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Attachments 2
Appealed DORCHESTOR COUNTY CIRCUIT CIRCUIT TRIAL COURT .
_ - LOWER COURT CASE NO: 2012CP1800539
~ Master of Equity/serving as Circuit-JUDGE MAITE D. MURPHY g;& b@EWED

Roger L. Whaley A : 4 ' Petitioner/Appellant, SEp 0 3 2014

vs. . ‘
: G Court of Appeals

SOUTH CAROLINA FEDERAL CREDIT UN!ON , .
and BANK OF AMERICA ' = ~——-Respondent/Defendants.

'NOTICE from PET!TIONERIAPPELLANT/WhaIey has (1 5) DAYS (Pursuant with SCACR 221)! ‘J\b
{The remittitur shafl contain a copy of the judgment of the appellate court, shall be seated SHALL KOT Send the Remittitur to the Lower Court~
Since APFELLANT/ Vhaley will be filing a Writ of Certiorari/er/a Exracrdinary Virit of Mandamus WITHIN the UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT?)

~ COMES NOW, the Petitioner/Appellant, Roger L. Whaley (a/k/a Appellant/Whaley), advising the said Appeals Court
that (pursuant with SCACR 221(b), the Remittitur * femititur $hall contain 2 cap\'i‘bf'in"éiaaa”menf of the appellate court, shall Eg;séa‘iga,
.'wsth the seal and signed by the clerk of the court... unless otherwise ordéred by the court shall aot be ‘sent to the lowser courtor
‘adm;mstratwe tribunal until fifteen.(45) days have elapsed...”; and according with this Appeliate Court's attached *Remittitur” Letter
to “Honorable Chery! L. Graham™ dated “August 28, 2014" shows ONLY THIS Appellate court’s case no. 2012-213208, and the
_ lower court case no. 2012-CP1800539, this Appeals Court based its “Remittitur’ Letter dated “August 28, 2014” wrote that -The
above Referenced matter is hereby rémitted to thevLOWERV COURT or TRIBUNAL. A copy of thg JUDGMENTU of THIS!
‘COURTL is Enclosed.” Therefore! this said Appeals Court's “Remiftitur” Letter is base only! on (ONEJ alleged Judgment sent to
Appellant/Whaley, dated “August 28, 2014” From! THIS!! (Appellate) South Carofina Appeals COURT! is the attached Appeals '
“Order” dated “2/27/2014", which ruled!! ONLY within this Appellant/Roger’s fgiq, as to DISMISSED!!" ONLY! the
Respondents! or Defendants’l! filed Motion to Dismiss, which this Appeals Court's AUGUST 28, 2014 LETTER provided -
only the supportive case law, “...Henning v. Kaye, 307 S.C. 436, 437,415 S.E. 2d 794 (1992)", which actualiy!! ruled! that...

“.. Altough this Court vrould be completely jusiiied in dismissing fhis appeal based on eppellants numerous vislalions ofthe
Rules, WE! DECUINES! 710! DO! SO! znd DENYY he Mofion To Dismiss *433 as to the Hennings®.

WHEREFORE, AppellantiWhaley is advising this said APPEALS Court that Appe!ianti\!\fna!ey vl be fing within the
United States Supreme Court a Petition for Writ of Cerfisrari/erfan Extracrdinary of Mandamus within the required (15) days from

fhe date “August 28, 2014°, since that said date is the cniyl last date in which this-Appeals Court issued it last known orderlor
Remifiitur”.

scacr 221(b) Remittitur. The remittitur shall contain a copy of the ludgment of the appeliate court, shall be sealed with the seal and signed by the clerk of the
court, and unless otherwise ordered by the cotirt'shall not be sent to the lower court or administrative tribiinal ‘wniti fifteen (15) days havé elapsed (the day da

of filing being excluded) since the filing of the opinion, order. judgment, or decree of the court finally disposing of the appeal. If a petifion for rehearing is
recenved before the remitlitur is sent, the remittitur shafl not be sent Qendmg disposition of the petition by the court. Where a petition for rehearing has
been denied, the Court of Appeals shall not send the remittitur to the lower court or administrative tribunal until the time to petition for a writ of

‘certiorari under Rule 242(c) hes expired. If a petition for writ of certiorari s filed, the Court of Apoeals Court of Appeals shall not send the remittitur until nofified that the petition
has been denied. Ifthe writ is granted by the Supreme Court, the Court of Appeals shall not send the remittitur.

A!though In deciding appeals, the Supreme Court considers the transcript of the proceedings before the lovrer court, other relevant documents and exhibits... For
those appeals which are decided by the Court of Appeals, an aggrieved party may seek a review of the decision of the Court of Appeals by filing a petition for a writ
of certiorari with the Suprems Court... the Supreme Court may affirm, reversa or modify the decision of the Court of Appeals™; As this Lower Trial. Court‘s “Remittitur”
dated "August 28, 2014° ACKNOWLEDGES ONLY! ONE! Order or Judgment that it attached as being “.the JUDGMENT THIS COURT is ENCLOSED..”, which is
attached as Appellant/Whaley's exhibit, dated “2f27/2014", which that said Appeals Court's Order is dated MONTHSH INTHSH earfier!, which is indeed OVER 15 DAYS in order for
this Appeals Court to GOMPLY with ANY this Appellate Court's Rule 221.




Plaase: advise, if there is any other 'Ozderlcr Judgment in which this Appeals Cowrt has based its said decisions
regarding fhis Appesls Court's “Remitfitr” Letter invé!ving the said Lower Trial Court, dated “August 28, 26147, since this
Appeals Court’s alfeges that it only provided a COPY/attached of this Appeals Court ORDER/or “Judgment of ATHIS
Court is ENCLOSED” which is dated 2/27/2814, and is indeed! written OVER (6) months ago signed by this said Appsals
Couri, and thercfore, faat said dated Letter “August 28, 2014 is shown ONLY as an (aiieged! TIMELY Acknowiedgment stating
ihis Appeals Court °._.Remitted ¢ the Lower Court or Tribunal...”), and that said dated "Remiitiaur” (dated August 28, 2014) also!
NEVER had ANY vritten supporled LAW, nor ANY supportive RULE, which dees not comply with this s2id Appeals Courf's:
Rules and Procedures, ror! with the terms of an *Remitiiter” noficefor letter pursuant with SCACR Rule 221.

Rl o ?MW”?“%AQ%

Rc.ge(l Whaley
8673 Laurel Grove Lane
) Norih Charleston, S.C. 29420
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICES

i declere that 2il proper parties has been faxed, mailed andfor hand-defivered ti"us said “NOTICE from
PETITIONER/APPELLANT/Whaley has (15) DAYS (Pursuant with SCACR 221)... SHALL NOT Send the Remlttltur to the
Lower Court... until the time to petition for a writ of certiorari’/and or fiing an Extraordinary Writ of MANDAMUS within the UNITED
STATED SUPREME COURT, which has been contacted in reference to. Appellant/WhaIey filing of his said Extraordinary writ of
Mandamus.

cc.. - Drew Hamitton-Butler, Esquire,
Erik Tison Norton,Esquire,
Jody Alan Bedenbaugh,
Sheila- M. Bias

Attachments/Enclosure:  Two Exhibits dated August 28, 2014, and 2/27/2014
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- The Soutl @am[ina Court of Appeals |

POST OFFICE BOX 11629
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1015 SUMTER STREET
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
" TELEPHONE: (803) 734-3890

FAX: (803) 734-1839
www.sceourts.org

JENNY ASBOTT KITCHINGS
CLERK

V. CLAIRE ALLEN
DEPUTY CLERK

August 28, 2014 .
RECEIVE])

P, . o o e S e —— o

The Hofiorable Cligryl L. Graliami IR " SEP 03 201
5200 E Jim Bilton Blvd - | ‘ A

St George SC 29477-8020 S - — SC Court of Appeals

Dear Clerk of Court:

The above referenced matter is hereby remitted to the lower court or tribunal. A

" copy of the Cou is enclosed.
A N . 7\ 7, '

Very truly yours,

CLERK

Enclosure

cc:  Roger L. Whaley ‘
‘ Drew Hamilton Butler, Esquire
Erik Tison Norton, Esquire
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The South Caralina Court of Gppeals

fRoger L. Whaley, Appellant, ' | R BCEIvg i
;V,. . | SEP 0 3 /i
South Carolina Federal Credit Union and Bank of SC Court of Apnegls

America; Respondents

| e

@pellate Case No. 701

Respondent]s South Carolma Federal Credit Union and Bank of America have each
filed motions to dismiss this appeal. After careful consideration, this appeal is
dismissed b’ecause Appellant has falled to-comply w1th the South Carolina

Columbia, South Carolina
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ce:
Roger L. Whaley
Drew Hamilton Butler
Erik Tison Norton
Jody Alan Bedenbauo h
Sheila Marlouvon Bias
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