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MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD ON APPEAL

Appellant, Cynthia Veronese, pursuant to Rule 212, South Carolina Court of

Appeals, respectfully moves the Court and requests augmentation of the record on appeal to

include the following documents:

1. Transcripts of the hearing on August 21, 2023, which are not a part of the

trial Court record but were already included in the Record on Appeal (ROA, pp. 89-109).

The following emails were not included as part of the trial court record because they were
exchanged directly with Judge Bryan Doby, and also with the Court Coordinator. The emails
below do not affect the Respondents, who simultaneously received copies of such messages.
They are crucial to this appeal because they are directly relevant to demonstrate that the trial
Judge denied a continuance to the Appellant and instructed her to argue her Motion during the
hearing of August 21, 2025, but interrupted her thirteen times when she attempted to prove her

case and evidence of fraud upon the Court by the Defendants:

2. Appellant’s email of August 8, 2025, requesting to argue her Motion for Sanctions at
the hearing of August 21, 2025, followed by Judge Bryan Doby’s (law clerk) email denying her
request, informing the Plaintiff that the Judge could only hear what is on his roster, and

instructing her to file it and schedule it with the Clerk of Court.



3. Appellant’s email of August 8, 2025 to the Clerk Coordinator, asking her to schedule
the Motion for Sanctions to be heard during the same hearing of August 21, 2025, and
subsequent email from the Clerk Coordinator to Judge Doby’s law clerk asking if the additional
motion should be scheduled — there was no response from Judge Doby’s law clerk, and the

Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions was never scheduled to be heard.

4. Appellant’s email of August 12, 2025, requesting for a continuance in order to first
analyze the deceptive facts that sustained the defendants’ motions to dismiss and bring out the
true facts of the case in a thorough discussion before an informed decision could be made, and
Judge Bryan Doby’s (law clerk) email of August 12, 2025, denying it, and instructing the
Appellant to argue her Motion and request for a continuance during the hearing on August 21,

2025. The Plaintiff nevertheless traveled from Brazil and appeared in person.

5. Plaintiff’s email submitting her Motion to Strike (ROA, pp. 39-55) and Opposition to
Defendants” Motion to Dismiss (ROA, pp. 56-60) to Judge Doby two days before the hearing on
August 21, 2025, The Plaintiff filed this Motion to Strike with the Clerk of Court, in lieu of
the previous Motion for Sanctions, because she located clear and convincing evidence (ROA, p.
55) that Defendant Wigger was being untruthful when he stated that the Appellant failed to
provide him with crucial evidence from the night of the assault, and used this false argument as a
reason to improperly attach such evidence to his Answers, directly impacting the Plaintiff’s
ability to obtain an expert affidavit. When matters outside the pleadings are presented and not
excluded by the Court on a motion under Rule 12(b)(6), the motion must be treated as one for

summary judgment under Rule 56. Upon receipt of the Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike and attached



evidence, Judge Doby should have cancelled the hearing on the Defendants® Motion to Dismiss,
transformed their motions to dismiss into one for Summary Judgment, and allowed both parties

to argue the evidence of their allegations.

True and correct copies of the requested documents are atached to this motion as

Exhibits 1 through 5.

As is set forth in the Declaration of Cynthia Veronese, attached hereto, owing
to Appellant’s excusable neglect the documents requested, although necessary in order for this
court to fully understand the facts and fairly determine the issues in this appeal,

were inadvertently not designated in Appellant’s Notice Designating Record on Appeal.

The Notice of Appeal in this case was filed on October 16, 2025; the appellate record was
filed on April 27, 2026. This Application is based on the attached Memorandum of
Points & Authorities and the Declaration of Cynthia Veronese attached hereto. The documents
requested are necessary in order for this court to fully understand the facts and

fairly determine the issues in this appeal.



MEMORANDUM OF POINTS & AUTHORITIES

I The Record on Appeal Requires Augmentation

A. The Record on Appeal May Be Augmented on the Motion of a Party

Rule 212(b), SCACR, authorizes supplementation or augmentation of the Record on
Appeal upon motion to the appellate court when materials necessary for full and fair review were
omitted from the record.

B. Augmentation of the Record is Necessary and Appropriate in this Case

Appellant requests that the record on appeal be augmented to include the documents and
transcripts listed in Appellant’s Motion.

As is set forth in the Declaration of Cynthia Veronese attached hereto, the requested
documents are essential for this court’s full understanding and fair determination of
Appellant’s appeal, but they were inadvertently not designated for inclusion on the record on
appeal. Augmentation of the record will not prejudice any party in any way. The record should

therefore be augmented as prayed. (SC Rules of Court, 212(b)).

1L An Extension of Time to File Appellant’s Brief is Necessary

The materials sought to be added to the appellate record are essential to appellant’s
arguments on appeal. Appellant therefore requests an extension of 15 days from entry of this
Court’s ruling on this motion in which to file the Appellant’s Brief.

This Motion to Augment the Record seeks to incorporate materials that bear upon the
arguments already presented. The sole distinction lies in the fact that the Plaintiff initially
requested—and obtained—permission from Judge Doby to present oral arguments regarding a

Motion for Sanctions; however, having subsequently discovered evidence crucial to the case, the



Plaintiff converted that Motion for Sanctions—which had been emailed to the Judge but never
formally filed with the Clerk of the Court—into a Motion to Strike, which was duly filed and
now forms part of the Appellate Record. During the hearing held on August 21, 2025, Judge
Doby confirmed that he had read the Plaintiff’s Motion to Strike; nevertheless, he interrupted her
thirteen times while she attempted to present her arguments. Should this Court deem such a
distinction to be substantial, the Appellant respectfully requests that she be granted leave and

additional time to file an Amended Initial Brief, in substitution of the Appellant’s Final Brief.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the record should be corrected fo include the
documents identified in this Motion, and Appellant should be granted an extension of time in

which to file the Appellant’s Brief.

May 18, 2026, Respectfully submitted,

ynthia Veronese
Pro Se Appellant



DECLARATION OF CYNTHIA VERONESE

Cynthia Veronese declares as follows:
1. I am the Appellant in this appeal.

2. Tfiled my Notice of Appeal in this case on October 16, 2025. I filed my Notice
Designating Record on Appeal on February 17, 2026. The record was filed on April 27, 2026.

3. The attached documents are crucial to this appeal because they are directly relevant to
demonstrate that the trial Judge denied a continuance to the Appellant and instructed her to argue
her motion during the hearing of August 21, 2025, but interrupted her thirteen times when she
attempted to prove her case and evidence of fraud upon the Court by the Defendants. The
transeripts need to be on the record because they describe what transpired during the hearing on
August 21, 2025.

4. The Appellant did not make this request sooner due to her own excusable neglect. She
cares for her 96-year-old mother and goes long periods without rest, and for this reason failed to
request that the attached emails were included in the record.

5. The appellant reasons constitute “good cause”, and she should be allowed to add the
documents to the record at this point.

6. The requested documents are attached to this Motion as Exhibits 1 through 5. The
requested original transcripts were already lodged with this Court concurrently with the filing of
the Record on Appeal.

7. For the reasons stated above, the record on appeal should be augmented to
include the documents listed in Appellant’s Motion, and the Court is respectfully asked to order
such augmentation.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of South Carolina that the

foregoing is true and correct.

May 18, 2026

Cynthia Veronese
Pro Se Appellant



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion to Augment the Record on Appeal
and for an Extension of Time was served upon counsel for Respondents by electronic mail and
by UPS tracking number 1Z2R3F650346766671 on this 18th day of May, 2026.

/( M__.,—a_)—’\_____

Cynthia Veronese
Pro Se Appellant
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REUPON, the proceedings began at 3:06 PM4.)
Cur next case is 2025-CP-10-
hat's Cyntnis Vercnese wvarsus Jarre! Wigger.

MOCARTY: (Goog afterncon, Your bBocnor.

COURT: #How are ycu deing tocay?

MICARTY: No complaints.

COURT: Mr. ¥MzCarty?

MTCZARTY: Yes, 8.r. 7TYou're rTight.

COURT: My . Vercnese?

RLATNTIEFF: Yes.

COURT: How are vou today?

SLATNTIFE : I am fins, came from Brazil here.
COURT: Ma'am?

PLAINTIFF: I came Zrom Brazil directliy here Ifcr

COURT: I nope you had & gooo trip.

LAINTIFF: 1 aid.

COURT: All right. Thank vou.

I have two mctions pending, but it looks l1ike the same
moticn. Is that right, Mr. McCarty?

ME. MCCRETY: It's just -- yeah, it'=s a motion -- 1t's a
moTion to dismiss under _2i{b) {€) and under the expert
aff:davit thaing. So 1t's iT may -= - Fues3 you could say
it's two metions, but ttfs just ome. I'm just giving you twWo

-
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reascns.

THE COUKRT: We SoT ~- w2 Jgot TWo reasons, Dut sither on
is & moTion to dismiss?

MR, MCOCARTY: That's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: HMr. Mclarty, I'm glaz e hear from wou.

MR, MCCARTY: ALl right, Your Fconcr. I represent Jarre
Wigger, whec s an attcrney hers in teown. This acticn was
was filed in == April 2%th of thisz vear and against haim
regarding a -~ a -- =z relationship between these two part:ies
that teook place back several years ago.

e was appreacned by Mrs. Vercnese about reprasentning
them. He reviewed the case ang decided act to taks it.
That's =spelled out in the p_eaniags. Tret's -- that’'s all Z

need tc say. Her claim Irco the pleadings seems Co pe that

what ke did wrong was he fzlled to take her case. Okay?
So under 12(b) (6}, that's not -- an attocrney does not

have tc take 3 case. Ycou xznow, therse's no recuirement for

that. 5o under LZ(b) {6}, we Ieel like the complaant shoulc
cigmissed for that reascn, for Isilure To sTate thac stat
any claim.

Tne second and and really, I thin«, the most importa

ope is she has failed to fils an expert affidaviv unasr 15-5
100, the expert atfidaviz thing., We've actually peesn in
court cn -- on this case befors on May 28th where tinis issue

came up. We were talking about it again. Dus To the fsce
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that she's pro se, the judge gave aer until now toc -- toc come
up with an afiidavit.

Z haven'®: seepn an aIfidavit. Cne hasn't besn riled. She
hasn't rerairned counsel. &Anc it's -- you knew, that aifidavic
Sx1sts just to keep what I consider these type of cases Irom
being from being right. S0 we would ask that you dismiss
the case bassd upon that.

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Mclarty.

Veronese, I'm glac to kear from you.

K-
I
i
]

THE PLAINTIFF: Your Honor, so he's <= he's saying that
I'm complaining because he didn't want to taks my case. It's
not true. He took my case, #ept it for morese than signt
montns, and didn't do anyth-ng. There were three lLawyers Irom
his law firm during the <—ime that ne xept my case. Nobody did
acytning, and they lefr the case withour saying a word to me
almost on =-- or wnen the rucning of the statuste of

imitaticns.

And the probklem with this the case ang the aff:davit
is the untruthful allegaticns that tney made. I filed a
morticn o strike, and I didr't even list all the preblems, all
the untrutnful allegaticns.

Sc when the sxperrt lecks into the case, they get coniused
becanse they atrached svidernce that shcoulc have been prorected
by attecrney-client privilege, saying that I failed to giwve

them infcrmation that I gave actually to them befeore they toak

BT
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my case. 3o chey are =rying -- they did alil chis.

Tney -- they put me through unbelievakle suffering, and
they are gcing now by saying -- they sre ocoing this now oy
saying, no, this 1s Cynthia®s Zault because she fziled to give
s the information thet sne gave later. Ic's not true. I
gave everything tnat I had before they zock the case, bzcause
they rneed ©o pe able to amalyzs the case baore taxang 1Tt. 20
I providec :the information tha:t was necesszary tnat I nad.

THE COURT: 7vTes, ma'am. I'm -- I’m orobkably sven more

particularly interested in your azgumsnrs about tne

l= an affidawic, frcm a lawyer in this case,

X8

reguirement to £
that Mr. Wigger had committed some malpractice, which is the

recuirement cof our statutes to file = professional negligence

THE PLAINTIFF: Ye=z. Well, what -- oo you want to know
what he did?

THE CDURT: Ho, ma‘am. There 13 & requirement Lwoder our
statutes that when you fils a proiessicnal negligencs case
that ceula pe a medical malpractice case, a lsga. malpractice
Cc=5e, a case agalhst & dentist or an architec:z. Any
profezsicnal malpractice case requires thers o be an
affidavit frem a gquelifaed axpert laying ouwt the specifacs

that the, in this case, lawyer had committed chat would

1]
1]

s

sentially --

[l
)
1

THE ZLAINTIFE: I anderatanc.

e
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THE COURT: « pack up your allegetions thar ne commztted
malpractice.

THE PLAINTIFE: Uh-huk,

THE COTRT: find without that affidawvit, oBr STtatutes oo
not allow a case to go forward.

THE PLAINTIFF: I understand.

THE CDURT: S0 that's what I'm par+«isular_y int=sresTtec in

THE 2LAINTIFF: aAnd thaz-'s what T
THE COURT: ~- hearing about that Zrom you.
THE 2LAINTIFT: That's what I'x= I'm == I'm ~~ tnat's

what I'm saying. Dad you get a chence to read my motion Lo

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

THE PLAINTIFF: And the problem is, when the expert looks
into the case, who do they believe if an attcrney is saying
one thing thars iz false, it's entirely Zalse and can be pZoven
in wrirting that 1£'s false?

I am from ancther country, Sa my -- my wor2 1s Lot that
strong. So when I have an American artorney from tThe Town
saying what she =- what Cypthis did s this, and it's false,
the cnly thing that I can oo is say it's false and I can prove
1t.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am, but you'wve got to nave an

gffidavit from amn expert. In this case, it would be a lawver.

SR-
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THE 2LAINTIFF: Uh-~huh.
THE COURT: I'm assuming it coula be a lawyer spelling

out the speczzic allegaticns and and == 3nd specificstions

THE PLAINTIFF: Absoclurely.

THE COURT: - of negligence that would gualify you to be
able te file zhi=s -

THE PLAINTIFF: Uh-~hah.

THE COURT: _egal malpractice case.

THE 2ILAINTIFF: But I filed in the last ten aoays, the

last ten davs before the ewxpiration ci the statute of

limztascicns. 5o I was allowsd to file the case because of

l-l-
rt

that. The last ten days, vou can fils without the affidaw
and then larter £ile the affildawvyt.

But unfsrtunately, since this case has started, they
alreazdy filed the answer with rthat heorrible inicrmation, and
this iz going against me. S0 I nesed zc striks that Zzlse
information from the csse to be able te get the affidavit Ixeonm
the experc.

Orherwiszse, we are golng to be running arcund, running
araund, and then cthe exper:t locks into the lying -~ I'm sorry
== pr the untrurhful information, and they -- they say I'm
sorry. You know, 1f you £3:il =Zo cive to your attcraey the
informarion that he npeedsed before you cffered him the case,

how cap I -- he -- there 1= no malpractice.

- B
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But it's net true. That's what I'm saying. I need to
clean up tne ziles before thisz expert 1s going ©o give me this
aff:davitr.

IHE COURT: Well, let mes look zt the last order that was
izsued. I thing == was it issusd by Judge Rod=!?

THE 2LAINTIFF: No. Jucge Roce

M3, MCCRBTY: Your Heonor, I think :t might hawve been
Judge McCoy. I'm not sure.

THE COURT: Was 1t Judge McCoy?

MR. MCCARTY: I think. I'm not sure though.
THE PLAINTIFF: I neec -- but I -- this -- this -- the

way it is right ncow, I neea thiz cleaned up bscause it's not
true. Wnat's here 1= not true.

THE COURT: Hold on, Ms. Veronese. I want teo lock at
This oraer Zirst.

(WHERETUPON, there was z pause in the proceedings, after

which the proceedings resumed a5 £olleows.)

THE COURT: It was ccntinued --

THE PLAINTIFF: For 3% days.

THE COURT: = fcr 30 days. It was scheculeac for July
23th. It looks like vou reguested 3 ccontinusnce cn July the

snd of 2025, T 1= concinued one Time To the next avelilabls

moticns rerm, and that's where we sre today.
¥Ms. Veroness, t=ll me apout your -- your atiidswvit. Have

vou gort an affiidavit from an esperc?

ROA - D098
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THE PLAINTIEF: I don't.

THE COURT: & lawyer at this -- at this point?
THE 2LAINTIFF: Not yeco. - have been talking to the
experts, anc t—hey always g2 pack to the same story, tne

untruthfal information in the cass. [ peed to siean up Toe

Fy

iles. I neec this I need To strike out of cthe filss this

information thart they'we ent=red that 18 Zslse bscause -

4

THE COURT: Are you 5aying that's preventing you Ifrom

getting an aricavit --

THE ZLRINTIFF: Yes.

THE COURT: =-- fizom an SxXpert?

THE SPLAINTIFF: Yes. Yes. Yep.

THE CDURT: #Hold on. I'm geing tc loox at the statute
£ar & =eCond.

Ashley, have you got the scarute? Will you pull up 135~

¥'all Zorgive my slowness on this computer.

THE ?LRINTIEF: IL's yours.

THE COURT: ALl right.

M. MCCARTY: You coviously haven'zt szeen mine, Jucge.

THE COURT: I don't claim te be any kind of guick on the
computer.

(WHERZLPON, thers was 3 pause in the procesdings, BItec

which the proceedings resumed as follows.)

THE COURT: Ms. Veronese?

i i
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THE PLAINTIEF: Uk-huh.

Iy
Iy

b
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THE COURT: The stature says that the plaintiff must
as part cof the complaint an atffiidavit of an expert witness,
which must specify at least on® negligent act or cmission
claimed to =xist and the fac-wal basis for =sach claim bpasec oo
the available evidence &t the time of the filing cf the
atfzdavic. Thers are scme exXcepcions 12 -

THE PLAINTIFF: If it's thke pegligence that is common
gense, lize in the case in mv cases, 1t's absoclutely ccmmon
sense. It's xnown to anyeone, inclading me.

THE COURT: The plaintiffi may cure the alleged cefeot of
not filing an affidavic Dy amendment within 30 days of se-vice
of the meotion in this case that has been IZ:led seexing to
cismiss thas action alleging that the affidavit is defective,
and that's =ven claiming that there's a there's a an
an -- an affidavit which 1s deiective.

MF. MCCARTY: Your Honor, for the record's saxe, we filed
our moticn May 20tk May L3th, 2025. I thaink most ci the
exceptionzg, I any -=

THE PLAINTIFF: May 13th.

RTY: == =o the extent =--

THE BLATXTIFF: But I was zerved -~ I was served on
Mondaw, the ZBth cf Rhugust 13+h of Rugust. S0 I think the
walid o ficizl gate thar I was served is tTne 18th of August.

MR, MCCARTY: iell, I don't believe so, ¥Your Honor., I

12 -
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believe the ssrvice

THE PLAILNIIFF:
WAE Servec.
wR

P Ay

MCCARTY :

THE ZLAINTIEFE:

was == 1t was --
MR, MOCARTY:
THE ZLRINTIFE:
HIR. MIZHRRTY :

ss1d, this =-- this

get an aff:idawvit.

was well b=fore that.

I think thar was the cificial date that I
But the
Whizn when I recsivec your deocumentation
I"ll have to gec
Avmast Z8tn.
Orher tha= being said, Your Honor, lixe =
was continued for 30 days to allcow her 1o

She nasn't gotten one.

THE ZLAINTIFF: Your Honor, if we don'zt clean --

THE CCURT: Hole on, Ms. == Ma. Vercnese.

THE PLAINTIFF: Yes. IZ we don’t clean =--

THE COURT: I can't take down but one thing at & time on
== pon == MYy COUrt reporter can't ~an't get but one tning at
a time. Okay?

Let me == ail right., I'm going ke ler -- Ms. Veronese,
tell me about your -- tell me sbout your aifidavit and Why you
pelieve you'zs not required to file the aifidavit here.

THE PLAINTIFF: Your Honor, kbecause the amount of lying
in the filings that they salid, well, it's unbelievable.

¥obody can pelieve.

like this.

I am frowm Brazil. I never saw anvithing

ana I can prove in

writing that it's false.

- 13-
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khaz, they

So when the -~ when the expert locxs into

ot oecause of

four
-

think they had a conflic: they had & cont
the lying because nobody -an bsiieve that attorneys ars lying
like this. Who's going o belisve tnat an attorney filed in

court a paper lying? The entire filing is lying. It's false.

THE COURT: ALl right.

THE 2LAINTIFF: S0 I xeep dancing Decailss The eXpEIT
szeps asking me, and I saic it's oot true. I can veriiy it's

"

not true. 0Ok, but, you «now, they hao s conil-ct. Wasat

liecr?”

(a1

=on
You Anow, we need to cl=an these filings. Then I'1l1l get:
the affidavit. Easy.
THE CDOURT: &11 right. Thank you, me'am. BAnything els=
you'd like to tell mel
THE PLAINTIEF: Ho, ao. Thar's it,
THE COURT: &l right. Thank ycu.

Mr. MoCarty, vour morion. IT1l give you the last worc.

e

. MCCARTY: Ok, Your Homor, wvery brzeily.

Lixe I said, I thing we'ze yvou kaow, these -- I zhink

it's precty clear this affidavit has net pesn I1

|J
m
[N
b
A
j=
'i
i
o

not anpywhers close to meing filed. It's been —has this

4

relaticnshap petween these two parties begam in 2J021. They

2

|

1 lovember oI

e

were notified ~-- she was notified, you know, i
that year thar they weren't going to take her case.

THE PL&AINTIFF: Judge?

14~
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ML, MCCARTY: =Zhe!

get an atfigavizT.

THE ZLAINTIFE:

MR. MUOCARTY: Bt

nad from that —ime on kasically to

just Zor purposes of thos thing, her

complaint -- when her rcomplaint was filed, it wasz April Z29th.

Ehe knew the rile

afrzdav-r. Thers's

-= *s5 an obstacle, and

clear. You've got To have an
rrust m=, tnere’'s a2 lor of malpractics

iike o file, but tnat afiidaviz is

ancd it's a hard, fasst Tale.

fur

The only possible exception other zhnar the Judgs granting

a coantinuance that I would think that she would have gualif-ed

Fh

ar was soms £ind of
only a 45-day Issuse,

Ziled ner complaint.

staTure of limitrations Lissue, but that's

nd we're now in the _20th dav afrer she

S oit'® == I think ir's clear thnis case needs t©o be

clsmissed --=

THE PLAINTIIF:

H., MOCARTY: =

THE 2LAINTIFFR:

WE., MCCARYY: =

THE YLAINTIFF:

ME. MCCARTY: Plus,

== &5 ftng ==

Honor?

I say scmething else?

Your Honor, - still zhipeg -- I scill

think she's fa:led to stat= a claim in her complaint.

THE PLAINTIFEF:

Your Hencr, I neea the cpportunizy

to be akle o get tniz aifidavit. This 13 not possible wizh

- 1% -
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all this lying. He’s lyicg now. It's net possible the

attorney zold me an Nevember tnat ne was going to leave the
firm becaus= he sionsd a d=mand letter o the defendant in the
underlying -- underlying case in January, two monchs later.

5c they are telling the entire sucry = false, ana I -- <
am the one that's -- you know, and he came avers here, oh, we

need tc dismiss this case pecause it's beern 120 days. I you

gadn't lied, T would nave an affidavit. You «<now, this is
unbelievanle.

THE CCURT: Thank you, ma'am.

I need to lock at these statutes and the material that's
been filed in this case, and I will do that and ge=t a cecislicn
&s guickly as I possibly can.

Ms. Veronese, now do you get notice of any decisaons that

come from the Court? Are you signed up on the email for

(2%

THE PLAINTIIFF: Zmail

THE COURT: =~ email notification?

THE PLAINTIFF: I =-- yeah, I can.

M®. MCCARTY: 3he 15, Your Honor.

THE COURT: She 157

THE ZLAINTIFF: &1l right.

THE COURT: Okay.

THE PLAINTIFF: WMo, I'm not signed up to recelwe the
filings vis email, no.

THE COQURT: So yeou aonr't get those electronically from --

S16-
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THE PLATZNIIFF: No.

THE COURT: - fhe Tcourtt

THE PLAINTIFEF: Ho.

THE COURT: When y'all get these, Erianna, how -- iZ
they're not signed up, how will y'all do taar?

THE CLERK: 1If she’s

THE PLAINTIFF: I nave go- ==

THE C.ERK: == listed an =ma:l onr there, she gets them.

THE CDOURT: 3he gets them?

THE CLERE: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. Ms. Brianna nere at the clerx's off:zce

address as part of any
acgdress?

ShS i s

THE LAINTIFF: I

ilings via email, and

that vou would get these 1f yeou listed an email

filirgs that you have, Did you list an

did. Again, Youxr Hopor, I accepred

then I received mail from Mr. Wigger

girectiy, nis client directly, and it was very upseiting to
me . Lo wWe -

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am. Bur you =- Dur you need == as
part of this case, you need —o receive the the any
filings that a-= made.

THE PLAINTIFF: 1 recs:ve them in Boca Raton. I liwve In
Bocs Rateon., I live in Florica. received the letters Zrom
the Court cver there.

THE COURT: Fins. How about emsil from che Cgurt?  How

- 17 -
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I [cid vou gec notification that there was a hearing rogday?
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. Ashley. Ashiey, your your

4 THE COURT: Yeah. Yo, ¥you you woulo have gotien 21T
5 lpefore we nad gotten involved. You would nave goTien scme

& |notice “rom the Court is to the -- &5 Lo the setting cf this

7 |hearing today.

8 THE PLAINTIFF: Nothing. I

4 THE COURT: How did you know about the hearing taen?

I8 THE PAINTIEF: I locred on the website, and I saw Juoge
Il |boby in personal hearing August 2lst. I lcoked on the site.
12 THE COURT: Do you ingicate tnat thers's an email

14 THE CLERK: I'm loCKIng.

13 THE PLAINTIFF: You know, I -- but, ycur Hono:, to De

& |able tc get the afficaviz, I need the motion o strice. I

17 |azed cc¢ strike this information from the Zilings.

I8 THE CCOURT: Yes, ma'am. I'm trying tc make surs aboutr

% |the email situaticon right now.

2 THE PLAINTIFF: Your Honor, is there a proplex acout the
2l jfinder findings that are not true? Is this a prckblem for

32 |the Court or not?
23 THE CQURT: Whaz's your guesticn, ma'am?
24 THE PLAINTIFF: Is the Iindings their findings thatz

25 |arze not troe, they are -- they are untronthful Information. 1Is

S 18-
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that =- 18 it a problem Zor ch= Court cr is not a problem?

-

1

THE CODURT: What do you mean a proble

THE ZLAINTIFF: Like, 28 this scmething that 13 addressed
by the Cecurt or is it scmething that I have to deal wizh
girectliy?

THE COURT: Are you aszking me about the aflidavit?

]
t4,
[

THE PLAINTIFF: No, I1'm asking aocut th

information thar they entered in the f£ilings.

THE COURT: TYes, ma'am. And that's =-- thar's a legal
guestion that I cannot answer Zor yau. I nave a specific quty
and job as part of -- as par: of being a judge, and one of
trhose things that I can’t @o -5 I can't give you lsgal acvice.

THE PLAINTIFF: On, I know.

THE COURT: I can't give Mr. MeCarty legal advize either.
It's noT JUsST you.

THE PLAINTIFF: I'm == I'm kineg of concerned. I'm kind

of my guesticn is, I haven't seen you mentioning, not even

M

once, the motion o strixe. I don't know 1f a1ft's not

THE COURT: ALl I've Jot in frxont of me today are nne
motlcns to Cilsmiss.

THE PLAINTIFF: Uh-huh. So the mosion to strike is not
going to be even looxed atc?

THE COURT: WNo, ma‘tam. That was not khefore me. My
ros~er onlv setr up two motions to dismiss.

THE PLAINTIFF: Uh-huh.

~19-
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THE COURT: 2And they wer= both filed by the defencant In
this case.

THE PLAINTIFF: Rup, Your Hoper, 12 you dismiss che case,
we're never going tc get to the motion to strike.

i

THE COURT: I don't know what I'm geing o doc in this

THE 2LAINTIFF: Okay.

THE CLERK: &ir, I have an esmall showing.

THE COURT: &A1l right. You have =~ ycu have zn email
address listed on tne Courti's -- omn the {harlzsston County
Clerk of Courz's website that they send you email
notifications. If you want to update that, I'11 lst you
update tnat, bput they will I want tc make sure tnar and
need to make sure that you get notificatlion about any hearings
oz filings in this matter as well. Okay?

A1l right. Thank you, ma'am.

THE PLRINIIFF: Thank you.

=

HE CCURT: Thank you, Mr. Hclarty.

MR. MCCARTY: Yes, s:ir, Judge.

{WHEREUPOHN, the procesdings ended at 3:2% 24.)

--= END REQUESTED
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Etate of EBouth Carolins i

County of Florence i

I, the undersigrea, Hrystal J. Smath, OrfZicial Ceurs
Reporter for the Twelf:th Judicial Circuic of che State ol
BEouth Carslina, do herseby sertify that the foregoing pages,
numberea 1 througn 20, constitute & true, aCCUTare, and
complete Transcript of Record of z2ll the proceedings nad and
evidence inrroduced in the hearing of the above captioned
case, relative to appeal, in the Court of Common ?leas for
Charlestcn County, South Carclinca, on the Zls: day of Rugust,

2023, to the pesr of my ability based upon the audic and

notes proviced.

1y

I de furcther certify that I am neithexr of kin, ceunsel,

nor intrerest tTo any party hereto.

g Jﬁfﬁ‘sﬁ?f 1 dmith

Court Reporter

Florence, South Carclina

Oorober 3, 2025
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EXHIBIT 2



Re: Case number 2025-CP-10-2069

From: Doby, S. Bryan Law Clerk {Ashley Curtis} (sdobylc(@sccourts.org)
To: ikeithmecarty@gmail.com; cynthiamv123@yahoo.com; jwigger@wiggerlawfirm.com

Date: Friday, August 8, 2025 at 03:46 PM GMT-3

All,

The Judge can only hear what is on his roster. | see two motions to dismiss filed by Jarrel Wigger
on the roster. That is what the Judge will hear. Other motions need to be filed and scheduled with
the clerk of court. Thank you.

V/R

Ashley M. Curtis

Law Clerk to the Honorable S. Bryan Doby

Circuit Court Judge, Third Judicial Circuit

Post Office Box 93

123 5. Main St.

Bishopville, SC 29010

Cell: 501-240-6498

Get Outlook for iOS

From: keith mccarty <ikeithmecarty@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 8, 2025 1:38 PM

To: Cynthia Veronese <cynthiamv123@yahoo.com>; Jerry Wigger <jwigger@wiggerlawfirm.com>
Cc: Doby, S. Bryan Law Clerk {Ashley Curtis) <sdobylc@sccourts.org>

Subject: Re: Case number 2025-CP-10-2069

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

The defendants object to the consideration of that motion on August 21st. Keith McCarty

On Fri, Aug 8, 2025 at 1:21 PM Cynthia Veronese <cynthiamv123@yahoo.com> wrote:
Good afternocn Ashley,

Judge Doby will hear the Defendants' Motion to Dismiss on August 21st,
at 2.30PM.



I would like to ask, since I am having problems to obtain an expert
witness affidavit due to unverifiable allegations in Defendants'
rleadings, if Judge Doby could also hear my attached Motion to Impose

Sanctions on the same day.
The original Motion was sent to the Court today tc be filed.
Thanks,

Cynthia
{954) 556-6160



EXHIBIT 3



Re: Case number 2025-CP-10-2069

From: Joy Johnson (jsjohnson@charlestoncounty.org)

To:  cynthiamv123(@yahoo.com

Ce: ikeithmecarty@gmail.com; sdobyle@sccourts.org; JSJohnson@charlestoncounty.org
Date:  Friday, August 8, 2025 at 03:28 PM GMT-3

Good afternoon,

Ms. Curtis, am | being advised to schedule this additional motion? | do see where opposing counsel has
objected to this motion being heard.

Joy S. Johnson

Common Pleas Non-Jury Coordinator
Charleston County Clerk of Court

100 Broad Street Suite 106
Charleston, South Carolina
jsjohnson@charlestoncounty.org
843.958.5049

CourtPlus®

From: Cynthia Veronese <cynthiamv123@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, August 8, 2025 3:21 PM

To: Joy Iohnson <JSJohnson@charlestoncounty.org>

Cc: Keith Mccarty <ikeithmccarty@gmail.com>; Doby S. Bryan Law Clerk {Ashley Curtis) <sdobylc@sccourts.org>
Subject: Fw: Case number 2025-CP-10-2069

CAUTION: This email originated outside of Charleston County. Do not click links or open

attachments from unknown senders or suspicious emails. If you are not sure, please contact IT
helpdesk.

Good afternoon Joy,



I submitted a motion to Judge Doby, but he said that any motions that

will be heard need to be on his roster.

The hearing on the motions to dismiss was scheduled for the 2ist at
2.30PM. I was wondering if you could include the attached Moticn for
Sanctions to be heard on the same day since the matter is
interrelated, and hearing the motions to dismiss withcout the moticn
for sanctions will not make any sense.

Thanks,

Cynthia

) R
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Re: Case number 2025-CP-10-2069

From: Doby, 8. Bryan Law Clerk (Ashley Curtis) (sdobyle@sceourts.org)
To:  cynthiamv123(@yahoo.com
Cc:  jsjohnson@charlestoncounty.org; ikeithmecarty@gmail.com; jwigger@wiggerlawfirm.com

Dale:  Tuesday, August 12, 2025 at 04:36 PM GMT-3

Ma'am,

You're welcome to argue and request for a continuance at the hearing on August 21st at 2:30pm. This
would be proper, that way everything is on the court record. Please let me know if you have any questions.
VIR

Ashley M. Curtis

Law Cierk to the Honorable S, Bryan Doby

Circuit Court Judge, Third Judicial Circuit

Post Office Box 93

123 S. Main St.

Bishopville, SC 29010

Cell: 501-240-6498

From: Cynthia Veronese <cynthiamv123@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 12, 2025 9:59 AM

To: keith mccarty <ikeithmccarty@gmail.com>; Jerry Wigger <jwigger@wiggerlawfirm.com>; Doby, S. Bryan Law
Clerk {Ashley Curtis) <sdobylc@sccourts.org>

Subject: Re: Case number 2025-CP-10-2065

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

Good morning Honorable Judge Daoby,

A hearing on the defendants’ motion to dismiss was scheduled for August 215 at 2.30PM.

As the plaintiff in the above referenced case, I became aware of serious misrepresentations in the
defendants filings, and their blatant breach of the Duty of Candor to this Court is affecting the outcome
of this case, added to the fact that their defense counsel was already publicly reprimanded by the South
Carolina Supreme Court in 2019 for actions involving misrepresentation.

A hearing on a motion to dismiss is not the place to have this discussion or to present evidence, and, in
my view, a decision without first analyzing the deceptive facts that sustain their motions to dismiss and




also examining how the defendants’ egregious misleading statements are prejudicing my ability to pursue
this case will not contribute to the proper administration of Justice.

Therefore, 1 respectfully request this Court to grant a continuance of the hearing scheduled for next week
so that my Motion for Sanctions can be properly heard and a thorough discussion about the facts of this
case can bring out the truth and an informed decision can be made on their motions to dismiss.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Veronese
(954) 556-6160

W 4-‘_‘






Opposition to Motion to Dismiss and Motion to Strike

From: Cynthia Veronese (cynthiamv123@yahoo.con)
To:  sdobysc@sceourts.org; sdobyle@sceourts.org
Ce:  ikeithimcearty@gmail.com

Date:  Tuesday, August 19, 2025 at 03:17 PM GMT-3

Good afternoon Honorable Judge Doby,

Please find my Opposition attached for the hearing on Thursday at
2.30PM.

Additionally, due to the overwhelming number of false claims in the
defendants' statements, I am filing a Motion to Strike portions of their
Answer and respectfully requesting that it consclidated to be heard
together during the hearing.

Respectfully,

Cynthia Vercnese
(954) 801-0097

Plaintiff's Motion to Strike.pdf
45MB

Plaintiff's Opposition.pdf

1.4 MB




