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TONY WILLIAMS 

145 Fort Sullivan Drive 

Ridgeland, South Carolina 29936 

Telephone: (843) 263-4488 

Email: Twtony6371@gmail.com 

September 28, 2026 

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL/ RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Tracking No.: ______________ _ 

The Honorable Clerk of Court 

South Carolina Court of Appeals 

Supreme Court Building 

1231 Gervais Street 

Post Office Box 11629 

Columbia, South Carolina 29211 

Re: NOTICE OF APPEAL & INTAKE TRANSMITTAL PACKAGE 

RECEIVED 

OCT 02 2026 

SC Court of Appeab 

Tony Williams v. Hearthstone Lakes HOA, John T. Budrow, Kevan Shepps, McAngus, 

Goudelock & Courie, LLC, and Mutterer Law Firm, LLC 

Jasper County Court of Common Pleas (Fourteenth Judicial Circuit) 

Civil Action No.: 2025-CP-27-00385 

(Cross-Referencing Contempt Directives in Case No. 2023-CP-27-00428) 

Appealed Order Entered: September 24, 2026 (Judge Marvin H. Dukes, Ill) 

Dear Clerk of Court: 

Enclosed for formal filing with the South Carolina Court of Appeals pursuant to Rules 201, 203, 

204, and 205 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), please find the original and 

duplicate copy of Plaintiff-Appellant Tony Williams's Appellate Intake Package, consisting of: 

1. Appellant's Expedited Notice of Appeal, Statement of Issues on Appeal, and Designation of

Jurisdictional, Procedural, Rule 54(b), and Party-Capacity Defects;

2. Appellate Certificate of Service confirming service upon the Jasper County Clerk of Court and

all adverse counsel of record pursuant to Rule 203(b)(1) & Rule 204, SCACR;

3. Rule 207, SCACR Transcript Request Package I Court Reporter Notice; and
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4. Appellate filing fee OR Appellant's Verified Motion to Proceed In Forma Pauperis (IFP)

accompanied by an executed Affidavit of lndigency.

JURISDICTIONAL & RECUSAL THRESHOLD NOTICE 

(IMMEDIATE ATTENTION OF SENIOR STAFF ATTORNEYS REQUESTED) 

Appellant respectfully requests that the intake department and Senior Staff Attorneys review this 

filing immediately upon docketing. The appealed final written Order-signed by the Honorable 

Marvin H. Dukes, Ill on September 21, 2026, and entered onto the public index on September 

24, 2026-presents grave, irreconcilable jurisdictional, recusal, and structural due process 

defects apparent on the face of the public record: 

1. Appearance of Impropriety & Direct Factual Contradiction on Recusal:

The Circuit Court denied Appellant's timely motion for mandatory judicial recusal under Canon 

3(E) of the Code of Judicial Conduct by asserting under judicial signature on Page 2 of the 

appealed Order that a February 3, 2026 Contempt Order in Case No. 2023-CP-27-00428 "if 

such an Order exists, is not accessible through the public index." The official Judicial Branch 

CMSWeb 7.2 electronic ledger and clocked records confinn that Judge Marvin H. Dukes, Ill 

personally electronically signed that exact order at 12:12 PM on February 3, 2026, which was 

clocked onto the public index at 1 :25 PM with an official electronic filing barcode. 

2. Adjudicating Claims for "Ghost Defendants" (Rules 11(a) & 40(c), SCRCP): The official

CMSWeb 7 .2 Actions ledger establishes that Defendants John T. Budrow, Kevan Shepps, and

McAngus, Goudelock & Courie, LLC (MG&C) never filed a Notice of Appearance under Rule

11 (a), SCRCP, never filed an Answer, and were never published on any motions roster under

Rule 40(c), SCRCP. Adverse counsel Thomas E. Lydon, Ill appeared exclusively for

"Hearthstone Lakes HOA." The Circuit Court granted dismissals to ghost entities who never

appeared, were never rostered, and never had a hearing conducted on their behalf.

3. Sua Sponte Excusal of an 8-Month Unbroken Default (*Stark Truss*, *Sundown*, &

*Howard*):

Appellant's verified Affidavits of Default were clocked on January 29, 2026. For nearly eight (8)

full months, Defendants Budrow, Shepps, MG&C, and MLF never filed a verified motion under

Rule 55(c), SCRCP, to set aside default. On Page 3 of the appealed Order, the Circuit Court

held that "[e)ven if a party or finn were in default, there is not a prohibition on allowing such a

party to appear," and proceeded to excuse their defaults sua sponte, directly defying Stark Truss

Co. v. Superior Construction Corp., 360 S.C. 503 (Ct. App. 2004), Sundown Operating Co. v.

lntedge Industries, Inc., 383 S.C. 601 (2009), and Howard v. Holiday Inns, Inc., 271 S.C. 238

(1978).
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