
From: FloElleRN
To: Court Of Appeals Filings
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Date: Friday, August 7, 2026 10:09:53 PM

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

Hello Clerk of Court, 

To complete my initial response to this email please find the Repondent’s Supplement Record
on Appeal is filed July 16,2026

I believe it was missed because the appellate refers to it as “Supplement Record on Appeal”,
which it is, however I titled it, “Respondent's Supplement to Pending Motion to File
Respondent’s Brief Out of Time and Notice Regarding Omitted Designated Materials From
the Record on Appeal”. 

Please consider this filing (July 16,2026) and the appellate’s reply on July 28,2026 that is
mentioned in your correspondence. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 
Florence Davis, Respondent, Pro Se 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 7, 2026, at 9:49 PM, FloElleRN <floellern@gmail.com> wrote:

﻿Dear Clerk of Court, 

I am Florence Davis, respondent in the above named case. 

I called but I am also writing to reinforce that I indeed do have a motion to
supplement the record of appeal and it is recorded with the court. It 
Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 3, 2026, at 2:25 PM, Court Of Appeals Filings
<ctappfilings@sccourts.org> wrote:

﻿
Good Afternoon,

Aug 07 2026



Attached please find correspondence from the Court
of Appeals.
 
Thank you,
 
South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street
Columbia, SC 29229
Filings: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Phone: (803) 734-1890
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