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Subject: 2025-001453 Christopher A. Pierce v Foxwood Hills POA
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2025-001453 Respondent"s obj to Appellant"s motion to reinstate appeal.pdf
2025-001453 COS Respondent"s Obj to Appellant"s motion to reinstate appeal.pdf

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

Good afternoon. | have attached the Respondent’s objection to Appellant’s motion to
reinstate the appeal in the above matter. | have also attached the Proof of Service.
Please let me know if you need anything else from me regarding this matter.

John S. Kay
Managing Partner, SC, Hutchens Law Firm LLP

t: 803-726-2700 | f: 803-726-2841
HUTCHENS e: John.Kay@hutchenslawfirm.com | w: www.hutchenslawfirm.com
— LAW FIRM — a: 240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 400 | Columbia, SC 29210
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable David P. Caraker, Jr.

Appellate Case No, 2025-001453

Christopher A, PIrCe, .. uuiviieiiiii e e sie et e e e ntaerenns Appellant

Foxwood Hills Property Owners AsSOCIation,......cccovvveivrirveierinesrierieesrreeivernoenes Respondent,

RESPONDENT’S OBJECTION TO APPELLANT’S MOTION
TO REINSTATE APPEAL

Respondent Foxwood Hills Property Owners Association, (“Respondent™), hereby submits
its Objection to Appellant’s Motion to Reinstate Appeal and seeks an Order from the Court
denying the Appeliant’s motion. The is the second occasion where the Appellant has sought to
overturn the dismissal of the within appeal.

Appellant has requested that the Court reinstate his appeal after it was dismissed on March
18, 2026 for failure to provide proof of paying for the transcript, as required by Rule 207 of the
South Carolina Appeliate Court Rules. This appeal was previously dismissed by the Court by
Order dated September 5, 2025, for failure to pay the filing fee as required by Rule 203 of the
South Carolina Appellate Court Rules and the Court’s Order of August 19, 2025. The Appellant
sent an email to the Court on March 20, 2026; however, the Appellant failed to include counsel

for the Respondent on that email, and this is not the first time this has happened.





Appellant does not state that he did not understand the Orders of the Court issued on March
18, 2026 and September 5, 2025, and he blames the delays on extraneous matters such as spam
filters and the U.S, Mail. The Court sent not one, but three letters to the Appellant requesting all
franscript correspondence. These letters were sent by the Court on December 12, 2025, January 9,
2026, and February 11, 2026, and none of these were responded to by the Appellant. This appeal
was taken on July 21, 2025, and we are just now getting to the ordering of the transcript nine
months later. The Court’s Orders and letters have been concise and clear, but the Appellant works
on his own timetable, and the Respondent has to suffer the delay. This appeal has been dismissed
twice, and the Respondent urges the Court to deny the Appellant’s motion to reinstate the appeal.

Appellant has filed numerous appellate cases in this Court, including appellate case 2025-
001211 and appellate case 2025-000223. In each of those cases, the Appellant fails to comply
with Court Orders and Deficiency Letters. The Court’s latest letter of April 7, 2026 advises the
Appellant that he has not paid the required motion filing fee and further has not filed the required
proof of service. The Appellant has a continual habit of not paying the filing fees, or filing proofs
of service with the Court. Appellant was fully aware of the requirement that he pay the requisite
filing fee and provide proof of service and chose not to do so. This repeated delay is prejudicial to
the Respondent. The Appellant failed to provide the required correspondence requested by the
Court in three separate letters and was the case was dismissed. The Appellant is experienced in
pursuing appellate cases and chose not to follow the rules. Appellant likewise fails to cite any

authority for his position that his case should be reinstated.





For the reasons explained herein, the Respondent requests that the Court deny the Appellant’s

Motion to Reinstate Appeal

{s/John §¢

John S/Kay (S.C. Bar No, 7914)

HUTCHENS LAW FIRM

P.0./Box 8237 (29202)

neridge Dr., Suite 400

Columbia, SC 29210

(803) 726-2700

john.kayi@ghutchenslawlinn.com

Attorney for Respondent Foxwood Hills Property
Owners Association.

April 7, 2026
Columbia, South Carolina







THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM OCONEE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable David P. Caraker, Jr.

Appellate Case No. 2025-001453

Christopher A, PIerce, ..o.oovririii i Appellant

Foxwood Hills Property Owners Association,.......c.ccceeeerieereerersicniensensneceesnnns Respondent,

PRGOF O SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have served the Respondent’s Objection to Appellant’s Motion
to Reinstate Appeal on Christopher A. Pierce by depositing a copy of it in the United States
Mail, postage prepaid, on April 7, 2026, addressed to Christopher A. Pierce at 605 White Owl
Lane, Seneca, South Carolina 29678

/sfJohn'S. Kay

John:z)?ély (S.C. Bar No. 7914)
HUTCHENS LAW FIRM
P.O_Box 8237 (29202)

240 Stoneridge Dr., Suite 400

Columbia, SC 29210

(803) 726-2700

john kavighutchenslawfirm.com

Attorney for Respondent Foxwood Hills Property
Owners Association.

April 7, 2026
Columbia, South Carolina






