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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

A Ié IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF (KE A

CIVIL ACTION COVERSHEET

9\0"’{' CP- 093 008?7'

Plaintiff(s)

.

Aiken Gmr‘y L/

l ]_This case is exempt from ADR. (Proof of ADR/Exemption Attached)

NATURE OF ACTION (Check Qne Bax Below,
Coutracts Torts - Professionsl Malpractice Torts - Persoaal lajury Resl Property
0 Constructions (1K) O  Dental Malprovtice (200) [0 AssaultSiander/Libel (300) [0 Claim & Dehvery (40¢)
] Deht Collsgtion {110) O  Legst Malpractice (2103 ' Comversion (310) O Condemnatron (410)
0 Employment (120 O Medical Malpmatice (2201 3, Motor Vehicle Accident (320) 0 Foreclosure (420)
m] General (130) ’ ) Notice! File Med Mal 1236y T} Premises Liabitiy (330) O Mechane's Lien (430)
{3 BrechotContmctiis; N Other (299 [0 Products Lisbahty (34¢) O Partiion (44
O Other(199) im#)l[_@_(«_\/_ O Personal Injury (350} O Possession 1450)
) - 0. Wrengtul Death (360) iw Building Code Vivlation (460)
’ O Other(399) O Otheridms)
/
tamate Perittons Judgmeots/Settiernents JAdministrative Law/Reltef Appesls
O PCR(500) [ Death Settiement (700) C Rainstate Drwver's License (800) O  Astitation (900
[3 Mandamus (520) 0O Foreign Judgment (710) 0 Iudicial Review (810) O  Magistrate-Civil (9103
3 Habeas Cotpus (530) (] Magistrate's Judgment (720) [ Relier'(820) O Magistrate-Criminal (920)
O Other (5399 0O Munor Scttlement {730) [J Permanent Injunction (830) 3 Municipal 19303
0 Transsript Judgment (730) O Forferture-Petition (840) O Provate Coun (9401
a . Lis Pendens {75¢) {OJ Foreiture—Consent Order ) ] SCDOT 19363
0 7 Oer (799) 0O Wfﬁ' O Worker's Comp (9893
Fit— T O  Zoming Board (970) [
0 Admunsirative Law Jige (¥80)
SpecialComplex /Other 3 Pubiie Serice Commussion (990)
] Eaviropmental (600) []  Pharmaceuticals (630) O _Employ ment Security Comm (991}
O Avemobile A (610) ] Unfar Trade Practices (640) = .
O Medical (620) [ Outeof State Depost
0O Ot 00 Sevual Predator (510)
/ o
Submitting Party Signature: =~ "”f Date: L/ ’/ d -/ q
Nole. Frivolous civil proceedings may be subject to sanctions pursuant to SCRCP Rule 11, and the South Carolina
Frivolous Civil Proceedings Sanctions Act, $.C. Code Ann. §15-36-10 et, seq._ ‘
P §
. . - !
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Del‘jndant(s) )

{Please Print) / / / // SC Bar #: .
Submitted By: “ 77 F fE Telephone #: IR /S 747 !
Address: Fax #: A
: . Other:
E-mail:.
NOTE: The cover sheet and information contained hereln nelther replaces nor supplements the filing and service of pleadings or other papers ’ 3
as required by law. This form is required for the nse of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of doeketing. 1¢ must be Slled out completely,
signed, and dated. A copy of this cover sheet must be served on ibe defendant(s) along with the Summons and Complaint, {

DOCKETING INFORMATION (Check a!l that apply)
*If Action is Judgment/Settlement do not complete
{_] JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint. NON-JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint.
[} This case is subject to ARBITRATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules.
] This case is subject to MEDIATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Altemative Dispute Resolution Rules.
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF: AlKEN ; _ SUMMONS

Carlton E. Cantﬁll. Plaintiff’ Appellant ‘) 20l L['C P 0 a 00 g :]‘-6]
| FILE NO.

VS, ¥

)
Aiken County.
Aiken County Animal Control Director. Shirley Hardin.
Aiken County Animal Control Officer Bobby Arthurs.and o _ .
Judge Charles T. Carter, Defendants 1.

TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE-NAMED:

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the complaint herein,
a copy, of which is herewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of vour answer to this
complaint upon the subscriber, at the address shown below, within thirty (30) days afier
service hereot. exclusive of the day of such‘ service. and if vou fail to answer the

complaint, judgment by default will be rendered against you for the relief demanded in

the complaint. P ﬁ/ %

Carlton E. Cantrell. Pro Se
Plaintiff/ Appellant
» 223 Muddy Branch Road
Dated: 04/16/14 Aiken. SC 29803
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
' )
COUNTY OF: AIKEN ) Complaint
)
b
Carlton E. Cantrell, Plaintiff/Appellant A014CPO & 00 g 4
. ] . FILE NO.

VS, .

)
Aiken County. .
Aiken County Animal Control Director.' Shirley Hardin,
Aiken County Animal Control Officer Bobby Arthurs, and
Judge Charles T. Carter, Defendants

On May 19. 2005 at 8:30 a.m.. Aiken County Animal Controi Director Shirl'éiv Hardin
and Animal Control Officer Bobby Aﬁhurs arrived at my Aiken County homﬁ focated at
724 Muddy Branch Road together with tWo Aiken County Sheniff’s Deputies aﬁd issued
me two citations authorized by Judge T. Carter — one for a violation of Aiken County '
Ordinance 97-4-17(4-68). commonly known as unsanitary conditions. under UTT

66501CD and another for § 47-1-40(a), ill-treatment of animals. under UTT 66505CD.

Then. against my wishes, they procéedgd to seize more than 200 goats from my property.

1 immediately called Channel 12 News whose cameramen arrived in time to film the

seizure in progress.

[0S ]




Later. my veterinarian, Dr. Lisa Handy, told me that if the Aiken County Animal Control
Officers had followed standard procedures, “This never would have happened, as there is

no such thing as unsanitary conditions for goats, cows, or pigs.”

On June 15. 2005, I hired Everett K. Chandler as my lawyer, and he notified Judge

Charles T. Carter the same day that he was representing me in this matter.

On June 20, 2005, Everett Chandler requested the venue be changed to Judge Tracy L.
Carroll's Court for a jury trial. Since a jury strike was scheduled for July 8, 2005, the trial

was scheduled to begin August 8. 2005.

A week before the trial. Mr. Chandler called me into his office and showed nie a Piea
Agreement that Animal Control's lawyer, Lawrence Brown. had produced. After

discussing this with my attorney, I told him I still wanted a jury trial.

Mr. Chandler slammed his fist on his desk and declared. “I'm driving this boat Mr.

Cantrell, and we're going to do this my way.”

At this point I did not feel I could trust my lawyer to represent me properly and 1 was
forced into a Plea Agreement against my wishes. But. I insisted that my veterinarian, Dr.
Lisa Handy, be allowed to monitor the care. feeding, and general welfare of the seized

animals until they were retumed to me:

“
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Subsequently, on August 8. 2005, a Plea'Agrecment was reached in Judge Tracey L.
Carroll’s Court stating all charges against me would be dismissed without prejudice
pending execution of a formal agreement in which I would release Aiken County and any
agencies, employees or agents thereof from a:iy potential liability or claims that I may
have as a result of this incident. my arrest and charges, and seizure, keeping and care of
the goats by Aiken County and Aiken County Animal Control, and all of the goats scized

would be retumed to me after I paid an $1800 fine. However, after paying the fine. on

© August 29, 2005, only 163 goats were returned ~ far fewer than the original number

seized. Additionaily, an estimated 40+ newborns delivered while in the County’s custody
were given away with no compensation to me. Even worse, 57 of the goats retured died

within weeks from worm infestations. mange and malnutrition suffered while heid by the

County.

{ then filed another Motion informing Judge Carroll of these events. and another hearing
was held on Seﬁtember 12. 2005, which resulted in Judge Carroll’s Order for SLED to
investigate allegat?ons of perjury. breach of trust and r‘nisconduct in office involving
Aiken County Animal Control. Animal Control Director'Shirley Harden was |

subsequently charged with perjury.

Soon atter this development. | hired another lawyer, Jeffery Moorehead, to replace my
previous counsel, and asked him to file a Motion on my behalf to move the case to Judge

Patrick Sullivan in New Ellenton.
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Several weeks later. I called Mr. Moorehead and asked if he had filed a Motion on mv

hehalf and he séid he had.

-

Then [ called Judge Tracy Carroll's Court and »aske‘d them if they had heard from M.
Moorehead. They said nothing had been received %rom Mr, Moorehead and that I needed
to fire him and get a new lawyer. Instead. I cailed him. told him what they had just told
me, and asked him if he had filed the Motion. He said he had faxed it to themv and would
imme@iately do so again. which he did. This time they reported getting the Motion via

fax. which I confirmed by telephoning them the same day.

This marter was transferred from the Aiken Summary Court to Judge Patrick Sullivan’s
Court based upon a Motion filed on the 5 day of December on behalf of the then
defendant. Carlton Cantrell. by Attorney Jeffery Moorehead seeking to be released from
compliance with a plea agreement reached before the Honorable Judge Tracey Carroli on

the 8" day of August, 2005.
On October 3. 2007. Judge Sullivan issued a Court Order granting the “release-
dismissal” would be set aside in its entirety. and ordered that the monies paid as

restitution. to be returned 10 me.

All charges egainst me were dismissed and I did receive my $1800 back.

v

P
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Mr, Cantrell went to his 1awygr Michael Chesser and
asked him if he would help with the Appeal of Judge

Early's decision that was heard in Court on August 8

2011.

Mr. Chesser said that he would do the whole Appeal

cash, but he didn't want his.name on the Appeal.

Mr. Chesser did the inital Brief but not the Final
Brief, he left out the Proposed Order that Judge

€arly's decision was based on from the Record of

Appeal, and was at least 120 days late ordering the
Transcript from the Court Reéporter.

Mr. Cantrell went to.see Elizabeth Carter who was
handling his Appeal,at the Court of Appeals, and she
satd even though Mr. Chesser's name isnt on this
Appeal he will still be held accountible for the
Appeal and that she would contact Mr. Chesser and

get back with Mr. Cantrell

Mr. Cantrell never heard anymore from the Court of

Appeals concerning this mattef.

Mr. Cantrell contacted Mr.‘Chesser by phone ffi regards
to the Appeal and Mr. Chesser said that powers to be

told him that it wasnt in his best intrest to continue
with this Appeal because he could be held responsible

for his actions,
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After the Court-of Appeals ruled in favour of the
defendants on December 19 2012. Mr. Cantrell did the
Potition for Rehearing himsé?f and and the Court of
Appeals ruled in favour of the Trial Court on January
25, 2013,

Mr. Cantrell did the Petition for writ of Certiorari

prosae,

On March 19, 2014 The Supreme Court denied Mr. Cantre1is

Writ of Certiorari.

The evidence of the correspéndabce letters and verbal
responce of Mr. Chesser and £1izabeth Carter of the
Appeals Court reveals that the Transcript was being

used has a means of throwing out the Appeal but because
their was an investigation on the said lawyers in this

comptaint the Appeals Court let it slide through.

A1l this evidence was brought before The Supreme Court
in the Writ of Cert1orar1,:but no investigation was

preformed by the Supreme Court.

And now, by copy of this Affidative hearby indicate
my intention to sue Aiken County, and the other named
defendants for the mental anguish I suffered when

when charged with tl1l1-treatment of,




animals and unsanitarv conditions. all costs associated with loss of animals seized and not

- returned. subsequent veterinary expenses for animals returned il and in poor condition,

and for financial damages incurred in my successful defense against these false charges.
and financial awards for damages I suffered personally from this attack as well as the
various mistreatments done to my animals. legal fees incurred in my successful defense.

and any other such financial award(s) deemed appropriate by the Court.

XW e

Carlton E. Cantrell. Pro ¢

223 Muddy Branch Road  Aiken. SC 29803
803.215-4747

Plaintiff/Appellant




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
in The Supreme Court :

APPEAL FROM AIKENCOUNTY
. Court of Common Pleas !
Doyet A. Early, Ili, Circuit Court Judge

| OP. NO. 2012-UP-662
"(SC Ct. of Appeals filed December 19", 2012)

Cariton E. Cantrell, .
viiesri.. Petitioner

Aiken County, Aiken County Animal
Control, Shirley Hardin, Aiken
County Animal Control Officer Bobby
Arthurs, and Judge Charles T.

" Carter, ' :
. e e Respondent

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR!

Other Counsel of Record: !
Daniel C. Plyler. of
~:Davidson & Lindemann
PA. of Columbia, - ‘

Attorney for Respondent 7/‘ '
R v
Cariton E. Cantrell
: 223 Muddy Branch Road
| | . .AIKEN, SC 20805 .
E % e 803-218-4747 R DR
CE’V'ED ~Petitioner

| SC Court of Appéals



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
in The Supreme Court

~ APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
| Doyet A. Eatly, ill, Circuit Court Judge

. OP. NO. 2012-UP-662
(sc Ct. of Appeals filed December 19*", 2012)

Carlton E. Cantrell, L
..................... pPetitioner

Aiken County, Aiken County Animal

_ Contrel, Shirley Hardin, Aiken

- County Animal Control Officer Bobby

_ Arthurs, and Judge Charles T.
"Carter

A Respondents

MEMORANDUM IN' SUPPORT OF
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

The Appellant respectfuuy requests that the Honorable Supreme Courtof -

~ South Carolina grant certiorarr to consider the decision of the South Carotina Court
of Appeals of December 18", 2012, afﬂrming the trial court. Appellant avers that
the Petition for Rehearing was made and finally ruled on by the Court of Appeals

on January 25" 2013,

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

’
}

Appeliant avers that the Honorable»ceurt of Appeals did not adequately

- consider the following issues.

1. - The TranScript had been ordered from the Court‘Rgporter

at 1east 120 days after the Notice of Appeal had been mailed

“to the Court of Appeals and opposdéng Counsel by the apellant' s

lawyer who was handling the Appeal Michael W. Chesser.



2. The Proposed Order which the lower Court had based
its decision on was completely left out of the Record of

Appeal by the Appellant's 1awyeriM1chae1 Chesser..

3. Thé Appe11anf never did receive any Correspondence
from the Court of Appeals concerning his Comp]ajnt‘about
his lawyer Michael Chesser's conduct towards.the Appeal
which he told to Elizabeth Carter of the Court of Appeals,
who was hand]iﬁg his Appeal at the time. Eiiaabeth Carter
said "even though your\1aw§ers name isnt on the Appeal he
will still be held responsible for the Appeal" and she
said that she would send Mr. Chesser a letter about the

matter and would get back with Mr. Cantrell,.

4. The Appellant asked his 1éwyer Michael Chesser if pe
wbu]d help finish thevAppeal'and hé said that powere to
be told him that it was not in his best intrest .to go any
further with this matter and that he could be held

responsible for his actions even though his name was not on

on it.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case.arose out of the unlawfull seizure of 189 goats
from Appeliant Cantréll's property in May of 2005. The seizure
of the goats by Aiken County Animal Control was effected pur-

suant to a search warrent authorizing same dated May 19 2005.

H

signed by Aiken County Madgistrate Charles Carter, issued pur-.

suant to S.C. Code 47-1-150.
~Mr. Cantrell secured a_]dwyer Mr. Evrett K. Chand]ér on
June 15 2005 Evrett Chandler requested the venue to be changed

from Judge Charles T. Carter's Court in Granitville to Judge

Traccy Carroll Court in Aiken. A Jury Strike was scheduled for

July 8 2005, and the Jury Trial was to be on August 8 2005.
Two weeks before, the Trial Mr. Cantrell tried to contact
his lawyer Mr. Chandler and his secretary told Mr. Cantrell

that Evrett Chandler went to Mirtle beach for a meeting.

Two days later Mr. Cantrell called his lawyers office again
and this time his_secretary‘to]d him that he was in Atlanta
at a meeting; Mr. Cantrell fdund out Tater that his Lawyer
Evrett'Chand1er was éctua]]y in a meeting in Aiken with Aiken

County Animal Control with their Lawygr Lawrencé Brown working'
on a plea Agreement. .
Mr. Evrett Chandler called Mr. Cantrell into his office
a week before the‘tria1 gnd»handed Mf. Cantrell a Plea Agree-
: i

ment that Chandler:and Lawrence Brown had worked up. x;



Mr. Cantrell told his lawyer Everett Chandler that he did't

want a Plea Agreement that he'wanted a jury trfa],kthen Mr,
Chandler slamed his fist down‘bn the desk in front of him
and shook his finger in his face and said Im driving this
boat Mr. Cantrell and were going to do this my way. Mr,
Cantrell said to his ]awyeﬁ Mr. Chandler what happened to
the Jury Trial thaf you said their was no way we could loose
‘because two of.the Aiken County Council members were on

our side against whatiAnimél Control had done and you also
said that two of the juroré'thét we had picked went to yo;f
. church. Then Mr. Everett_Chand1er said I dont feel comfor-
table about dooing this tr%ai because when we were in those
meetings with Animal Control and their lawyer Lawrence
Brown, Bobby Arthurs of Anfma] Control jumped acroess the
tab]g.gt me and shook his‘fist at me and threafoned to

beat me‘up.

Mr. Cantrell could no longer trust his lawyer Everett
chandlér so he agreead that;he would sign the plea agreement
on the terms that his Veternarian Lisa Handy would be in
charge of his amimals the ‘dogs and the goats,Lawrence Brown
and Animal Control dfd‘nt'want to do it but they did'nt
have a choice,

/ On the day of the trial Lisa Handy his veternarian told
Mr. Cantrell to go ahead qnd‘sign the Plea Agfeement and
. that she had never seen one hold up in court from her

experience with them.



At the end of August Dr. Lisa Handy called Mr. Cantrell
and informed him that his goats were on their way .back.
Their was three Lweaylonr 106&5 the firﬁt looked good but
the second and third trailer looked bad and one was dead

on the trailer. QOver sixtyiwere missing and thats not

including the new borns that were bornvat the Anima]

shelter where they were kebt'for a whi]e. Dr. Handy came

~

]

bye Tater to see the goats and one died while she was

thair and she told Mr. Cantrell to take several of them

"that have died to Clemson for an autopsy and after looking

at their condition she told Mr. Cantrell you need to sué
them for what they have dbhe to your goats. Fourty five
died within six weeks of ftheir return.

Mr. Cantrell 1mmediate1y filed a motion in Judge Tracey
Carroll's court to bring Animal Control back to answer.
to damages that they had‘done to him and his goats. |

Back in Judge Carroll's Court on September 12 2005,

it was brought to the judges attention that Animal Control
did'mt count the number of goats take from Mr. Cantrells
residence nor keep any records on how many were born or
died at the she]ter and they presented a piece of‘paper
with some numbers that they made up off the top of their
heads. Shirley harden said‘that Judge T. Ca%ter said

that it wasnt necessary to count them. Judge Carroll said
I couldint evéh,imagine the QUdge giving that advice, =

she said this is the craziest thing 1 ever heard



Judge Carroll said thaf thié is the worst case of record
keeping that she had ever seen. Judge Carroll toid Mr;
Cantrell if he wanted'fo seek Civil Damages that he.cou1d.

After the Court was over later on that day Mr. Céntre11
got a call from Judge Carroll's office stating that they
asked that SLED fnvestigaté this matter;

The SLED investigation was finished in November of 2005.
Director Shirley Harden of Animal Control had been dismissed
from her job and charged with perjury and Judge T. Carter .
had been dismissed has a Madgistrate.

Mr. Cantrell secured a ﬁother lawyer Jeffrey R. Moorehedd
and requested that he make a motion to take Aiken Animal
.control back to court to have the Plea Agreement dismissea,
in order to seek Civil Daméges. Several weeks went by and
Mr. Cantrell did'nt hear anything ffom the Court or his
lawyer so he called his Lawyer Mr.Moorehead in regards to
this matter and Mr. Moorehead said that he had faxed them
the reguest several weeks ago. So Mr. Cantfe]] called
Carroll's Court and talked with the Court Recorder Becky
and she said we havent seen any fax it appears that your
lawyer is lying and that ybu need to fire him and get a
new lawyer. Mr._Cantre]] called Mr. Moorehead back and told

him what the Court had said and Mr. Moorehead said well I

§

will fax them again, this time they did receive the motion.

The fax was received on December 28 2005.

6.



About two weeks before time to appear before Judge Patrick,
D. Sullivan in New Ellenton Summary Cqurt on Febﬁary 9;2005
two of Mr. Cantrells neighbours ub the road from-where he
Tives a Larry and Lisa Shep;rd came to his residence and
told Mr. Cantrell that Bobby Arthurs had the rest of his
goéts that were not returned on his propperty at Kitchens
Mill. Mr. Cantrell upon their departure immgdiate]y'ca11ed
his lawyer Jeffery Mooréhead, and told Him‘ that he had
two witnesses that:he wanted to brihg to court, and to]dN
him what they had said. Mr. Moorehead told Mr. Cantrell
thaf it was to late té bring‘them to court now besides
you will get another day in court and then you céh‘Pring
them in. |
fn‘dudge Patrick Sullivans Court Mr. Cantrell told
Judge Sullivan that he had tﬁo witnesses that he wanted
td bring to court and Judge Sullevin said where are they
and Mr. Canfre11 said my Lawyer Jeffery Moorehead told me
that I would get another'day invcourt and Judge ﬁatrick
Sullevin said that this is the only day you will get in
Coﬁrt. | | |
On October 3, 2007, Jud§é Su11ivan issued a Court Order
granting the "re1éase-dismiséa1" would be set aside in-its.

entirety, and ordered that the moneys paid as restitution

to be returned, Judge Sullivan told Mr. Cantrell that he
had three years to file -a Civil suit.



On May 19, 2008, Mr. Cantrell filed a Civil Complaint at
‘the Aiken Court house against Aiken County, Aiken County
Animal Control Director Shirley Harden, Aiken County Animal

Control Officer Bobby Arthurs and Judge Charles T. Carter.
On December 8, 2008.it was herd before Judge Early.

Judge Early complety dismissed the complaint against JUdge
Carter. ahd gave Mr. CantRei1 a period of 10 days in which '
to fu]ly‘comply with a]]AwFitfen discovery‘requesps and
then reinstate the matter. ] 3

Mr. Cantrell went to see his lawyer Michae]'Chésséﬁ'and
requested his help wifh the outstanding diétoVér& and t%é
Appeal against Judge T. Carter.‘Mr. Chesser said'that he
would help with the discovery and reinstate the matter
ahd help get the Aﬁpga] stérted‘?n Judge T. Carter but he
wouldnt help do the Appeai; ,

Mr. Cantrell brought all the outstanding discovery he

had to his lawyer Michael Chesser's office. Mr. Chesser

picked through the discovery and said that this is enough

and Mr. Cantrell said thdt I thought‘we were suppose to
turn all the discovery to the dgfendants, and Mr. Chesser

said you dont want to overload them with too many items

just the most important stuff. Mr. Cantrell left it with
his lawyer to turn in to the defendants and fefnstate the
matter. |

Mr Canfre]] sent in thejNotice of Appea]lfo'the'ﬁvvnafe

AiC¢urt against Judge Earlys Dec¢ision to dismiss on behalf

~of Judge Charles Carter.:. -



! |
Shortly after the beginning of Mr. Cantrells Appeal of
the defendant Char]es\T; Carter, Mr. Cantrell received
a létter from the other defendants dated March 27, 2009
stating thet-the diﬁcovery wa$ found to be defiééenf.vl
Mr. Cantrell took the letter to his Iawyer‘yichael Chesser
and showed it to him ana he said I guess that~i was wrong
maybee we should have sent the rest of the discovery.
Michael Chesser said that he would send them the rest of
the discovery. | | |

‘After receiving a letter from the defendant Charles T
Carfer lawyer dated May 13, 2009, stating that the other
defendants complaint agaihsty}hemvby Mr. Cantrell had
been placed in a misce]]aniousiinactive status at the
Aiken County Court House. Mr. Cantfe]] took the Tetter to
his lawyér Mr. Chesser- and a;ked him what happened to.
reinstating ‘the Case and he said I guess that [ forgott
but he safd'we can try and réstart it if you Qant.

Mr. Cantrell took the 1etter to the Court of Appeals

to see what he could get done about it and he talked to
Elizabeth Carter who was handling his Appeal against

Judge T. Carter. Elizabeth Carter told Mr. Cantrell were

not concerned with.these defendants right now 6n1y Judge
Charles T. Carter is our maﬁn.concern righ{‘now.,

After the Appeals Court decided in favor of the
Defendant Charles T. Carter.Mr. Cantrell asked his lawyer
Michael Chesser if he would help him do a petition for .
WRIT of Certiorari to the Supreme Court and he said sure
I will help you.

W



Just before the WRIT was due Mr.Cantrell went to see his
1awyer Michael Chesser'and<he said that he had lost all
of the paper work including fhe Briefs from the Court of
Appeals so Mr. Cantrell starged lTooking around his office
and found them hid behinde his book shelf and he said

I did}nt know that was where.théy were. Mr. Chesser finished.
the WRIT jhst in iime and Mr. Cantrell took it to the

Supreme Cburt and handed it in.

After the Supreme Court wént in Favor of the deFendant.
Charles T.Carter, Mf. Cantrell filed anoth%r Complaint ﬁ
at the Aiken.County Cburt House against the De%endants.

Aiken County, Aiken County director Shirléy Harden, Aiken
County An%ma] Control Officer Bobby Arthurs and Judge Char]eS
T. Carter. This time Mr. Cantrell filed the Compl}aint under
Conspiracy and focused on hqw:thé lawyers had misbehaved

and comitted parjury ﬂurihg his defence.

Mr. Cantrell took the Civil Complaint number: 11-CP-02-
.01480 to his Lawyer‘to look at and Michael Chesser said the
o]d‘guye that taught me to be a lawyer in this dffﬁce told
me to keep a révo]ver in my top desk drawyer in case of
cliants 1ike you and Mr. Chesser reached into his drawyer
and pulled out his hand ana ﬁade it into of a shape of
~a revolver and pointed at my head and Said its time for you
to leave. | |

Mr. Cantre11'rece%ved through the mail at the end of
July 2011 a Notice of Motfnn to dismiss the Civil Complaint
“on.behalf of the Defendants. On August 5,5 2011 Mr. Cantrell

received a notice from the Defendants lawyer stating that

10



The Motion to Dismiss has been set to be heard at the

AugustAS, 2011 Aiken Countnyotions Roster this all
happend withih 1e;s fhan two weeks time.

On August 8 2011 Mr. Cantrell and the Defendants lawyer
Mr. Daniel C. P]y]er were nexf to the last oneé to be
preSehted'bEfore'JudQe Ear]& and judge Early requested
thet Mr. Cantrell and the Défendants 1awyer‘do a proposed
order within two weeks and he'would base his decision

on th?t.

Mr. Cantrell went to his Lawyer Mr. Chesser and asked

him if he would help with the‘proposed order and Mr.
Chesser gaid that you‘shdu1d be Tocked up for coming agains
my friends and that he was to busy to help Mr; Cantrell.

Mr. Cantrell did the Proposed Order himself and turned
it into the Aiken Court House. Within two weeks Mr.
Cantrell receivedldudge Earlys decision by maf] in favour
of the defendants.

Mr. Cantre]]vwent to hié lawyer Mf. Chesser and asked
him if he would help with the Appeal of Judge Early's |
decision and he said that he would do the whole thing
for cash and he did'nt want his name on it. This was on

September 31 2011.

Mr. Michael CHesser started the Appeal on October 3,

2011+
Mr. Cantrell received a Letter dated chober 18, 2011

from the Court of Appeals stating that they had received

the Notice of Appeal in this matter.

11



The letter also stated that phrsuant to Rule 207 of the

South Carolina Appellate Court Ruled, the transcript must

/
be ordered within ten(10) days of the proof of service

of the Notice of Appeal and you must provide this Court,
opposing counsel, and the 6ffice of Court Administration
with all cofrespondence regaraing the transcript.

Mr. Cantrell received a letter from the Court of appeals
dated November 8, 2011, stating that a copy of the letter
addressed to the Court Reporter must be provided showing the
date that the transcript was requested please provide a
copy of this letter with in ﬁen days. Mr. Cantrell took the
letter to his lawyer Mr. CHesser and showed it to him and
he said that. he wou]d-handle‘ji. | |

Mr. Cantrell received a letter from the opposing council
dated November 14, 2011, it was a Motion to Dismiss the
Appeal stating that the Appellant has failed to provide
notice that the transcript had been ordered from the Court
reporter. Mr. Cantrell took the letter to his lawyer Mr. |
Chesser and he said that they were nothing but a bunch of
crybabies, and that he wou]& handle it.

Mr. Cantrell received a fefter from the Court of Appeals
dated Decémber.22, 2011 stafing that Respondents motion |
to dismiss the Appeal is denied because Appellant has
provided this Court with proof that he ordered the traﬁs-
cript. ' \

MF. Cantrell did'nt recéﬁ?e anythjg.from his lawyer

to prove that he had indeed ordered the transcript.

12



Mr. Cantrell received a letter dated January 9, 2012,
from the defendants stating that it had come to thairi
attention that you have sent several documents to the
South Caro]ina\Court of Ab5§a1s, and neglected to provide
’me.withvcopieg of same. Mr. Cantrell took the Tetter to
his lawyer Mr. che;ser and showed it to him and he said
‘that the defendants were a bunch of trouble makers.

~On Febuary 1é 2012, Mr. Cantrell received a Tetter
Qated Febuary 10, 2012, from fhe Court of Appeals asking f
for a written update regarding the status of the transcript
within ten days. Mr. 6éﬁtre11 took the Tetter and showed
it to his Tawyer Michael Chegser, and asked Him if he could
see the Transcript and Mr. Chesser said I havent ordered it
from the court Reporter as of ye; but dont worry I personaly
know the Court Reporter and it will be alright.

Mr. Cantrell went to the Court of Appeals and talked
with ETizabeth Carter who was handling his Appeé] and told
her that Mr. Chesser had been handiing his Appeal since the
beginning bBack in September 31, 2011, and that he did'nt
want his name on this Appeal and that he had’nt even ordered
the transcrﬁpt has of yet. Mrs. Cartér said even though your
lawyers name isnt on this Appeal he will still be held
responsible for thié Appeal, and that she would send him
a letter about the matter qhd get back with Mr. Cantrell.

Mr. Cantrell never herd.anything more from the court of

Appeals about this matter.



After the Court of Appeals ruled in favor of the

1 ,
defendants on December 19, 2012 affirming the .trial Court.

Mr. Cantrell talled his lawyer Michael Chesser and asked
him if he would do the Petition for Rehearing for him,
Mr. Chesser said that you don't need to take this matter

any further or you will suffer the consequence.
_ . ‘ o
Mr. Cantrell did the Petition for Rehearing himself.

and the Court of Appeals Ruléd on January 25, QQLQ in

favour of the Trial Court.



. ARGUMENT

1

The Defendanks asserts that the.two year statute of
11m1ta%ions for filing a claim for tortious injury Section
15-78-110 has been'breached Thé original claim was filed
on May 19 2008, and was heard before Judge Early on December
8 2008. Judge Early gave Mr. Cantrell a per1od of 10 days in
which to fully comply with all written discovery requests
and then reinstate the matter. Mr. Cantrell went to his
lawyer Michael Chesser and>;equsted his help 1nvthi§ matter
Michael Chesser said that he would help with the discovery
request and reinstating the mapter but not with fhe Appeal /
jtself. Mr. Cantrell took all ﬁhe outstanding discovery to
Michael Chesser and he went through the outstanding discovery
and picked out a few items and sa1d that this will be enough
and Mr. Cantrell said i thought that we had to give a]] of it
to the defendants and Mﬁ, Chesser sayd on]y the most inportant
not all of it. Mr. Cantrell left it with his lawyer to do.
After receiving a letter dated MArch 27 2009 regarding the
discovery diffency Mr. Cantrell weht to see his lawyer Michael
Chesser and showed him the letter from davidson & Lindemann
Mr. Chesser said I guess i was wrong about the discovery and
that he would send them the rest of the discovery. Then Mr.
Cantrell Received a letter from the otherAdefenQQnt lawyer
dated May 13 2009 stating thaf the Clerk of Court for Aiken

County has listed the entire action has dismissed and placed

in an inactive status. Mr. Cantrell went to see his lawyer

15



Michael Chesser and showed him the letter and he said that
I guess that I forgot to reinététe the case he said we caﬁ
~try and restart it if you want.

Mr. Cahtre]] went to the‘eourt of Appeals about tﬁis
matter and talked, with Elizabeth Carter who was handling
his Appeal and she saidﬁwere not concerned with these other

defendants right now only Judge Charles Carter is our main

concern right now.



The South Carolina Court of Appeals |

TANYA N GEE . POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERAN

COLUMBIA. SOUTH CAROLINA 2321

o 1915 SUMTER STREET
ALLINT . COLUMBIA SOUTH CARQLINA 2525
CLERX ; TELEPHONE (863) 731830

MWW LSCQOouUTTs.rg

October 18, 2011

ariton k. Cantrell , | RF A F?VED

223 Muddy Branch Road , , _
Atken. SC 29803 ' ©SeEP NA 2004

Re:  Cantrell, Carlton v. Aiken County - sc GGuil O ﬁupeals
. Case Tracking #: 2011200486 . " i

Dear Mr. Cantrell;

We have received your Notice of Appeal in the case noted above. This case will be
docketed in the Court of Appeals and all communications concerning this case, including
‘motions and petitions, initial and final briefs, and the Record on Appeal, should be directed to
and filed in this Court. For all filings. please note the requirements of Rule 267(a) of the South
Carolina Appellaté Court Rules. and be further advised that Gourt of Appeals policy requires the
firm name of anv counsel shown must be.included in his or her address. .

Within ten days, you are requested to provide a complete copy, or the order you are
appealing, including the last page showing the Judge’s signature. Failure to provide a complete
copy of the order you are appealing can result in the dismissal of the appeal.

If you intend to proceed with this appeal pro se, the fact that you are not an attorney does
not relieve you of the responsibility to perfect your appeal in accordance with the South Carolina
Appellate Court Rules. These rules are now available on the Internét at www.sccourts.org.

“We suggest that large parcels such as copies of final briefs and the Record On Appeal be
sent directly to the Court via the street address: 1205 Pendleton Street, Columbia, S.C. 29201.
Thank you for your attention to this. Failure to file in the proper court may result in the '
dismissal of vour appeal. '

PLEASE BE ADVISED that, pursuant to Rule 207 of the South Carolina Appellate
Court Rules, the transcript must be ordered within ten (10) days of the proof of service of the
Notice of Appeal and you must provide this Court, opposing counsel, and the Office of Court
Administration with all correspondence:regarding the transcript. It is also Appellant's

J
°
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ANYA A CEE , POST OFFICE BOX i:¢2¢
e \(':\:::(:\' ¢ b : COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 20231
1015 SUMTER STREET
V. CLAIRE AlLLE ! . COLUMBIA, SOUTH CARULINA 29203
DEPUTY {LERR TELEPHONE (3

FAX (80
WWW seeourts.org

I

November 8, 2011

Carlion E. Cantrell ;
223 \uddy Branch Road
Aiken. SC 29805

Re: Cantrell, Carlton v. Aiken C ount}:'
Case Tracking =: 2011200486

Dear Mr. Cantrell: :
We have received your correspondence of October 27, 2011 regarding the above matter.

Please be advised that you must provide a copy of the letter addressed to the Court Reporter
showing the date that the transcript was requested. Please provide a copy of this letter within ten

days. :
\_ve;-,\' tpaly vours. \/JI (‘@\/
TAG/ec

cc:  William H. Davidson, IL, Esquire
Daniel C. Plyler, Esquire :

'



DAVIDSON & LINDEMANN, P.A.

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW

1611 Devonshire Drive, Second Floor

William H. Davidsen, II Post Office Box 8568 Lawrence $. Kerr, M.D.i
Andrew F. Lindemann* Columbia, South Carolina 23 202-8568 Kate A. Rice

James M. Davis, Jr.t Telephone: (803) 806-8222 Daniel C. Plyler

Robert D. Garfield Facsimile: (803) 806-8855 Joel S. Hughes

Michael B. Wren www.dml-law.com Kristy M. Grafton

Of Counsel ( . * Also admitted in North Carolina

Kenneth P. Woodington T Certified Mediator

November 14, 2011

T Mameoahis Tamvs A Gee

Sourh Carclina Courr of Appeals
1015 Sumter Street
Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: Carlton E. Cantrell v. Aiken County; Aiken County Animal Control Director, Shirley
Hardin: Aiken County Animal Control Officer, Bobby Arthurs; Judge Charles T. Carter
Civil Action Number: 11-CP-02-01480
S.C. Court of Appeals Case Tracking Number: 2011200486
Date of Incident: May 19, 2005
Qur File Number: 333.7805

Dear Ms. Gee:

Please find enclosed for filing an original and six copies of the Respondents’ Motion to
Dismiss the Appeal, in the above referenced matter. Please return a clocked copy to my office via

the enclosed, self-addressed stamped envelope. By copy of this letter, I am serving the pro se
appellant with a copy of the enclosed. Iam enclosing my firm’s check for $25.00 to cover the filing’

Thank vou for your assistance.

Sincerely,
DAVISON & LINDEMANN, P.A.
PR )

Y

Enclosures

cc: With Enclosures}

\r. Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, South Carolina 29805
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Doyet A. Early, III, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 201 1-CP-02-1480

Carlton E. Cantrell, oo e Appellant,

Aiken County; . :
Aiken County Animal Control Director, Shirley Hardin;
Aiken County Animal Control Officer, Bobby Arthurs;

Judge Charles T. Carter, .......ooovveiviereee Respondents.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned employee of Davidson & Lindemann, P.A.; attorneys for the
service c :he Respondents’ Motion to Dismiss the
Appeal in the above-captioned action was made upon all counsel of record by placing same in
the United States Mail, first class postage prepaid, at the below listed address clearly indicated
on said envelope this the 14" day of Nove:mber, 2011, addressed as follows:

Mr. Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road

Aiken, South Carolina 29805




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Doyet A. Early, 11, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2011-CP-02-1480

ng“ 3 -
Appeiant,

Aiken County;

Aiken County Animal Control Director, thrley Hardin;

Aiken County Animal Control Officer, Bobby Arthurs

Judge Charles T. Carter, . e Respondents.

MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL

The Resporndents hereby move this Court pursuant to Rule 260(a). SCACR, to dismiss the
Appeliiant s appeal pased upon iBe APPHant § 1aHUTE 10 comphy Wih e ADDen e Lo Ruegs 1
the explicit instructions of this Court. H

~ Specifically, the Respondents assert that the Appellant has faile;d to provide notice that the
transcript of the proceedings below has been ordered from the court reporter, and therefore the
Appellant has failed to comply with Rule 207(a), SCACR. Counsel for the Respondents asserts that
a transcript of the entire proceeding below is required in this matter, and that the Appellant has not
contacted counsel for the Respondents to discuss these matters. This Court informed the Appellant

of his duty to order the transcript, and to keep the Court and opposing counsel apprised of all

Ry

&y,



correspondence regarding the transcript, in this Court’s letter dated October 18, 2011. Specifically,
the Appellant was instructed, in this Court’s October 18, 2011 letter, that,

PLEASE BE ADVISED that, pursuant to Rule 207 of the South

Carolina Appellate Court Rules, the transcript must be ordered

within ten (10) days of the proof of service of the Notice of Appeal

and you must provide this Court, opposing counsel, and the Office of
Court Administration with™ all correspondence regarding the

transcript.

Even if it were assuméd that a transcript was not required in this appeal, the Appellant’s
appeal would still be subject to dismissal. If a transcript is not required, then the rules state that the
Brief of the Appellant must be served within thirty (30) days after serving notice of the appeal. . See,
Rule 208(a)(1), SCACR. T}‘xe Notice of Aﬁpeal was served on October 3, 2011, Therefore, even if
it were assumed that no transcript was required in this appeal, the Brief of the Appellant would have
been due no later than November 3, 2011. To date, the Abpellant has not served the Brief of the
Appellant upon counsel for the Respondent. As such this appeal should be dismissed.

Therefore, based on the forgoing, the Respondents request that this appeal be dismissed.

Respectfully submitted,
DAVIDSON & LINDEMANN, P.A.

By: km\'\/\'

DaNIEL C. INYLER

1611 Devonshire Drive

Post Office Box 8568

Columbia, South Carolina 29202
(803) 806-8222

Counsel for Respondents

Columbia, South Carolina
November 14, 2011



The South Carolina Court of Appeals

PANYA A GEE
T oRn e
U7 LRA (L
H UMTHR STREFT
COLUMBIA SGUTHCAROLINA 20D
TELEDHONE $n

PAN 8
WL AL S CCONEES. O

Deccmber 22, 2011

Eﬂfﬁti C ﬁ} TL;. fau{uixv
Davidson & Lindemann
P O Box 8568

Columbia, SC 29202

Re: Cantrell. Carlton v. Aiken County
Dear Counsel:
10 Gismiss in the above case.

Enclosed is a copy of an Order of the Cowst zzarding the motion

Vern wruly vours,

CLERK

TAGma

cc: Carlton E. Camyell



The South Carolina Court of ppeals

Carlton E. Cantrell, Appellant,

V.

Aiken County; Aiken County Animal

Control Director, Shirley Hardin; Aiken

County Animal Control Officer, Bobby

Arthurs; Judge Charles T. Carter. Respondents.

< B e et S

The Honorable Doyet A. Early, 11
_ Aiken County
Trial Court Case No. 7011-CP-02-01480

ORDER

e

Respondents' motion to dismiss this appeal is denied because Appellant has provided this
Court with proof that he ordered the transcript. Appellant shall serve a copy of the transcript
request, and all other correspondence with this Court, on Respondents’ counsel.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Columbia. South € arolina

cc: Carlton E. Cantrell
William H. Davidson. 11, Esquire
Daniel C. Plyler. Esquire
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DAVIDSON & LINDEMANN, P.A.

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW

William H. Davidson, II 1611 Devonshire Drive, Second Floor Lawrence S. Kerr. M.D, ¥
Andrew F. Lindemann * Post Office Box 8368 Kate A. Swedlow
James M. Davis. Jr. ¥ . Columbia, South Carolina 29202-8568 Daniel C. Plyler
Robert D. Garfield Telephone: (803) 806-8222 Joel S. Hughes
Michael B. Wren Facsimile: {803) 806-8853 ' Justin T. Bagwell
' www.dml-law.com :
Of Counsel . ’ " Also admitted in North Carolina
Kenneth P. Woodington * Certified Mediator

January 9, 2012

Mr. Cariton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, South Carolina 29805

RE: Carlton E. Cantrell v. Aiken Countv: Aiken County Animal Control Director, Shirley
Hardin; Aiken County Animal Control Qfficer. Bobby Arthurs: Judge Charles T. Carter
Civil Action Number: 11-CP-02-01480 .
S.C. Court of Appeals Case Tracking Number: 2011200486
Date of Incident: May 19, 2005
Our File Number: 333.7805

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

It has recently come to my attention that you have sent several documents to the South
Carolina Court of Appeals, and neglected to provide me with copies of same.

Please compl\ with the Rules pertaiﬁine 1o the South Carolina Court of Appeals, which
state that copies of all correspondence and court filings must de provided to the opposing party.

Very truly yours,

DAVIDSON & LINDEMANN, P.A,
'-\‘” :?y ‘, k4 . Lo

Damel é Ply

DCP:ses
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals.

POST OFFICE BOX 11029

TANYA A GEE _ LD 2 e
CLERK COLUMBIA. SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
. 1018 SUMTER STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN - COLUMBIA. SOUTH CAROLINA 29204
DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 7341890

FAX (803) 7341839
WW W SCCours.org

February 10, 2012

Carlton E. Cantrell ‘ i
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29803

Re: Cantrell, Carlton v. Aiken County
Case Tracking #: 2011200486

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

Please provide a written update regarding the status of the transcript in this matter within ten
days. You are cautioned that failure to provide information regarding the transcript can result in
the dismissal of the appeal.

Very truly yours,

L}:,R\KJ U

TAG/ec

cc: William H. Davidson, 11, Esquire
Daniel C. Plyler, Esquire



The Supreme Court of South Carolina
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

Lesley M. Coggiola 4 Post Office Box 12159
Discipiinary Counsel Columbia, South Carolina 29211
Tiffany N. Richardson ' Telephone: (803) 734-2038

A Staff Attorney ’ Fax: (803) 734-1964
. February 6, 2012

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

Cariton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road

- Aiken, SC 29805

RE. Lawyer: Everett Keith Chandler, Esquire
Matter Number: 11-DE-L.-1469

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint against Everett Keith Chandler,
Esquire. This office will conduct an investigation into the matters you have reported in
your complaint. You will not necessarily be contacted by our office prior to a decision
regarding your complaint; therefore, if you have any additional information or
documentation to support your allegations, you should submit it at this time.

In the meantime, we want to give you some understanding about what this office
and the Commission on Lawyer Conduct can do, and, more importantly, what we
cannot do in connection with your complaint. It is important that you understand that
neither this office nor the Commission can take any action to protect or promote your
personal interests. You should not delay in seeking advice or taking action needed to
protect those interests. : o

The authority of this office and the jurisdiction of the Commission are limited to
issues of whether a lawyer has committed misconduct within the Rules for Lawyer
Disciplinary Enforcement, Rule 413, SCACR, adopted by the Supreme Court of South
Carolina. Where misconduct is found, sanctions may be imposed upon a lawyer
ranging from a confidential letter of caution all the way up to disbarment. If our
investigation does not reveal evidence of lawyer misconduct, your complaint will be
dismissed. ' ' ' ‘

| REC F-!VED

SEP ¢ 9 20
8C Court o1 Appealg
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Carlton E. Cantrell
February 6, 2012
Page Two

Often, persons filing complaints against lawyers seek advice about their cases or
request help in getting a lawyer to take certain action. However, under the applicable
rules, the efforts of this office and the Commission must be directed toward promoting
institutional valués for the benefit of the public as a whole, and not toward obtaining
relief for or rendering assistance to any individual complainant.

You will be notified as to the final disposition of your complaint in this matter.
Keep in mind that it is often many months after receipt of a complaint before a final
disposition of can be made. Please refer to the case number set out above in any
future correspondence or inquiries to this office concerning this matter.

Smcerely, 9 /

i

/&Zjﬁ& 1 A /{,«(/(// (/:k C(, \»_J,C g ”)
Tnffany N. Rlchardson
TNR/clg i

r
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina .
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL -

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159
Disciplinary Counsel : Columbia, South Carolina 29211
Tiffany N. Richardson Telephone: (803) 734-2038

Staff Attorney ) Fax: (803) 734-1964

February 6, 2012

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

Cariton E. Cantreli
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29805

RE: Lawyer: Jeffrey Raymond Moorehead, Esquire
Matter Number: 11-DE-L-1468 '

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint against Jeffrey Raymond
Moorehead, Esquire. This office will conduct an investigation into the matters you have
reported in your complaint. .You will not necessarily be contacted by our office prior to a
decision regarding your complaint; therefore, if you have any additional information or -
documentation to support your allegations, you should submit it at this time.

In the meantime, we want to give you some understanding about what this office
and the Commission on Lawyer Conduct can do, and, more importantly, what we
cannot do in connection with your complaint. It is important that you understand that
neither this office nor the Commission can take any action to protect or promote your
personal interests. You should not delay in seeking advice or taking action needed to
protect those interests.

The authority of this office and the jurisdiction of the Commission are limited to
issues of whether a lawyer has committed misconduct within the Rules for Lawyer
Disciplinary Enforcement, Rule 413, SCACR, adopted by the Supreme Court of South
Carolina. -Where misconduct is found, sanctions may be imposed upon a lawyer
ranging from a confidential letter of caution all the way up to disbarment. If our
investigation does not reveal evidence of lawyer misconduct, your complaint will be
dismissed.
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Carlton E. Cantrell
February 6, 2012
Page Two

Often, persons filing complaints against lawyers seek advice about their cases or
request help in getting a lawyer to take certain action. However, under the applicable
rules, the efforts of this office and the Commission must be directed toward promoting
institutional values for the benefit of the public as a whole, and not toward obtaining
relief for or rendering assistance to any individual complainant. :

You will be notified as to the final disposition of your complaint in this matter.
Keep in mind that it is often many months after receipt of a complaint before a final
disposition of can be made. Please refer to the case number set out above in any
future correspondence or inquiries to this office concerning this matter.

Sincerely, p / /}
/ Lﬁ,{f}af'f‘&f& "/éLC "'Z,,CLf(,(_j/{,fi‘»if,'..fy‘"”)
Tiftany N. Righardson

1

TNR/clg Il /



ZIEI)B Supreme Qtnurt of é»mutb Qtamnlma
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

‘,  Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159

"Disciplinary Counsel . - Columbia, South Carolina 29211
Wiliam C. Camozes : ‘ Telephone: (803) 734-2038

Assistant Disciginzry Tourse ) Fax: (803) 734-1964

March 30, 2012

Aiken, SC 29805

Re: Lawyer'; Jeﬁrey Raymond Moorehead Esquure
Case Number: 11-DE-L-1468

'.';;"}'_»}Dear Mr. Cantrell:

- ThIS office has conducted an mvestlgatlon concernlng the allegations of lawyer

 misconduct raised in the complaint you filed in connection with' the above-referenced
matter. This investigation focused on those grounds for misconduct set out in the Rules
for Lawyer Disciplinary Enforcement (RLDE), Rule 413, SCACR, adopted by the
Supreme Court of South Carolina.

This office is not authorized to give advice concerning a legal dispute or dealings
with a lawyer; nor is it empowered to intervene in a case. We cannot seek to cause
things to be done by a lawyer on behalf of a complainant; nor can we seek to change
the outcome of a case. Instead, this office deals solely with issues of misconduct or

to obtain individual benefit for a complamant

. The provisions of RLDE do not appiy to legal matters related to whether or not

~the outcome of a dispute was fair or to erors of law or judgment that might have been

- made by a lawyer. or judge. These are legal matters, which can only be addressed at
trial or on appea! using appropnate procédures.

" incapacity related to lawyers under these rules. We do so to preserve institutional . .. - .
- values of the legal system in South Carolina for the benefit of the public as a whole, not S



. Carlton E. Cantrell

. In your letter of complaint, you allege that Jeffrey Raymond Moorehead, Esquire
- failed to competently represent you in your attempt to be released from the order of the
court concerning your case and lied to you. As a result of your letter, this office
conducted an investigation to ascertain if Mr. Moorehead's conduct violated the Rules of
Professional Conduct and the RLDE.
HESticaion this office has determined that there is no evidence of
: : toorehead arising out of the events
fE“V&aa a’}}'

———t

suchevidence.

Accordingly, you are hereby notified of the intent of this office to dismiss your
complaint pursuant to the provisions of Rule 19(d)(1) of RLDE. You may seek a review

- of this decision by an investigative panel of the Commission on Lawyer Conduct by filing

a.wmiten request, which must be received in this office no later than April 30, 2012. If

: f?‘-you recuest a panel review, the lawyer will be given an opportunity to respond. Your

request and the lawyer's response, if any, will be considered at the next investigative -
'panel meeting. You will then be notified of the panel's decisi | free to contact
_a‘ me if you have any questions regardmg this process. | ' e

" Sincerely: .

~ William C. ‘Campbell

WCC/

Jeffrey Raymond Moorehead Esquure '
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159
Disciplinary Counsel Columbia, South Carolina 29211
William C. Campbell Telephone: (803) 734-2038
Assistant Disciplinary Counsel ) Fax: (803) 734-1964
April 30, 2012

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29805

Re: Lawyer: Jeffrey Raymond Moorehead, Esquire
Matter Number: 11-DE-L-1468

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

. We have received your request for review of the decision to dismiss your
complaint in the above-referenced matter, Your request will be considered by an
investigative panel of the Commission on Lawyer Conduct. You will be notified of the
Commission's decision. In the meantime, feel free to contact me if you have any
guestions or concerns.

WCC/
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina
COMMISSION ON LAWYER CONDUCT '

: 1015 Sumter Street, Suite 305

Deborah S. McKeown Columbia. South Carolina 29201

Commission Counsel Telephone: (803) 734-2037
Fax: (803) 734-0363

April 30, 2012
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL
Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29805
RE: Lawyer: Everett Keith Chandler, Esquire

Matter Number: 11-DE-L-1469
NOTICE OF FINAL DISPOSITION

Dear Mr. Cantrell;

You previously filed a complaint with the Commission on Lawyer Conduct about
Everett Keith Chandler, Esquire in connection with the above-referenced matter. The
Commission instructed the Office of Disciplinary Counsel to conduct an investigation
into your allegations. ‘

On April 20, 2012, an investigative panel of the Commission convened to
consider the recommendation of Disciplinary Counse! for disposition of this matter
based or the information gathered in the investigation. As raquired by the Rules for
Lawyer Disciplinary Enforcement, Rule 413, SCACR, the inquiries of the panel were
limited to whether or not there was evidence of ethical misconduct on the part of Mr.
Chandler that would warrant further investigation or the filing of formal charges. After
considering the information received from you, Mr. Chandier's response, and the report
of Disciplinary Counsel setting forth the results of the investigation, the panel voted to
dismiss your complaint.

At the direction of the Commission, | am notifying you of the action taken on this
matter. This dismissal constitutes a final disposition of your complaint. As required by



Charlton E. Cantrell |
April 30, 2012~
Page Two

the rules, Mr. Chandler is being notified of the action taken by the investigative panel by
copy of this letter.

Sincerely,

-~ . - e g —
R

Barbara W. Hinson
Administrative Assistant

BWH/

cc.  Everett Keith Chandler, Esquire

William C. Campbell, Esquire
Assistant Disciplinary Counsel



The Supreme QEuurt of South Carolina
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159
Disciplinary Counsel ' Columbia, South Carolina 29211
Tiffany N. Richardson Telephone: (803) 734-2038

Staff Attorney - Fax: (803) 734-1964
June 18, 2012
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 28805

RE: Lawyer: Michael W. Chesser, Esquire
Matter Number: 12-DE-L-0640

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

We have received-your complaint against Michael W. Chesser, Esquire. We will conduct an
investigation into the matters you have reported. . You will not necessarily be contacted prior to a
decision regarding your complaint; therefore, you" should submit any additionali information or
documentation to support your allegations at this time.

The authority of this office and the jurisdiction of the Commission on Lawyer Conduct are limited
to issues of whether a lawyer is subject to discipline pursuant to the Rules for Lawyer Disciplinary
Enforcement, Rule 413, SCACR. Where misconduct is found, sanctions may be imposed ranging from
a confidential letter of caution or admonition, public reprimand, suspension, or disbarment. If our
investigation does not reveal evidence of Iawyer misconduct, your complaint will be dismissed.

We take this opportunity to advise you of the limited role of this office and the Commission so
that you will be aware that we cannot provide you with assistance or advice. You should promptly seek
assistance or advice that you might need from legal counsel or other sources. If you do not have an
attorney and believe that you need one, you should contact the South Carolina Bar Lawyer Referral
Service at 1(800) 868-2284,

You will be notified of the final disposition of your complaint. It is often many months after
receipt of a complaint before a final decision is made. Feel free to contact me if you have any

guestions or concerns.

rdson ’
TNR/clg
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina
COMMISSION ON LAWYER CONDUCT

1015 Sumter Street, Suite 305
"+ Deborah S. McKeown ‘ Columbia, South Carolina 29201
Commission Counse! Telephone: (803) 734-2037
_ Fax: (803) 734-0363

June 22, 2012

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29805

Re: NOTICE OF FINAL DISPOSITION
Lawyer: Jeffrey Raymond Moorehead, Esquire
Case Number: 11-DE-L-1468

Dear Mr. Cantreil:

An investigative panel of the Commission on Lawyer Conduct considered the
results of the investigation in the above-referenced matter at your request. The panel
concurred in the decision to dismiss this matter. Accordingly, the complaint in this
matter is dismissed pursuant to the provisions of Rule 19(d)(1) of RLDE. As required by
these rules, a copy of this letter is being sent to Mr. Moorehead as notice of the
dismissal of this complaint.

Sincerely.

. NN .
'—D\DQ\J I N Vo v &/\/\,w/\:ﬁ,—-—v—’

Barbara W. Hinson

Administrative Assistant
BWH/

. cc.  Jeffrey Raymond Moorehead, E_squirel '



The Supreme Qtu.urt of South Carolina
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159
Disciplinary Counsel Columbia, South Carolina 29211
C. Tex Davis Jr. Telephone: (803) 734-2038
Senior Assistant Disciplinary Counsel Fax: (803) 734-1964

October 22, 2012

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Mr. Cariton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29805

Re: Lawyer: Michael W. Chesser, Esquire
Case Number: 12-DE-L-0640

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

This office has conducted an investigation concerning the allegations of lawyer
misconduct raised in the complaint you filed in connection with the above-referenced
matter. This investigation focused on those grounds for misconduct set out in the Rules
for Lawyer Disciplinary Enforcement (RLDE). Rule 413, SCACR, adopted by the
Supreme Court of South Carolina.

This office is not authorized to give advice concerning a legal dispute or dealings
with a lawyer; nor is it empowered to intervene in a case. We cannot seek to cause
things to be done by a lawyer on behalf of a complainant; nor can we seek to change
the outcome of a case. Instead. this office deals solely with issues of misconduct or
incapacity related to lawyers under these rules. We do. so to preserve institutional
values of the legal system in South Carolina for the benefit of the pubhc as a whole, not
to obtain individual beneﬂt for a complamant

The provisions of RLDE do not apply to legal matters related to whether or not
the outcome of a dispute was fair or to errors of law or judgment that might have been
made by a lawyer or judge. These are legal matters, which can only be addressed at
trial or on appeal using appropriate procedures.
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In your letter of complaint, you allege that Michael W. Chesser, Esquire failed to
provide you with adequate and competent representation in your civil action in Aiken
County. As a result of your letter, this office conducted an investigation to ascertain if
Mr. Chesser's conduct violated the Rules of Professional Conduct and the RLDE.

From our investigation, this office has determined that there is no evidence of
any such lawyer misconduct on the part of Mr. Chesser arising out of the events
mentioned in your complaint and that further investigation would not likely reveal any
such evidence.

Accordingly, you are hereby notified -of the intent of this office to dismiss your
complaint pursuant to the provisions of Rule 19(d)(1) of RLDE. You may seek a review
of this decision by an investigative panel of the Commission on Lawyer Conduct by filing
a written request, which must be received in this office no later than November 22,
2012. If you request-a panel review, the lawyer will be given an opportunity to respond.
Your request and the lawyer's response, if any, will be considered at the next
investigative panel meeting. You will then be notified of the panel's decision. Feel free
to contact me if you have any questions regarding this process.

Sincerely,

TN
T
C. Tex Davis Jr.

~J
CTD/

cc: Michael W. Chesser, Esquire



The Supreme Court of South Carolina
COMMISSION ON LAWYER CONDUCT -

. 1015 Sumter Street, Suite 305
Deborah S. McKeown Columbia, South Carolina 29201
Commission Counsel ’ Telephone: (803) 734-2037
Fax: (803) 734-0363

February 19, 2013

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29805

Re: NOTICE OF FINAL DISPOSITION
Lawyer: : Michael W. Chesser, Esquire
Case Number: - 12-DE-L-0640

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

An investigative panel of the Commission on Lawyer Conduct considered the
results of the investigation in the above-referenced matter at your request. The panel
concurred in the decision to dismiss this matter. Accordingly, the complaint in this
matter is dismissed pursuant to the provisions of Rule 19(d)(1) of RLDE. As required by
these rules, a copy of this letter is being sent to Mr. Chesser as notice of the dismissal
of this complaint.

Sincerely,

Barbara W. Hinson
Administrative Assistant

BWH/

cc.  Michael W. Chesser, Esquire



- The Supreme Court of South Cavolina
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159
Disciplinary Counsel ' Columbia, South Carolina 29211
C. Tex Davis Jr. : ‘ Telephone: (803) 734-2038
Senior Assistant Disciplinary Counsel Fax: (803) 734-1964
April 8, 2013

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL -

Mr. Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, SC 29805

RE: Lawyer: Michael W. Chesser, Esquire
Matter Number: 12-DE-L-0640

Dear Mr. Cantrell:

4

You recently submitted additional lnformatlon and sought to have our office revisit the
above-referenced matter, which was dismissed on February 19, 2013. We have carefully
reviewed this latest information from you.

Rule 20 of the Rules for Lawyer Disciplinary Enforcement (RLDE) provides that a matter,
once dismissed, may not be re-opened except where additional information becomes known to
Disciplinary Counsel that would change the previous decision to dismiss. Our review of your
letter and enclosures reveals no new information that would affect the previous decision to
dismiss your complaint. Accordingly, we will not be able to have this matter re-opened. This
matter is now closed and will remain closed.

Sincerely, <~ .
tLy

/“’\-' - v ';
{ (AR AN
T. Tex Davis, Jri—__

\\

CTDijr



RECEMD_

Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road SEP 0 9 29,
 Aiken, SC 29805 cholm ;
_ | ' o
Telephone; (803) 215-4747 ‘ Mm;s

 September, 9th, 2014

Dear Mrs. Monica

Per our phone conservation on Friday September 5th,
regarding Elizabeth Carter even though she is not handling
this Appeal she is still training the individual ¢£nhat is.that
makes her still in charge of this Appeal. o

I have nothing personal against Elizabeth but from the
previous appeal it was obvious that she was involved in
trying to get the Appeal thrown:iout and I have reason to
believe that the same thing.is going on in this Appeal.

. I have placed a Copy of my Summons and Complaint and a
Copy of the Petition for Writ of Certiorari that I did myself
please read these documents and you will see why I am opposed

of Elizabeth Carters involvement in this Appeal.
| am presently working on a nother report on Judge Early
the defendants lawyers and their actions towards me and my

Civil suit and will be turning it in to the FBI shortely.

Siﬁcere]y ;/////




