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THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS

Manolin Caraballo and Melissa Fulwiler, individually and as guardians of D.C., S.C.. and A. C., minors under

eighteen (18) years, and Justin Caraballo and Haley Isdell, individually and as guardians of E.C. and S. C., minors
under eighteen (18) years, Plainti ffs, of whom Melissa Fulwiler is the Appellant,
\A

Brian E. Graham and Southeastern Freight Lines, Inc., Respondents,

Appellate Case No. 2026-001539
Trial Court: Berkeley County
Trial Court Case No. 2024-CP-0801717

APPELLANT MELISSA FULWILER’S MOTION TO REINSTATE APPEAL PURSUANT
TO RULE 260(a), SCACR

Appellant Melissa Fulwiler, appearing pro se, respectfully moves under Rule 260(a), South Caroling

Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), for reinstatement of this appeal. In support of the motion, she states as
follows:

1. The dismissal order in this matter bears a filing stamp of October 14, 2026. The order states that the appeal
was dismissed because the Court had not been informed of the transcript’s status and the Appellant’s initial
brief and designation of matter had not been served and filed as required by Rules 207, 208, and 209, SCACR,
and the Court’s letter dated September 22, 2026.

2. Appellant is proceeding without counsel and is attempting to determine the status of each item identified in
the dismissal order, including whether any previously submitted materials were received and recorded by the
Court. Appellant does not ask the Court to treat a submission as received without confirmation; she
respectfully requests an opportunity to provide any available proof and to correct any deficiency that remains.

3. Appellant reports that she requested the transcript and attempted to contact the person identified to her as
“Web 19” regarding the online transcript request. As of October 15, 2026, she had not received a response
e)‘&‘)lam Ttﬁne transcript’s status. Appellant will provide available confirmation of the request and follow-up
communications as exhibits if available.

4. Appellant understands that the dismissal order identifies three outstanding matters: notice to the Court of
the transcript’s status, the Appellant’s initial brief, and the designation of matter. She respectfully requests
leave to provide a written status update and promptly cure any outstanding filing or service requirement

identified by the Court.

5. Appellant requests reinstatement for good cause under Rule 260(a), SCACR, and asks the Court to consider
her efforts to obtain the transcript information, her efforts to determine the status of the identified filings, and
her willingness to comply promptly with the Court’s directions. Appellant will attach supporting
documentation that is available and will not represent that the Court received a document unless she has

evidence supporting that statement.

WHEREFORE, Appellant Melissa Fulwiler respectfully requests that this Court reinstate the appeal under
Rule 260(a), SCACR; permit her to clarify the transcript’s status and%ddlﬁi' ny remaining deficiencies; and

grant such other relief as the Court deems just andrpmpe:











