THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS RECEIVED

&

The South Carolina SUPREME COURT JUN 0 5 2014

Appeliate Case 2012-213208
Supreme Court Case no: 2014-000067 & SC Court of Appea's
Lower Court Case no: 2012-CP-18-539
Page 1 of 1
Attachments-17
Roger L. Whaley, Pro Se
AppellantWhaley's NOTICE of COURTEOUS
that he WILL BE FILING within 30 days of 5/22/2014 a
WRIT of CERTIORARI ~ Appealing this APPEALS
COURT’s “ORDER”’ dated “5/22/2014"
and this Appeals Court’s LETTER to “Counsel” 5/22/2014
written Letter ONLY which filed with a - Rule 221(b}

Appellant/Plaintiff,
vs.

South Carolina Federal Credit Union
and Bank of America,

Respondents/Defendants.

After speaking with the Supreme Court official(s), on today's date June 5, 2014, who agreed that it would
not be improper, nor frivolous for Plaintiff/Appellant/Whaley to file also this said NOTICE of COURTEQUS so to bring
to the attention of ALL proper court officials that this pro se Appellant/Whaley will be filing his writ of certiorari within
the required (30) days, to be filed within both said courts. With the Original(s) filed required documents fo be filed
within the said Supreme Court, and a copy to this said Appeais Court. ‘

Said notice is being filed, so not to repeat! the prior errors/or lack of knowledge of this appeals court
official(s) time limitations in which this PRO SE Appellant/Whaley and ALL other parties are required to TIMELY and
PROPERLY file their said pleadings in these said Appellate Court(s), and to make known that this Pro Se Whaley is
quite aware of following the rules and laws of both said appellate courts, and will continue to do his best to comply
with the said required laws and rules, but pray the SAME by both said Appellate courts to apply to all parties equally.

PRAYING only for fair and Equal Justice to be applied, with absolutely no! special treatments to neither
acting party.

Dated: June 5, 2014 ) R ectfu"y subm:ﬁed

Roger(f/ Whaley Pro Se

8673 Laurel Grove Lane

North Charleston, S.C. 29420

CERTIFICATE of SERVICE: | declare that all proper parties has been served this said Courteous Notice, by mait, fax, or hand-defivery. c¢: Jody A.
Bedenbaugh, Esquire; Erik Tison Norton, Esqulre-ﬁzo Main St, 17 Fl-Columbia, SC 29201; Drew Hamilton Butler, Esquire, Shelia M. Bias, 1900
Bamwell St.-Columbia, S.C, 20202

' This Appeals Court’s *Order” dated 5/22/2014 Never! provided ANY! supportivet LAW nor RULE of Court, that could possibly support its said findings/or
allegations written in its “ORDER” 5/22/2014, which is highly, improper for an APPEALS COURT Rulings, actually signed by more than one Appeals Court
JUDGES.
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CRULE221 - -
_ REHEARING AND REMITTITUR T

YA e ‘, B //

e f‘ ./"a"'/;'.",. Gl

a) Rehearing. Petitions for rehearing must be actually recejrved by the appeliate court no |ater than fifteen
15) days after the filing of the opinion, order, judgment, or decree of the court. A petition for rehearing shall
e in accordance with Rule 240, and shall state with particularity the points supposed to have been
yverlooked or misapprehended by the court. No petition for rehearing shall be allowed from an order denying

3 petltron for a writ of certroran under Rule 242, SCACR.
X L
b?&emlttrtur xThe remrttrtur shall contam a copyof the Judgment of the appellate court shall be sealed wrth

tower court or admmrstratnié‘ tn'Bi]nat until ﬁfteen (1 5) daysl,tb_ave elapsed (the day of ﬁhng being excluded)
since the filing 6ﬁﬁe'op|mon order, judgment or decree of éo;u‘[rlt irt finally dt{&f ngof me,agpeﬂl ffa
>etition for rehearing is received before the remrttltur is sent, ‘the remittitur shall not be sent pending
lisposition of the petition by the court. Where a petitign for rehearing has been denred‘the Court of Appeats
ghall not send the remittitur to the lowerkr:_aurt oraﬁﬂ’%ﬁgtweﬁ unal untﬂ t%e trmé’t’o petrtr n for a writof =
Gertioran und inder Rule 242(cXhas expired. fa petition for writ of certiorari is filed, the Courtof A é"at@all »
(wrz’énqme remrttrtmmﬁr ed ﬂ% the petition has been denredf wrrt rs granted‘bythe Supreme )

: Jourt the Court of Appeals(shall nof send the remrttrtur * T

c) Rehearing of Motions. The appellate court will not entertain petitions for rehearing on a motion or
setition unless the action of the court on the motion or petition has the effect of dismissing or finally deciding ¢

arty's appeal.
-ast amended by Order dated January 29, 2009, effective April 29, 2009, by Order of the same date.



- RULE 242 °
CERTIORARI TO THE COURT OF APPEALS

(a) Authority of the Supreme Court The Supreme Court, or any two (2) justices thereof, may in its

discretion, on motion of any party to the case or on its own motion, issue a writ of certiorari to review a
final decision of the Court of Appeals.

(b) Considerations Governing Review. A writ of certiorari is not a matter of right, but of sound judicial
discretion, and will be granted only where there are special and important reasons. The following, while
neither controlling nor fully measuring the Supreme Court's discretion or power to grant review in general,
indicate the character of reasons which will be considered:

(1) Where there are novel questions of law.
(2) Where there is a dissent in the decision of the Court of Appeals.

(3) Where the decision of the Court of Appeals is in conflict with a prior decision of the
Supreme Court.

(4) Where substantial constitutional issues are directly involved.

(5) Where a federal question is included and the decision of the Court of Appeals conflicts
with a decision of the United States Supreme Court.

_ (c) Time for Petitioning and Filing Fee. A decision of the Court of Appeals is not final for the purpose
“of review by the Supreme Court unt;l the petition for rehearing or reinstatement has been acted on by the
Court of Appeals \A petition for wri it of certiorari shall be/ /served on opposing counsel andiﬁled with proof - :
-of sennce > with the/ Clerk of the Court of Appeals and @e Clerk of the Supreme Cour;}gmn th:rty (30) days‘(
aﬂer the getttlon for rehearing or remstatementh finally decided by the Court rt of Appeals.* An original and
7six (6) copies of the petition shall be filed with the Supreme Court. The copies filed with the Supreme
Court shall be accompanied by the filing fee set by order of the Supreme Court.[1] No filing fee shall be
required in criminal cases or petitions filed by the State of South Carolina or its agencies or depariments.

(d) Content of Petition. The petition for writ of certiorari shall contain the following:

(1) Certification by counsel for petitioner that a petition for rehearing or reinstatement was
made and finally ruled on by the Court of Appeals.

(2) The questions presented for review, expressed in the terms and circumstances of the case
but without unnecessary detail. Only those questions raised in the Court of Appeals and in the
petition for rehearing shall be included in the petition for writ of certiorari as a question
presented to the Supreme Court. A question presented will be deemed to include every
subsidiary question fairly comprised therein.

(3) A concise statement of the case, containing the facts material to the consideration of the
questions presented.
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Transcriplis), therefore made this said Appeais Court's RETURNING of Appellant/Whaley's said Documented EVIDENCE
- when against SCACR Rule 216{3)&(3} toAnd is
T94{15827 - which NEVER!Y SUPPORTED for
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3b}: This said Appeals Court OVERLOOKED and or due to Bias known said Interest, did not Consider/or must
Grant this Appellant/Whaley's said Mation for Rehearing — when this said Appeals Court’s in errorfor otherwise Overiooked its
own!!, ORDER/or LETTER dated *OCTOBER 10, 2013" which admits!! that Appellant/Whaley filed ALSO its MOTION FOR
JUDGMENTS, and also! later! filed AppellantWhaley's filed MOTION TO DISMISS. (which showed and AGAIN! PROVIDED
Appellant/Whaley's Lower Trial Court's filed documented pleadings/and already filed EXHIBITS) which always!! involved
Respondent/BOA & SCFCU's UNTIMELY filed alleged MOT!ON(s} TO DISMISS, when, both! said RESPONDENTS filed
MOTIONS to DISMISS were filed AFTER! the dates “OCTOBER 22, 2013”. and "NOVEMBER 4, 2013" - which was AFTERY the
DATES! in which this said Appeals Court ORDERED! the said Respondents o have filed EACH of their file INITIAL BRIEF/and
Designation — by each of their given DEADLINE DATE, which was NEVER!I COMPLIED by Neither! named RESPONDENTSs,
atthough! this said Appeals Court DUE TO ~ BIAS known INTEREST - Overlocked these said above UNDISPUTED FACTS.
and Granted the said RESPONDENTS Untimely filed MOTION TO DISMISS, and in ERROR/or said OTHERWISE DENIED
Appellant/Whaley's MOTION T DISMISS - which INDEED PROVIDED the Documented EVIDENCE attached with said
EXHIBITS - which showed Appellant/Whaley's INITIAL BRIEF and DESIGNATION of MATTERS indeed
*..CONTAIN. MATTER(s). PRESENTED TO! THE TRIAL! COURT " - Which this said Appeais Court indeed! FIRST!
ACCEPTED, than!! later! {admitted! to have) RETURNED Appeliant/Whaley's DOCUMENTED EVIEDENCE/and/or
EXHIBITS/and Lower Trial Court's TRANSCRIPT(s! - which supported that ALL Appellant/Whaley's CLAIMS in his Initial Brief
and DESIGNATION indeed were first ™. PRESENTED TO THE TRIAL COURT..." Pursuant with Rule 209, 210, 207(b)(4).
4, Thereiore this said Appeals Court 2/27/2014 FINAL ORDER in Error Overlooked/and due to said Bias known personal
interest, did not Consider, and or must Grant Appellant/Whaley's MOTION for REHEARING, when!! this Appeals Court's OWN!
written signed! LETTER dated "SEPTEMBER 25, 2013" - admits!'! that indeed AppellantWhaley's TIMELY and PROPERLY
filed INITIAL BRIEF and DESIGNATION of MATTER's attached EXHIBITS and filed Documented Pleadingsiwhich INCLUDED
AppeliantWhaley's PAID LOWER TRIAL COURT'S TRANSCRIPT, showed and supported ALL AppeliantiWhaley's claims were
Claims ALWAYS Discussed also within the said LOWER TRIAL COURT, whereas is in compliance with this said Appeals

Court's ONLY provided Case Law "Henning v Kave, 307 S.C. 436,437 415 S.E 24 794{1992}" - which RULEDfand ORDERED
andfor shows thatlor this said APPEALS FINAL ORDER, dated 2/27/2014 - MUST!! BE DENIED.

WHEREFORE, attached is AppelfantWhaley's {6) copies, and known payment, s¢ to file this timaly and proper request io
Granted this said Motion for Rehearing/and/or Reconsideration, pursuani with the above said S.C. Appeliate Court Rules and

Procedures. *(if the said amount of payment is not correct, please contact. and any cther immediate payment will be made)

Daled:  MARCH 11,2014 Respectfully Submitted,

RogerL. Whaley, Pro 8e
8573 Laure! Grove Lane
North Charleston, South Caroling 29420
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
i. deciare that afl the proper parties has been timety &nd properly served by CERTIFYED/or OVERNIGHT MAIL, andior FAXED.  As Appellant's deciare that ALL
thatis stated is frue and believable and is attached with the documented evidence/and/or EXHIBITS which sunporis ANY and ALL his Claims, a5 he hes always
provided to this said Appeals Court and to the said Lower Trial Couri.
o Jody A. Bedenbaugh, Esquire; Erik Tison Norton, Esquire,  Drew Hamilton Builer, Esquire. Shefia M. Bias
1320 Main Street, 17 Floor - Columbia SC 20201 1900 Barnwell St~ Columbia, ST 29202
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(a) Captlons iAII documents‘lﬁled inthe appellate court shall pe headed‘%y a captlon Exceptas - -
provrded below for appeals S from administraftive tribunals; ”the ‘caption’ shall contain t the name of the _ o
-appellate court where the document isto be“ﬁled (r e., Supreme Court or Court of Appeals) if the matter g .,
involves review of a ‘lower court decision, ;L_he name of the counl)Land Judge fromwhich the appeaﬁs taken
.,rncludmg the trtle -of the judge (e.g.(Circuit Court Judge; Famrly Court Judge, Master-m—Eqwty Probate
Judge, Specral Referee, Special Circuit Court Judge) the title of the case(the party commencing the
action in the lower courtshall always appear ﬁrstin the fifleregardless of whom is appellaq@petltloner)
the title of the document (e.g., RECORD ON APPEAL; APPENDIX; BRIEF OF APPELLANT: PETITION
FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR};, MOTION TO DISMISS); and the name, address and phone number of the
counsel submitting the document, or in the case of a Record on Appeal or Appendix, the names,
addresses and phone numbers of all counsel in the case. me captron shouid be substantrally inthe form i

. shown by this exgznple \. T 32’ /7‘

“w-;c

;f‘. THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -

X in the Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Howard S. Bames, Circuit Court Judge

PaulL.Doe,..... ... ... ... . . . Appellant (or Respondent),
V.
MaryM.Roe, ... Respondent (or Appellant).
RECORD ON APPEAL
John T. Smith, Esquire
P.O. Box123
Columbia, SC 29000
(803) 000-0000

Attorney for Appellant

Wanda D. Jones, Esquire
P.O. Box 456

Columbia, SC 29000
(803) 000-0000

Attormey for Respondent

In appeals from administrative tribunals, the caption shall contain the name of the appellate court where
the document is to be filed (i.e. Supreme Court or Court of Appeals); the name of the tribunal from which
the appeal is taken (e.g., Administrative Law Court, Public Service Commission, etc.); the name of the
administrative law judge (if applicable); the title of the case (the title shall remain the same as the title
before the tribunal regardiess of whom is the appeliant); the title of the document (e.g., RECORD ON
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Reconsideration. The NOTICE!! of APPEAL was filed...in 2012, DUE to Various ISSUES with!lli the TRANSCRIPTIHI..” *(See
Exh. B-i
5 RESPONDENT/SCFCU's most recent! filed pleading dated "'FEBRUARY 5. 2014" - was FILED# BEFORE! this said Appeais

Court's ERREDY final ORUER dated "FEBRUARY 27 20147 s ADMITTEDY by the RESPONDENT/SCECU thal indeadt this said

APPELLANT Whaley filed and or CORRECTED his Ordered “DEFICIENCIES” involving AppelianiWhaley's “INITIAL BRIEF" which
RESPONDENTISCFCU ADMITSWand or SHOWS that AppeliantWhaley INDEED properiyt and CORRECTED his sand INITIAL BRIEF fied
since’t "AUGUST of 2013 and after’! AppeliantiWhaley! receivedit his LAST KNOWN! DELIVERY ! 1o ALL PARTIES" the said LOWER
TRIAL COURT'S TRANSCRIPTis} — which indeed showed! and SUPPCRTEDH Appeliant/Whaley's ALWAYS made kriown Claims involving
the RESPONDENT/BOA's said CONFLICT of INTEREST Attorneys/NELSON, Muliins. Riiey. & Scarobrough - LLP's LAW FIRM- twhich this
said Appeals Court's offinials hy ias conduct!OVERLOOKE Diandior otherwise by ERROR did not review the UNDISPUTED FACTS always
known in the said LOWER TRIAL COURT'S TRANSCRIPT{s! that - RESPONDENT/ROA ¢ said law firm - were! the ONLY APPOINTED
RECEIVER —in the STATE! COURT! - and not! as in ERROR ordersad by the said fower irial court. and! s ERROR upheid BOTH said
RESPONDENTS! always known FRAUD CLAIMS - supporied i the Ordersior Lefters from this saud Appeals Coarf's - ERROR, granting of
BGTH said named RESPONDENTS Untimely filed MOTIONS to Dismiss. in this said Appeal Courl's Order daled February 27, 2014”

Say As RESPONDENT/BCA's same! paid Attorneys/Nedsor. Mullins, LAW FIRM, was aiso! STATE! COURT! APRQINTED
ONLY 0 be the STATEY COURT! appoiniad RECEIVER for Appellant/Whalev's said Cashier's Checke and named Payee CCG. and ALL il
said named subsidianesiandior affiiales — MONEY FUNDS/and PERSONAL PROPERTYS that wera®! being HELD ONLYY within the said
FIRST! CITIZEN! BANK! - during the SAME Relevari ime period “OCTOBER 10, 2008™ invoiving a FEDERAL CASE NO 3.2007-MC-00135-
MBS {pursuant with SCACR Rule 10ic]). provided by BOTH said RESPONDENTS/ROA and SCFOU made intentional FRAUD/and or

GREATH Erred Claims that an alleged FEDERALY RECE

B
v

ER- Mr. Beaitie 3. Ashmore was alleged PROPER RECEIVER in which
AppeflantWhaley's said MONEY FUNDS were allegedly in Conirel. But! this said Aopeals Ceourt on the date "JANUARY 3. 2014" supported
by the RESPONDENT/SCFCU's MEMO Feb 5 2014 ADMITS! THAT {ihe ONLY REASONS, this Appeals Court SRANTED ifs ORLER of
FEBRUARY 27, 2014, so o AMEND AppellantWhaley's INITIAL BRIEF and DESIGNATION of MATTER was to .. EXCLUDINGH the
OFFENDING!! PORTIONS!...” - winch RESPONDENT/SCFCU s ADMITSVand or shows - AppellantWhaley's PROPERLY, and timely
FILED his “MOTION TO RELIEVE COUNSEL of RESPONDENT/Band of Amarica, seeking the PROTECTION of RULE 246ib).
SCACR..ATTEMPTING to STAY!! the PERFECTION of the APPEAL." -

5bY: UNDISPUTED PROVIDED DOCUMENTED EVIDENCE PRODUCED. and FACTS SHOWS instead! this Appeals
Court {due 1o said bias interestior due fo continued ERRORS) - QVERLOGKED the UNDISPUTED CACTS. that the .0, APPELLATE

COURT RULES and PROCEDURES. Rule 24Gie), DID! NCT! provide! any! grounds! for this said APPEALS Court's Officiais! to have
INTERVENEDH this Appeals Court's parsonal®? writters ORDER dated "JANUARY 3. 2014" which RESPONDENTISCFCU's ownt "MEMO” on
pagel. dated "February 5, 20147 {See Exh. H.3) admis! QONLY!! this said APPEALS COURT's OFFICIALS “DENIED” on "JANUARY 2, 20147
- WITHOUTH ANY! named RESPONDENTS/BOA nor SCFCU - NEVER!! FILED (Pursuant with Rute 240} "anyl *..OPPOSITION.."
faiklal Response(s) to AopellaniWhaley's TIMELY FILED *"MOTION to RELIEVE COUNSEL. of RESPONDENT Bank of America. ” - which
is WHERE! AppellantWhaley COMPLIED!! with this said Appeals Court's ORDER to AMEND - Appeliant’s DESIGNATION of

and supported! ALL, of Appellant/Whaley's CLAIMS written in his INITIAL BRIEF and DESIGNATION of MATTER. were indeed Claims!

of issues that were either actually DISCUSSED in OPEN COURT. and written with ALL proper parties KNOWN KNOWLEDGE of alt claims

" SCACR Rule 240 .{e} Return to Motion, “..Any party opposing a motion o7 petition shall have ten {10} days from the date
of service thereol to file an original and Six {6) copies of tus relurn wilh the cierk and serve on aii parlies a copy of the relurn;
provided, however, a return to a petition or motion for rehearing under Rule 221 need not be filed uniess reguested
by the court. The court may in its discretion enlarge or limit the time for filing the return. The provisions of Rule
240(c} shall apply to a return. FAILURE!! OF a PARTY to timely file a RETURN may be DEEMED 3 CONSENT BY that
PARTY!! to the RELIEF!! SQUGHT!! in the MOTION or petition.”
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