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APPENDIX
A

The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Regina M. Hunter, Appellvant,
v,

Sammie Taylor, Respondent.

AND

Regina M. Hunler, Appellant,
v.

Sammie Taylor, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2013-002646

ORDER

On December 16, 2013, Appellant served a notice of appeal from a February 26,
2013 order of Judge Young dismissing the case due to failure to prosecute. On
August 27, 2013, Judge Young issued an order granting Appellant's request to
withdraw her motions for a new trial and to alter or amend judgment. Pursuant to
Rule 203 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, a notice of appeal must be
served within thirty days after written receipt of the entry of the order or within
thirty days of written receipt of the order granting or denying a timely motion to
alter or amend or a motion for a new trial. Here, Judge Young neither granted nor
denied her motion to alter or amend or motion for a new trial; rather, Judge Young
allowed Appecllant to withdraw those motions. Accordingly, the time for service of
the notice of apneal was nat tolled by the filing of the moticn to alt=r or amend or
ROV LT & DEsy WFial, Because Appellant has failed {9 timely serve the notice of
appeal, this appeal is dismissed.



Because this appeal is dismissed, this court declines to act on Appellant's pending

motions.
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APPENDIX
B

The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Regina M. Hunter, Appellant,
V.

Sammie Taylor, Respondent.
AND

Regina M. Hunter, Appellant,
V.

Sammie Taylor, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2013-002646

ORDER

In a March 3, 2014 order, this Court dismissed this appeal because Appellant failed
to timely serve Respondent with the notice of appeal. Subsequently, Appellant has
filed what this Court construes as a petition for rehearing. After careful
consideration of the petition for rehearing, the Court is unable to discover that any
material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or disregarded, and
hence, there is no basis for granting a rehearing. Accordingly, the petition for

rehearing is denied.' % &M 7 J_A
( a0 &, ﬁyﬁ& ’

This Court also declines to act ofi Appellant's motion to file an amended petition
for rehearing.
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America.

PARTIES; TO, THE PROCEEDING,

The:Respondent: here:is,as;follows:: Sammie: Taylor: The: Counselion, Recordiis Dwight C. Moore,

Esquire.

- The:other: parties: to, the: matter; before. the: Court: are: The, Honerable: James; €. Campbell, Sumter

County. Clerk-of Court, The:Honorable. W. Jeffrey, W:. Young, ThirdiCircuit Judge; and The Honorable Kristi

1.

2).

3)

The:County, of: Sumterris:a,politicali subdivision of the: State of Carolina; a “body:
politic.and:corporatet™according t0,S.€: Code: § 4-1--10..

The-Sumter-County. South, Carolina; Government: is, established: and authorized under

number;is.2490902002:
The.County, has-covenantedito.comply. with: requirements, of the nondiscriminatory.
Issuedimunicipal bonds:against the: full faith, credit, resources:anditaxing power-of the

County.

Carolina, available at, http:/www .sumtercountysc:org/?@=about/laws-goveming-sumter-county-

south-carolina.(Last; VisitedMarch, 114 201i4):.

2. Sumter, County, South,Carolina,Government, Sumter; County, Electronic: Government Access,

- Property. Cards, ayailable at: http://www.sumtercountysc:org:8080/egsv2smtr/pcsearch.do. (Last

Visited:March. 14; 2014).
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JURISDICTION,

Pursuant;to:Rule 204(a), SCACR;, The:Supreme: Court: of South, Carolina transferred this.appeal
to the South Carolina.Court,of Appeals:iman,order-dated; January. 3, 2014.. Accordingly, under S.C.

Code Ann. §.14-8:260.(1979), this, Court; has;jurisdiction, “in the event: the: Supreme Court determines

...........

in which an:appeal;is.taken: fromiam order; j ,u.d'g_;m.e.n.tv,A or-decree: of; the circuit court...”

On March;3, 2013, the: Court issuediandi filed)an order to,dismiss. the notice of ‘appeal. Rule 260,
SCACR vest-appellate:jurisdiction, with the: Court: of Appeals: to, reinstate case. upon. good: cause shown,
after notice to.alliparties, when.a,motion to.reinstate: the-appealt has;been actually: received by the Court
within fifteen,(1:5).days.of the. filing: of order-of dismissal (the day. of filing being excluded).

- Further, under:S.C: Code: Ann. §118-9-270, this; Court has; the-authority. to, “reverse, affirm or |

modify the judgment, decree; or order-appealed;in whole: or part and as: to, any: or-alll of the parties....”

with remittitur. to.the-lower-court: for-enforcement according to, law.



ARGUMENTS,

[Statement: ofi Points]|

With,the Name of: Allah; Most Gracious, Most Merciful, Pursuant to, Rule
260; SCACR; Appellant;, Regina:M: Hunter; respectfully. petitions; this, Honorable Court

for the:reinstatement;of her Notice: oft Appeal; with; extraordinary: good cause.

Although; the: Court: dismissed; the: Petitioner’s: Notice: of Appeal for failure to,
timely file; pursuant to.Rule 203:(d), (3), SCAER, the case: should be reinstated under
Rule 260; SCACR: with:extraordinary. goodicause.. The: Petitioner understands. the timely
noticeof appealiis a;non-waivable jurisdictionall requirement and sets: forth. her reasons,
why. a;reinstatement; should: be-grantedibelow.
Argument I:  Exhaust Administrative: Remedies: Doctrine:
Argument.2:

Argdu_ment_:}:;
. Argumenti4:.

Argument: 5:

Argument:6:

Argument 7.
Argument:8:
Argument 9:

Lack of. Uniformity, of; the Courts; Decisions;

Substantial} Constitutional} Issues; Are: Involved)

Abuse-of; Discretionin LLower Courts:

Reinstatement; WouldiNot Prejudice: Any; Party

Delay. Not Due-to, Retitioner’s; Culpable: Negligence:

Petitioner’s:Rights:in, Circuit Court; Was; Affected by Race or Color
Sumter; County. Government, a “Body, Politic: & Corporate™ is;an Interested

Party.

Argument: 10:: Supreme: Count, Exercised| Rersonal; lurisdiction, Over: the: Parties.
Argument- 1l Denialjofi Betitioner’s, Right to, Prosecute: Her Matter- on. Her Own Behalf

Argument-12:- Circuit: Court: Clerk Breach,of Responsibilities; to, Perform: Services.



Argument I: EXHAUST ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES; DOCTRINE,

1) The Court should:reinstate the:case because despite Petitioner’s,adherence to, The
Supreme. Court, of; South: Carolina’s: formula for redress, of her constitutional
rights, the-lower,court;continugdito, restrict: and; burden, the exercise of her
religious. freedoms,om, June: 17; 20413.. A copy. of the February, 26, 2013 Supreme
Court-orderis.attachedi(see: Appendix A);.

a); The February 26, 2013 order-instructed; the Petitioner to, address, her concerns, with
the:Clerk.ofi Court, Mr: James: €. Campbelliandthen, if necessary, the Third
Circuit Administrative Judge; the: Honorable. George: C. James.,

b) On:March:6, 2013, the Clerk of'Court sent a, vague, non-specific letter that failed
to:address:the court bailiff's conduct. The letter neither provides assurance: for her
safety fromyreprisals.(see Appendix: B).

¢). In-his letter-dated; April' 29; 2014, Judge: James; failed to,exercise his; authority to,
remove:the.court; bailiff; (see: Appendix. C),

2): After; suffering assault andjintimidation, on;account of 'wearing her-hijab, the
Petitioner, was,justifiably. concemedi for; her- safety-and acts; of reprisal. On June
20,.2013; she-sought:andjwas.denied a;stay. of proceedings;in; the: June 28; 20113
South, Carolina Supreme: Court: order:. Thereafter she: sought the intervention of
more:than seven: state-government agencies; for more: than. six months; to, no. avail.

3)i The:Petitioner, in;good; faith, sought the: intervention; of 1), The: Sumter- County
Sheriff’s. Office; 2), The: Sumter- County, Council;; 3), The: Governor; Office of the

Governor; 4), The: South, Carolina, Governor’s: Office: of the Ombudsman; 5), The

.......

statuses.ofi the Petitioner’s.complaintsof religious. and racialt discrimination. with
multiple-federaliandistate-agencies:. Herein, the Petitioner provides; supplemental

informatjonofj the: outcomes, that: the: Court didi not: consider..

7



b).

d).

g)

issue a complaint: number: for;the recordjalthoughthe: Petitioner filed an online
complaint;(fora;copy. of his: letter- July. 2, 2013: see: Appendix D)),

On.July 5, 2013, the-Retitioner wrote: and receivedi no. response: from, Sumter:
County. Council; Chair Mr: Larry:Blanding. The Petitioner asked; the: Sumter
Counciltunder its:current leadership,to, support religious; freedoms and its, own
Proclamatiom issuedion, September: 17, 2012 titledi “ Citizenship, Day- and'
Constitution, Week? (see: Appendix: E))im conjunction, with. the national:
commemoration: Disappointingly; the: Retitioner did not hear- from: the Council
Chairman Mr: LarryBlanding. On September-23, 2013, the: Petitioner wrote and

received:no;response-from Sumter County: Council Member; District 1

representative; Mrs. Naomi; Sanders..

separationof; powers.doctring andihas;declinedi intercession.. The offices, of the
Govemnor-haye-also.yieldedino,resolutions.

In:her-June 26, 2013 letter; Mrs. Debra, Depra, Cuttis, Crime Victim’s; Ombudsman
statedithe:Retitioner’s:complaint; was, outside the statutory, jurisdiction of her

office:and: forwarded)the-complaint: to, Court: Administration; (see: Appendix F).

i OmFebruary, 24, 2014, Mrs. Llena Grant, Program, ASS,ist@hIt for-the Office of the

State Ombudsman confirmed; that Court: Administration received; the Petitioner’s
information:intheir; office.on; June:- 27, 2013. However; Mrs. Rosalyn W.

Erierson; Director-ofi Court: Administration, is, mute: towards: the: Petitioner and

with, the; State: ©mbudsman and; Court Administration. Although helpful, as stated
above. both,of; these: venues. for-dispute  resolution, were: dead ends.
Additionalievidence that the. Petitioner-has;exhausted: her-administrative remedies

to address.andiresolve: her-complaint: of discrimination; with, the Sumter-County.



3).
. U.S. Department;of; Health,andi Human; Affairs. (DHHS) from. the-onset of her

Courtof: Common Rleas, is;illustrated; by: the. “Notice: of Right to, Sue” issued: by
the.South:Carolina; Human, Affairs; Commission; on, Eebruary: 21, 20,14, The
Commission: was, unable:to.resolve the: charge of discrimination. made on, July 22,
2013: (see- Appendix H);,

The Petitioner’s,also,sought: assistance on; the federal| level. She: contacted: the

..........

correspondence: to;the: U:S: Department: of Justice: (DOJ), Civil Rights Division.
When the Petitioner; hadinot:heard; from; DOJ after the: brief government shutdown
United:States, Eric. Jt Holder; Jr:. Mr: Michael L. Alston, Director-of the U.S.
DOJ; Office-of Justice: Rrograms—Office for Civil Rights; (OJP-OCR), replied on
October: 24, 2013: (see: Appendix I:. Subsequently: the Petitioner filed a formal

complaint withthe: DOJ;, Office: for Civili Rights;: Office: of Justice: Programs; on

- February 21, 2004. The:.complaint is pending..

6).

7).

8).

The exhaustive of remedies,is.arule: of comity, or-coustesy.” Then and now it is.
the:intention; of; the: Petitioner to,resolve: her-grievance with, the lower court
without:litigation:. Yet:the:lower court remains: mute; unapologetic; nons
conciliatory. and:unwilling to take: corrective: measures to. prevent civil rights,
violations.fromoccurring again: |
At.present, it:is the:Petitioner’s; belief, the: Commission improperly handled the
her-complaint:depriving the: Retitioner-of the ability. to, develop a good case file
from. written statements, documents; exhibits;and: other-items, pertinent to, the
subject:matter;.

Further; the-Retitioner-has, wrote to, the: Commission; and Chair, Mr: John A.

Oakland for:reexamination; with; copy. to, the: chairs, of the: SC House: Ways.and,

. West's Encyclopedia, ofi American Law; edition, 2. Copyright: 2008; The Gale Group, Inc.

Allirights.reserved;: available.athitp://legal:.

dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Exhaustionofi:Remedies; (last visited: March, 118, 2014),

9



Means.Committee-andithe: SC: Senate - Finance: The Commission and board: are
established!andiderives. its;statutory-authority- from the. SC Human Affairs Law—
act of;the. State- General| Assembly. appearing as; Chaptei: 13: of Title I of the 1976,

Code; as.amended:



BUILDINGS:

). The:Retitioner-was.not obstructediin county’s, Summary: Court, but in the Circuit

Court. Itiis a,fact:that: there:are.two,different security: practices: towards. public access

a.

In.actions.before:the: Summary, Court locatediat: 115 North, Harvin; Street, the

Retitioner:-was,not requiredito, pass: through, a: metali detector- or subject to, a metal

. Imvthe-building:at: 11i5: North, Harvin, Street, the: Petitioner was, able to bring her cell

phone-into-the buildingand:the:contents; of her- personal; belongings: were not

scrutinized: or-ever; searchedjupon entry. o randomly: thereafter:

;. In-Summary, Court, the:civilidesk: is:located; down: a long corridor whereby: patrons:

pass:by. offices:occupiediby-Magistrates.andi other- court personneli. In the
Retitioner’s,opinion; this.is.not:safe: for the. judges, court employees or the: public.
Summary, Court:is.imsessiomandja judge: is.om the: bench. Even; then, the.
Retitioner;only-observed;one-deputy; ina:court: populated: by, over 25, plus persons

atirollicall:

detectors.at every.entry; point to, the: buildings.and; was; subject to, search.
Inthe: Summary. Court, the-Retitioner-observed, persons, become: verbally

aggressive andjupset; when,making traffic ticket: payments:and annoyed with,

Magistrates:on the bench, while-court: is:in session. On; particular-occasion, in a

- Were:judges, court: personnel;and; public: safety. in; the: building housing the

Summary Court;of/less,regarditham the:judges; court personnel and public in the

former, andinew; Circuit courthouse-building? What impact, if any, did these

1



varying security. policies:bear-om the Petitioner’s.ability: to, prosecute her appeal

without:unnecessary. burdens:upon her religious, freedoms?:

i), On February. 5, 2013, although the: Petitioner successfully: cleared: security
screening; Mr: Joseph, Bradley; the: head, court: bajliff', further security.
interrogation,om the:thirdi floor-indicates he lacked; confidence in the Circuit
courthouse” own; security, protocols: -

2). In.contrast:to the: Circuit, Courts, in, the: Summary: Court, no judge: or court personnel

askedithe Petitioner to.ever-remove-her hijab or-questioned; why the Petitioner wore it.

The free-exercise:of the: Retitioner’s.religious, beliefs was, not restricted or burdened

in,the Summary Court:building: Yet, the: policies.anditreatment experienced: in the
Circuit:courthouses. were: the.complete-antithesis: The: experience: of two, different
public access. policies. was, then,and:stilliis; perplexing.

3). Inithe.July. 2013: quarterly. edition,of, “County. Focus’* the-editor W:. Stuart Morgan, IIt
wrote the cover page-article-on;the. new: Sumter, County Judicial} Center-and Sheriff’s
Office. Mr: Morgan;statedithat::

a, “SumterCounty’s:previous,courthouse; built in; 19077, was:remodeled and;
enlarged:during the early: 1960s. But the historic counthouse was; not designed to.
handle.all;of; the: security. needs:requirediunder federall andistate law for judges,
court staffiandjjurors: In;fact, the: S:€. Supreme Count i, recent years, had directed
counties.across:the state:-to,address; safety-issues: in courthouses. ”4;

b. Inthe-article; Mr: James;Campbellialludes to, the: security. deficiencies: in; the old
building.. He stated::

i) “Ithas.beemdesignedito,meet the needs of our: court staff; judges; attorneys.
and;the: public. It features;advanced; security anditechnological systems. that
should: help.ensure: the- utmost safety, for;all staff and: court personnel, and the
public.”5

4); The August 31, 2005 S€ Court: Administration, Court News reports, on: the creation of

County, Court; Security. Commiftees;established;to, address. security. concerns, pursuant

Focus Magazine. South:Carolina Associatiomofi Counties. July 2013, p. 7:
12;



to.the provisions:of: SC Constituion; Art. Vi, §4. In,part, the order (see Appendix J),

signedby. Chief Justice: Jean Hoefner Toal states::

a. “EachCourt Security, Committee shall be:responsible for- performing a security
provided;to.each.committee-to. perform; the- assessment. The committee will also,

be-responsible for-developing a security-plan. for-every facility where court is

b: Atthetimeofithis:filing; the Retitioner has; made: a Freedom, of Information Act
request;to-the- SC Court: Administration, forr the right to inspect and copy: of ‘the
Sumter;County. courthouses; security, plans:as: drafted and amended:.

¢: The Retitionerrhereby. request: leave of-court te.appendix: those security: plans, with

notice-to.parties; ifavailable: before a decision, judgment, order-is rendered by the

Court,

S:ibid; p. 7
' 13;
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9

- ARGUMENT 3 LACK OF UNIFORMITY, OF THE COURTS DECISIONS;

Albeit a, seemingly. late-appeal, the Court. of Appeals;decision to. dismiss; lacks,

uniformity with, prior-decisions;of: the: Supreme: Coust. The: Supreme Court prescribed

mediate her-grievance: with; Court: of Common; Pleas. The circuit court clerk did not
respond: in; writing to.the: Retitioner’s, grievance until March, 6, 2013. after the Supreme
Court;ruling:was,made:on; February. 26, 2013 Finding his response nonspecific and
inadequate: pertaining to.the- verbal assault andi intimidation; suffered on account of the
free-exercise-of her-religious, freedoms; the: Petitioner wrote: the Third: Circuit
Administrative-Judge George €. James: Likewise, his response was, appalling and
very.disheartening: Instead!oficondemning discriminatory. treatment, he instead:
lauded; the-court bailiff:

Similarly, circuit: Judge: Young’s.unwillingness: to,exercise his; discretion to, reopen his,
judgment, amend:his.decision, or: take-new: findings. at his. own: discretion. conflicts
with;February. 26, 201:3: Supreme: Court: of South, Carolina order:

The-Supreme Court’s:February. 26, 20113 order-andi the: Sumter County: Court of
Commons.Pleas February. 26, 2013, judgment: in, the matter Hunter v Taylor, 2012-
CR-43-01965 occurrediconcurrently: The Petitioner was; gratefuli to, hear from the
Supreme-Court: in writing as; there: was, no, written; response: from the lower clerk prior
to.the-matter-of: Hunter-v: Taylor-being placed; back on the: appeals, roster.

The Court of Appeals” order;of dismissali overlooks: the: formula; prescribed by the

Supreme Court:and;the: steps; taken; by: the: Retitioner to, adhere: to, his, formula.



Argument:4: SUBSTANTIAL CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUES ARE INVOLVED,

Below, the Retitioner; delineates, the: substantial constitutionall issues. invelved: in her claim
of discriminatory. treatment based; on; religiom andjrace;.

.
2

Petitioner. asserts the violation, of; her: Firstt Amendment Rights, U.S. Constitution.
Retitioner asserts.the violationof; her, Fourteenth Amendment Rights, U.S.
Constitution;
Retitioner asserts. violation ofrher-civili ights; under- The Civili Rights Act of 1964,
Title II; and; Title: 111 (as,amended), Rublic: Accommodations: and Facilities-—prohibits
discrimination:in, places,of public accommadation because of race, color; religion, or
nationaliorigin: Rublic. facilities are: facilities,owned; operated or managed by: state or
local governments, like:courthouses:or jails..
Petitioner. asserts:violation, of. The: Voting Rights: Act of 1965 (as amended), which
prohibits.discrimination,im voting; practices, oty procedures, because of race and color.
The Actalso,prohibitediliteracy tests;andi poll; taxes; which, hadi been, lis_e_dz to, prevent
blacks, from; voting;.
Petitioner-asserts: violationm of her liberty. under Article: I, Section 3, of the South
Carolina,Constitution states, impart=.
». *“..the privileges andlimmunities of citizens; of this: State and of the
United: States,under this, Constitution; shall not be abridged, nor
shall;any:person be:deprived of life; liberty; orproperty. without
due-process,ofilaw; nor shalliany; person; be: denied; the: equal
protectionof the: laws.™
Petitioner-asserts: violatiomofi The: South; Carolina, Human Affairs: Law. §: 1-13-20)
declares. the practice-ofidiscriminatiom against an, individual because of race, religion,

color, sex, age; national; origin, or disability:is.unlawful

. Petitioner-asserts; violation,of The South, €arolina: Equall Enjoyment and, Privileges to.

Public: Accommadation, Law;- §45-9-30:the. “Deprivation, of right to, equal enjoyment

of and;privileges:to, public:accommodations: [is]} prohibited.”—

15,



threaten; or-coerce, or-attempt to,intimidate, threaten, or coerce any
person, with, the: purpose: of interfering: with, any. right or- privilege
securediby. the: provisions. of Section, 45-9-10; or punish. or atempt
to,punishany person; forexercising or-attempting to, exercise any

rightiorrprivilege secured; by. the: provisions: of Section; 45-9-10.”

Law, §45-9-101(A)and;(C),S.C. Code: of: Taws:,

s,

L]

“(A),Allipersons, shall be-entitled: to, the: fulli andi equal enjoyment of
the:goods; services; facilities; privileges, advantages, and:

accommodations.ofrany. place of public accommodation, as. defined

..........................

(€)"Supported; by, state-action{" means: the licensing or permitting
ofiany, establishment or-any-agent of an establishment listed above,
subject to,the-exclusiom provided; in, Section 45-9-20, which. has.or

governmental; entities; to, lawfully- operate.”™

10. Petitioner-asserts. violation; of; The: South; Carolina Religious: Freedom Act—§ 1-32-40,

titled:“Restrictiom on;state's ability: to, burden exercise; of religion™ states:

L]

“Tihe-State-may, not: substantially: burden a. personis: exercise of-
applicability; unless;the: State-demonstrates: that application. of the
burdemto,the:persomis::

o, (I)imfurtherance of'a.compelling state interest; and

o, (2)the least restrictive means:of funthering that compelling

state: interest:.

16,



victims! rights to.justice-andidue: process:regardless; of race, sex, age, religion, or
economic:status. It: further-defines;a, ‘victim;” as, “a person, who, suffers. direct or
threatened: physical, psychological, or financialtharm. as; the result of the commission
or-attempted:commission; of;a,crime-against him.” Despite sufficient evidence the

Sumter: County. Sheriffys Office. failed; to.conduct a fulll and complete investigation.



Argument;5:: ABUSE OF DISCRETION: IN; LOWER €COURTS,

1) Judge W. Jeffrey. Young under Article: Vi, Sec. 200f the: South, Carolina State
Constitution:hadithe:same: powers, in, Chamber: as; in, open; court.,
a. Judge Young:shouldihaye:decidedthe: Petitioner’s,the: Motion, for-a New; Trial,

appeal of:a.complaint of harassment and:stalking from: the Summary- Court.

b. The:Petitioner-originally:submitted;a; form, motion; to. be heard: in. chamber on
March, 13, 2013.. However; at its:discretion, the-at-large: Judge W. Jeffrey Young,
Jr: decided:not:to.render-decision; in,chamber; but deliberately: delayed a complaint
regarding: harassment: for-more- 85+ days:

¢: Deputy Clerk, Sherry. Yow admittediin open court that she: failed to. issue notice of
hearing to,the:Respondent: for; the: January, 8, 20113 hearing. The Deputy. Clerk
further failedito indicate:the: correct: date: and; time stamp, on, the Petitioner’s March,
13,2013 filing; andididinot: process, the: Petitioner’s: form motion..

2) Chief:Magistrate Kristii: Curtis; a party. to,the:appeal) before the: Circuit Court, did
complaint:of harassment/stalking, but rather;mishandled: the Petitioner’s right to,
notice:of hearing:.

| 3) Was:itia.conflict of: interest; forr the: Chief Magistrate: Curtis: to, presiding over the

matter. on,appealiim the Circuit, Court?’



Argument:6:  REINSTATEMENT WOULD, NOT PREJUDICE ANY PARTY-

1),

A reinstatement; of; the-case. wouldi not: prejudice any: party: because the constitutional

" issues surrounding the: Retitioner’s.access; o, the-courts;do, not pertain; to, the subject-

2):

3)

a).

matter-in: Hunterv. Taylor, 2012-CP-43-01965 before the: lower court.
Judge Young’s,orderrto.dismiss.the:appeali for failure to, prosecute was; premature, in
consideration, ofi the:concurrently. Supreme: Court: order; issued on, February: 26, 2013.

The Petitionerrbelieves:that failure: to prosecute: should be reserved; for egregious,

to.do.was.obstructed; hindered; impeded;, hampered: by: discriminatory treatment on

the:basis.of rel gion,an_di race:.

19;



- ARGUMENT, 7: DELAY, NOT DVE TQ RETITIONER’S, CULPABLE NEGLIGENCE

I). The.Retitioner-workedito save:the-case, the delay, is not due to, the: Appellant’s,

-2),

a..

The:Petitioner-contends:that: there:is;ample-evidence: that she diligently prosecuted
her-case:
The:Plaintiffys.track recordiof: compliance: with; rules: pertaining; to, service upon

the.Defendant: is,a, fact.

- As.a.Plaintiff, in circuit:court, she - respectfully- meve: the: Court for-an order-for a

new. trial'or:to.alter-orramend;judgment, pursuant to, Rule: 59(a), (b), () SCRCP
which permits. the. Court: to.take-additionall testimony, to,amend, or make new:
findings.and;conclusions,ofilaw; andidirect the-entry-of a.new judgment. Her
motion; was. filed{inaccordance: with Rule: 59(b) and Rule 52(b), SCRCP that
requires.imnon-jury. matters, that a motion, be: made- within, 10 days after receipt of
written; notice-ofentry-of; judgment: or-of the: filing of an order disposing of the

action..

. The-Rlaintiffi was. presentiat the- hearing schedule: on; January 8th, when. the Clerk’s,

office-omittedisending notice to, the: Defendant..

;. On:Eebruary, 8th; theRlaintiffmoved; for-a continuance: in opem court when.

Indeed; the: Rlaintiffi was:not slack: concerning the: prosecution; on: her- case; but

vigilant: Rlaintiff’s.rights:to prosecute: her-appeal; were: encumbered; absent remedy

from:the Sumter-County. Clerk of: Court: with, originalj jurisdiction.

20,



Argument;8:- BETIFIONER’S; RIGHTES; IN; CIRCUIT COURT WAS;
AFEECTED,BY RACE OR COLOR:

I. On:Eebruary 5, 2013, the-headicourt: bailiff; Mr: Joseph, Bradley interrogated: the:
Retitioner’s literacy. When,the Petitioner-asked Mr: Joseph, Bradley: for- his name,
Mr: Bradley. pulled:his.name. badge: omhis jacket lapel closer to, the: Petitioner’s face
and:asked; whethershe:couldiread: The Petitioner believes, her literacy level was,
questionediomnaccount ofher race:.

2. S:C. Const: Ann. § 14-1-100,(1:962);is;titledi “Rights. in court shalli not be affected by
race-or-color”"andistates::

a. “Whenever-authority. has:heretofore: been conferred; by law: upon any. free
white: person; ory persons; to, institute: any. suit; or proceedings; or: to. prefer any
information.or, complaint inany. matter; civil, penal orcriminal, the same
rights.shallibe:enjoyediby: andithe: same: remedies: shall be. applicable to,all
persons.whatsoever; regardless, of race-or-color; subject to. the: same conditions
andjnone:other;™

~ 3. The Voting Rights: Act:of; 11965 prohibits;discrimination, in voting practices or

procedures.because:ofi race-andicolor. The: Act: prohibited: literacy, tests:and poll taxes

whichhad;been.usedito, prevent; blacks; from voting:.

a. Although the. Petitioner,was,not at the circuit court to, vote, to, register to, vote,
to,update: her-voter registration with; the: Sumter- County: Voter- Registration
office-housediin;the:same. building, she: was;regardedias, illiterate on; account of
her;race:by. the-head|court; bailiff:

b. As.a.constitutionaliofficer; the county. sheriff takes an oath. of office according
t0,§23-11-20)(S.€: Code:of Laws))to, preserve: and protect and: defend the
Constitution,of: this: State-andj of the United; States.”™ Both: the State
Constitutiomand; the: Constitution, of the United; States: 1), uphold religious

freedom;andiprohibit: laws. that: prohibit the free exercise thereof; 2), guarantee

2L



c. FKurther; accordingto,S€ Code: §16-17-560; lia) CDR 252 (Criminal Data,
Report;Code); Assault or;Intimidation On, Account: Of Political Opinions, Or
Exercise Ofi Civili Rights; whichiis;a, Class: B; Misdemeanor: states:

i. “Itis.unlawfulifor apersomto,assault or-intimidate a citizen, discharge
a,citizen: from,employment or-occupation, or eject a citizen from a
rentedihouse; land, or-other property: because of political opinions or
the exercise: of political rights:and privileges: guaranteed to, every
citizen by the: Constitution and; laws; of the United: States o by: the
Constitutiomandilaws; ofi this. State. The penalty, for such offense is a

fine-ofinot;more-than, $:;,000) or-imprisonment for not more than two,

years; or;both,™

22



Argument- 10: SURREME COURT EXERCISED, PERSONAL JURISDICTION OVER

1.

2).

3,

4

5)

THE RPARTIES,

Although; the Court:didinot:exercise originali jurisdiction, citing Rule 245, SCACR in
its. February 26, 201:3; order; it:exercised; personal jurisdiction, over the parties to, the

.............

Similarly, the: Retitionerrasserts. that: the: Supreme: Court exercised personal jurisdiction
over the.parties. to.the-case- when it issuedjits: June 28, 2013 order denying a stay of
proceedings.

Thhe.Petitioner argues:thatthe:number oficontacts; with, the parties; compels; the: lower
court.to adequately.address, her-grigvances..

After the-June 17, 2013: incident; the lower court providedi no explanation for the
conduct: of; the-court; bailiff assigned; to, Courtroom; #3b.. The. Circuit Court acted as: if
nothing occurrediand;scheduled the matter-of Hunter-v: Taylor, 2012-CP-43-01965,
on the-September-event: calendar: |

On:June- 17; 2013, unable:to,gaimescort: back to, the building from; the City of Sumter
Rolice-Department.andi Sumter; Sheriff’s; Office,. the: Petitioner was; treated: for chest

pains:at:the. Tuomey. Healthcare: System, and; diagnosed; with. an. acute: stress reaction..

23,



Argument Ili: DENIAL OF RETITIONER’S, RIGHT TOPROSECUTE

)
2).
3

4),

5)

The-right to.prosecute -andjdefendjoneselfiin a right: presesved:in the South. Carolina
State- Constitution; S.C. Code-Ann: §4055-80.

The:lowerr-court repeatedly-denied; the: Retitioner’s. right of access; to. courtroom
The:lower court: failedito.demonstrate it: how. the: Petitioner’s, hijab, created a

compelling burden upon, the:courthouse security,.

procedures:.

The Petitioneris;aggrievedibecause: there: is;a lack: of fair play: Unlike the lower court,

the:Petitioner-did:notiabridge: the: Court’ s:right to,due: process. of the: Lower Court

whemshe-sought: toiresolve: her: grievance before: the: South. Carolina Human Affairs,

Commission,

2%



Argument 12:: CIRCUIT; COURT BREACH: OF RESPONSIBILITIES; TO,
PEREORMSERVICES:

1) The-Sumter; County. Clerk ofrCourt; is;in, fundamental, breach, of his; responsibilities, to.
perform,the servicesthe Retitioner paid; for:,

a.. The Retitioner; asserts. there is. an, express; contract between her-and: the Circuit
Court-as areceipt:wasissuedifor.$1,50)in.acceptance of her filing notice of appeal
from;the:Summary. Court; 2),areceipt was.issued for- $25 for her filing a post-trial
Motion, for;a,New, Tirial/Motion, to, Amend; or; A.l.t‘e‘r.r'J;udngmf;t and 3), a receipt
was.issuedifor;$25: forrherto, file-a, Motion to. Withdraw when the Court failed to.
performits. services.,

2).  Similarly, the Third!Circuit: Administxati&c- Judge failed: thQXQr;.C,iLSQ his discretion to,
remove the court bé_i.l.iff.sl\o'n'- ﬁemc,dx past: inj,li.r;i;es..

a. According toSouth, Carolina.Code of Laws, Title 4. Courts: Chapter 15. Cour
Stenographers:andiBailiffs, Article 3: Bailiffs.(SC Code §14-15-210) that bailiffs
afe-appointed:by, the Suitei- County: Sheiiff s Departmerit and may be refiioved
by. the-¢ireuitjudge: within his.discretion:

b, According to SouthCarolina Gode of Laws; Title i4: Courts: Chapter 9: Couty

Cotiits (SC Code: §1:4:9-100), that the: presiding judge of the county appoints 4

3). The lowet: Coutt’s; indifference: to, work towards. a finall resolution: has. denied the
Petitionet?s: tight: to, prosecute: her; mattei or, appeal; and lessen the: Court’s. ability to,

address.a serious.complaintofharassment inatimely: fashion. The Petitioner paid $200

© 25,



in-filing. files. and, other legal costs, but; never, had her- appeal; decided: in, chambet or in
open coutt;

WHEREFORE, I, Regina,M: Hunter, pray. for.an order reinstating the Notice of
Appeal:. Indeed; Allahis All:Hearing; All:Knowing, All-Seeing, Fulliof Strength, Able to,
Enforce His, Will.

March: 18, 2014; // ’ WA
17-Jumada, Al-Awwal; 1435 A K. | Regina. Né/j Hunter:
3390, Highway 261 North,
Rembert, South. Carolina 29128:-
8540,
(803),883-0600,
reginahunter@ftc-i.net

Appellant, Pro-Se
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ARPENDIX A,

- The Supreme Court of South Caroling

Regina;M: Hunter; Petitioner;.
V.

Sammie: Tiaylor; Respondent:

Appellate-Case-No. 201:3-000374;

8 ORDER

This case-is. cunenft;lfx'pgnding;bafone; the-circuit. court regarding an appeal; from,
magistrates-court. gphe: public.case:index:indicates; that it.is. scheduled; to. be heard,
today. Hunter-v. Taylor, 2012:CR-43-01965. .

In correspondence-dated: February, 19; 20113, petitioner-asks this, Court to,grant a
change of.venue. {Tihe request is:denied; since-this.relief should: be sought in. the:
circuit court rather{than,in-this Court, Rule 245, of the: South: Carolina Appellate
Court:Rules (SCACR):

Petitioner raises concerns.about her-treatment: by, personnelat: the- county.
courthouse. These concems.shouldifirst:be: raisedito, the: county: clerk: of court; anc
ifinecessary, then;to the ChiefiJudge: for- Adminjstrative Purposes:in; the. Third;
Judicial Circuit:  This:Court is,confident that these-officiais willi ensure that
petitioner's right of-access to,the-court is: not: unnecessarily. restricted; and: that her
religious beliefs are-adequately accommodated: ‘

A

I hiprd  ACL
THE COURT
Columbia, South,Carolina,

Eebruary 24, 2013

cc: Ms: RéginaM«. Hunter-

Dwight, Christopher. Moore, Esquire
The Honorable George-€: James Jr. (With; copy. of correspondence),

The Honorable-James:€: Campbelk (withcopy, of-correspondence),



ARRENDIX B,

UMTER COUNTY CLERK OF COURT

JAMES; €. CAMPBELL

u

mter-County, Courthouse W,141; North,Main

N ——

wh

Street:mSumter, SouthCarolina 29150,

Clerk’s Office.
(803) 436-2227

. Fox (803) 436-2223 |

_Family Court.
(803) 436-2366.
Fax (803) 436-2396

Common.Pleas.
(803) 436-2228.
(803) 436-2231-

Jury Information. ;

(803) 436-2233

Fines &Restimtion\ !

(803) 436:2230

.
General Sessions. |-

(803) 436-2264:
. (803) 436-2265.

March;6, 2013;

Ms: Regina Hunter:
3390:Highway.261; Norith,
Rembert; S:C:. 29:128;

liam,committed; to, making,you,and: everyone. feel, as;safe as,
possible- while-conducting: business, in, the. Sumter- County,
Courthouse. We-have security-at the-main entrances, and exits, of
the:building; They.are:here-to,ensure everyone’s safety- and;

security, that: access; this; building.

Ifiyou, have any. other-questions;or; concerns,, please do, not hesitate.

to.bring: them, to,my-attention..

Sipcerely,,

40

(At

. ’Jar_ncs- €. Campbell; .

Clerk:offCourt;
Sumter, County,



ARPENDIX €

GeORGE C. JAMES, JR. . 141.NOATH MaIN STAEET, Swite 303,
CireuIT COURT JUDGE POST OFFICE BOX 1716
o SumTER, SoUTH CAROLINA 291611716
TELEPHONE: (803) 43&2150
“Fax: (803).436-2403.
€-Man: g;ames;@stxouns 649,

April:29; 2013

Ms. Regina M; Hunter:
3390 Highway, 26.North;
Rembert, South Garolina.29128:

Dear.Ms. Hunter;

iireceived; your: Aprilj 12: letter. by, fax, on. April: 15: and; by. regular; mailt later, that: same
week.. ' o

Iihaye no.direct; supervisory, authority, over; Mr. Bradley, but, I have: spoken to. Clerk. of
Court;James.C: Campbell:. He advises that; he- has, dlscussedxyourr concerns. with, Mr. _Bradley..
have. always consndered« Mr, Bradley oy be extremely, pmfcss:onah and; consc1en||ous in (he
of lhelr oﬂ"mal duues and*they may sometlmes seem, somewhéi”éi’u-ﬂ] andl pomted lo ]UTON
Imgqnts, and: witnesses. Iy am, confident; Mr:, Bradley hadi no, dpscnmmdlor) iritentions. toward,
you;

Iicannot_address.any, contentions: you, state- about, violations. ofj the: criminal; law, as. [ am.
not: permitted:to.engage: in; that; discussion.  Likewise, I} will; not, comment; on, the: substance. of;
Judge Young's.ruling, as. l[have no\authomy over,him, dl:all Likewise, licannot.comment on.any,
issues.you;have. pendmg in the.Court:of, CommonRleas..

29




Page Two.
April 29, 2013

In my, view, any, concerns.you, have.about: (1), your; right ofi access. to, the. court, and; (2), the
accommodation of;your. religious. beliefs: have. been, addressed:. I believe. you, will; cncounter. no.
problems in-these areas.

Yoursvery, sincerely,

GCJjr:djf:

CC:- Honorable W.: Jeffrey, Young, o
Honorable James.C: Campbell}-.Clerk of;Court; I

30



ARBENDIX D

7z

July. 2, 2053

Mrs. Regina,Hunter, -
3390:Highway, 26 1; North,
Rembert, SC29128;

Dear-Mrs. Hunter:

treatmcnt, by a person you, apparemly behcvch was; one of m) dcputles However aﬂcrf
rcviewing. your- writings, and! dnscussmg» the: matter, with, you, in; person,_ it appears, that the,
individua agamst;whom,youjhave requcstcd!thatr T take. “corrective-and; concrllalory” action, is. &
bailiff; but: is,not;one. of} my, depuues (although.we do, have- a. deputy. with, the Sairie: last fidme):
The. balllfTs do.not, report; to, me; buy; rather; to, the. Clerk: of; Court:: consequently Ii caii. take- nio,
dlsc1plmary action: against: the. individual you,name. Neither, does. it; appear; (0, me: that. there. is,
probablc cause.that. :any. criminal:offense has;been,commisted:

Itr appears from,our, discussion, andi from, the: various, documt.nls youl have. submmed fon

couns equally as, any other; mdlvndual erewnse my ofﬁce fully respects vourr access to, the-
coufts as-we do- that; of; any. other—lndmduahwnhout regard to. race: orr rehglous affiliation. Oue
mlssron stalcmen(vexcludes no one.as; we. strive- 10, protect; and; serve: andi i improye. the. quahly of

As.always, inthe event:you, have.questions; or; concerns:about law. énforcement: matters, |
encourage you to.contactimy, office.

Sincerely,

Anthony, Dennis;
Sherniff;

Cc: The.Honorable.James C: Campbell;

29‘53"‘2_'@[}!!0!\.2 (803)1‘36—2:7001"’&!. (893.)4_36 2783, WQbS'te www. ﬂum!.ersh.e.ﬂ.ﬁ .Q"g;



ARRENDIX E

State’ QBtr %mutb) @aro

Cou ntP QBtr

WA

IS
\ v

.......

mcanmg of t.he Conshtu,n_n 40‘ h

; . % encroachment: and; "_A. N s
B ,'_i 'y

Seplember 22nd1 as Consmullon chk and; uwlte every. cntlzcn, and; msmutlon to ]om in.
this.national;commemoration. v‘

IN;WITINESS; THEREQE; lithave. hereunto
1 172 Day of. September 2012

"-'///

t Mary W' Blandmg
: Clerk;to\Councd

/zl 5 S‘i’u.

\{x “éfl}




ARPENDIX

State of %@utb) Caroling

Office: of the: Gobetrnor

Nikkt R. HaLEY. OFFICE OF EXECUTIVE
GUVERNOR, Poucv AND, PROGRAM<
June 26, 2013

Ms. Regina;Hunter.
3390 Highway, 261, North,
Rembert; SC 29128;

Dear-Ms. Hunter,,
The Office.of the Crime; Victims! Ombudsman; has. receivediandjrevicwed; your: complaifit

regarding incidents at,the Sumter.County.Courthouse. Howevcr, the concerns;addressed;in, your
complaint.are outside. the-statutory. jurisdictiomof; ourroffice-andj we. willi not: be: able: to,assist: you:.

I'believe-many. of:your.concerns: regarding.the-Sumter;County. court:andicourt; personnc] would,
be_better addressed;by Court: Administration,in;the:SC- Judigial: :Department;, therefore; Jram,
going to forward:a.copy.ofiyour,complaint-to,theirroffice..

Sinc.erely,.

Crime- Vlctlms Ombudsman‘

cc:  SC CourtiAdministration;

OFFICE OF, THE CRIME VICTIMS, OMBUUSMAN,
1205. PENDLETON, STﬂu:r,—

COLUMBIA, SOUTH, CAROLI]\
TELEPHONES (0317340357 |, Fax xon\:sa 1428;

AlL: CVO@:S OEPR.SC.COV.
WEBSITE: WWW.OLRP.SC. covicvo,
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ARRENDIX G

e rof?

Career;Action,Plan,Group,

From: Grant: LenaLGrant@oepp:sc:gov);

Sent:  Monday, February,24; 2014; 11:05:AM;

To: reginahunter@fic.i.nel; )

Subjoct: Corected.Copy,- RE: Ombudsman’s,June. 16; 2013;Reply;t0,CV.0Q.Complaini:Form,
Mrs. Hunter,
V'm responding:to.your.request.to,Veronica;Swain\Kunz; .
This-is.to.confirm-thation-June.26; 2013youriinformation.was sent:to,the.South.Carolina, Judicial: Department.
Today, Monday, February,24; 2014; );spoke.with.Mrs. Rosalyn,W: Frierson, Director,ofiSC Court: Administration;

and itwas.confirmed that.your.information.was;received:in,her.office.onJune. 27, 2013.

Thank.you.
Lena L. Grant.

Program.Assistant:

1205.Pendleton Street ) 4
Columbia, South.Carolina, 29201;

) - ,

| &

§ Direct: (803) 734-0357: -

i L : ) 2.

' oot - o

i =T o

|

: 31182014




taymond Buxton, 1.

Comimissioner,

TO: Ms. Rcbmn Hu

ARRENDIEX H

1026 Sumler,Slru:l. Suite, lOI Posl Oﬂ'te Bm 4490,
Columbia,. Soulh,CnroHua 292 0)
(803);732:7800, EAN; (803),283419),

Tolie ot e ISEY

3,
NOTICE OF: RlGHﬂ‘ TOSUE
. (Dlsmlssal),
— W ey e g T —-—4-4-—*——--~’- R = '—"." NPVIRES T

CHARGE:#:.3-7: 74 |3 2

3390 Highway. 261, North,
Rembert; SC; 29128:

-SHAC-REPRESENTATIVE: Ccmmnm,ﬂnymand \Buiton,
ThLEPHO\E A; (50)))731 7°m

This, is: youerOTICE OF: RIGH{'I TO) SUE;, It is-issuéd; becausc off the. reasons statcd&
below:

*. The.Commission,is;issuing; a,Nouce of; Rl;,hl i0:Sue: This: ends the. Comm:sslon s
involvementin.this:matter:

The. issuance: of: this: NOTICE: OF RIGHE TO; SUE: tériindtes: the. Commission's. ©
processing, of: your; chaige-further, you;have: the right; to,sue- the: respondent(s), named; in;
your: charge in.Circuit:Court:_

Youmay.contact; the:SHAC: represenmnvc namedjaboye:if you have.any-questions;about:
your- Ieg,'\l rights. including; advice. on, which; € Circuit. Courty has, jurisdiction, to, heas, you
case An; mfoﬁﬁ'auon copy L6 this; NOTICE: QF RIGHT 10)SUE has-becn, sentAothe - -

ON:BEHALF QF THE COMMISSION:

’ <«
ce: Sumter, County, Clerk:of: Courty .
S : L

o]
AR
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'I Ta).  STATEORSOUTHCAROLINA,
: :“;; @
. . LA
{ HUMAN AFFAIRS C@MMISS]@N
. [ Vetephone.Device:(or, the Deaf;
L , _ e
S =T ) Ioﬂk tith dllﬂO! 37-7500
: (sos) 'm 78001 EAN; (803)25\-410!; . w,ni&;":zm? i€ :l ’Lm)(:mm
|
t
! Febrdary, 21, 2004 .
. ) i
i Ms: Re;,ma Hunter:
‘ 3390, Hlbhwny 261, North-
Remben; SE: 291 2,8_~
Re:  SHAC Complamh +7:24:13:2 '
e ~.:Reginat Huntcr vaSumter:County.Clerk: of'Coun‘ S P S P
Dear:Ms. Hunter: ’
The: Soulh\Carolma,Humnn Af‘falrs :Commission, Division; oﬁCommunny Relations, Jhds..
closcdithe: subjccncomplalnubasedjupon
_?;)_fj_:_u“nzi_blq-l_ogrc\s_ol;(éj .-
" _. being.withdrawn,by.the.Complainant;
—— Comiplainantis;failureito.cooperate:
! ’ .
’ . Respondent's:failireito,cooperate;
wwme thisccase:being referredito:anotheragency:
== Negotiations:betwcen you,andiRespondent:
. — nouccoﬁnghl lo,suc |ssued' . 7 Y
: ’.r.cly...
R'\' nond;Bu\(on !
Commussnoncrr .
; cc: Sumter,County, Clerk:of;Cour, )
g -
* .,
_ - 8
[ESS ¢ _";“9.
, s - .
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APRENDIX: I

Office-of; Justir 2 Programs.

Office for: Civil'Rights,

OCIObC_l'-2_4, 20 1 3\ Washington. 1).C. 203} 1-

Reg'ina M: Hunter,
3390 Highway. 261; North,
Rembert; SC 29128

Dear-Ms. Hunter:

Thank you.for;yourletter, to,Assistant: Attorney. General:Karol; Mason, of; the Office, of;
Justice Programs.(OJR); U.S: Denanmqn!xOffl.us.!ic::-(D.OJ);da.t.e_diSegte_mbe.rv 16, 2013. In,your
letter, you requestthatithe QIR set-aside-a.portion,ofithe. Edward; Byrne. Memorial; Justice. -
Assistance Grant'(JAG),Rrogram:fundingiawa:d_e.djto\thﬁS.u_r.n!c‘r.rGbuntxSh:r.i.i:T?s.Of.ﬁ.ce;(SGSO).
for-lhqappointm,em;of;'a‘_sge‘c_'iaj;inye‘stiga]or_-tq‘e){alua;e_~the_-SGSO_?s.;Qorﬁp,lianQQ with.civil;rights.
statutes and regulations: Ba.se,djon;the.»in_forrnq!ion,cpn!ained:in,xourrlC.ttcr;‘xoueappea_rrlo)all.é.ge;
that-a deputy. with the SCSO)discriminatediagainst,you, basediomyour, religious: beliefs, when; the.

d.eputy\deniedfyou,ua.cp;css;to»lhezSlum,tcrrc.oun.tx- courthouse: for, wearinga, hijab.

The OfTice. for-Gi.vil;'Rights\(.O.GR‘)\a_t:OJB’has;thc;adm.inist.rati.ve;reseonsi.bil,i.ty_.- for
enforcing fe_dcral(civil*r_igh.!_s‘la.\?'s,thahpmhibinagc.npjgs_.r.e.cc.iving:D.('JJlﬁnanc.iahassis_@nqe; from,
discriminating in.the.-nrQV.isiqn:of:'s_eﬁvi_c.e.s;on,th_e}b_asis‘offr,as;ej_e.o'lorana.t.io,naliof.ig_in,.te.l.igion;.
disability, scx, or-age. While.under the terms andiconditions.of; the.grant.award; the. OJP canfiot
‘sex;aside._a'p,ortio'nno‘f:the_-S€S®fs~1AGiaWa_rd_sﬁorralsge;_ialiinxestigatér;.i.f}y,ou,- believe: that the.
SCSO has ‘discriminate,dja'g_ain'sttxou,_'y,ouimay_.-ﬁ,lc.-an:a_dmin.isz_r.ali'.v‘e:QO.mplain.tsWit_hx the:OCR and;

we will,revicw\your_-cpmgl'ajm;puﬂrsu,am:to\ou_r,»e_nfpr,c_e,mentv‘auth()fi,ty,;.

: T0~assi5_t:us»:in.rev.ie.wing\y'ourrallegatiﬁns;_p!ease_-cpmgle:_te.; sign; and:date. the. two,
enclosed;forms: (1):the-Complaint: Veerification,Form:and;(2),the.Identity; Relcase Statement.
Both forms are also;,available_aon!ine;al-\h_np‘s//w,ww.oip;usdoi;gqv{abgy_vécr(_c'_gmplgirj_@;.h_tm_.
Please. scnd’lhe;comp_le’tede1d_oc_umems‘ld_:‘l'lic;fpvl'!aa'iﬁgyzi('i_:dr.étss—: Atgbmc)_{-Shgllc){ Langguth;
Office for.Civil:Rights; Office of:Justice. Programs; U:S: Department:ofiJustice; 810, 7™ Sreet,
NW; Washington; DC 20531 lf:y\ou,cjloose_»fb.xrc.tumath_e_-comglaimzdocum_e_ms by.aprivate:
overnight.carmier, please u‘sle;the_.zi'g\c_odc_-ZOQO_l L -

We will:notify you»i.n\.wri,ti,ngzWhen;we~rcs£.ixe;th;-cgmglajnta forms: 1 you have.any.

questions, please contact;Ms; Langguth.at;(202),305:2353.

Sincerely,

(] AT {" Z'z 4_&’-.——::
Michaelil:. Alston,
Director,

Enclosures
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Court: News;

.G;qu,hty/ Court;Security, Committees;

The.Court:Security, Task;Force; underithe: leadershlgof Chief: Justice. Jean, Toal;and Chigf:
Robert:Stewart,of(SLED; has: recommended! establishment.of: county, court: .
committees;to.address; courthouse sécurity/concerns.. The.attached; order: fror

Justice: establlshes Iocal;courhsecunty committees; chaired; by-ar circuit: or: famlly,ce' o

hnp /Iw wavjudicial: smte SC; m/whalsnew/dlsplay\s hmsneu- cfm"lnde)

judge. along with; the. > county.sheriffias; vice-chair: Each.county comimittee: shall include at.a
minimum; lhe County Clerk; of¢Courto ChueffMaglstrale Solucator Publlc Qefender ‘a, Chiefi of:

Roalice.and; Emefgency,Preparedness Manager»

2005-08 31-011

-

The Supreme Cau‘rtr of Soutth Ca.rol 'a |

Re County/CoumSecunty,Commrttees

ORDER:

Rursuantito,the.provisions; of¢S. C: CONSTE Adk Vi §j

TS ORDERED)THATreach,county shall establish.a.Court: Secunty Commattee tQ, addrese. ;

courthouse: secunty concerns:. Each\county committee: willibe: chalred by,a Clrcwt of

Famlly,CoumJudge .as; desngnatedebelow,and co-chaired; by, the:County, Sher

'ﬂ%e

committee;members; shall.inciude. at:a;minimurmithe: County; CIerk,o,;Court, Chigl :
Magistrate; a; Chlef'ofrPohce _Solicitor;. Pubhc DefenderrandJ Emergency, Preparedness

'Manager

Vi i

Each: Court -Security,Committeg:shallibe: responsnble forrperformng aJsecunty, audit of

each: buuldung)where court;is; held: A comprehenswe checklist:willibe. provided; to,each,

committee. to)perform\lhe as_ses,sment' The.committee. will:
developmg;a secumy,plan for, every; faa_c;llty/where court:is; held:

‘The.sfojlo_\"ving;igfdg;e‘_s,-sha!ls-‘cha_irfth’é;fé§gegtive;c,Quﬂtyf security, committee:

ra
The.First.JudicialiCircuit:; .
Calhoun, The.Hon. James; C. Williams, Jr:
Dorchesterr - The:Hon. Diane.Schafer: Goodstem
'Qfe_ng_e_b_u_rg_, . The:Hon. Anne.Gue.Jones;
444444444 &

also,be responsnble for:

3/18/2014.4:32

et e ——— S ——
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~ Richland;

" " ‘The,Tenth, Judicial; Circuit:: S

Aiken, . The.Hon. DoyehA Early, Il
Bamberg, The.Hon. Doyet:A: Early; 0l
Barhwell: The:Hon. Dale;Moore.Gable:
The; Third; Judiciali Circuit:. o

Clarendon; The.Hon. Thomas; W: Cooper; Ji:. .

Lee. . The,Hon. George:M: McEaddin, Jr.. -

-Sumter-
Williamsburg;

The:Hon. William. Jéffrey, Young,
The.Han. Clifton Newman,

The.Fourth;Judicial|Circuit:.

Chesterfield; “The:Hon. Roger E. Hendersom
Dalington; _The:Hon. J: Michael, Baxigy,

Billon: The.Hon. James; E: Lockemy;
Mariboio, The;Hon. ‘Edward;B: Cottinghami

The Fifth,JudicialiCircuit:;
Kershaw, The:Hon. J: EfnestiKinard, Jr:
The Horn. Reginald; v Lioyd;

The:SixthiJudicialiCircuit:: ,

Chester: The:Hon. Briam,M: Gibbons,
Fairfield; The:Hon. Kenneth, G. Goode:
tancaster, The:Hon. Brooks; P: Goldsmith,
The,Sevanth,Judicial|Circuit::

Cherokee: The:Hon: Wesley; L. Brown,
$partanburg, The.Hon. 1. Derham;Cole
The:EighthiJudicial Circuit:.

Abbeville: The:Hon. WyattiT: Saunders; Jr:
Greenwood; “The;Hon. Billy,A: Tunstall Jr
Laurens; The:Hon: James; W: Johnson, Jr.
Newberry, The:Hon. Johm M: Rucker;
The:Ninth,Judicial;Circuit::

Berkeley, The:Hon. Rt Markely, Dennis, Jr.
Charleston, The.Hon. Roger M: Young,

_"',;g;
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Anderson, The Hon: J: € Nichglson; Jr.
Oconee: TheHon: Alexander;S; Macaulay;.

TheEleventh, Judiciali Circuit:.
: Edgefiefdy . - TheHon. William.P; Keesley, - ,
P Lexington. “The.Hon: Marc. H; Westbrook: A ‘ |
McCormick: The.Hon. William,P: Keesley, L e f
Saluda, The:Hon. C: David; Ji: Sawyer:

Theﬂwelhh)Judlmalxclrcun - .
Florence: " The:Hon. ArthureE Moreheadr Ay

I Marion, The.Hon. Mary,E: Buchan, ;
The. Thirteenth, Judicial:Circuit::
Greenville; - The.Hon: EdwardiW: Miller ;
Rickens; The,Hon.-G: Edward; Welmaker,
The:Fourteenth, Judicial; Circuit:: ;
Ailendale; The:Hon: Refry;M: Buckner: é
Beaufort: The.Hon: Janhé.D: Fender E

Colletor, The.Hon: Rerry,M: Bucknerr
Hampton, The:Hon. Geraldi C: Smoak Jf:-
Jasper: _ The.Hon: Robert:S: Aimistrong,

The Fifteenth.JudigialiCircuit:

Georgétown, ‘The:Hon. Raula:H: Thomas;
) Horry; - TheHon, John,Bréeden; Jr:
i The,Sixteenth; Judicial Circuit::
Union, ‘ ‘The:Hon: Robert €. Guess;

York; “The.Hon, John,C: Hayes. iy : S

The,Staté, Court Administratorsin,coordination: with. thé: State ng,Enforcement lesnonl :
shall: prowde addmonalfgmdance to)facmtate ithe:process: =

: AND,IT |.S,:5,0;,>QRQEREQ!- -
i v -
o . sliean. quie_rr Toal
. ChiefrJustice: " : -
! Columbia; $:C.. -~ | T ; . - n
! August 3%, 2,0,0,54 ‘z-":"»" & : '

i 30f3 318/2014,4:32
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
InyThe: Court of Appeals,
[In The Supreme: Court];

ARBEAL E R@M SUMTER @OUN:T? Y

W. Jeffrey. Young, Circuit Court: Judge:

Case-No. 20112-CP-430-196%

Regina,M: Hunter;. Appellant.
Vi
Sammie: Tiaylor;. Respondent:.

PROOF OF SERVICE (1),

the. Petmon for Remstatementr on‘Sammle Taylon by deposmng a copy of 1t in, the Umted States
Mail, postage prepaid; on;March, 118; 2013, addressed; to, his, attorney. of record Dwight C. Moore;
Moore.Law. Firm; 26 NorthMain; Street, 2.0: Box: 1229, Sumter Spu na 29/1 51=1229.

March 18; 2013: 7EY
17 Jumada,Al: Awal, 1435A.H;. Regina . Hunter
| 3390; Highway: 26} North
Rembert, South, Carolina. 29128-8540
(803),883-0600,
Appellant
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I.n\ Th.e, Coum of. App.e.al,s..
[In The: Supreme: Court]]
1

ARREAL EROM;SUMTER COUNTY
Court of Common, Pleas:

W: Jeffrey. Young, Circuit Court: Judge

Case:No. 2012-CP-430:1965,

Regina,M: Hunter; Apg_e.lzlan.ts..-
\ 3
Sammie: Taylor;. Respondent..

PROOF. OF SERVICE_(2),

Inithe name: of ‘Allah; the-Most;Gracious; the Most Merciful, I certify: that I have served
the. Petition: for. Reinstatement,om Circuit, Court: by. depositing a,copy: of it in the United States.
Mail, postage:prepaid; omMarch, 118, 204, addressedi to the: Clerk of Court, James; C. Campbell
215 North. Harvin- Street ‘Sumter:South, Carolma~29>l 50 ) ,

March-18, 201:3: v
17, Jumada, Al: Awwal! 1435; A.H. : RegmaﬁM Hunter
3390, Highway, 261 North,
Rembert, South: Carolina 29/128-8540;
(803),883-0600:
Appellant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In; The: Court of Appeals;
[1m The Supreme: Court]

APPEAL FROM;SUMIER COUNTY
Court: off Common, Pleas;

W: Jeffrey Young; Circuit Court Judge

Regina;,M: Hunter;. Appellant.

Sammie. Taylor;. Respondent.

PROOF OF SERVICE (3)

In the. name. ofiAllah; the Most; Gracious, the: Most;Merczful’ I certlfy that I have served
copy of it 1n: the Umted]States Mall’ -ﬁeeiege prepald on March, 1‘8 20,1!3 addressed' to its.
attorney of record; Johnathan, W: Bryan, 1;3: East: Canal Street, Administration, Building, Sumter
Sumter; South,Carolina.291;50-4925.. - .

March. 18; 2013 _ ) e CH
17 Jumada. Al-Awal; 1435 A.Ht Regm,M‘ Hunterr i
' 3390, Highway, 261 North,
Rembert, South, Carolina, 29:128:8540,
(803);883 0600,
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals
[In The Supreme Court]

APPEAL FROM SUMTER COUNTY

The Honorable W. Jeffrey Young, Circuit Court Judge

Regina M. Hunter

Sammie Taylor

Appellate Case No. 2013-002794

........................... everieienenneneeee o Appellant.
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...................................................... Respondent.
MOTION TO VACATE ORDER

Regina M. Hunter

3390 Highway 261 North
Rembert, SC 29128-8540
(803) 883-0600
reginahunter@ftc-i.net
Appellant, Pro-Se

Counsel of Record, Attorney for Respondent
Dwight C. Moore, Esquire

Moore Law Firm

26 North Main Street

P.O. Box 1229

Sumter, SC 29151-1229

(803) 778-6520

South Carolina Government Sumter County
Johnathan W. Bryan, County Attorney
Administration Building

7 9’ 7 q 9"’ 13 East Canal Street
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MOTION TO VACATE ORDER

COMES NOW, the Appellant, Regina M. Hunter, and moves that this Court vacate its June 11,2014
order and reconsider its decision to deny reinstatement of her Notice of Appeal on multiple grounds. The
primary reason being, that the Appellant did not have public access to the lower court to prosecute her case.

Repeatedly, her access to the Circuit Court was denied on the basis of wearing a hijab, a headscarf worn in
observance of her Islamic religious beliefs and practices. The Sumter County Circuit Court is a court of
“uniform jurisdiction” and this Court should not accept any lower court adopting its own rules of
administration or practice and procedure.

If the Court of Appeals is powerless to overcome its non-waivabie statutory jurisdiction on the time
limit to file a notice of appeal, then at the very least, it should grant other relief. That relief would be to
exercise original jurisdiction and hear the appeal on its merits. It’s a travesty of justice that for more than
538+ days the Appellant has been denied her day in court. Further, the handling of her appeal by both the
Summéry Court and Circuit Court was subject to unreasonable delays adding up to five (5) years. This
Court should act now to uphold her constitutional rights.

ARGUMENTS:

Argument 01: Constitutional Right to Public Access to Courts.

Argument 02: Constitutional Right to Religious Freedom

Argument 03: Due Process, Equal Protection of the Laws, and Uniform Jurisdiction

Argument 04: Unreasonable Delays—Lower Courts Noncompliance to Court Rules

Argument 05: SCACR Rules Language Distinguishes between Motion for Reinstatement

and Petition for Rehearing
Argument 06: Suggestion of Rehearing En Banc not Afforded

Argument 07: Right to Perfect Appeal not Afforded
Argument 08: Timing of Interlocutory Order was Critical



Argument 1: Constitutional Right to Public Access to Courts.

a.

S.C. Const., Art. 1, § 9 states “All courts shall be public, and every person shall
have speedy remedy therein for wrongs sustained.” This constitutional right ensures
a citizen’s access to state courts and applies to all courts, both civil and criminal. In
this case, the Appellant’s bublic access was unconstitutionally obstructed on the basis
of wearing a hijab, a headscarf worn in observance of her Islamic religious beliefs
and practices. This obstruction and denial did not occur once, but three times. Each
time, the Appellant was placed under duress and suffered financial penalties to
preserve her constitutional rights inviolate.

The South Carolina Human Affairs Law §1-13-20 declares the practice of
discrimination against an individual because of race, religion, color, sex, age,
national origin, or disability is unlawful. Further, the South Carolina Equal
Enjoyment and Privileges to Public Accommodation Law §45-9-30 state the
“Deprivation of right to equal enjoyment of and privilege§ to public accommodations
[is] prohibited.” The Appellant contends that Sumter County Clerk of Court, Mr.
James C. Campbell and the court bailiffs under his supervision violated the law
repeatedly. Yet, these officials are not above the law. They are subject to abide by
the laws of the state and the same rules of administration or practice and procedure.
In early March 2013, in a telephone conversation, Mr. Campbell told the Appellant
that his court bailiffs were supervised by Sumter County Sheriff Anthony Dennis.
Yet, in his July 2, 2013 letter, Sheriff Dennis reported the court bailiffs did not report

to him. Why did Mr. Campbell misrepresent his supervisory status? Was the Clerk



1) uninformed of his job responsibilities, 2) deliberately misleading the Appellant, 3)
unwilling to take discipline action on his staff member or 4) incapable of handling
her grievance? The Clerk of Court and Sheriff are constitutional officers and must be
held to their duties and responsibilities.

The May 21, 2014 Administrative Order issued by Chief Justice Jean Hoefner Toal
revised the Clerk of Court Maﬁual for use by all County Clerks of Court and their
staff in the South Carolina Judicial System. It supersedes all previously-issued Clerk
of Court Manual and is effective immediately. Part I1I of the manual’s Introduction,
titled “Administration of Courts”, states that one of the Clerk’s duties is “staffing the
courtroom while the court is in session.” Section 1.16 of the Clerk of Court Manual
titled “Court Security” states the “Clerk office personnel should be aware of
courthouse security, emergency and contingency plans.” Thus, the responsibility for
disseminating security plans is an integral part of the duties of the Clerk of Court. In
this case, each time the Appellant entered courthouse bui'ldings she fully cooperated
and successfully cleared metal detectors and handheld security wands. Thus, why
was wearing a hijab grounds for restricting access? Absent any verbal or written
notice of its local dress code policy or ordinances in courthouses, the Circuit Court
violated her right to due process under law.-

. Both, the Clerk of Court, Mr. Campbell and the Third Judicial Circuit Chief Judge
for Administrative Purposes, Judge George C. James, Jr., failed to act, within their
discretion. Therefore, the confidence the S.C. Supreme Court placed in these

officials was in vain.



e. The interlocutory order issued on February 26, 2013 [Appellate Case No. 2013-
000374] by the S.C. Supreme Court instructed the lower court to “ensure that
petitioner’s right of access to the court is not unnecessarily restricted and that her
religious beliefs are adequately accommodated.” What happened to her right of
access subsequent to this order? On June 17, 2013 it was still restricted, denied.
iAnd where there is no order, chaos exists.

f. S.C. Code of Laws § 14-3-330 govems the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court. In Section (2) (b) it states, “The Supreme Court shall have appellate
jurisdiction for correction of errors of law in law cases, and shall review upon
appeal... an order that grants or refuses a new trial.” The Appéllant withdraw her
Motion for a New Trial, Motion to Amend/Alter Judgment because she was refused -
public access and concerned her safety in the Court with godd cause. The Appellant
also contends that her Motion for a New Trial was made under duress. The Circuit
Court record reflects the S.C. Supreme Court order was entered on February 28,
2013. Thus, Judge W. Jeffrey Young could have exercis_ed his discretion to reopen
his judgment and amend his decision to let a new trial go forth. Judge Young choose
not to act. Today, this Court must focus on what it can do that would not prejudice

any party but aim to ensure impartiality.



Argument 2: Constitutional Right to Religious Freedom.

a.

S.C. Const. Art. 1, § 2 states “The General Assembly shall make no law respecting
an establishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or...any
department thereof for a redress of grievances.”

S.C. Const. Art. V, § 4A requires the submission of Supreme Court rules to
judiciary committees. It states “All rules and amendments to rules governing practice
and procedure in all courts of this State promulgated by the Supreme Court must be
submitted by the Supreme Court to the Judiciary Committee of each House of the
General Assembly during a regular session, but not later than the first day of February
during each session. Such rules or amendments shall become effective ninety
calendar days after submission unless disapproved by concurrent resolution of the
General Assembly, with the concurrence of three-fifths of the members of each
House present and voting.”

The South Carolina Religious Freedom Act, S.C. Code of Law § 1-32-30 (1)
“restore[s] ;he compelling interest test as set forth in Wisconsin v. Yoder, 406 U.S.
205 (1972), and Sherbert v. Verner, 374 U.S. 398 (1963), and to guaranteé that a test
of compelling state interest will be imposed on all state and local laws and ordinances
in all cases in which the free exercise of religion is substantially burdened;” and (2)
provide a claim or defense to persons whose exercise of religion is substantially
burdened by the State. The Appellant argues that the exercise of her religious
freedom was substantially burdened by the lower court and within a public building

owned by the South Carolina State Government, Sumter County.



d. The South Carolina Religious Freedom Act, S.C. Code of Law § 1-32-40 states
that “The State may not substantially burden a person's exercisé of religion, even if
the burden results from a rule of general applicability, unless the State demonstrates
that application of the burden to the person is: (1) in furtherance of a compelling state
intefest; and (2) the least restrictive means of furthering that compelling -state
interest.”

Argument 3: Due Process, Equal Protection of the Laws, and Uniform Jurisdiction.

a. The Appellant is entitled to her day in court because the constitutions of the U.S. and
the State of South Carolina guarantees her constitutional rights to due process of law
and equal protection of the laws. Due process means “notice”, usually written. The
Clerk of Court never notified the Appellant that wearing a hijab was not permissible
and that her access would be restricted if she did so in any of her scheduling notices.
Her hijab was not a weapon, but religious attire.

1. The Fourteenth Amendment, § 1 of the US Constitution states,
“All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject
to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of
the State wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce any
law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of
the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life,
liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any

person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.”



ii. The Fifth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution states, in part,
“...nor shall any person.. .be deprived of life, liberty, or property,
without due process of law...”

iii. S.C. Const. Art. 1, § 3 states “The priviléges and immunities of
citizens of this State and of the United States under this
Constitution shall not be abridged, nor shall any person be
deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, nor
shall any person be denied the equal protection of the laws.” Both
the Appellant’s right to substantial and procedural due process was
violated when her public access was restricted and religious
freedoms were burdened.

. As previously stated, the Sumter County Circuit Court is a court of

“uniform jurisdiction” and this Court should not accept any lower court

adopting its own rules of administration or practice and procedure.

S.C. Const. Art. V, § 1 states “The judicial power shall be vested in a

unified judicial system, which include a Supreme Court, a Court of

Appeals, a Circuit Court, and such other courts of uniform jurisdiction as

may be provided for by general law.”

. Both Rule 201 SCACR and Rule 72 SCRCP stﬁtes “appeal may be taken,

as provided by law, from any final judgment, appealable order or decision.

Yet, the Circuit Court took $200 of the Appellant’s money and then

unjustifiably blocked her appeal. The lower court has refused to rectify its



egregious conduct, but indeed Allah is the All-Knowing, All-Seeing and

All-Hearing.

e. S.C. Const., Art. V, § 5 states that “The Supreme Court shall constitute a

court for the correction of errors at law under such regulations as the

General Assembly may prescribe.” Thus, this Court has the constitutional

authority to correct errors at law instead of placing a disproportionate

burden upon the Appellant to redeem her freedoms.

Argument 4: Unreasonable Delays. Noncompliance to Court Rules

a.

The handling of her appeal by the lower courts was subject to unreasonable delays

for almost five (5) years. The table below is an outline and tally of noncompliance

with South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (SCRCP) and Magistrate Court Rules

(SCMCR).
Lower Unreasonable o A 4
’ O Non-Compliance - -
Court Delays o ‘ ' S _ ‘
' Rule 18 (b) SCMCR required the Magistrate to file her return within
Summary 87 d thirty (30) days‘of the date of the filing of the notice of appeal. The
‘ ays .
Court notice of appeal was filed on October 8, 2012. The Magistrate first
return was filed 87 days later on January 4, 2013.
Rule 18 (b) SCMCR permits the Circuit Court, upon good cause, to
Summary grant a definite extension of time in which to file the return. The
538+ days - ) _ )
Court Circuit Court record does not reflect a motion for extension of time to
file a late return. The Magistrate never filed a motion.
Circuit Rule 18 (¢) SCMCR required that the Circuit Court clerk give notice in
: 538+ days
Court d writing to the parties that the return has been filed. The clerk never

I Actual and estimate computations. Computation of time in the Magistrate Court is governed by Rule 3
SCMCR and computation of time in the Circuit Court is governed by Rule 6 SCRCP.
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provided written notice of the Magistrate’s return.

Circuit

The Circuit Court “Clerk of Court Manual” § 6.3 Case Processing
and § 6.4.4 Trial Roster both indicate that the clerk is required to send

27+ days notice of the hearing to the attorneys or parties if pro-se. The Deputy
Court Clerk Sherry Yow admitted in open court that she neglected to mail the
Defendant’s notice of the January 8, 2013 case scheduling. As a result,
the case was rescheduled to the February 5, 2013.
On March 12, 2013, the Plaintiff filed a form Motion for a New Trial,
Circuif Motion to Alter/Amend Judgment with the Circuit Court that was not
Court %6 days scheduled until June 17, 2013. Rule 77 (a) deeims the Courts is always
' open for making orders.
On June 17, 2013, the Plaintiff arrived for the motion hearing
Circui t 379+ scheduled in the Circuit Court and was denied access to the courtroom
o for wearing a hijab, a headscarf worn in observance of religious beliefs
Court Days
' and practices in blatant disregard for the S.C. Supreme Court’s
February 26, 2013 order in Appellate Case No. 2013-000374.
o The Circuit Court rescheduled the June 17, 2013 motion hearing for
C1r§u1§ 78 days September 3, 2013 without apology, explanation or assurance for the
Court Appellant safety in the building.
The Circuit Court Clerk of Court deliberately withheld mailing notice
o and a receipt for the $25 motion fee for its August 27, 2013 written
Cirouit 78 days judgment that granted the Appellant’s Motion to Withdraw until
'(:Iourt November 8, 2013. The Appellant sought intervention from the S.C.
Supreme Court Clerk of Court, Daniel E. Shearouse to receive a copy.”
TOTAL | 1,821 days or S years

2 On April 15, 2014 a Rule 77(d) was amended to require the Clerk of Court to provide notice immediately
upon the entry of an order or judgment.

|




b. The Appellate Court’s opinion is that the Appellant’s Motion to Withdraw the
Motion for a New Trial, Motion to Alter/Amend Judgment did not toll the time for
appeal. Yet, this opinion is contrary to the SC Supreme Court orders issued on
February 26™ and June 28, 2013 which stated her concerns should first be raised to
the county clerk of court, and if necessary to the Third Judicial Ci-rcuit Chief Judge
for Administrative Purposes.

c. At the same time, the Appellant was placed under emotional and financial duress.
On June 17, 2013 she was treated at Tuomey Healthcare System Emergency
Department for chest pain after she tirelessly sought escort into the courthouse from
both the Sumter Police Department and Sumter County Sheriff’s Office to no avail.

‘Argument 5: SCACR Rules Language Distinguishes between Motion for
Reinstatement and Petition for Rehearing

a. Both a motion and petition is a request to the Court to make a ruling or take some
action, but are often subject to different requirements or procedures. Rule 240
SCACR governs all motions and petitions submitted to the appellate court generally.
However, Rule 240 (a) SCARC states “Where Rules 241 through 246 provide
different or additional requirements or procedures, those requirements or
procedures shall apply.” In this case, beyond Rule 240 and Rule 267, the other rules
that govern a petition for rehearing are Rules 221 (b) (1), Rule 260, and Rule 262

SCACR.



b. For example, in Rule 262 (a) the words petitions for rehearing and motions for

reinstatement, are listed distinctly, not wholly the same. Rule 262 further cross

references Rules 221 and Rule 260 that again use separate and distinct language.

i

1i.

iii.

Rule 262(a) cross references Rule 221 (a) that requires “Petitions for
rehearing must be actually received by the appellate court no later
than fifteen (15) dqys after the filing of the opinion, order, judgment,
or decree of the court.”

Rule 221(a) further states “A petition for rehearing shall be in
accordance with Rule 240, and shall state with particularity the
points supposed to have been overlooked or misapprehended by the
court”

Rule 262(a) also cross references Rule 260 (a) which states
“Whenever it appears that an appellant or a petitioner has failed to
comply with the requirements of these Rules, the clerk shall issue an
order of dismissal, which shall have the same force and effect as an
order of the appellate court. A case shall not be reinstated éxcept by
leave of the court, upon good cause shown, after notice to all parties.
The clerk shall remit the case to the lower court or administrative
tribunal in accordance with Rule 221 unless a motion to reinstate the
appeal has been actually received by the court within fifteen (15)
days of filing of the order of dismissal (the day of filing being

excluded).”



c. The Appellant’s notice of appeal was not dismissed by the Clerk of Court but rather
Associate Judge Jasper M. Cureton in his March 3, 2014 order. The Appellant
construes Judge Cureton’s order and the Clerk of Court power of dismissal under
Rule 221 as one and the same aﬂd thus followed the remedy prescribed under Rule
221. Her notice of appeal was subject to remittitur “unless a motion to reinstate the
appeal” was actually received by the Court within 15 days.

d. The Appellant did not file a “Petition for Rehearing” because Rule 221 does not
indicate such remedy in reference to Rule 203 (b) (1). She also understood from
Judge Cureton’s order that her case ran up against the non-waivable statutory
jurisdictional requirement of the Court of Appeals to review the lower court’s
decision. This Court cannot maintain an opinion that the Appellant’s lack of public
access is irrelevant.

Argument 6: Suggestion of Rehearing en banc Not Afforded

a. Rule 219 (b) SCACR allows a moving party to suggest a matter be heard en banc in
writing 20 days prior to hearing date. This Court’s decision to construe her Motion
for Reinstatement as a Petition for Rehearing without adequate notification to both
parties is unfair. It also unfairly denied the Appellant’s right to request a Rehearing
en banc in writing. The Appellant understands that this Court, ubon its discretion,
could require the Respondent to. file a return or request oral arguments, yet it has
asked neither. Rather, this Court heard the Appellant motion without an en banc

vote. Does not each judge’s vote and opinions count?




b. Her case deserves the attention of all judges, on the record, because the Sumter

County Circuit Court local, non-uniform rules are inconsistent with the constitutions

of the United States and State of South Carolina.

Argument 7: Right to Perfect Appeal not Afforded

a.

The Appellant was unfairly denied the opportunity to perfect her appeal when
the Court refused to consider her motion to amend the Motion for
Reinstatement. The Supreme of the United States found that pro-se
appellants must be given the opportunity to perfect defects in pleadings. In
Platsky v. C.LA. 953 F.2d. 25 (1991) the U.S. Supreme Court stated “Pro se
plaintiffs are often unfamiliar with the formalities of pleading requirements.
Recognizing this, the Supreme Court has instructed the district courts to
construe pro se complaints liberally and to apply a more flexible standard in
determining the sufficiency of a pro se complaint than they would in
reviewing a pleading submitted by counsel.” Therefore, this Court should

llh

vacate its June 11" order and give the Appellant ample time to amend her

Motion for Reinstatement and submit a Petition for Rehearing en banc.

Argument 8: Timing of Interlocutory Order was Critical

a.

S.C. Const. Art. V, § 20 states “Each of the Justices of the Supreme Court
and judges of the Court of Appeals and Circuit Court and of all other courts
of record shall have the same power at chambers to issue writs of habeas
corpus, mandamus, quo warranto, certiorari, prohibition, and interlocutory

writs or orders of injunction as when in open court.”



b. On February 26,2013, the S.C. Supreme Court issued an interlocutory order
requiring the lower court to accommodate and not unnecessarily burden the
Appellant’s religious practices. The timing of this order is critical as it
specifically dealt with the Appellant’s public access to the courthouse and its
facilities. The Appellant did not receive written notice of the order until
February 27-28, 2013, 1-2 days after the Circuit Court hearing. Further the
continuance granted by Judge R. Ferrell Cothran, Jr. was contingent on the
resolution of her grievance about her constitutional rights.
¢. The Court should also consider that Mr. Campbell, Clerk of the Circuit Court
did not address her grievance in'writing until March 6, 2013. His March 6"
letter was inadequate and did not provide assurances that the Appellant’s
access to the courthouse and its facilities would not be restricted based on her
religious attire. The letfer also failed to address the verbal assault and
intimidation the Appellant was subject too.
WHEREFORE, the Appellant, requests that this Court vacate its June 1 1" order and reinstate
of her notice of appeal based on the violation of her constitutional righ£s. Indeed, Allah is

Best Disposer of Affairs.
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