Anderson 2/5/26

v To: Cc:

Notice of Appeal with sc
court of appeals and and
Emergency Motion to Stay
Filed with sc court of
appeals

Please be advised that today I
filed a Notice of Appeal and
an Emergency Motion to
Stay Enforcement Pending
Appeal with the South
Carolina Court of Appeals in
the above-referenced matter.

File-stamped copies are
attached for your records.

For administrative notice, I
]qcnrn alcn NrAY7q ded notlcp qf

W B8 &« @
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4 Noticeof A... A Vv

File-stamped copies are
attached for your records.

For administrative notice, I
have also provided notice of

the appellate filing to the
Sheriff’s Office.

Respectfully,
Brittany Anderson

Notice of appeal with SC

court of Appeals.pdf ('i'l
981 KB

Emergency motion to

stay enforcement... ('i'l
5.7 MB

Sent from my iPhone

W B8 &« @
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filed a Notice of Appeal and
an Emergency Motion to
Stay Enforcement Pending
Appeal with the South
Carolina Court of Appeals in
the above-referenced matter.

File-stamped copies are
attached for your records.

For administrative notice, |
]’]O‘ ra alan nrnw]ded notlcp qf

O K ]
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File-stamped copies are
attached for your records.

For administrative notice, |
have also provided notice of

the appellate filing to the
Sheriff’s Office.

Respecttully,
Brittany Anderson

Notice of appeal with SC

court of Appeals.pdf m
981 KB

Emergency motion to

stay enforcement... m
5.7 MB



Sent from my iPhone

W B &« 4]

On Mar 12, 2026, at 9:51 AM, Heid, Emily <eheid@sccourts.org> wrote:

| am forwarding your email to ctappfilings@sccourts.org. We typically do not respond directly via email. To ensure timely processing, please email all filings and correspondence to
ctappfilings@sccourts.org.

Emily Heid

Appeals Specialist I

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Ph: (803) 734-1890

From: Brittany Anderson <brittanderson3@icloud.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2026 9:48 AM

To: Heid, Emily <eheid@sccourts.org>

Cc: rskinner@skinnerlawfirm.com; randy.a.skinner@gmail.com; jyo.rentals@gmail.com
Subject: Re: Brittany M. Anderson v. Buddha Estates, LLC

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

Dear Clerk of Court,
<image0O1.png>
<image002.png>

| am writing in urgent response to the Order of Dismissal filed March 12, 2026 in the above-referenced case.

The order states that proof of service shows service on March 10, 2026 and dismisses my appeal on that basis. This is factually incorrect.

| served Respondent’s counsel Randy A. Skinner, Esquire via email on February 5, 2026, with both the Notice of Appeal and Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement attached.
Jyothi Guduru was copied on that same email. | have attached that timestamped email as proof.

| respectfully request:

1.

Emergency reconsideration of the dismissal order

2.

An emergency administrative stay of the writ of ejectment pending reconsideration

| am a pro se appellant and this dismissal was based on a factual error. | am prepared to drive to Columbia today to file in person if required.

Respectfully,

Brittany Marie Anderson
Appellant Pro Se
864-894-0458

Case No. 2026-000586"
Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 12, 2026, at 9:14 AM, Heid, Emily <eheid @sccourts.org> wrote:

Good Morning,

Attached please find correspondence from the Court of Appeals.

Any parties not included in this email will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.
Do not respond to this email. Send all correspondence to ctappfilings@sccourts.org.

Emily Heid

Appeals Specialist I


mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:eheid@sccourts.org
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Ph: (803) 734-1890

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential. If you are
not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have received this message in error,
please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of the message and any attachments.

<Anderson v. Buddha - dismissal order.pdf>



