From: Marvin Prioleau

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Subject: Filing — Prioleau v. American Honda Finance Corp., Appeal from Case No. 2025-CP-10-03283
Date: Monday, May 11, 2026 11:57:55 PM

Attachments: - Amended Notice of Appeal (May 4, 2026).pdf

- Order Compelling Arbitration (February 27, 2026).pdf

- Order Denying Rule 59(e) Motion (April 3, 2026).pdf

- Statement That No Transcript Will Be Ordered (May 12, 2026).pdf

- Certificate of Service (May 12, 2026).pdf

- Notice of Appeal (May 1, 2026).pdf

- Notice of Errata (May 8, 2026).pdf
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

1 - Notice of Appeal (May 1, 2026).pdf
(94K)Dear Clerk,

Please find attached the following documents for filing in the above-referenced appeal, pro se:

1. Notice of Appeal (filed with lower court May 1, 2026)

2. Amended Notice of Appeal (filed with lower court May 4, 2026)

3. Notice of Errata (filed with lower court May 8, 2026)

4. Order on Defendant's Motion to Compel Arbitration and Stay Case (entered February 27,
2026)

5. Order Denying Plaintiff's Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend (entered April 3, 2026)

6. Statement That No Transcript Will Be Ordered
7. Certificate of Service

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Marvin Donald Prioleau Marvin Donald
Prioleau

2308 Dundee Street North Charleston, SC
29405

Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se (843) 709-1402

mave843(@gmail.com
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA :
In The Court of Appeals e

Appeal From Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable T.J. Rode, Circuit Court Judge

90 :1 Wd - A¥H 820

Case No. 2025-CP-10-03283

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU, Appellant,

V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services, Respondent.

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL

Amends and clarifies the Notice of Appeal filed May 1, 2026. This Amended Notice controls
to the extent it differs from the original.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Appellant Marvin Donald Prioleau, appearing pro se, appeals to
the South Carolina Court of Appeals from: (1) the Order Compelling Arbitration and
Staying Case, entered February 27, 2026; and (2) the Order Denying Plaintiff’s Rule 59(e)
Motion to Alter or Amend, entered April 3, 2026, both by the Honorable T.J. Rode, Court of
Common Pleas, Ninth Judicial Circuit, Charleston County. This Notice is timely under Rule
203(b)(1) and Rule 203(b)(3), SCACR: the thirtieth day fell on Sunday, May 3, 2026, and the
deadline extends to Monday, May 4, 2026, pursuant to Rule 263(a), SCACR. The February
27 Order compelled arbitration and stayed the circuit court action, requiring Plaintiff to
proceed in an arbitral forum and determining the mode and forum for adjudication of the
merits. This appeal is taken under S.C. Code Ann. § 14-3-330(2)(a) as an interlocutory order
affecting a substantial right and in effect determining the action as to the judicial forum.

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL

1. Failure to conduct the mandatory formation inquiry required by 9 U.S.C. § 4 and S.C.
Code Ann. § 15-48-20(a) before compelling arbitration; both statutes mandate this
inquiry with the word “shall.”
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2. Reliance upon a legally null instrument. Defendant’s own signed Form LAWCA-745EX
declares Lease 1 “has been canceled {rescinded) and no longer has any legal effect.”

3. Misapplication of the delegation clause doctrine by skipping the threshold formation
inquiry required under Granite Rock Co. v. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 561
U.S. 287 (2010).

4. Mischaracterization of Rule 8(d) alternative pleading as a judicial admission.
Paragraph 56 is a conditional alternative pleading, not a freestanding concession of
formation. Andre v. Bendix Corp., 774 F.2d 786 (7th Cir. 1985).

5. Failure to identify the operative contract before compelling arbitration. Coinbase,
Inc. v. Suski, 144 S. Ct. 1186 (2024).

6. Manifest injustice in compelling arbitration where both contracts’ formation was
disputed and Defendant produced zero formation evidence.

7. The Order is void ab initio. The circuit court lacked statutory authority to compel
arbitration without first conducting the mandatory formation inquiry under 9 U.S.C. § 4
and S.C. Code Ann. § 15-48-20(a). An order entered without subject-matter jurisdiction
is void, not merely voidable, and may be challenged at any time. Griffin v. Capital Cash,
368 S.C. 365, 628 S.E.2d 162 (2006).

8. Violation of SC Constitution Art. I, § 9 {right to jury trial) and Art. I, § 3 (due
process). Compelling arbitration under a contract Defendant’s own agent declared
legally null — without any formation inquiry — destroys Plaintiff’s constitutional right to a
jury trial without a valid waiver. Denial of the jury trial right is immediately appealable as a
substantial right. Owens v. Magill, 308 S.C. 556, 419 S.E.2d 786 (1992).

Respectfully submitted,

Ay

Marzén Dona‘ﬁj Prioleau
2308 Dundee Street

North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: May 4, 2026
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Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03283

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

Appeal From Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable T.J. Rode, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-CP-10-03283

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU, Appellant,
V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services, Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Marvin Donald Prioleau, hereby certify that on May 4, 2026, | served a true and correct
copy of the following document in the above-captioned matter:

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL

upon counsel of record for Defendant/Respondent by depositing the same in the United
States Malil, first-class postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Natasha M. Durkee, Esq.

Lauren Tuffo, Esq.

Walker Allen LLP

Post Office Box 1068

Mount Pleasant, SC 29465

Counsel for Defendant/Respondent American Honda Finance Corporation

and
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Walker Allen LLP

10800 Sikes Place, Suite 250

Charlotte, NC 28277

Counsel for Defendant/Respondent American Honda Finance Corporation

| further certify that on May 4, 2026, | filed the Amended Notice of Appeal with:

Clerk of Court

Charleston County Court of Common Pleas
100 Broad Street, Suite 106

Charleston, SC 29401

Respectfuliy submitted,

Mar\t%Donald %oleau

2308 Dundee Street

North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: May 4, 2026
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
Civil Action Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03283
MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU,

Plaintiff, ORDER ON DEFENDANT’S MOTION
TO COMPEL ARBITRATION, AND
V. MOTION TO DISMISS

HONDA FINANCIAL SERVICES
(AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE
CORPORATION)

THIS MATTER came before the Court on October 10, 2025, on Defendant’s Honda
Financial Services (American Honda Finance Corporation) (hereinafter “Defendant”) Motion to
Compel Arbitration and Motion to Dismiss. Marvin Donald Prioleau, Plaintiff, appeared pro-se;
and Natasha M. Durkee and Lauren E. Tuffo, from the law firm Walker Allen, PLLC, appeared
on behalf of Defendant. Having considered the pleadings, motions, oral arguments, and applicable
law, the Court makes the following conclusions:

1. Plaintiff commenced this action on or around June 6, 2025. See Complaint.
Plaintift’s Complaint includes the following causes of actions against Defendant: (1) Fraud and
Misrepresentation; (2) Violation of South Carolina Unfair Trade Practices Act; (3) Violation of the
Equal Credit Opportunity Act; (4) Violation of the Fair Credit Reporting Act; (5) Breach of
Contract and Breach of Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing; (6) Unconscionability and
Rescission; (7) Declaratory and Injunctive Relief; (8) Violation of UCC Remedies for Fraud; (9)
Violation of the California Consumer Credit Reporting Agencies Act; and (10) Violation of
California Civil Code § 2982.9. See Generally Id.

2. Plaintiff’s causes of action arise out of two lease agreements (the “Subject
Contracts”) that Plaintiff entered into with an independent dealership located in Gardena,
California for a 2023 Honda Ridgeline (VIN No.: SFPYK3F74PB058019) (the “Subject Vehicle”).
See Complaint; see also Exhibits “A” and “B” to Plaintift’s Complaint. Plaintiff acknowledges
that, at least one of the two Subject Contracts, formed a binding contract between the parties. See
Complaint at §56.

3. On July 11, 2025, Defendant filed its initial Motion to Compel Arbitration and
Motion to Dismiss in response to Plaintift’s original Complaint. See Defendant’s Motion to
Compel Arbitration and Motion to Dismiss dated July 11, 2025.
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4.

On July 17, 2025, Plaintiff filed an “Amended Complaint” against Defendant that

appears to solely amend “Section IV (Damages) and Section V (Prayer for Relief)” of Plaintiff’s

initial Complaint. See Amended Complaint at p. 1.

5.

On August 1, 2025, Defendant filed its second Motion to Compel Arbitration and

Motion to Dismiss in response to Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint. See Defendant’s Motion to
Compel Arbitration and Motion to Dismiss dated August 1, 2025.

6.

The Subject Contracts included a statement near the top of the purchase order’s first

page indicates in bold, the following print:

NOTICE: ALL PAGES OF THIS LEASE CONTAIN IMPORTANT TERMS
AND CONDITIONS, INCLUDING AN ARBITRATION PROVISION. THE
TERMS AND CONDITIONS ON ALL PAGES ARE PART OF THIS
LEASE.

See Ex. “A” atp. 1, and “B” at p. 1 to Plaintiff’s Complaint (emphasis original).

7. The last sentence in the Subject Contracts state:

YOU CONFIRM THAT BEFORE YOU SIGNED THIS LEASE, WE GAVE
IT TO YOU, AND YOU WERE FREE TO TAKE IT AND REVIEW IT. YOU
ACKNOWLEDGE THAT YOU READS ALL PAGES OF THIS LEASE,
INCLUDING THE ARBITRATION PROVISION ABOVE [], BEFORE
SIGNING BELOW. YOU CONFIRM THAT YOU RECEIVED A
COMPLETELY FILLED-IN COPY WHEN YOU SIGNED THIS LEASE.

See Ex. “A” at p. 6, and “B” at p. 6 to Plaintiff’s Complaint (emphasis original).

8.

Moreover, the Subject Contracts included an arbitration provision that states the

following, in part:

Any claim or dispute, whether in contract, tort, statute or otherwise (including the
interpretation and scope of this Arbitration Provision, and the arbitrability of the
claim or dispute), between you and us or our parents, subsidiaries, affiliates,
employees, officers, agents, representatives, predecessors, SUCCessors or assigns,
(individually and collectively “us” or “our”) which arises out of or relates to your
credit application, origination or servicing of this Lease, the manufacture, delivery,
condition, or performance of this Vehicle, any representations, omissions, or
warranties, or any resulting transaction or relationship (including any such
relationship with third parties who do not sign this Lease) shall, at your or our
election, be resolved by neutral, binding arbitration and not by a court action.

See Ex. “A” at p. 6, and “B” at p. 6 to Plaintiff’s Complaint (emphasis added).

Page 2 of 3
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0. The Subject Contracts also stated that:

Any arbitration under this Arbitration Provision shall be governed by the Federal
Arbitration Act (9 U.S.C. 8 1 et seq.) and not by any state law concerning
arbitration. Any award by the arbitrator shall be in writing and will be final and
binding on all parties, subject to any limited right to appeal under the Federal
Arbitration Act.

10. “The policy of the United States and of South Carolina is to favor arbitration of
disputes.” Parsons v. John Wieland Homes & Neighborhoods of the Carolinas, Inc.,418 S.C. 1, 6,
791 S.E.2d 128, 131 (2016).

11.  Here, the scope of the Subject Contracts cover any resulting transactions or
relationships. The purpose of all rules of contract construction is to determine the parties’ intention
as well as their purposes, at the time the contract was entered into. Masters v. KOL, Inc., 431 S.C.
28, 39, 846 S.E.2d 893, 898 (Ct. App. 2020); U.S. Bank Tr. Nat. Ass’n v. Bell, 385 S.C. 364, 374,
684 S.E.2d 199, 205 (Ct. App.2009).

12. Further, here, both of the arbitration agreements that are contained within the
Subject Contracts, respectively, provide that “[t]his Arbitration Provision shall survive any
termination, payoff, or transfer of this Lease.” See Ex. “A” at p. 6, and “B” at p. 6 to Plaintift’s
Complaint. As the South Carolina Court of Appeals noted in Casey Masters v. KOL, Inc. d/b/a Kia
of Greenville, this language “expresses the parties’ intent to retain the option of arbitration even
after an event” such as the assignment of the lease to Defendant. and as such is the basis for the
Court’s ruling in this matter.

WHEREFORE, it is therefore ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED as follows:

1. Defendant’s initial Motion to Compel Arbitration dated July 11, 2025, and
Defendant’s second Motion to Compel Arbitration dated August 1, 2025, are GRANTED pursuant
to the Federal Arbitration Act and the plain language of the Subject Contracts; and

2. This action is STAYED until the claim is resolved by final and binding arbitration.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

T.J. Rode, Circuit Court Judge

Page 3 of 3
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Marvin Prioleau VS HondaFinancial Services, defendant, et a
Case Number: 2025CP1003283

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

¢ T.J. Rode (#2792)

Electronically signed on 2026-02-27 11:48:50 page 4 of 4
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Charleston

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2025CP1003283
Marvin Prioleau Honda Financial Services et al
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
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):[_| Rule 40(j), SCRCP;[_] Bankruptcy;

|:| Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;

[ ] other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

HAffirmed; [_] Reversed; [ ] Remanded;

10

Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: |:| See attached order (formal order to follow) @ Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

Pursuant to Rule 59(e) SCRCP, on March 9, 2026, Plaintiff Prioleau filed a motion to
alter or amend the order of this Court dated February 27, 2026. Under the applicable
standard, this motion is respectfully denied.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ] ends [0] 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 04/03/2026 .

Marvin Prioleau for Marvin Prioleau
Marvin Prioleau for Marvin Prioleau
Honda Financial Services

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

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

E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk’s
entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to
parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 2 of 2
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Charleston Common Pleas

Case Caption: Marvin Prioleau VS HondaFinancial Services, defendant, et a
Case Number: 2025CP1003283

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

¢ T.J. Rode (#2792)

Electronically signed on 2026-04-03 11:30:56 page 3 of 3
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Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03283

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal From Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable T.J. Rode, Circuit Court Judge

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU,
Plaintiff/Appellant,

V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services,
Defendant/Respondent.

STATEMENT THAT NO TRANSCRIPT WILL BE ORDERED
Pursuant to Rule 207(b)(1), SCACR

Appellant Marvin Donald Prioleau hereby gives notice that no transcript will be ordered in
this appeal.

As to the Order Granting Defendant’s Motion to Compel Arbitration and Stay Case,
entered February 27, 2026: A motion hearing was held on October 10, 2025, at which
the Court announced its ruling from the bench. Defendant’s counsel thereafter prepared
the formal written order, which was entered February 27, 2026. This appeal challenges
legal errors appearing on the face of that written order. The issues on appeal, including
the failure to conduct the mandatory formation inquiry required by 9 U.S.C. § 4 and S.C.
Code Ann. § 15-48-20(a), are determined entirely from the written order and the pleadings
and motions in the record. The content of the oral proceedings is not necessary for
determination of the issues presented.
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As to the Order Denying Plaintiff’s Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend, entered April
3, 2026: That motion was decided entirely on the written submissions of the parties. No
oral hearing was held.

No transcript will be ordered for either proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Marvin Donald Prioleau
Marvin Donald Prioleau
2308 Dundee Street

North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: May 12, 2026
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Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03283

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal From Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas
The Honorable T.J. Rode, Circuit Court Judge

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU,
Plaintiff/Appellant,

V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services,
Defendant/Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Marvin Donald Prioleau, hereby certify that | served a true and correct copy of the
following document in the above-captioned matter:

Statement That No Transcript Will Be Ordered

upon counsel of record for Defendant by depositing the same in the United States Mail,
first-class postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Natasha M. Durkee, Esq.
Lauren Tuffo, Esq.

Walker Allen LLP

Post Office Box 1068
Mount Pleasant, SC 29465

and
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Walker Allen LLP
10800 Sikes Place, Suite 250
Charlotte, NC 28277

This mailing was deposited on May 12, 2026.

/s/ Marvin Donald Prioleau
Marvin Donald Prioleau
2308 Dundee Street

North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: May 12, 2026
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Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03283

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

62:2IHd |- AYH 30

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU,
Plaintiff/Appellant,

V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services,
Defendant/Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff/Appellant Marvin Donald Prioleau, appearing pro se,
hereby appeals to the South Carolina Court of Appeals from: (1) the Order Compelling
Arbitration and Staying Case, electronically filed and entered on February 27, 2026;
and (2) the Order Denying Plaintiff’'s Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend, entered on
April 3, 2026, both entered by the Honorable T.J. Rode, Court of Common Pleas, Ninth
Judicial Circuit, Charleston County. This Notice is timely filed within thirty (30) days of

April 3, 2026, pursuant to Rule 203(b){(1), SCACR. This appeal is authorized under 9
U.S.C. § 16(a)(1)(B) and S.C. Code Ann. § 15-48-200(a)(1).

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL

This appeal is taken on the grounds that the February 27, 2026 Order contains errors of
law, including but not limited to:

1. Failure to conduct the mandatory formation inquiry required by 9 U.S.C. § 4 and

S.C. Code Ann. § 15-48-20(a) before compelling arbitration; both statutes mandate
this inquiry with the word “shall.”
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2. Reliance upon a legally null instrument. The Order compelled arbitration under
Lease 1, which Defendant’s own signed instrument (Form LAWCA-745EX) declares
“has been canceled (rescinded) and no longer has any legal effect.”

3. Misapplication of the delegation clause doctrine by skipping the threshold
formation inquiry required under Granite Rock Co. v. International Brotherhood of
Teamsters, 561 U.S. 287 (2010), before applying the delegation clause.

4. Mischaracterization of Rule 8(d) alternative pleading as a judicial admission.
Paragraph 56 is an expressly conditional alternative pleading, not a freestanding
concession of formation. Andre v. Bendix Corp., 774 F.2d 786 (7th Cir. 1985).

5. Failure to identify the operative contract as required under Coinbase, Inc. v. Suski,
144 S. Ct. 1186 (2024), before compelling arbitration.

6. Manifest injustice in compelling arbitration under contracts whose formation was
never adjudicated, on a record where Defendant produced zero formation evidence.

Respectfully submitted,

7] [

Marviry Donald Prioleau
2308 Dundee Street

North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: g/ ! / , 2026

[
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03283

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU,
Plaintiff/Appellant,

V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services,
Defendant/Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Marvin Donald Prioleau, hereby certify that | served a true and correct copy of the

following document in the above-captioned matter:

NOTICE OF APPEAL

upon counsel of record for Defendant and upon the Clerk of the South Carolina Court of

Appeals by depositing the same in the United States Mail, first-class postage prepaid,

addressed as follows:

Natasha M. Durkee, Esq.
Lauren Tuffo, Esq.

Walker Allen LLP

Post Office Box 1068
Mount Pleasant, SC 29465

and
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Walker Allen LLP
10800 Sikes Place, Suite 250
Charlotte, NC 28277

and

Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

This mailing was deposited on g l/ ! [/ Z L'

Respectfully submitted,

V7] [

Marvin/DonaId’Prioleau
2308 Dundee Street

North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: §|/ : /fbk

{
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

Appeal From Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable T.J. Rode, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-CP-10-03283

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU, Appellant,
V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services, Respondent.

NOTICE OF ERRATA

Appellant Marvin Donald Prioleau hereby gives notice of the following citation corrections to
the Amended Notice of Appeal filed May 4, 2026. These corrections address typographical
and citation errors only and do not alter the orders being appealed, the jurisdictional basis,
or the substance of any ground for appeal.

Correction‘1 — Opening Paragraph, Timeliness Citation
DELETE: “Rule 203(b)(1) and Rule 203(b)(3), SCACR”
INSERT: “Rule 203(b)(1), SCACR”

(Rule 203(b)(3) was included in error; Rule 203(b)(1) alone governs the timeliness of civil
appeals.)

Correction 2 — Ground 4, Case Citation
DELETE: Andre v. Bendix Corp., 774 F.2d 786 (7th Cir. 1985)

INSERT: Henry v. Daytop Village, Inc., 42 F.3d 89, 95 (2d Cir. 1994)

Correction 3 — Ground 7, Case Citation
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DELETE: Griffin v. Capital Cash, 368 S.C. 365, 628 S.E.2d 162 (2006)

INSERT: BB&T v. Taylor, 369 S.C. 548, 633 S.E.2d 501 (2006); Thomas & Howard Co. v. TW.
Graham & Co., 318 S.C. 286, 457 S.E.2d 340 (1995)

Correction 4 — Ground 8, Case Citation
DELETE: Owens v. Magill, 308 S.C. 556, 419 S.E.2d 786 (1992)

INSERT: Lester v. Dawson, 327 S.C. 263, 491 S.E.2d 240 (1997); Foggie v. CSX Transp., Inc.,
313 S.C. 98, 431 S.E.2d 587 (1993)

Respectfully submitted
/ﬁ/ g

May%r: Dona%rioleau
2308 Dundee Street

North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: May 8, 2026
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA g,;,f: -
In The Court of Appeals Ve,

Appeal From Charleston County
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable T.J. Rode, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-CP-10-03283

MARVIN DONALD PRIOLEAU, Appellant,
V.

AMERICAN HONDA FINANCE CORPORATION
d/b/a Honda Financial Services, Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Marvin Donald Prioleau, hereby certify that on May 8, 2026, | served a true and correct
copy of the following document in the above-captioned matter:

NOTICE OF ERRATA

upon counsel of record for Defendant/Respondent by depositing the same in the United
States Mail, first-class postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Natasha M. Durkee, Esq.

Lauren Tuffo, Esq.

Walker Allen LLP

Post Office Box 1068

Mount Pleasant, SC 29465

Counsel for Defendant/Respondent American Honda Finance Corporation

and

Walker Allen LLP

10800 Sikes Place, Suite 250

Charlotte, NC 28277

Counsel for Defendant/Respondent American Honda Finance Corporation

| further certify that on May 8, 2026, | filed the Notice of Errata with:
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Clerk of Court

Charleston County Court of Common Pleas
100 Broad Street, Suite 106

Charleston, SC 29401

Respectfully submitted,

T

Mary( Donald F%eau
2308 Dundee Street
North Charleston, SC 29405
Plaintiff/Appellant, Pro Se
(843) 709-1402
mave843@gmail.com

Dated: May 8, 2026
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