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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA SC
In the Supreme Court : |
Case no: 2014-001371 Court of Appeals 3
Pagss 1 of 6 |
APPEALING the South Carofina’s APPEAL COURT \
Aopelite Case No. 2012.213208 RECEIVEYY)
APPEAL of Dorchester County Circuit Trial _
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS AUG 0 8 2014
Master of Equity/servicing as Circuit - Judge Maite D. Murphy ‘
12-CP-1 9 S
Roger L. Whaley ....... \ .............................................................................................................. % ﬁlor?eR,EME COURT
Vs,
“South Carolina Federal Credit Unlon and BANK of AMERICA..............ovvvrimnccniransenes Respondents. |

PETITIONERMWHALEY's REPLY to - SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION'S Admitted REPLY to
SCFCU’s OWNII filed MOTION TO DISMISS dated “JULY 8, 2014", tifed - ‘REPLY TQ RETURN TO THE MOTION
TO DISMISS ON BEHALF OF SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UION" -

NOW COMES, the Petitioner/Roger L. Whaley/a/k/a Petitioner/AWhaley's continued recent research findings in
Respondent/South Carolina Fedsral Credit Union /a/k/a/SCFCU’s Court stamp filed document titted, "REPLY TO RETURN
TO THE MOTION TO DISMISS ON BEHALF OF SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION" dated "JULY 28, 2014",
which ShowsYAdmits/and/or appears to be attempting to Embarrass!, this! SUPREME Court's CLERK's known!
ERRORV/and or had Blas Interest, when the CLERK INSTRUCTED, Pro Se Petitioner/ Whalsy to filed “an
AMENDED RETURN"- instead to file an AMENDED RESPONSE/or REPLY; as well as SCFCU's 7/28/2014 pleading
ALLEGED (without any produced documents) that *...the APPELLATE CASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM Indicated that a
RETURN was RECEIVED by THIS! COURT! ONI JULY18, 2014", regarding Respondent/SCFCU's UNTIMEL/and -
improper filed MOTIN TO DISMSS...pursuant to Rule 240(c)'; regerding Petitioner/Whaley's ONLY? fied document filed in
this Court on 7/18/2014, is titied - “Petitioner/Whale’s Response/or REPLY to Respondent, SOUTH CAROLINA

Strike ix on Behalf of RESPONDENT SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION”; *(See attached Exhibiis

12,34,5.6 & 7, shows SCFCU's Intentional FRAUD, Relum claims allegedly made by this said SUPREME COURT's CLERK, Involving the

Cleri's eniry on Case Management Systam; or SCFCU's 7/28/2014 Pleading WITNESS, this Supreme Court's CLERK placed Emred/or Bias

Case Management Entry of PetitionerWhaley's fled RESPONSE/or REPLY to SCFCU's Motion fo Diemiss filed in this Court on 7/18/2014)
As the following is funher stated:

! RespondontSCFCU's 128200 -aaprybasmm Amrrs'wsdangr;nvlnmmwmg Dismies, whera SCFCU also ADMITS! that -
*_OUR MOTION TO DISNSS DOES NOT SERVE!] 391 OUR] RETURNI to the Pefition for a WiR of Certiorsr."; Reganting SCFCU's 772872014 pleading bring (yst!
again) NEWM and ADDITIONAL cwus *(Fwrst NEW ADDED Ciaims brought in tve LOWER TRIAL COURT ADDED b Petionasi¥haley's COMPLAINT Claims ,invalving
the FEDERAL Casa 3-Habrow aowwmmmmmmnmmmmmmhwmammmummm
BEATTIE B, ASHMORE)" now! agatn!, SCFCU ADMITSI TO s NEW ADOED CLAIMS now! fied In this Supreme Court; invoiving SCFCU's UNTRUTHFUL/or Freaudulent
ablegations! that SCFCU's fled MOTION to DISMISS was fled PURSUANT with the RULE 240(b) - - Butl wag actuatly FILED ONLY under SCACR Rule 2401(c)- which
DOES! NOT1 ! STAY! — the TIME! LIMITATION In which SCFCU MUST! have ALREADY! FILED! its RETURN to PETITION, pursuant with SCACR 242(f). (SeeExh. A,
SCFCU's JULY 8, 2014 fled *MOTION TO DISMISS...* ) therefore SCFCU continus! to requast SPECIAL FAVORS from the sakl PRIOR APPEALS and Lower Trial COURTS, and
towl from this Suprems Cout - *Upon this Courts Disposition of OUR MOTION to DISMISS, SHOULD!Y WE! bel REQUIRED!, &t F4LE1 3 RETURN! to the Paition for 8 WRIT of
Cororei’; Wheroos ResporertSSGFCU and s 6id LEGAL AVISORS, appears to BELIEVE that tha 5.C. LAWS and Rules doss nat apply o RESPONDENT(s).

1
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SCFCU'S 7/28/2014 PLEADING ADMITS This SUPREME COURT'S CLERK (atways! KnewlVa/k/a/)
“..this! COURT! WELL! KNOWSI!, a MOTION TO DISMISS is SEPARATE and APART from!!
~ ARETURN! to a PETITION for a WRIT OF CERTIORARI” 2 -Otherwise SCFCU appears to ADMIT! this
- SUPREME COURT CLERK's LETTER of INSTRUCTIONS to Pro Se PETITIONER/WHALEY to file a “AMENDED
RETURN" was and intentional! Fraudulentiy! INSTRUCTION by this said SUPREME COURT's CLERK!! to
MISLEAD! Pro Se PETITIONER/Whale, in the attached LETTER dated *JULY 24, 2014”3 SCACR Rule 242(b)(1 & 2)

1. SCFCU's MOTION TO DISMISS claimed that Petitioner/Whatey's FAXED DOCUMENTS were not a
Perfected FAX! Defivery, was again! FRAUD Claims made, due to Respondent/SCFCU did not comply with this
Supreme Court Rule 242f}), when SCFCU ADMITS! 7/28/2014 pleading that SCFCU NEVER! filed its required
RETURN to PETITION for Writ of Certiorari, due to SCFCU admits! it filed its MOTION TO DISMISS dated July 8,
2014, shows! filed pursuant with SCACR 240(c), which does! not! STAY! SCFCU's time In which to have FILED
its required “RETURN TO PETITION” pursuant with SCACR 242(f), when SCFCU NEVER! filed its MOTION TO
DISMISS filed under 240(b), therefore SCFCU's time to file its RETURN TO PETITION is! not! at a STAY!, and
therefore shows Petitiner/Whaley's Petition for Writ of Certiorari must/or can be Granted by this said Supreme Court.
1a):  Research found and provided documents shows Respondent/SCFCU, Fraudulently/attempted to
MISLEAD this said SUPREME COURT in its attached pleading dated 7/28/2014, by appearing to showing this
Supreme Court's Embarrassing ERRORS of this said Supreme Court's CLERK/and/or FRAUD CLAIMS made
against this said Supreme Court Clerk regarding this said Court's Case Management S\/stem, IMPROPER/or Altered

2 Respondent’SCFCU, since it did not producad ANY provided DOCUMENTED EVIDENCE, thet supports its eflegation in SCFCLP's ‘REPLY to RETURN TO
(SCFCU'S OWN filed) MOTION TO DISIMSS..> dated 7/28/2014, appears to be in RETALATIONI AGAINST] this Supreme Court Clerik! who edvised
PETITIONER/Whaley that his PETITION FOR WRIT of CERTIORARI, was not! DUEI UNTR 1 the DATE! JUNE 26, 2014, which SCFCU ADMITS) this
SUPREME COURT RECORDS shows PetitionanWhaloy TIMELY FAED his PETITION for Writ of Cortiorari on or BEFOREI the DATE “JUNE 25, 2014”.
Which again! DEFEATS!! SCFCLP's claims In its UNTIMEL Y/and IMPROPER filad MOTION TO DISMISSED datad “JULY 8, 2014", which made ¢laims and
UNSUPPORTED provided LAW and Rufe(s) ~ Fraudulently diaimed that PetisonenWhaley's PETITION for Writ of Certiorari was allagedly untimely filed, when
this said SUPREME COURT CLERK Advisad PRO SE PetitionerfWhaley that his PETITION for WRIT of CERTIORAR! was nott duel unt! JUNE 26, 2014,
which imvolved PetitionerWhaley ‘s fled CORRECTIONS NOTICES, RESULTING in this SUPREME Court CLERK’s LETTER dated *JULY 24, 2014°, in
ERROR/or OTHERWISE wrote the WROTE! reasons for PetitionenWhalsy MUST filed an AMEND RESPONSE/or REPLY that was fled on THR/2014; bat
instaad this sard SUPREME COURT CLERK in ERROR/or atherwise WROTE and Instructed PRO SE Petilioner/Whaley to have fled gn "AMENDED RETURN',
Although SCFCU's said Pleading dated 7/28/2014 ~ADMITS! PetitioneriWhaley FAXED COPY of Petitioner's AMENDMENT, DID NOY JUST as
being an AMENDED RETURN, which SCFCU ADMITS as of 7/28/2014 that SCFCU aiways ACCEPTED! Petitionar/Whaley filed INSTRUCTED AMENDMENT

as being *...RECEIVED, via FAX, i bal a CTED!! ORIl AMENDED Retum RESPONSEI! to the MEMORANDUM of
LAW In SUPPORT of the MOTION to DISMISS and! the CERTIFICATE of SERVICE, inl ant ATTEMPTIl TO! CORRECTH the OEFIGIENCEES!! THISY

COURT! haat HIGHLIGHTED." Therefore SCFCU ADMITS its CLEARI! UNDERSTANDING! has ALWAYS! been Petitioner’Whaley FILED! a Properand
TIMELY RESPONSE/or REPLYI to SCFCA's fied MOTION TO DISMISS. Aad ONLY! Uhis! Suprame Court's CLERKY gave ERRED/or said BIAS INTEREST
Wrang! Instructons in this! Supreme Court's LETTER to PETTTIONERMWhaley on *JULY 24, 2014°, which SCFCU's attached 7/28/2014 PLEADING ADMITS!
was PROPER DELIVERED to SCFCU from! this! sald SUPREME COURT'S CLERK(!! on the DATE “JULY 25, 2014°. Which Shows SCFCU wrote 8n

* {NTENTIONAL Fraudulent "REPLY to RETURN to (SCFCU'S own! fled) MOTION TO DISMISS..” dated 7/28/2014; Pursuant with SCACR Rules 242,
Sb)ﬁ \2,3.4,5) involving all the QUESTIONS/or ARGUMENTS in Petitioner's fledPetition for Wit of Cartiorari.

Although, Pro Se PetiionarWhalay's compliad! with this Supreme Court's Emed! instructed AMENDMENT, dated 7/24/2014, SCFCU also ADMITS as of

7/28/2014 that PETMNO s AMENDMENT, aiso filed his AMENDED CORRECTIONS as being ALSO! a ADMENDED RESPONSE - as SCFCU
ADMITS! "On JULY 28, 2014, Respondant RECEIVED, via FAX ADN g Porfocind] Defivery! by FAX] From! Pefitions :

whom SCFCU again! ADMITS! wes ACCEPTED! Byl SCECU; which
PetiionarfWhalay's FAX o SCFCU was NOT) PERFECTED!; SAME as §

). id RESPON BN plrsuant m KESDONMBIN '.‘l“AA'..z.‘. ! 3
Therufors MUST also) be AGCEPTED by this said Supreme Court, and this sald Court's CLERK(s) pursuant ALSO with Respandent(s)’
ownl provided RULE SCACR Rule 210, and pursuant with SCACR Rule 242(b)... WHERAS SHOWS SCFCU fied in its Improperiand sald UNTIMELY
filed MOTION TO DISMISS, again! shows INTENTIONAL FRAUD! and UNTRUTHFUL Claims, involving SCFCL's FILED Untimely filed MOTION TO DISMISS,
pursuant with SCFCU's filed Rule SCACR 240]c), which DID! NOTII STAY! the TIME LIMIT in which SCFCU SHALLfne must hava filed SCRCU's RETURN bo
PETITION® pursuant with SCACR 242{f] }- Which SCFCU's 7/28/2014 said pieading ADMITS!! SCFCU NEVER! Timely Filed its required RETURN to PETITION;
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filing of Petitioner/Whaley's filed RESPONSE/or REPLY to SCFCU's filed MOTION TO DISMISS, which SCFCU

. even! ADMITS! to this! said Supreme Court, that “...THIS!I| COURT! WELL! KNOWS! a MOTION TO DISMISS is
Saparate and APART from a RETURN!! tol a PETITION! FOR a WRIT of CERTIORARI". As well as,
SCFCU admits!! that SCFCU suppose to have TIMELY!! FILED its RETURN, when SCFCU ADMITS! °...OUR
MOTION! to DISMISS!! DOES! NOT! SERVE!! AS! OUR! RETURN!! tol thel PETITION for a WRIT of
CERTIORARI.

SCFCU’S 7/28/2014 PLEADING AGAIN! REQUESTS SPECIAL FAVORS!
NOWI from this SUPREME COURT’S OFFICIALS

1b:  SCFCU!instead! of filing its required RETURN TO PETITION as of 7/28/2014, pursuant with
SCACR 242(f), SCFCU’s admittancel in its 7/28/2014 pleading, appears to REQUESTED again! SPECIAL
FAVORS! (fbr SCFCU to NOT! BE UPHELD! with the same! standards of LAWS and PROCEDURES as Pro Se
Petitioner'Whaley, regarding this APPELLATE COURT RULES and LAW(s)..."** and nowl is attempting to
MISLED/and TRICK this said SUPREME COURT/and/or this Supreme Court's CLERK(s), to provide alsol SPECIAL
FAVORS to Respondent/SCFCU, whose 7/28/2014 pleading requests‘that “...Upon this Court's DISPOSITION of
OUR (untimely and improper filed) MOTION TO DISMISS, Should! WE! BE! REQUIRED! TO! FILE| Al
RETURN! to the PETITION for a WRIT of CERTIORARI..."; As SCFCU appeared BELIEF/and or prayer is that
this said SUPREME COURT will NOT! (actually) REVIEW! SCFCU's slready! filsd MOTION TO DISMISS claims and
provided LAW(s) and Rule(s), which SCFCU ONLY! filed ts Motion to Dismiss Claims pursuant with SCACR 240(c)-
whereas, NEVER! placed a STAY on the time limitation for SCFCU to have filed SCFCU’'s ADMITTED! required
"RETURN to PETITION for Writ of Certiorari' that was timely filed by Petitioner/Whaley. Therefore shows SCFCU's
requested SPECIAL FAVORS! from this said Supreme Court/or from this Court's CLERK(s). Pursuant with Rule 242
2. Petitioner/Whaley’s attached EXHIBITS 1,2,3,4,5,6,&7 shows Petitioner/Whaley's ONLY! documents filed
in this Supreme Court onl! 7/48/2014, has ONLY!| the properl written! title - “Petitioner/Whaley's RESPONSE/or
REPLY to Respondent, SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION's Motion to Dismiss (and
Memorandum in Support) o, In the Altemative, Motion to Strike Appendix on Behalf of RESPONDENT
SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION®, which evenl SCFCU admits! was FILED also within! THIS

4 *o[just as Petitioner/Whaley’s always filed claims with produced! supportive documented EVIDENCE, to the
Lower Trial Court and! produced again! to the APPEALS Court, which Both said COURTS own! provided LAWS and
RULES, such as, Henning V. Kaye, always UPHELD Petitioner/Whaley's filed Claims and produced documented
evidence, accepted also by BOTH said RESPONDENTS/or SCECU who Tricked! and/or Misled!| the Appeals
Court and the said Lower Trial Court's Master of Equity Judge/who REPLACED an Experienced! CIRCUIT
COURT JUDGE] and is now! attempting to TRICK and MISLEAD, as well as filel FRAUD Documents/and ADDED!!
ADDITIONAL NEW! CLAIMS, and new! LAWS/or RULES within this! said SUPREME Court, as of JULY 8, 2014 in

. -SCFCU's filed UNTIMELY and Improper filed MOTION TO DISMISS, and! nowl in SCFCU's filed 7/28/2014 pleading.
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SUPREME COURT Case Management System, (a/k/a Supreme Court's RECORDS) also! on “JULY 18, 2014" -
Pursuant with Rules SCACR 242.

2(a): although SCFCU's 7/28/2014 same pieading also! appears to shows an UNTRUE/or FRAUD
DOCUMENT either! by SCFCU/or this said Supreme Court'’s CLERK, which SCFCU claimed (without providing ANY!
supportive DOCUMENTATION) ADMITS that THIS! SUPREME COURT/after! SCFCU's alleged — “...REVIEW of the
APPELLATE CASE MANAGEMENTSYSTEM INDICATES! that Al RETURN!! was RECEIVED!! by this!!
COURT! onlf JULY 18, 2014.”... Aithough! SCFCU DID NOT state that! the éald alleged! RETURN Recelved

on JULY 18, 2014, was NEVER! CLAIMED! by SCFCU to been FILED from! this! PetitionenWhaley. Pursuant
with SCACR 242(a&b) '

SCFCU'S 7/28/2014 FILED PLEADING SHOWS and ADMITSI
SCFCU BROUGHT! NEW! ISSUES/Claims/and/RULES (nto Petitioner/Whaley filed “Petition for Writ of

Certiorari”; BUT SCFCU'S FILED 7/28/2014 PLEADING SHOWS ONLY! SCFCU’s FILED MOTION TO DISMISS-

dated 7/08/2014, AND SCFCU'S 7/28/2014 again! BROUGHT! THOSE said NEWI ISSUES and CLAIMS, or

NEWI RULES and LAW(s) in this!l SUPREME COURT - which SCFCU/and its LEGAL COUNSELOR(s)’

ATTEMPTS TO MISLEAD this SUPREME COURT that- PETITIONER FILED sald NEW ISSUES/Althoughll
SCFCU ADMITS!! in its 7/28/2014 FOOTNOTE 1, THAT SCFCU WAS NEVER! SERVED! WITH ©...A COPY of the
RETURN TO THE MOTION TO DISMISS” ...in which SCFCU is NOW! WANTS this Supreme Court to BELIEVE

SCFCU is in an ALLEGED “REPLY to RETURN to THE MOTION TO DISMISS”

3. SCFCU's “Reply to RETURN to the MOTION TO DISMISS...” dated 7/28/2014,"(See Exhibits Aa, B, C,
SCFCU's Reply to Retum to Mt to Dismiss) also! ADMITSYor shows again! *“(just as both said above
RESPONDENTS/or SCFCU, brought NEW/ADDED ISSUES/Claims and FEDERAL and STATE CONFLICTING
LAWS entered in the Prior Lower Trial Court and in the Appeal Court)* shows How and WHY the
RespondentS/or/SCFCU in its now! 7/28/2014 pleading shows brought NEW ISSUE/Cleim/and RULE, when SCFCU
states that — SCFCU “...Will ONLY!! ADDRESS! NEW!! MATTERS!! (allegedly) RAISED! BY! PETITIONER'S
RETURNI! to QUR MOTION in THISI!! REPLY."; - although, SCFCU 7/28/2014 pleading also! ADMITS! and shows in
its FOOTNOTE 1, SCFCU's UNTRUTH! and FRAUD Claims that Petitioner/Whaley allegedly *...RAISED..." the said
NEW MATTERS, when SCFCU ADMITS!! also! on 7/28/2014 regarding this Court “July 24, 2014” (See Exh. aa) -

shows why SCFCU admits that -

*...0n July 25, 2014, Counsel for RESPONDENT SCFCUIl RIECEIVEDI! a COPYl of  thislll COURT'SY
DEFICIENCYI) NOTICE!l TOU Mr.Whaley REGARDING! the FILING! ofi the RETURNI to! the MOTIONI
TO! DiSMISS!. Howeverl! Respondent SCFCUY was!t N VED! I Al COPYl of

RETURNII tol the MOTION TO DISMISS.” Pursuant with SCACR Rules 242

4. SCFCU's filed MOTION TO DISMISS, admits! if the said SERVICE WAS! NOT! Property Dalivered!/or
was NEVER! DELIVERED! to the OPPOSING Party/or to the Party, the said Delivery was not Perfected. Therefore
shows SCFCU ADMITS! that SCFCU NEVER RECEIVED ANY Copy of Petitioner/Whaley’s alleged “RETURN’ to
SCFCU'S filed MOTION TO DISMISS, but! SCFCU doesli ADMITS! aisol in its Footnote 1, THAT, SCFCU DID!!
RECEIVED! Perfected!! by FAXED Delivery - “...what purports to be a CORRECTED..." or AMENDED -
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RESPONSE to the SCFCU's Untimaly fited MOTION TO DISMISS, that was filed aso with a CERTIFICATE OF
SERVICE, “...in an ATTEMPT to CORRECT!! the DEFIGIENCIES THISII COURT! has HIGHLIGHTED...”, which
SCFCU further ADMITS! on its pages 1 & 2, dated 7/28/2014 pleading admits! that- *.. THIS! COURT! WELLY
KNOWS!, a MOTION to DISMISS [S_SEPARATE and APART! from a_ RETURNI/ to a PETITION for
Writ_of Certiorari .. which SCFCU admits! further! that SCFCU NEVERI ADDRESSED the ARGUMENTS! in
PetitionerWhaley's filed Petition for a Wit of Certiorari...due to SCFCU's filed MOTION TO DISMISS “..DOES NOT
SERVE!! as OUR! RETURNII tothe PETITION for Writ of Certiorari.”.  Pursuant with SCACR Rule 242

da);  Which SCFCU DOES ADMITS! that its required to have SERVED its “RETURN to PETITION®
pursuant with SCACR Rule 242(f), but! never! Complied!! to this said Supreme Court's ORDERED/or INSTRUCTED
RULE, Instructed in this! Court LETTER dated “JUNE 25, 2014", Pursuant under SCACR 242, which Instructed that -

« . ALL PARTIES to this MATTER are ADVISED that ALL FILING MUST COMPLY with Requirements of RULE
242 of the South Carolina APPELLATE COURT RULES (SCACR)... ADDITIONALLY], ANYI! FILINGS!|
Submitted!i BY! COUNSEL!! admitted! in SOUTH CAROLINA MUSTH! INCLUDE! COUNSEL'S!!

BARIl Numberl.

SCFCU'S 7/28/2014 “CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE"/proof of Service
Nor SCFCU's LAST PAGE 7/28/2014 pleading WITH the NAMES and OF ALLII
COUNSELORS NAMED as being a LEGEL COUNSELOR involving THIS CASE MATTER
SHOWS on (attached Exh. B & C) again! SCFCU NEVER! COMPLIED with
the INSTRUCTIONS [not only of the LOWER Trial Court, and APPEALS COURT, but also]
NEVER COMPLIED of this! SUPREME COURT “JUNE 25, 2014” LETTER (See Exh. a)
WHEN SCFCU NEVER PLACED NOT! ANY! of the REQUIRED! BAR NUMBERS!
located on SIGNATURE PAGE, nori located on PROOF OF SERVICE/or Certificate of Service page

5. SCFCU's fiied 7/28/2014 "REPLY to RETURN..." of SCFCU's OWN! filed MOTION TO DISMISS (Ses Exh. -
A) shows that SCFCU was UNTRUTHFUL and FRAUDULENT, or attempted to MISLEAD this Supreme Court's
CLERK and/or this Supreme Court, that SCFCU's filed MOTION TO DISMISS was filed pursuant SCACR Rule
240(b), when the attached Exhibit A, of SCFCU's MOTION TO DISMISS indeed shows, the ONLY! RULE that
SCFCU provided to support its MOTION TO DISMISS was under the UNDER 240fc], which NEVER! allowed a
STAYY, so that SCFCU's said named Legal Counselor(s) who ADMITTED! to have NEVER! filed ANY! required
“RETURN TO PETITION" pursuant with SCACR Rule 242(f). Therefore supports the Granting of
Petitioner'Whaley's filed Petition for Writ of Certiorari, Pursuant with SCACR Rule 242(b)

6. SCRCU's own! Legal Counselor's signed and filed “REPLY TO RETURN TO THE MOTION TO DISMISS
on BEHALF of SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION" dated stamped by this Supreme Court dated “July
28, 2014", shows on SCFCU's said pleading on page 2, Signature page, and Certificate of Service, showing ALL the
NAMES of ALL the alleged!! LICENSED BAR Legal Counselors who was at some time period, who submitted some
type pleadings within this sald case niatter, was INSTRUCTED BY this sald SUPREME COURT to PLACE Each! of
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their BAR Number, butl again! you can see, that NEITHER! SCFCU's Legal Counsalor again! NEVER!! COMPLIED
with the Instructed orders of this said Appellate Supreme Court, just as recordad/or DOCUMENTED Coples of
SCFCU's records shows NEITHER Counselor(s) Complied with Appeals Court’s mailed Instructions to filed a
REQUIRED Timely filed “NITIAL BRIEF” and DESIGNATION of MATTER, just as SCFCU NEVER complied with the
Lower Trial Court's written instructed EMAILED instructions for SCFCU to have prepared its OWN filed alleged
Proposed Order. Resulted in RespondentS/or SCFCU's continued!! NON-COMPLIANCE with ALL these said named
Court's written instructions, which resulted in ONLY SPECIAL FAVORS were applied to the said RESPONDENTS/or
SCFCU's Legal Counselor(s), who indeed DID NOT COMPLY to this said Supreme Court’s Instructed written
instructions/a’k/a ORDERS, dated JUNE 25, 2044,
_ CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, the attached research found documents of attached 12 EXHIBITS, are ONLY of documents
previously filed within this said Supreme Court which obtained no-research hand-writing located on neither sald
documents, If this said Supreme Count, personal wants COPIES without and found research located on the said
documents. THEREFORE, any other required information, can be produced by this said Pro Se Petitioner/Whaley,
who has always been in compliance with the Instruction letters/and/or WRITTEN signed COURT ORDERS of ALL
the said named Courts. Whereas any comections need, please do not hesitats to contact this said PRO SE
Petitioner, who will immediate comply with this said Court's found deficiancies.

AUGUST 7, 2014 Y
Roger L. Whaley, Pro Se Petitioner
8673 Laure! Grove Lane
North Charleston, S.C. 29420

SEE NEXT PAGE - TYPE PROOF OF SERVICE
as requested to be on a separate page....
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IN STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN the SUPREME COURT
Case No. 2014-001371 | %E CRIVE:
WY E?g
4  AUG 0 8 2014
APPEALED FROM S.C. APPEAL COURT
Case no. 2012-213208 SC Court of Appeals

ORIGINAL APPEAL from LOWER TRIAL COURT Dorchester County
“ COURT OF COMMON PLEAS A
Replacement Master of Equity Judge/served as Circuit Court Judge/Maite D. Murphy
Case no. 2012-CP-18-538

Roger L. Whaley, Pro S€ ..o Pro se, Petitioner,

V.

SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION and BANK of AMERICA...Respondents.

PROOF OF SERVICE

| certify that | have served BOTH Respondents, South Carolina Federal Credit Union and Bank of
American (although! this said PETITIONER/Whaley's said REPLY is Replying only to SCFCU’s filed
“REPLY to RETURN to the MOTION TO DISMISS on Behalf of South Carolina Federal Credit Union®),
whereas all proper parties has been properly and timely served by this said Petitioner/Whaley.

August 7, 2014 5/
Roger L. Whaley, Pro Se Petitioner,
8673 Laurel Grove Lane
North Charleston, S.C. 29220

cc.  NELSON MULLIN RILEY & SCARBOROUGH, LLP - RICHARDSON & PLOWDEN, Law Fim

Jody A, Bedenbaugh, S.C. Bar No. 71176 Sheila M. Bias, Esquire — No Bar No.
Erik T. Norton, S.C. Bar No. 73860 Drew H. Butier, Esquire- No Bar No.

Tara C. Sullivan, S.C: Bar No. 79806 Caleb M. Riser, Esquire-No Bar No.

1320 Main Stree/17 Floor 1900 Bamweli Street (29201)

Post Office Box 11070 (29211-1070) P.O. Drawer 7788

Columbia, South Carolina 29201 Columbia, S.C. 29202

(803) 798-2000 803-771-4400
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ATTACHMENTS - 12 »
WHALEY'S REPLY to SCFCU's REPLY to its OWN filed MOTION TO DISMISS
dated 7/28/2014
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DANIEL €, SHEAROUSE : POST OFFICE BOX 11330
CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, s&m CAROLINA
L]
BRENDA F. SHEALY . 1231 GERVAIS STREET
CHIEF DEPYUTY CLERK COLUMERA, SOUTH CAROLINA 78201

TELEPHMONE: (803) 734-1080
FAX (809 754-1460
WAWW. SCCOUNTS. 0N

June 25, 2014

Mr. Roger L. Whaley
8673 Laurel Grove Lane
North Charleston SC 29420

Re: Roger Whaley v. SC Federal Credit Union
ppelfaie Case No. 2014-001371) e

Dear Mr. Whaley:
4 ,

é%:..—;(/ ﬁ)

* number. _*7' { f '
)%\ﬁe attention of the parties is directed to the order relatmg to the inclusion of
personal data identifiers and other sensttive information in documents filed with
the Supreme Court of South Carolina and the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
The order can be found at
WWW.sccourts.org/ \vhatsnew/dxsmehatsnew cﬁn”mdexlD=932 Please note that
the responsibility for insuring that information is redacted or sealed as required by

this order rests with counsel and the parties. This office will nof review ﬁlings for
redaction or to determine if materials should be sealed.
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The Supreme Court of ﬁoutb Qtarnlma/

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE Ttc—— e POST OFFICE BOX 11336

CLERK OF CQURT COLUNMBIA w CAROLINA
BRENDA F. SHEALY . 1231 GERVASS STREET
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK ' COLUMELA, SOUTH CAROLINA 28201

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1080
FAX. (803) 734-140%

o ot ———— -

e S RO WAW_SCOOUTS. 0T
| / July 24, 2014 |
Mr. Roger L. Whaley <\ - \_}2
8673 Laurel Grove Lane ™ e e,
North Charleston SC 29420 S~k
Re: Roger Whaley v. SC Federal Credit Union
Appellate Case No. 2014-001371~-
. P
Al
Dear Mr. Whaley: /

This Court has received your cornecnons to the footnotes i in youg return.

’té"pm;of of service showmg ala copy of the-amended return has been served of

oppos?n’g €unsel. The amended return must be seived and filed within ten (10)
days of the date of this letter.

Very truly yours,

WIS

CLERK

.~ cc: Erik Tison Norton, Esquire
Jody Alan Bedenbaugh. Esquire
Tara C Sullivan, Esquire
Drew Hamilton Butler, Esquire
Sheila Marlouvon Bias, Esquire
Caleb Martin Riser, Esquire
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Supreme Court

RECEIVE[)
JUL -8 201

APPEAL FROM DORCHESTOR COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

' Maite D. Murphy, Circuit Court Judge S.C. Supreme Court

On Order of Dismissal (S.C. Ct. App. Filed Feb. 27, 2014)
Appellate Case No.: 2014-001371

ROBET L. WHALEY ...t sisisissis e ssmsmsassssssseravesesssesnesanseas sassssasessnsnsanson Petitioner
vS.
South Carolina Federal Credit Union and Bank of America.......cveucverveenenvens wrense,-RESPODdents.

. \ .
T0 DISMI;QR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION TO STRIKE
APPENDIX ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL
CREDIT UNION

Respondent South Carolina Federal Credit Union (“SCFCU”) hereby
moves this' Court for an Order dismissing Petitioner’s Petition for a Writ of
Certiorari as untimely. Alternatively, and should this Court accept Petitioner’s
untimely filing, SCFCU moves to strike the Appendix filed by Petitidper due to

extraneous information found on the documents included in the filed Appendix.

e
@muam to Rule 240(c), SCACQhe accompanying Memorandum of Law

supports this Motion.

[SIGNATURE TO FOLLOW]
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In The Supreme Court R
B,

APPEAL FROM DORCHESTOR COUNTY %
Court.of Common Pleas & ¢9
(o)

Maite D. Murphy, Circuit Court Judge %,b%

On Order of Dismissal (S.C. Ct. App. Filed Feb. 27, 2014) %‘97

20/1

Appellate Case No.: 2014-001371
Roger I.. Whaley........ccceecinnseiecrennccsinncesenes OOV Vorerossressensasenin Apptllant,
vs.
South Carolina Federal Credit Union and Bank of America........ — ..Respondents.

REPLY TO RETURN TO THE MOTION TO DISMISS ON BEHALF OF SOUTH
CAROL]NA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION

Carohna Federal Credit Union (“SCFCU™) hereby submits this lmel@and
77
esponsefto the Retum

;—T— our Motxon to Dismiss.! SCFCUJ specifically incapam by reference as if
repeated herein verbatim its arggg__ts in its Bi_______ig@_i_sgys and %’g Mmomdm@

- ——

}mn in ty’s Re)p'?y.

gardind (uT-‘i'l Mg.o
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y f L_“
his Ptiion gof s Writ of Ceptorai should be eiec ”

it _- for a Wnt of Cemoran Upon this Court’s digposition

~— S

s:’me \;\ill ;e“igled at that time and in accordance with this Court’s orders. Rule 240(b), SCACR (“A
mot)i91 to di}mfss an W! . shall, however, aummancally stay the time limits for perfectmg the appeal

pr—
o r—

until the motion ig decided.”). : 7' 7
ysAAA |

"Based on the f‘oregoing, 70’ur Motion to Dismiss, and Memorandum /i’n Su;p;o'n thereof,

, in the ahtn;nve, issue an O/r‘der striking the agggndlx filed by Mr. Whaley.
ol =
Respectfully submmed

Drew H..Butler, Esquire

Caleb Mi Riser, Esquire

Sheila M. Bias, Esquire

RICHARDSON PLOWDEN & ROBINSON P.A.
1900 Bamwell Street (29201)

P.O. Drawer 7788

Columbii, South Carolina 29202
803-771-4400

Counsel'for Respondent South Carolina Federal

Credit Union
July 28, 2014
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H"“" I, the(undersifﬂed, an employee bf Richardson Plowden & Robinson, P.A., attomeys
Y2 M%d/ for Respondent South lina Federal Credit Union, do hereby certify that I have this
% s /,w" » ' y

v
Eirs [ RECRRp->
IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLIN. JUL P) ;
In The Supreme Court 8 204

M%m%

APPEAL FROM DORCHESTOR COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
Maite D. Murphy, Circuait-Court Judge

On Order of Dismissal (S.C. Ct. App. Filed Feb. 27, 2014)
Appellate Case No.: 2014-001371

ROZET L. WhAlEY ... i ereieeennircrie v e issmssesesnansesssnresasssunnnsenenne e o oo oo A PPEIlENL,

South Carolina Federal Credit Union and
Bank of America.........ccoivenirrenin i aiass o Vetsesaenracanaesnnsanans Respondents,

8673 Laurel Grove Lane ' Erik T. Norton, Esquire

Roger L. Whaley Tera C. Sullivan, Esquire ,‘
" A
North Charleston, South Carolina 29420 Jody A. Bedenbaugh, Esquire

w M
Nelson Mullins Riley & Scarborough, LLP .
} Post Office Box 11070~ 074

{_Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Dated: July 28, 2014

7

( ~d
4 h
kg
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CARCLINA
In The Supreme Court

e

APPEALING the South Carolina's APPEAL COURT
Appeliate Case no. 2012-213208

Page 1 of § = AStrmards- 14

APPEAL of Darchestor County Circuit Trial
Caint of Common Pleas
Master of Equity/setving as Circult — Judge Maits D. Murphy
© Rogerl Whaley PetitoneriAppean,
Vvs.

SouthCamlimFedaa!CrethMonandBankofAmh Respondsnts.

COMES NOW, Petitionen/PlainfAppelant, Roger L. Wixleyla/i/a PetitionenWhaloy wriing hs responses/or Reply
ONLY to the Respondent, South Carolina Federal Credit Union’a/kia SCFCU, who ONLY fled SCFCU's said motion to
dismiss/and said mamorancum in supportiafi/a ‘Memorandunt’, to be reviewed by this said Supreme Cout invoiving
Pollioner/Whaley's fled end this Supreme court's acoeptance of Pefiioner’s Wit of Certiorari and Appendix, after Pefificner
Corredied this said court's requested “deficiancy...of...the...proof of servics...”, which PetitionecWhaley did timety comphied, a5
PefiionerWhaley rezpond/or reply by the below numbearad stalements; _

1. Respondent/SCFCU's flled motion to dismigs and Memorandum is not in compliance with the SCACR Rule
240(c)(3)," nor Rule 242(7) 2, mmusmmmwmmmmmmmdm
required °__Argument on each Question... presentzd for Roview...” wmmmmmmayswmcfo«mm
Respondent/SCFCU ADMITS! was FAXED as fled in this seid Suprame Court, with the date June 23, 2014, and admis, later
was immediately Defiverad by Pefitioner, the Original Writ document 16 this Supreme Court.  Thersfare Respondent/SCFCU
saii Admittance! shows Pefitoner’s Wit of Certiorari was timety served, and propesty accepted by this Supreme Court on te
date June 25, 2014, pursuant with SCACR Rule 262(a)(2) 5.

2 RespondsnUSCFCUs 7/8/2014 fled Motion to.Disiss & Memorandum, (see Exh, H-0), shows
Wmmmmmmwm SCACR Ruke 240(c), aBaging “Pefiioner's Pelition for Wit of

' '.MNQFnﬂWdI‘-“mmmmwmwwwwmmcmnﬂ:ﬂd In sepport of the
MnMMnhMuMGMM alfidovita ang =

2 -.anhPth mmmwwm dhmwﬂmamthGmwmuhﬁhﬁndh
Sipverme Coort . The retws gholl beciesd : on e ERion 30d may twckade 2 countr-ciatnment of the case and of B aeetSioes prenaaied fox roview.”
dQIREN: mmm umw&mvmmm;umummnw

i —~MWIWMM_M;I?H-~1 Wkch Reagondecd

wmmunmu -wﬁubmdm_uumm ateie! o 22l polico's ey o on Extenion of e
Weich, fhie Swptese Cast CLERK, prosded pro e Pellicrrihaly ON $ho DATE! Jo €, 2014 et e aml UNTIL *SRY 28, 2016 1 e W Wt o which o 3 Poslorafhatey

mbﬂswumnmmmm&-uu which ReeprentonlfS0SCH) ADMITS ol Poétoner. ficd, o JUNE 6, 20114, A NOTICE of
COLRTEOLY_ahsicy: S Cout and g Pt Sat e wemskd be fling his Pulics for » Wit of Gesirnt..” (See B 1) THEREFORE, ALL Proper partizs ! thin sntd Scpromn Coaxt
weaz GIVEN TRIELY! FAIRY (Pxermion ¥akfa 01 ICE B4, and wit sheays bn Compiance wilh e SCACR ik 2405), ad BCACR ndb 34240
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Certiorari a3 UNTIMELY. Memaﬁvdy mmmmmmmmubmmm

o LUDED in the fed Appendbe * Whareas, Respondent/SCFCU's own provided Rl
2mcmwmwmmewmmoowmAnwmmswnmmm norl
from Respondent/SCFCUfs said Atlomey(s)’, MMMWSCFCUSMM:I\& *Argument® on pages
3, &4, that“_The Petition for 8 Writ of Certiarari is UNTIMELY.. Onl or ,@jg.munsderespuldemISCFOU
MMFAX a copy of a Document, attached as Exhibit B...f0 3, 2014.."; (See Attached
Exhibits 2,34)

2a).  Asthe atiached above exhibit documents in number 2, shaws neither! of Respondent/SCFCU's provided any
aSeged! attached DOGUMENTED EVIDENCE, NEVER! showed Respondent/SCFCL received any Fased document on the
glleged datel June 24, 2014; as well a5 Respondent/ SCFCU never provided ANY DOGUMENT from this Supreme Courl,
showing any date other than the writen date “June 23, 2014” when this Supreme Court received is Faxed!! copy of pro se
Petitioner/Whaley's Writ of Cerfiorasi. Theresore shows Respondent’SCFCU never produced the required documents in onder 1o
uphold its alegaions fled In iis motion o dismiss. pursuant with SCACR Rule 240{c){3). '

3. Respondent/SCFCU ADMITS! pro s¢ Patiioner/Whaley's provided EXHIBITS having aiso the HAND-
WRITING Notag on side, Circlas, Airows._sre "Comrespondence! and ORDERS!! RELATEDN to! this! APPEALL_", fied under
Respondent/SCFCLF's 720822014 Supreme Coust filed Motion to Disiiss or sald Aftamative... (appear to be on page 1, court
stamp dted Juty 8, 2004 [See Exh. H4T], endéor an page 5, under T, In the Aliemative, SCFCU moves to STRIKE the
mm,mnwwwmmmwmmaﬂuuwmm!mmﬂw
also within the said LOWER COURT, are documents aiways eccepiad by ALL the PARTIES in the Lower Tral Court, which is
. pureuant with Reepondsnt/SCFCLPs own! provided RULE, 210, SCACR, when Respondent/SCFCU admits! that -

“Pulitioner's TORENS, which Siis Court construed as the APPENDIX in this Mating, CONSIST] of various

e s oo vy o AANOWRTTEN NORES, RLED,

UNDERLUINED Text, and ARROWS. Soe Exhid D. Pt 1, Petiioner's Fled Appendix. mmmmmm
from their origing slate and his submission of shich altared docimants 1o this Court is IMPERMISSIBLE. SEE Rufe 210, SCACR..."

Thevedore, Respondent/SCFCU's above own! admiitance] makes mooti/andior shows must DENY
Respondent’SCFCLY's Move 1o Strike the Appandix, pursuant with its rule 210, or any of Soisth Cariina AppeSate Court ies. *

4

4 As Ruls SCACR 210(c) admilsl that .(c}cm NMUM“M‘*thWM“MMM

uwwwwumu pet i fhe fowes cout or
triounal”, and

ummmuﬂ)mummmmumm parves his initiat beifis] undar Rule 208, 10 inciwde 8 eoply brief, he
fien carvo on all parges 1o She appast 2 Desigration of Maer to be inchaded i the Recd on Appaal which shyli set ferth with specificily thoon paris of
) RUBITS, or QTHER MATERIALS which ho gyvprses 10 Inciisl jp G racord oo appesl. One popy of s Desgnsien
with prock of sha immadkedely he fiad with ths clerk of #he sapslia?e et

St S 1 Claics S i tha Appuais Cemt (Swo Bx% H-2,34) Gcied “Fylwuaary 5, 204 anday i THTRODUCTION! SACKSROURD' - = AN SBtor X NOT DENYRITScr
SHOWS - i D3 R 201 182 pavaqragha, hae b abezysl ACCEPTED! 80 RELEEDG \oon, YD 8 ARReDISR eI irpiey's: HAND-WRITTEN NOTEM, Ciehmn, Axzars, wrilhen cs s ATFACHHENTE wit 7
el COMPUANT find i e ) chaes Trind Cruar, a1 SANEE! typ dcuamants aieo wikin Sea 2ti AFPEAL DOUNT, 5100 sarn adaning, woiinn co pro oo PETITIONERAAwiey's pestied CASIRER'S
CHECE, wharh RuncrarhedtSCREA Ty WIRODLUCTIDRBACXEROUNDT ADMITS PeiiloniWaley's CASHIERS mnmmmm_mumm
ot kit on & ainior CIRELPS, et Aist) wiich shows ha ACTUAL ORIGINAL wilken TYRED IAMIE Docrsaart with b Paiiionexfiuiey's wamed PAYEE, whom Repordie SR ADWTS

REARLYY UNDERSTOOUN 0t Rrrprmao S CL) mumks OUT D te mm-mmw_wnnmmmmu-lmm
s Lower Trisd Comt, sex® i Appesh Caot, in which Respardeotf SCFGU teRadR tpond sl sctalil USED 2 s o Sr allaged PRRIOT, iromtving i NElonnr's ool CARMIER'S
TR

ARTght Apret et S Ao, showe celher) il samnti RESPONDGNV/SCICU mr BOR, mwﬂm our provided St Casaing Appsiae Camt
Rk 3104, nr R 209_SIVELVING the FEPLY © (0 5e AppelansPETIONIE Windey's TIMELY Sad RITAL ORIEF, which Repor A ICFCA Sl Balow AQMITE 2

,h-uﬂ-mmmmmmum ﬁ.mzmmmngnmmmmgﬂ____mm
CARDLINA £ PICLUDED ¢
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4 This Suproma Courts ORDERS ints LETTER dated “hme 25, 2014", shows andior suppofts pro 86
PeffionenWhaley, always! complied!! with CORRECTIONS! requested by the said Court{s), when this Supreme Court alsol
requesied that - Pefitioner'\Whaley's “Deficiency...must be CORRECTED ...of the._sccompanytng PROOF OF SERVICE..in
complisnce with SCACR... substantially in the FORMAT shown by FORM 7 in Appendix C to part {I_", which Pe@lioner/Whaley
mwed.wammemmmﬁ;m‘f.WWSEﬂE&MMMMMWS
fRed Petition of Carfiorar woudd have been dismissed, just as ALLY the Defidency ORDERS requested by the said APPEALS
COURT officials aways!! APPROVED! and ACCEPTED! All end ANY of Appeliant/PetitionernWhaley's CORRECTED
Deficiancies, therafare shows tha! - Respondent/SCFCU's dieims under its “ritreduction” claimad that “._Petilianer’s.. fiad the
INSTANT APPEAL in OCTOBER of 2012. There were numeroas fing DEFICIENCES and! his (NITIAL BRIEF was not fled
UNTH. AUGUST of 20138, Is pursuant with SCACR Rule 242(b)}{2) *... Wixro there ie a dizaent in te decision of e Court of Appesls.

RESPONDENTSCFCUs COMPLETE FILED $OTION TO DISMSSSiandfSEMORANDUM acd ALL il Supportive LAWS
QILY SUPBORTS, Respondent SCRCAPx MOTION TO DISWESS must be “DECLINEDjor DENEED;
and SUFPORTS pro se PETITIONERWhaley's Writ of Cextinrmi 4o be Grantad, since Rezspondent/SCIRCLPs Own providod Laws
CONFLICTS with this said SUPREME COURT'S prior RULINGS and LAWS ¢nursisant with SCACR 242(bYZ1885]

5. Respandent’SCFCLPs July 8, 2014 fled motion t dsmiss and Memorandum ADMITS that PetifionenWhaley
indeed, did TIMELY filed '.thﬂH&HmMnmmﬂdmmmym)de&.m
Designation of Matler...”; and shown by the said APPEALS COURT's ORDER/or Letier of August 23, 2013 , that the APPEALS
mmmmwwwwwanmmpmme)mm
CORRECTED any and all deficiendies requested by the Appeals Coust for Petitioner to Carrect. Therefare Respondent/SCFCU
provided Lo mma,m4,muwwummsmwwm
APPEALSOum;mridedLaw‘l'lmnhgv.I@yem4153.E.2d794(1mernsmwhhAppadsM50RDER
212712014, and (sllegedly) supparied by the Appeals Cowrf's. FINAL ORDER on 5/22/2014, shows the Appeals Court &
Respon(bnt’swwiisdlaw-"Hmmingv.Kaya..MSS.E.N?N(iM)‘bmmm'mmmm&xnmh
docialon of the Court of Appeals &5 in CONFLICT! with 1 prior decision of the Sugweme Court”- WHEN this Supresme Caurt Renning V. Kaye ~
DECLINEDI for DENIED 1o Grant that! eaid Re<pondent(a) MOTION to DISMISS — which indeed CONFUICTS! with Respandat'BCRCU arxt! the
Appsals Court that Granted Respandents’ MOTION to DISMISS /2714 wes pursuzrt wilh their ONLYH above come LAW “Hennling v. Kaye..".

6. Respondent/SCFCU's July 8, 2014 MOTION o DISMISS and Memo's writlen “Iniroduction” and “Argument”
ahdmy'wmﬁehpedscmfspquedLAWWmv xay.maam 4158&“754(1%2}'“35&?4
stmmbeONLYmFAVORofpmse Pelfone: :

€ Puitunrs apcha BRI AL A, MA-1, host, 24 ADNITS? it RAVITISCHTAM LETTERG? Aiad Baghsnbr 15, S0, arat ‘OCTOBER 22, 203", “(aliact by SCFOU, WITHOUT! vt
mmummmwmummmmmnmummm-_nnquw aad SERVED s
ESCERYCNON of BATIER on whet esptans o be SEFTEMAER 4 11X Senfors pursinat TR THIR (A0000S) COURT'S ADGETT 21, AR LETTER, OLBIS Jolfisl BRIFONDENTT Orivl et
m— CURRERTLYY mmmmmm. EXTERGION of fre, by ¥ *Yuhich shearsd 0N YT ONE} SIOWIDUAL) CALCOLATIONSE, CLE IITWL.

&L .- NS LT wm’?mvnmu-nﬂwmuwﬂhmh

g—h.-w LATERY] b PETITIONER'S (o s tiimbeg’s) RLING of tis SETWL BREF, FERES
mm which SCRCY Letier of "0CT. 22, 2917 Vo) hows waes el Qo UIITINGLY €,
dmmumnw mm'.nu—t-mmu-muhn

FrwcndeESCHOLS Swhnbe mmmuum mmwwnmmum m
Exmbdmuwm o st RESPONGENT S0 OF AMERYCA NEVERS Reaceniod -Mwns-vwm«!m-n:

STAYED! :mndm >« DEFEXTS e el
oroatemd e ticwe St Rudrs SHALL NOT BE

o T e R T S S e S e
DETIAL MRS, st SETICIOTAON of WATVER..
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meammoumﬂamMm
— oz: wmwnmmumumm-_mm
o ot AP mmmammommummEmT-mwm-
url . Camlzna.ﬂmumwm.m.oecmwberw.w.inE.Mlv.smnHmm
:::I‘.ofm. HLLAECG. 381 8.0, 6 (2004), 602 S.E.24 772, Hatia Rase ELAM, Respondent, v. SOUTH CAROLINA
ntx;:::ﬂ?vrOFTRAFSPORINNON,PvmhnannmataslnahsFknpu!hnUSCFCU%akmedDEADUNECmﬁnsumﬂum
:Cam:gdambyscrcu.mmﬁonbofammmmw. SEE Rule 242(b), SCACR - 7

7 SCACR 242(b) Comsidesats ) : T
MMMAWdMSMaMMMGyMmewm
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8. - Respondent/SCFCUI's said Motion to Dismiss/Memorandum 07/08/2014, under s Foainota 1, makes its
ciaims, (WITHOUTI! Respandent/SCFCU Never! PRODUCED!! ahsohsisly NO! SUPPORTIVE DOCUMENTS), which
Respondent’SCFCAFS own said Mofion & Mema, says is required pursuant with SCACR Rule 240(c)or 240(c)(3), which
SCFCUs claims involva the Appeal Cowrt’'s DECISIONS of 5/22/2014 and 2/27/2014, that involves a Question in this said
misdter, Pursusnt with SCACR Rule 242(b){4), Where substantial constititional iosues are directly involved, (pursuani also
with SCACR Rule 242 (0)(Z)3)2(5). INVOLVING Respondsnt/SCFCU's 7/8/2014 FOOTNOTE 1 claims and afiegations
involving PetitionerWhaley's -

*.-Via Cashior'’s Chock, fo CAPITAL CONSORTRM, and ENTITY Controlied (aegedlyj by INDIVIDUALS (Pough, McQuean,
Brunson, Soo Lowar Trial Coart Tranceript, regurding Fodwral Law ixsues| brought by Respondants in this Stala! Court Laws haaring
roatinrs held, Mary, 2012) CoBoquially referred to as the ‘THREE HEBREW BOYS', in Decamber of 2010, the “THREE HEBREW BOYS' were
mabuwmmnmmmmmmmmmmshmm

" Appeals Court, aiwearys! claimed “Conspiracy of “THEF T of Maney Fands®™ -

“Nwhich involves ONLY M}lmm ADDED! PARTY [the alleged? Federal RECEIVER, Wr.
Baaifia B. Ashsnorelwho is also!! a MENBER! on the BOARDI! of this sai¢ SUPREME COURT) whom
RESPONDENT(SYSCFCU's JOINT a FEDERALY! Gase Law Matters! with [a Prior Closed! STATEI COURT] Gase Law
MATTER] and this! present! ONGOING STATE! COURT! Case Law MATTER! that the sald FEDERAL COURT Case said
Laws intarfores with this said ONGOING STATE! Court CASE Laws and Rules, which Invalvas _mmm

9, Respondent/SCFCU's 07/06/2014, &mmmmmmmmmm under iis footnote 1,
makes allsgalions involving ancihert Caugt CASE MATTER  invoiving fhe said Respordent/SCFCU and the S.C. ARPEAL Coutt's graned
Orders of /2212014 and 2/7712014, ordered pursuant ONLYY! whh 2 SUPREME STATEY Cout Case LAW “Henning v. Kay, 307 S.C. 435,
415.S.E. 2d 794 (1992)", which RULED n FAVOR ¢f pr se Peliionerfihaley, as to fis Supreme Cout's ORDERED the RESPONDENT's
Motion 0 Dismiss (and memo) o be “DECLINED Jor DENIED. Which i purstiant wilh SCACR Rule 242 (b)X2XSIAS)
10. Respondent/SCFCU's 07/08/2014, Supreme Court filed Motion to Dismiss and Memorandum, under its footnote 1
makes allegations imvolving another Court Case matier, which RespondentSCFCL alleged involves PeffSonerWnaley's fing of his Wit of
Certiorari in be aflegadly! UNTIMELY, which Respondest/SCFCU provided anciher SUPREME State! Court Case Law... 'ELAM v. SOUTH
CARDLINADEPT. OF TRAMSP. . * > 361 §.C.9(20°4), 602 5.E.2d 772", which Ruled ALSO in FAVOR of pro s Pefiionar¥éhaiey,
vhen Bam v. S.C. of Trans, nied that °_.". Ve granked the peliion fora weil of cexlicsari W rosiow $he Cour of Appesl’ capebliched order
diamissing the appecl of the Scuth Cascling Deparinent of Trassporilion (SCDOT) a5 uiidy. (i v. S Carlins Dept of Trasp, S.C.
CtApp. Onder daiod July 25 2t We reversedl Which is pureuant wilh SCACR Ruls 282 (BX2()8(5)

WHEREFORE. in Conclusion of Reaponden¥SCRCU's request o ks sxidd Susene Court, have raguesied mallers
fhat®_ the decision of the Courl of Appesls is in CONFLICTS with a PRIOR DECISION ¢f this SUPREME Cou”. Fusthermnors,

 shows thal RespondendSCRCIP s mofon ¥ dismiss and its memorandum in support e be "DECLINEDor Danied, and therefore shows fris

hooorable Supreme Courl mist Grant pro se: PetiionerWheley's Petition for Wit of Cestiorari, by upholding this Supreme Courfs prior said
Ordered decisions imvalving the LAWS provided by the said named RespondenySCFCU), which all said LAWS were indeed in FAVOR of the
pro 2 PegionerMhaley, involving also the Appeais Court's ordered decisions of May 22, 2014 involving its ordar of 212772017, must
be averruled, and REVERSE/and or remand this said very serious, case matier to be heard within whatever proper Court(s).

Dated July 18, 2014 Sz

Roger L. Whaley, ProSe
8673 Laurel Grove Lons

North Charleston, South Carolina, 20420
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EXh. &

IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
in The Supreme Court

APPEALING the South Carolina’s APPEAL COURT
Appeliate Case no. 2012-213208

APPEAL of Dorchestor County-Circuit Trial
Court of Common Pleas
Master of Equn:y/servlng as Cireult ~ Judge Maite D. Murphy

Roger L. Whaley . - Petitioner

vs.

South Carolina Federal Credit Union and Bank of Amem:a Respondents.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVCE

Date:  Juwy 18,2014 )

o
Roger L. Whalay, Pro Sa
8673 Laurel Grove Lane
Tara C, Sufvan, Esquie North Charleston, 8.C. 20420
Efk T. Norton, Esquire ’
Jody A. Bedenbaugh, Esquire me'ﬂ.m.ﬁsmi_'a
NELSON MULLENS RILEY & SCARBOROUGH, LLP Cateb M. Riser, Esquire
Post Offien Bax 11079 Shelia M, Bias, Eatpire
Cobumbia, South Carelime 29041 RICHARD PLOWDEN & RDEINSON, PA.
Sherta M, Biag, Eaquire 4900 Barvawell Stroet m):upo.mm

Columbia, South Carokios 20202 - Phone - §03-TT1-4600
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
in Tha Supreme Court
Caso no: 2014-001371
APPEALING the South Carolina's APPEAL COURT
Appeliate Cage no, 2012-213208
APPEAL of Dorchestor County Circuit Trial
Court of Common Pleas
Master of Equity/sarving as Gircult — Judge Maite D. Murphy
Casa no: 2012.CP-18000539
Roger L. Whaley rerseeraranasanas Patitioner
Vs

South Carolina Federal Credit Union and Bank of America

SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION’s
MEMORANDUM of LAW {N SUPPORT of
Motion to Dismiss or,.in the Alternative, Motion to Strike
Appendix on Behalf of RESPONDENT SOUTH CARDLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UNION/faxed & mailed 71814
SHOWING CORRECTION NOTICES - under FOOTNOTE 3, and
CORRECT of SUPREME COURT No: 2014-001371/Erred no. 2014-000067
and JRRECTION DATE to JULY 19, 2014 written une 19, 2014
are CORRECTIONS ON - Petitonen/Whaley's RESPONSE/or RETURN to Onlyl Respondent/SCRCU 7/8/14 Pleadings

COAEES NOW, the pro 58 Pettioner/Whaley, bring 1o the atisntion of all parties and o this said Supreme Courl,
Peiiionar's shove said Amendmeant, i fully incomparsts five CORRECTION! invohving Fooinole

RETURN f SCFCU's Meno ard Suppart is Motion 1o Disiss, or said Altemaive, when wrode
i error that...
*_Which, this Seprese Court CLESN, grastiesd pre x= PeitHarer/Winkey G the DATEY e 5, 2006 St b b SR, “Joby 28, 20D t e b Wit of
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Souih Carkea Fedora Croch Urion's Memocancn of Law n Suppoet of Mot o i, . n the Abare

Dated: .y 25, 2014
Respecthdly submitted,
Tara C. Sullhan, Esnire Sheilta M. Bixz, Ecsquire
= o:smummwcm RICHARD PLOWDEN_PA. Law Fim Rns-rl-m%ﬁve
Pogt Ofice Box 11070 1900 Barmel Sirost 26201 8573 st Growe Lane

Caumbla, SC. 29211 Columbia 8C. 28202 Naréh Charleston, S.C. 20420



