BEFORE THE SUPREME COURT OF SOUTH CAROLINA 00 8(/

City of Columbia Plaintiff-Respondent 4,

v. ) : & o)

Marie Assa’ad-Faltas, MD, MPH, Defendant-Appellant , O(/I9
RICHLAND COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT James R. Barber , IXII, Circuit Judge 7.

RESUBMITTED NOTICE OF APPEAL WHICH WAS TIMELY SUBMITTED ON 1 December 2011

Marie Assa’ad-Faltas, MD, MPH, pro se, now diligently resubmits to this Court her timely 1 December
2011 appeal to this Court (which appeal was returned to her unfiled on 2 December 2011) from Circuit
Judge Barber’s 1 November 2011 ORDER erroneously dismissing Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas’ appeal for alleged
“failure to prosecute” after Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas had, per Judge Barber’s own 22 September 2011 order,
appeared for the appeal hearing and proved that she had contacted several lawyers other than Orin Briggs
but was unable to secure representation yet was not allowed to participate because she had no lawyer.

Imposition on Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas conditions in excess of those placed on other similarly-situated parties
violates SC’s Code of laws §14-1-100, which provided in toto:

SECTION 14-1-100. Rights in court shall not be affected by race or color.

Whenever authority has heretofore been conferred by law upon any free white person or persons to

institute any suit or proceedings or to prefer any information or complaint in any matter, civil, penal

or criminal, the same rights shall be enjoyed by and the same remedies shall be applicable to all

persons whatsoever, regardless of race or color, subject to the same conditions and none other.
No free white person in South Carolina was ever before or since required to have a lawyer as a condition
to be heard in SC’s courts. And under the federal constitution, the Supreme-Law of the Land, a criminal
defendant has an absolute (Faretta v. California) rlght to. self-repre§entat10n w1th the sole exceptlon of
ably pro se in inter alia her 22-26 February 2010 jury trial in Rlchland County General Sessions Court on
and was NOT convicted but later acquitted despite the extreme unfairness of the trial, and whom then-
presiding Circuit J udge Newman described on the transcribed record as “most pleasant and gracious.”

Lindsey v. Normet, 405 U.S. 56 (1972), and its progeny established that, once a state provides for appeals,
it cannot impose different conditions on different appellants. And Turner v. Rogers, 131 S.Ct. 2505 (2011),
held that a Court’s failure to consider a party’s inability to comply with court order violates due process.

And “failure to prosecute” is the very opposite of Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas’ diligent filing of detailed grounds of
appeal, securing availability of the lower courts’ exhibits and transcripts to the circuit court, and by her
then-volunteer attorney Orin Briggs, filing more arguments pre-approved by this very Court.

Circuit Judge Barber should at the very least have reviewed, and ruled fairly on, the record before
him even if had been constrained by this Court’s 8 April 2011 ORDER to not hear more from Dr.
Assa’ad-Faltas pro se. This appeal is filed with this Court as (1) SC’s Court of Appeals may be unaware it
may now accept a pro se submission from Dr. Assa’ad-Faltas, at least in.criminal cases (2) it involves
constitutional questions and (3) SC’s treatment of immigrants is an issue of national public importance.
Briefly, the constitutional issues are that South Carolina’s “Home Rule Act? violates the “no-new-State”
provision of the U.S. Constitution insofar as the Act effectively creates numerous municipalities with
powers fo leglslate appoint judges, and own and operate courts, which powers are exclusive to the federal
and state sovereigns and Congress has never consented to make any South Carolina city or county astate. -

This appeal presents another important constitutional question: does éexecution of summary ‘¢ériminal
direct contempt orders without the safeguards of appeals and collateral review violate the Eighth
Amendment as cruel and unusual as subject to abuse of powers and inherently “freakish” in application?

Respectfully submitted and served by hand délivery to South Carolina’s Attorney General’s office on 4

January 2014, and by hand delivery to the Clerkfof Richland County on 3 January 2013, all God so willing.
Marie Assa’ ad- Faltas , 7Appellant pro se
P.O. Box 9115, Columbia, SC 29290, Cell Phone: (330) 232 — 4164

e-mail: Marie_Faltas@hotmail.com
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