From: elizabeth dimler

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Subject: Corrected Notice of Appeal and Proof of Service — Colonial Savings, F.A. v. Elizabeth M. Dimler — Appellate Case
No. 2026-001122

Date: Sunday, May 17, 2026 1:45:27 PM

Attachments: Corrected NOA SCACR Form1 (1) 05 17 2026.docx

JUDGE RODE ORIGINAL ORDER 01 30 2026 (EX. A).pdf

JUDGE VAN SLAMBROOK DECISION FORM 4 3 27 2026 (EX. B).pdf
JUDGE RODE ORDER 05 07 2026 (EX. C).pdf

Form7 Proof of Service IFP 05 17 2026.docx

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

Dear Clerk of Court:

Please find attached the following documents filed in response to the Court's deficiency letters
dated May 13, 2026, in the above-referenced matter:

1. Defendant/Appellant's Corrected Notice of Appeal (SCACR Form 1 format)
— Exhibit A: Order of the Honorable T.J. Rode, January 30, 2026
— Exhibit B: Order of the Honorable Dale E. Van Slambrook, March 27, 2026
— Exhibit C: Order of the Honorable T.J. Rode, May 6, 2026

2. Proof of Service of Motion to Proceed In Forma Pauperis (SCACR Form 7 format)

These documents are submitted to cure the deficiencies identified in the Court's NOA
Deficiency Letter and Motion Deficiency Letter, both dated May 13, 2026, within the ten (10)
day deadline.

Appellant is appearing sui juris. If there is any deficiency with this submission or if additional
information is required, please contact me at the information below.

Respectfully submitted,

Elizabeth Marie Dimler, Sui Juris

8129 Shadow Oak Drive

North Charleston, South Carolina 29406
Telephone: (843) 813-6698

Email: elizabeth5397@att.net

Electronic Signature:

/s/ Elizabeth M. Dimler
Date: May 17, 2026


mailto:elizabeth5397@att.net
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Colonial Savings, F.A. (now Selene Finance, LP by substitution),

         Plaintiff/Respondent,

v.

Elizabeth Marie Dimler,

         Defendant/Appellant,

and

Oak Bluff Homeowners Association, Inc.,

         Co-Defendant.

Appellate Case No.: 2026-001122

Lower Court Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03716

Court of Common Pleas, Charleston County, Ninth Judicial Circuit

DEFENDANT/APPELLANT'S CORRECTED NOTICE OF APPEAL

ORDER NO. 1 — JUDGE T.J. RODE, JANUARY 30, 2026

Elizabeth Marie Dimler appeals the Order of the Honorable T.J. Rode, Court of Common Pleas, Charleston County, dated January 30, 2026, denying Defendant's motions and imposing filing restrictions. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of this Order.

Appellant received written notice of entry of this Order on February 25, 2026, via first-class mail from the Charleston County Clerk of Court pursuant to Rule 77(d), SCRCP. The Clerk's Rule 77 notice reflects the formal judgment was entered February 17, 2026, and mailed February 18, 2026.

ORDER NO. 2 — JUDGE DALE E. VAN SLAMBROOK, MARCH 27, 2026

Elizabeth Marie Dimler appeals the Order of the Honorable Dale E. Van Slambrook, Court of Common Pleas, Charleston County, dated March 27, 2026, granting Plaintiff Colonial Savings, F.A.'s Motion to Substitute Selene Finance, LP as party plaintiff pursuant to Rule 25(c), SCRCP. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of this Order.

Appellant received written notice of entry of this Order on or about April 1, 2026, via first-class mail from the Charleston County Clerk of Court pursuant to Rule 77(d), SCRCP. The Clerk's Rule 77 notice reflects the Order was entered March 27, 2026, and mailed March 30, 2026.

ORDER NO. 3 — JUDGE T.J. RODE, MAY 6, 2026

Appellant also appeals, to the extent necessary, the Order of the Honorable T.J. Rode dated May 6, 2026, directing the Charleston County Clerk of Court to file Appellant's Rule 59(e) Motion with a deemed effective date of April 11, 2026. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of this Order.

Appellant received written notice of entry of this Order on May 7, 2026, via the court's electronic filing notification system.

STATEMENT REGARDING RULE 59(e) AND FINALITY OF MARCH 27, 2026, ORDER

Appellant expressly preserves all arguments that the March 27, 2026, Order is not yet final and appealable because Appellant timely attempted to file a Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend on April 1, 2026 — nine days before the deadline — which was refused by the Charleston County Clerk of Court. That Rule 59(e) Motion has now been docketed by order of Judge Rode with an effective filing date of April 11, 2026, and remains pending before Judge Van Slambrook without ruling. A pending Rule 59(e) motion tolls the finality of the underlying order and therefore tolls the appellate deadline under SCACR Rule 203. Accordingly, this Corrected Notice of Appeal is filed both to cure the deficiencies identified by this Court's letter of May 13, 2026, and protectively to preserve all appellate rights.

A Petition for Writ of Mandamus remains pending before the South Carolina Supreme Court, filed April 10, 2026, supplemented May 7, 2026. Appellant does not waive any tolling argument and does not concede that any appellate deadline has run.

ISSUES PRESENTED ON APPEAL

A. Issues Arising from January 30, 2026, Order — Judge Rode:

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by ruling on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing and Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Exhibit A when neither motion was on the motions roster for the January 7, 2026, hearing, denying Defendant adequate notice and opportunity to be heard in violation of due process.

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by imposing a permanent filing restriction requiring a $500 bond or attorney review as a condition of filing any further motions, where such restriction was not the relief requested, exceeded the scope of Rule 11, SCRCP, and constitutes an unconstitutional prior restraint on Defendant's right of access to the courts.

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by imposing sanctions without making adequate findings on the record regarding Defendant's good faith, where Defendant appeared at the hearing and affirmatively stated all filings were made in good faith.

1. Whether the filing restriction, as applied to bar Defendant's Rule 59(e) Motion responding to a subsequent order by a different judge on a different issue 56 days later, constitutes an unconstitutional expansion of the sanctions order and an unconstitutional denial of Defendant's post-judgment and appellate rights.

1. Whether Rule 11 sanctions were proper where Defendant's motions raised legitimate legal issues regarding standing at inception, holder status, and validity of the assignment — issues the Court of Common Pleas itself has not yet expressly resolved on the merits.

B. Issues Arising from March 27, 2026, Order — Judge Van Slambrook:

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by granting substitution of Selene Finance, LP without first addressing whether Colonial Savings, F.A. established standing at inception as of July 1, 2025 — the date the foreclosure action was filed — where the presiding judge stated at the March 25, 2026, hearing that standing would be "addressed later."

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by granting substitution where the record did not establish that Colonial Savings, F.A. held a legally enforceable interest in the Note and Mortgage as of July 1, 2025, consistent with Bank of America, National Association v. Draper, 405 S.C. 214, 746 S.E.2d 478 (Ct. App. 2013).

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by granting substitution based upon an assignment executed by "Colonial Savings ETC" — an entity not matching the named Plaintiff, not authenticated as legally existing, and not appearing in the South Carolina Secretary of State's records.

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by granting substitution where the assignment was dated November 19, 2025 — six days after Colonial Savings, F.A.'s own records reflected the account as "paid off or transferred" on November 13, 2025 — raising an unresolved question of whether any legally enforceable interest remained to be assigned.

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by granting substitution without requiring compliance with South Carolina Rules of Evidence 901, 803(6), and 602 regarding authentication and admissibility of the documents relied upon.

1. Whether the trial court committed reversible error by granting substitution where Colonial Savings, F.A.'s own pre-filing correspondence admitted into the record established that Colonial Savings held only servicing rights and that Freddie Mac was the owner/assignee, thereby precluding Colonial Savings from qualifying as the Lender with authority to accelerate and foreclose under Paragraph 22 of the Security Instrument.

1. Whether Rule 25(c), SCRCP, a purely procedural mechanism, can supply standing at inception that did not exist when the action was filed, or cure a jurisdictional defect in the original plaintiff's standing.

RELATED PROCEEDINGS

The following related proceedings are currently pending and directly relevant to this appeal:

SC Supreme Court — Petition for Writ of Mandamus, Elizabeth Marie Dimler v. Charleston County Clerk of Court, filed April 10, 2026, supplemented May 7, 2026, seeking order directing Clerk to accept Rule 59(e) Motion.

Charleston County Court of Common Pleas — Defendant's Rule 59(e) Motion to Alter or Amend the March 27, 2026, Order, timely attempted April 1, 2026, now docketed with effective date of April 11, 2026, per Judge Rode's May 6, 2026, Order, pending before Judge Van Slambrook without ruling.

PARTIES AND COUNSEL OF RECORD

Appellant: Elizabeth Marie Dimler, Defendant below, appearing sui juris

8129 Shadow Oak Drive, North Charleston, South Carolina 29406

Telephone: (843) 813-6698 | Email: elizabeth5397@att.net

Respondent/Counsel: Selene Finance, LP (substituted Plaintiff below)

M. McMullen Taylor, Esquire | Riley Pope & Laney, LLC

2838 Devine Street, Columbia, SC 29205

Respondent/Counsel: Colonial Savings, F.A. (original Plaintiff below)

Heidi B. Carey, Esquire | T. Lowndes Pope, Esquire | Riley Pope & Laney, LLC

2838 Devine Street, Columbia, SC 29205

Co-Defendant: Oak Bluff Homeowners Association, Inc.

Derek Dean Farrell, Esquire | 147 Wappoo Drive, Charleston, South Carolina 29412

Respectfully submitted,

_________________________________

Elizabeth Marie Dimler, Sui Juris

8129 Shadow Oak Drive

North Charleston, South Carolina 29406

Telephone: (843) 813-6698

Email: elizabeth5397@att.net

Date: May 17, 2026

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Corrected Notice of Appeal was served upon the following parties on May 18, 2026, by United States Certified Mail, return receipt requested:

M. McMullen Taylor, Esquire / Heidi B. Carey, Esquire / T. Lowndes Pope, Esquire

Riley Pope & Laney, LLC | 2838 Devine Street, Columbia, SC 29205

Certified Mail Tracking No.: 9589 0710 5270 3117 0177 53

Derek Dean Farrell, Esquire

147 Wappoo Drive, Charleston, South Carolina 29412

Certified Mail Tracking No.: 9589 0710 5270 3117 0177 60

_________________________________

Elizabeth Marie Dimler, Sui Juris

Date: May 17, 2026


FORM 4 EXHIBIT A

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

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2025CP1003716
Colonial Savings Fa Elizabeth M Dimler et al

PLAINTIFF(S)

[l

[o]
[
[l

10

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):D 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;

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:

ORDER INFORMATION

This order [ ] ends [0] does not end the case. [O] 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 01/30/2026 .

Elizabeth M Dimler for Elizabeth M Dimler
Elizabeth M Dimler for Elizabeth M Dimler

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

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





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.

This matter was before the Court on January 7, 2026, on eleven motions—ten motions filed by Defendant and one by the Plaintiff seeking
sanctions against Defendant for excessive and duplicative filings. Plaintiff was represented by counsel and Defendant appeared pro se.

Defendant’s ten motions are as follows: (1) Defendant Dimler’'s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing, (2) Defendant’'s Motion for Master
Counterclaim Pleading & Certificate of Service (3) Defendant’s Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Counsel Appearance F/Failure, (4) Defendant’s Motion for
Federal Jurisdiction, Notice/Equity Jurisdiction, (5) Defendant’'s Motion to Compel Production and Inspection, (6) Defendant’s Motion to Strike
Alleged Promissory Note, (7) Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing/ Rec of Trust Settlement, (8) Defendant’s Motion to Compel
Discovery & Emergency Notice+/Unauthorized, (9) Defendant’'s Motion to Compel Discovery, and (10) Defendant's Motion for Sanctions,
Emergency Notice & Certificate of Service.

Finally, the eleventh motion before the Court is Plaintiff Colonial Life Savings’s Motion for Sanctions.

Upon the arguments and memoranda of the parties the Court rules as follows and, within 20 days requests Plaintiff prepare a proposed order
consistent with the instructions contained herein:

(1) Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing is respectfully DENIED. The factual assertions made by Defendant are unsupported and
immaterial to the issue of standing. The Court directs Plaintiffs to submit a proposed order in (MS. Word format) within 15 days denying
Defendant’s motion for lack of standing.

(2) Defendant’s Motion for Master Counterclaim Pleading & Certificate of Service does not request any relief that is different than her other motions.
Therefore, this motion is respectfully DENIED.

(3) Defendant’s Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Counsel Appearance for failure to Register as a Foreign agent is unsupported by evidence and baseless.
Therefore, this motion is DENIED.

(4) Defendant’s Motion for Federal Jurisdiction, Notice/Equity Jurisdiction, does not set forth any basis for such jurisdiction or to defeat the
jurisdiction of this Court. Therefore, this motion is DENIED.

(5) Defendant withdrew the Motion to Compel Production and Inspection on the record. Therefore, this motion is resolved with prejudice and need
not be addressed.

(6) Defendant’s Motion to Strike Alleged Promissory Note is duplicative of her other motions attacking standing which are without support.
Therefore, this duplicative motion is DENIED.

(7) Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Standing/ Rec of Trust Settlement is duplicative of her other motions attacking standing which are
without support. Therefore, this duplicative motion is DENIED.

(8) Defendant’s Motion to Compel Discovery & Emergency Notice/Unauthorized is duplicative of the other motion to compel which was withdrawn
by Defendant at the hearing. Furthermore, Defendant acknowledged at the hearing that Plaintiff has responded to the discovery requests. Because
this motion is baseless and duplicative it is therefore DENIED.

(9) Defendant’s Motion to Compel Discovery is duplicative of the other motion to compel which was withdrawn by Defendant at the hearing.
Furthermore, Defendant acknowledged at the hearing that Plaintiff has responded to the discovery requests. Because this motion is baseless and
duplicative it is therefore DENIED.

(10) Defendant's Motion for Sanctions, Emergency Notice & Certificate of Service Discovery is duplicative of the other motion to compel which was
withdrawn by Defendant at the hearing. Furthermore, Defendant acknowledged at the hearing that Plaintiff has responded to the discovery
requests. Because this motion is baseless and duplicative it is therefore DENIED.

(11) Plaintiff's Motion for Sanctions.

Plaintiff filed their Motion for Sanctions in response to Defendant’s excessive motions filed with the court. It is clear from the record of this case that
Defendant has filed repetitive and frivolous motions. Pursuant to Rule 11, SCRCP, this court has the discretion and authority to issue sanctions to
deter such litigation abuse and to minimize the substantial and unnecessary strain on the Court’s docket and resources. See Bauknight as Tr. Of
James Brown 2000 Irrevocable Trust v. Pope., 445 S.C 498 (2025). Therefore, Defendant is HEREBY ENJOINED and PROHBITED from filing any
further motions in this matter, unless prior to each filing the Defendant either posts a bond of $500.00 with the Clerk Court, or the filing has been
reviewed and signed by an attorney licensed to practice in South Carolina.

Within 20 days, Counsel for plaintiff shall prepare a proposed order in MS.Word format making proposed findings in support of its standing. The
proposed order should also address the sanctions imposed against Defendant as described above. This Form 4 Order shall resolve all other
motions and no further order will be issued except on the issues of standing and sanctions.

END OF ORDER.

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

Case Caption: Colonia Savings FaVS Elizabeth M Dimler , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2025CP1003716

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

¢ T.J. Rode (#2792)

Electronically signed on 2026-01-30 10:48:14 page 3 of 3
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FORM 4 EXHIBIT B

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Charleston

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2025CP1003716
Colonial Savings Fa Elizabeth M Dimler 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;

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:

10

This matter was before the Court on March 25, 2026 on Plaintiff Colonial Savings F.A.'s Motion to Substitute a Party Plaintiff. Attorney M.
McMullen Taylor appeared on behalf of Plaintiff. Defendant Elizabeth M. Dimler appeared pro se. After hearing from the parties and reviewing all
available memoranda, the Court Grants Plaintiff's Motion, overruling Defendant's objection to the relief.

Nothing in this ruling should be construed as the Court speaking outside the narrow grounds germane to the issue of substitution requested by
Plaintiff.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

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 03/27/2026 .

Elizabeth M Dimler for Elizabeth M Dimler
Elizabeth M Dimler for Elizabeth M Dimler

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

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





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: Colonia Savings FaVS Elizabeth M Dimler , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2025CP1003716

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

And It Is So Ordered!

s/DaeE. Van Slambrook S.C. Circuit Court Judge
#2781

Electronically signed on 2026-03-27 08:19:07 page 3 of 3

9TLE00TdDS20Z#3aASVYD - SY3Td NOININOD - NOLSITIVHO - NV 87:0T ¢ 1IN 9¢0¢ - d31d ATIVIOINOYLO3 13






EXHIBIT C

FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF Charleston
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2025CP1003716
Colonial Savings Fa et al Elizabeth M Dimler 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:

See below

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ] ends [0] does not end the case. [O] 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 05/06/2026 .

Elizabeth M Dimler for Elizabeth M Dimler
Elizabeth M Dimler for Elizabeth M Dimler

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

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





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.

On January 30, 2026, the below-signed issued an order which among other things found
Defendant Dimler has filed repeated frivolous motions and as sanctions ordered that no
further filings would be accepted from Defendant Dimler without a bond or signature of
licensed attorney. Subsequently, on March 27, 2026, the Hon. Judge Vanslambrook
issued an order granting Plaintiff's Motion to Substitute a Party. It appears that the
Defendant attempted to file a motion pursuant to Rule 59(e), regarding Judge
Vanslambrook’s order, but that pursuant to the January 30, Order the Clerk of Court
properly declined to accept any filings without the bond required by that Order. The
below-signed is in receipt of correspondence sent by Defendant Dimler in this matter.
This correspondence was accompanied by many pages of exhibits, and by the face of
the correspondence these exhibits purport to include the following: (1) Defendant’s
Motion pursuant to Rule 59(e), SCRCP, concerning an order issued by the Hon. Judge
Vanslambrook on March 27, 2026; (2) Emergency Motion to Clarify Bond Order which
bears a file stamp date of filed April 3, 2026; (3) Protective Notice of Appeal Filed April
9, 2026, and (4) Petition for Writ of Mandamus Filed with the Supreme Court of South
Carolina seeking to order the Clerk to Accept Defendant’s Rule 59 motion.

To the extent Defendant's correspondence seeking to clarify the bond order concerns
the Order entered on January 30, 2026, by the below-signed, the Court has delivered to
the Clerk of Court the correspondence with all enclosed exhibits/materials, received
from Defendant; and the Court hereby directs the Clerk of Court to file the same in the
record of this case as a Rule 59 motion—without assessing any filing fee—and with said
filing to be deemed effective as of the post-mark date of April 11, 2026. Except as
explained herein, the January 30, 2026, Order remains in full force and effect. This
Order makes no finding that the aforementioned Rule 59 motion is timely, proper, or
otherwise has any merit, which shall be left to be determined by the appropriate circuit
court judge who issued the order to which the motion is directed.

END OF ORDER

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

Case Caption: Colonia Savings FaVS Elizabeth M Dimler , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2025CP1003716

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

¢ T.J. Rode (#2792)

Electronically signed on 2026-05-06 13:02:41 page 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Colonial Savings, F.A. (now Selene Finance, LP by substitution),

         Plaintiff/Respondent,

v.

Elizabeth Marie Dimler,

         Defendant/Appellant,

and

Oak Bluff Homeowners Association, Inc.,

         Co-Defendant.

Appellate Case No.: 2026-001122

Lower Court Case No.: 2025-CP-10-03716

PROOF OF SERVICE OF MOTION TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

(SCACR Form 7, Appendix C, Part II)

I, Elizabeth Marie Dimler, Defendant/Appellant, hereby certify that on May 18, 2026, I served a true and correct copy of the Motion to Proceed In Forma Pauperis upon the following parties by United States Certified Mail, First Class, Postage Prepaid, addressed as follows:

1. M. McMullen Taylor, Esquire

    Heidi B. Carey, Esquire

    T. Lowndes Pope, Esquire

    Riley Pope & Laney, LLC

    2838 Devine Street

    Columbia, South Carolina 29205

    Certified Mail Tracking No.: 9589 0710 5270 3117 0177 53

2. Derek Dean Farrell, Esquire

    Attorney for Oak Bluff Homeowners Association, Inc.

    147 Wappoo Drive

    Charleston, South Carolina 29412

    Certified Mail Tracking No.: 9589 0710 5270 3117 0177 60

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of South Carolina that the foregoing is true and correct.

_________________________________

Elizabeth Marie Dimler, Sui Juris

8129 Shadow Oak Drive

North Charleston, South Carolina 29406

Telephone: (843) 813-6698

Email: elizabeth5397@att.net

Date: May 17, 2026


