From: Loretta Maddox

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: fnsmith@bellsouth.net; Fletcher Smith; rduncan@kinglawoffices.com; Gresham, Jay
Subject: Sylvester Jackson v Charles "Bennie" Smith Appellate Case 2025-001623

Date: Friday, March 27, 2026 1:30:25 PM

Attachments: Enoree Fork Motion to reinstate.pdf

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

Please see the attached Motion to Reinstate in the above named matter.

Best regards,

Loretta Maddox

Legal Administrator to Fletcher N. Smith, Jr., Esq.
112 Wakefield St. (29601)

PO BOX 10496

Greenville, SC 29603

loretta@piedmontlegal.com


mailto:Loretta@piedmontlegal.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:fnsmith@bellsouth.net
mailto:fsmith@piedmontlegal.com
mailto:rduncan@kinglawoffices.com
mailto:jgresham@greenvillecounty.org

FLETCHER N. SMITH, JR., ESQ.
FLETCHER N. SMITH ATTORNEY AT LAW, LLC
112 Wakefield Street
P.0O. Box 10496
Greenville, South Carolina 29603
Telephone: (864) 232-6541
S.C. Bar No.: 5165

March 27, 2026

VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL AND ELECTRONIC FILING
Catherine S. Harrison

Chief Deputy Clerk

The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Post Office Box 11629
Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re:  Sylvester Jackson v. Charles "Bennie" Smith
Appellate Case No. 2025-001623

Dear Ms. Harrison:
Please find enclosed for filing in the above-referenced matter the following documents:
1. Motion to Reinstate Appeal;
2. Proof of Service; and
3. Filing fee in the amount of $50.00.

As set forth in the enclosed Motion, undersigned counsel did not receive the Clerk's letter
dated December 16, 2025, or any prior electronic communications from the Clerk's dfﬁce
regarding the status of this appeal. The transcript was not received by counsel until January 5,
2026. Counsel respectfully submits that good cause exists for reinstatement of this appeal and

requests that this Court vacate the Order of Dismissal filed March 19, 2026.






Copies of the enclosed Motion and Proof of Service have been served upon all counsel of
record by electronic mail and first-class mail as indicated in the Proof of Service.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you

require any additional information.

Very truly yours,

s/Fletcher N. Smith, Jr.
FLETCHER N. SMITH, JR., ESQ.
S.C. Bar No.: 5165

Enclosures (3)

ceC: Rustin Bryce Duncan, Esquire
Garrett Miller Simpson, Esquire
Patrick Ian Toomey, Esquire






THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY

In The Court Of Common Pleas

Patrick C. Fant III Circuit Court Judge
Appellate Case No. 2025-001623

ENOREE FORK BAPTIST CHURCH Plaintiff,

vs. _
Sylvester Jackson, Stepping-Stone Ministries, Inc., William M. Landreth, Landreth

Properties, LL.C, Cordell Porter, Ponald Cox, Exrnest Murray, Crescom Bank/Formerly
Greer State Bank, and Rodney Butler

Defendants.

AND
SYLVESTER JACKSON, KAREN ROBINSON, MICHAEL ROBINSON, DOROTHY
WILLIAMS, JOHN WOODFOLK, ERNEST "TERRY" MURRAY, DONALD COX,
TIMOTHY MCBEE, DERRICK COX, REGINALD JACKSON, WILLIE FOSTER,
CYNTHIA ROBINSON, ZELMA BROWN, TELEK COBB, SARAH THOMASON, and
THURSHIA JAMISON-JACKSON,

Respondents,

v,
CHARLES "BENNIE" SMITH, ROBIN SMITH, LARRY DAWKINS, MABLE

DAWKINS, JIMMY DAVIS, BRENDA DAVIS, DOROTHY THOMASON, L.C.
THOMASON, and JAMES SIMS,

Appellants.






MOTION TO REINSTATE APPEAL

Appellants Charles "Bennic" Smith, Robin Smith, Larry Dawkins, Mable Dawkins, Jimmy
Davis, Brenda Davis, Dorothy Thomason, L.C. Thomason, and James Sims, by and through
undersigned counsel, respectfully move this Honorable Court pursuant to Rule 225(d), SCACR,
and the inherent authority of this Court to reinstate the above-captioned appeal, which was
6ismissed by Order of this Court filed March 19, 2026. In supj;)ort of this Motion, Appellants would

show the Court as follows:

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

On or about August 15, 2025, Appellants timely filed a Notice of Intent to Appeal from six
orders entered by the Honorable Patrick C. Fant I, Circuit Court Judge, including the Primary
Order entered July 31, 2025, and five additional orders entered August 12, 2025. On Aungust 18,
2025, Appellants filed the Notice of Appeal, Petition for Writ of Supersedeas, Memorandum in
Support of Petition for Writ of Supersedeas and Affidavit of Clarissa Robinson, and the Motion
for Notice of Appearance and Limited Representation for Non-Party Church Entity Pursuant to
Rule 240, SCACR. The appeal was docketed as Appellate Case No. 2025~001623.

On December 16, 2025, the Clerk of this Court, by and through Deputy Clerk Jasmine D.
Smith, issued a letter to undersigned counsel advising that the transcript in this matter should have
been delivered, that no extension had been granted to the court reporter, that counsel had not
notified the Court of any failure to receive the transcript, and that no initial brief had been received.

The letier directed counsel to advise the Court of the status of the transcript within ten days or the






appeal would be dismissed. The letter was copied to Rustin Bryce Duncan, Esquire, Garrett Miller
Simpson, Esquire, and Patrick lan Toomey, Esquire.

On March 19, 2026, this Court entered an Order dismissing this appeal on the ground that
Appellants had failed to provide a status update regarding delivery of the transcript and to file
Appellants' initial brief as required by Rules 207 and 208, SCACR, and this Court's letter dated
December 16, 2025. The Order further stated that no further action would be taken on the Motion
for Notice of Appearancerand Limited Representation for Non-Party Church Entity filed August
19, 2025, due to the dismissal. The Order directed that the remittitur be sent as provided by Rule

221(b), SCACR.

GROUNDS FOR REINSTATEMENT: GOOD CAUSE SHOWN

A, Counsel Did Not Receive the December 16, 2025 Letter or Prior Electronic
Communications from the Clerk's Office.

Undersigned counsel did not receive the December 16, 2025 letter from the Clerk's Office,
whether by electronic mail or otherwise. Counsel likewise did not receive any prior electronic
communications from the Clerk's Office regarding the status of this appeal, scheduling orders, or
deadlines for the filing of the transcript or initial brief. Counsel maintained a valid and functioning
email address on file with this Court at all times relevant to this appeal, and the failure of delivery
was not the result of any negligence, inattention, or deliberate disregard on the part of counsel.

Because counsel did not receive the December 16, 2025 letter, counsel had no knowledge
that the Court had directed a response within ten days or that the appeal was in jeopardy of
dismissal. The first notice counsel received of the dismissal was the Order of this Court filed March

19, 2026. The non-receipt of the Clerk's communications deprived Appellants and their counsel of






any meaningful opportunity to respond to the Court's inquiry, to advise the Court of the status of

the transcript, or to take any corrective action prior to dismissal.

B. The Transcript Was Not Received Until January 5, 2026.

The transcript in this matter was not received by Appellants' counsel until January 5, 2026,
when it was transmitted by email from Velvet Mills, Transcript Manager at Legal Eagle, Inc., 107
LeGrand Boulevard, Greenville, South Carolina 29607, The transmittal email from Ms. Mills
stated that the transcript and invoice for the above-referenced matter were attached and invited
counsel to contact Legal Eagle with any concerns after review. Significantly, the transcript was
not delivered until January 5, 2026, which was after the expiration of the ten-day period established
by the Court's December 16, 2025 letter. Thus, even had counsel received the December 16 letter,
counsel could not have filed the initial brief within the time contemplated by the Court because
the transcript had not yet been prepared and delivered. The delay in the preparation and delivery
of the transcript was entirely beyond the control of Appellants and their counsel. Had counsel
received the December 16, 2025 letter, counsel would have promptly notified this Court that the
transcript had not yet been received and would have taken all steps required by Rule 207, SCACR,
including contacting the South Carolina Office of Court Administration. The transcript has now
been in counsel's possession since January 5, 2026, and counsel is prepared to proceed immediately
with the preparation and filing of the Record on Appeal and the Initial Brief upon reinstatement of

this appeal.

C. The Appeal Raises Substantial and Meritorious Issues.
The issues presented in this appeal are substantial, meritorious, and of significant
constitutional importance. The appeal challenges six orders of the circuit court that purport to bind

Enoree Fork Baptist Church as an entity despite the Church never having been named as a party





in any of the undetlying consolidated actions. The.Primary Order entered July 31, 2025, orders the
Church to conduct a court-supervised congregational meeting, reinstates individuals to church
membership and leadership positions, and retains ongoing judicial supervision over church
governance. These orders raise fundamental questions of subject matter jurisdiction over a non-
party entity, First Amendment protections under the Establishment and Free Exercise Clauses of
the United States Constitution, procedural due process under the Fourteenth Amendment, religious
freedom protections under Article I, Section 2 of the South Carolina Constitution and the South
Carolina Religious Ffeedorn Act, and the ecclesiastical abstention doctrine as established in
Watson v. Jones, 80 U.S. 679 (1872), Présbyterian Church v. Hull Church, 393 U.S. 440 (1969),
Hosanna-Tabor Evangelical Lutheran Church v. EEOC, 565 U.S. 171 (2012), and their South
Carolina progeny including Knotts v, Williams, 319 S.C. 473 (1995), and Ira Banks v. St. Matthew
Baptist Church, 406 S.C. 156 (2013).

The Appellants and the non-party Church entity would be irreparably prejudiced if this
appeal were not reinstated and these critical constitutional issues were not reviewed by this Couut.
Dismissal on procedural grounds occasioned by circumstances entirely beyond the control of
counsel would effectively insulate from appellate review circuit court orders that impose ongoing

governmental entanglement with the internal affairs of a religious organization.

D. No Prejudice to Respondents.

No prejudice will result to the Respondents from the reinstatement of this appeal. The
Respondents will have full opportunity to respond to Appellants' brief and to present their
arguments to this Court. The interests of justice are best served by a determination of this appeal

on the merits rather than by a procedural dismissal occasioned by the non-receipt of the Clerk's






communications and the delayed delivery of the transcript, neither of which was within the control

of Appeliants or their counsel.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, and for good cause shown, Appellants respectfully request that
this Honorable Court reinstate Appellate Case No. 2025-001623, vacate the Order of Dismissal
filed March 19, 2026, ’and grant Appellants a reasonable period of time within which to file the
Record on Appeal and Appellants' Initial Brief. Appellants further request that this Couﬂ reinstate
the pending Motion for Notice of Appearance and Limited Representation for Non-Party Church.
Entity Pursuant to Rule 240, SCACR, which was mooted by the dismissal. Appellants further

request such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.
Respectfully Submitted,

s/Fletcher N. Smith, Ir.

FLETCHER N. SMITH, JR., ESQ.
S.C. Bar No.: 5165

P.O. Box 10496, F.S.

112 WAKEFIELD STREET
Greenville, SC 29603

(864) 232-6541

ATTORNEYS FOR THE Appellants

Greenville, South Carolina

Dated: March 27, 2026






THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

Appeal ¥From Greenville County
In The Court Of Common Pleas

Patrick C. Fant 111 Circuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No. 2025-001623

ENOREE FORK BAPTIST CHURCH . Plaintiff,

VS,
Sylvester Jackson, Stepping-Stone Ministries, Inc.,, William M. Landreth, Landreth

Properties, LL.C, Cordell Porter, Donald Cox, Ernest Murray, Crescom Bank/Formerly
Greer State Bank, and Rodney Butler

Defendants.

AND

SYLVESTER JACKSON, KAREN ROBINSON, MICHAEL ROBINSON, DOROTHY
WILLIAMS, JOHN WOODFOLK, ERNEST "TERRY'" MURRAY, DONALD COX,
TIMOTHY MCBEE, DERRICK COX, REGINALD JACKSON, WILLIE FOSTER,
CYNTHIA ROBINSON, ZELMA BROWN, TELEK COBB, SARAH THOMASON, and
THURSHIA JAMISON-JACKSON,

Respondents,

V.
CHARLES "BENNIE" SMITH, ROBIN SMITH, LARRY DAWKINS, MABLE

DAWKINS, JIMMY DAVIS, BRENDA DAVIS, DOROTHY THOMASON, L.C.
THOMASON, and JAMES SIMS,

Appellants.






PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Fletcher N. Smith, Jr., Attorney for the Appellants, do hereby certify and attest that on
this 27th day of March 2026, I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO
REINSTATE APPEAL upon all counsel of record and parties entitled to service by depositing a
copy of same in the United States Postal System, postage prepaid, and by transmiiting a copy by

electronic mail to the following:

PARTY SERVED:

Counsel for Respondents:
Rustin B. Duncan, Esq.
King Law Offices

1320 West Poinsett Strest
Greer, South Carolina 29650
rduncan{@kinglawoffices.com

Garrett Miller Simpson, Esq.
1320 West Poinsett Street
Greer, South Carolina 29650

Patrick Ian Toomey, Esq.
1320 West Poinsett Street
Greer, South Carolina 29650

Greenville County Clerk of Court
305 E North St # 202,
Greenville, SC 29601

Service by: Electronic Mail and First-Class Mail.






By: s/Fletcher N. Smith, Jr.

S.C. Bar No.: 5165

FLETCHER N. SMITH, JR., ESQ.
P.O. Box 10496, F.S.

112 WAKEFIELD STREET
Greenville, SC 29603

(864) 232-6541

ATTORNEYS FOR THE Appellants

Greenville, South Carolina

Dated: March 27, 2026







