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?FE@ EALTAT O D?D OuEST{ OR(S

i.bid THE CourT ot Appa(s EqT vUHEAS
°F DisnuisseEn PET.T;ouEf's Appeot based
Upon His failure T oxler THAMLSCT BT ¢

2. Did THE courT of Appents BT vuHEn
T TSuED THE 10-aD0 - 4 Order Df—:u/:nﬁ
QElf\EAr]ﬂcl?



STATEMENT &+ THE USE
Thie MATTER cAME B THE AppellsTe Cour™
b\1 VUAL‘ or AM APPEA( Wﬁmiv\ “ore,mce fbw (7 ON O
About  Apri{ 1D, 2013 |
Du A?rl\ AL .10 T RECETVED Notice THAT THE
CASE HAD BEEA ASSignNET THE Appellate CASE AMO.
2013- 00BN . (App. IS
N AUq B 206, T WroTE BOTH THE =.C. courT
of Amnisdabon aud e derk of Courr O torece
(o. Tupuiring AS TO WHom THE COUrT REporTER WAS
ALD HOW T Coudd REACH THis Persom A Copy o€
T LETTER wAs Also Torwarled To RESpoADEATS’
Ky . of ecod . (app 1e)
D AUG - 14 2012 T RECEIVED EMDOSEMEMT SranT NG
A PQ((AMT (PeriTioner) NOTIOM TD P(OCEEW T T A
AUPETIS - (APP.17) | |
Tk ally (PermioneED WAS £&iven THE wirenq TrtocatATion)
Pegarling Who THE CowT pEporTET LOAS.
De Augq 2947 2013 CourT KEpoiTrs™ )(nf:uTA/J.Sm/M
TrdormED ME (PeTiTionEr) THAT SHE Did MOT otk oM
THE DAY ot (PE‘(‘ETt‘OMEFS/) 5ummA\1 &»delemem‘" Hearing,
bu‘r Pr_‘o\/idad L)c::rrn‘ou&r) o:uu,l THE NAME of THE
(lraporﬁa', ”Cr\fl&hl Holmes ‘ (App IB) |



Dic SEPT. 11,2002, T WIOTE RESpoaDERTS ATTY.
AMD AslkeD TF HE would A9rEE To AT ordering
THE TTAALSAri pt, THE RESPorDER(TS ATTY. (Ko22ekd
huouq‘mcl AT THS PoudT THAT AFIDEHM WAS T
A STATE OF penuiry , HE DEcliueDd My offer, stmin
THAT THE RE would NOT BE Complete . (4pp 17)

N SEPT. 14,2013 (PETTiom=r) WHOTE MS.(Lrplsﬁx(
Holmes, (LourT ReporTEr REPUEST: NG THE TRANSCLIPT.

To ®E Tolerim Botd pavies Filed T - Tatial
briefs AMD DeEsiquation of MATTET (4pp 20) D @pp20)

D OCT 282013 Deputy clerk V.Claire Allesd seups

NE A Copy ot A LETTEN SHE YUIDTE THE RESPoDEMTS,
7T ASYTUCH AS BOTH PAFTIES HAVE SEMVED AJD FlED
THEPR CESpPecTve briets AMD DESIGMAT on ot MATTES
THE CoulrT CAnd Duily PrESUME THAT THE TRAAECLPT
PrEVJDMS( Order bL( THE A‘DIDQ,/(AL(T TS NO Lomger
MEEDEd,[/ ’/AuD Courdse| 7&01‘ THE= E.ESPO/L( DEALTS TS
REPUCSTE D TO SEFMVE AUD e Ay AMEDED
desiqu;\-ricy\ o@ YOYAT T ﬂEn/IOl/}/)j THE W/ug:ﬁ;v
of Record wvuihic TEN DAYS of THE DATE oF Tuis
LETTER" App o8 21 |
On o Aboud Tam 30. 200k WHicH o5 Approxi mare
4 DAYS PosT THE DIMECTIVE OF THE CowrT, THE ATTL.

for Tive RESponbEUTS Nled A MOTom 1o Dismisg



D 0‘/14(14 A OFDET WAS HAUDED Dowil %m
THE HOM Tushce ‘}Ev&(/ Cive N LPErzT,‘ouEr) T\MENTL1
(B0) DAYS To provide THE (OWT With Pmb{t T
(peTiTionE) HAD NADE AFMNGEMEATS Whth Courr
RepocTeEr Holmes Tor PAYMERIT oF THE TRALSC: pT.

Alhough Tvip HuDrEDS AMUD TERL (210D DAYys
HAS PASSED Jiwce I HAST wliote Court REPOITEF

Holmes  Widhout Ay £EPOMSE | T Aqoun wrfe
NS Holmes AUD QE(A)/ED THE ‘f‘ollovulr\a ,” PleAsez -
TPAUSCT bE THE EMTITE RECOMD  (PETIT ONED AQMEES
TO pAy THE Pz-:r PA(‘ZE C‘wa{e @or THS TIZA/USMJPT,
AD ’va‘d@d_ by SCAcR Cule LO7 ’,’ LETTE DATE D
MAYNS 14 (Arpo 23) |
o MAY a6 W, AMer N0 AUSWES, T wiete THE
Homt . Chiet SushiceToal, Atei— CEADING sCACE 207,
sub. sEC. WW), Oxly To BE Told MY Crnmuni CATion
WAS ExX PATTE , LETTET frOom SUPEME COUIT DATE >
dune 3.2004 . (App 24)
Ot JusiE 192D 14 (PET TromMER WWOTE THE HOAL.
RoSAly i W T ETDOM, DI OVET CourT Aclml;qiswtrAﬁ'oru
THAT QPQ;T,‘OMEF) +HAD wirten Courr

Com")lovll\_x: & A '
ReporTEr HOmMES budt goT MO RESPAEE, Now
OYEC 30 DAY AMD CounTing. (app2s)

Dei 6(30] 4 Assoc. Tushice CUETOM, & rAMT s
P_gs?oubwg NOT O TO DistISS.

Sushee CureTort PR ET STATES THAT. - .
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/
/THE RESPOMDENTS HAVE Fled A NMOTiol TO Dismiss
BASED pont AppelladTs (periTioner) Tailue TO
OFMDET ‘T‘ZAM:CJ'IPT, AMD THAT APPEHAMT(PE\‘&TiONEF)
-to;i lED> To SHow Prc:mL HE HAS NADE ATTAMGE MEHTS
for PAyMEMT of e WIP{—/f
Sushee CureTom furmier STAED THAT THE
CourT Admir ishiadhond TuforwIED Hinl THAT AppellaarT
Never turmished TUE CourT REPOITED With THE —
DaTE of THE HEN NG AND LAST Iy Sustice CUTETOM
ADDs “Appellert (PETITIOMED provided THS ourT
With A COpy oF A LETTET TO THE CoUiT REPoITER
Whereiny He (PETTIONED REQUEST TO OFDE A
TRAMSAT T . @pP 26D |

D Suly 7.2014 (peTiTh ONET Ller A PET&TJoM
e tevearng AUD Afdant, Tue Ahdart brsically -
STATING CMNFEC MiME MOMTHS AND My LETTe<
(PETTIONED) HAS 10T HAD Aby CommUslCATION wih
THE CourT REPorTER AT All, capp 27)

Out Suy ®.3014, (PET;TioMEVB RECEIVES A LETTEI
bom S.¢. oW T Ad minaistrakion, M& DesTEE K. Alled,
CourT REPOrTES MAMAGEN, ATTACHED Ss AM UMSIGRIED
\erTrer Hom CowrT feporel HOERS , EEQUEesTIng
T SEMD HET THE DATE OF THE HEAING 30 SHE
CAL LOCATE Teic TAPT @pp 28

CRBE ADVISED TUis LETTEN COMES BXACTIY -
SH) Days Ater ECTONEMD WAS OTDEME D TO

W Tz DT REPOITER, MS. HOlmES .
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O Yuly 9. 14 (PetiTionar) RESPouDdS TO LETTES
Wtrom NO. DESITEE Alleas A D ATTACHMELT +rom
CourT REporTEN MS. Holmes.

PetiTiomnET provides THE HEN (N9 DATE 3
TMES T THIS RETTEN AUD Tucludes THE Orl§ Al
LehULST DATED SEPT- (4. 13 . (App 29

Dt Suly 3\ 201 (peTiTionEn) RECEIVES His
SEcoud (28 L ermer From CowirT REpOrTRS Holmes
SIETiNG THAT ShE ESTIMATES Tris TRAKECN P TO BE
30 PAYesS i A qTH AMUD THAT She N/ MEED
199.50 70 Type TH/s TRAKSS PT, JS. HoES Alo
STATED YHE IWAMTE D) A CET,'A::/) Check o /Da;m/
MONELY OFDEr, &7 At D THAT SHE Wowld hegud
work ‘oxice She Ceceived THE Depos (ApP 36)

D AUG. 6. 201, (PETITIONER) CONTACTE D (ASE /wA/qS‘/*
ElizAbern CArTET™ TO hET HEFM Yuowd T WAS ©/u THE
process o CO/U'HKC:H/IC? MLy NOTHER Sai REGARISTTO
THE TAASLA PT AMD THAT T HAD HEATD AOTHNG From
THE CourT 2 EE?/{—FCJS TO THE Reserrng . (477 31)

Du Aug. I0™ 20, (peri TiodERD WitTe Tee ¢

of GourT AUD STATED “PWSUAIT TO SCACR Rule
QO7, @ HE (PETTIONETY WAS REOUMED To Furnis &,
Conmemporaeously , All Covmse/, Clerhs | Courr ot
AO‘ mi/u;S‘/M“AOﬂ W;%Z &f/&.& ot (f’or\/ey)o,qdawce w,‘%
CourT RepPOTEr), T HAD IntbrmER IMS. HOMES Ay
fmw.'/7 would /D/om‘a/_ﬁ, me Wit THE 970, lapp 32)
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?EFJTJOMH REQUESTED A Clochen STANPED Fles

Copy of THE Recor™ om Appea(, Tueluded Tna THAT
KECOTD WAS A wiirtten do//osDut{ THAT 700 PIACE
betweesa V. Care Alle (DEpUTY CJerk) AND S.C . -
Court Admia. Court Keporter MAUAGEr (Des: REE Allens)
OM SEPT. (0.1 AT 433 hes, "DEsitee Allens 9o TEllny
Deputy derk AllEas THAT SHE Told CourT REporTEF HOMES
THE DATE of THE HEAN NG AUD ASKS HEM 7O SEAMD -
(PeT o A LETTET Adv¢‘s§n7 (PeriTiover) oF THE
COST Hor THE —TTAUKCY: P

Du ot 4 1, PerniTioneE") Spoke with his brotver,
W0 Tadforme® (PemTiodar) THAT HE HAD MAED
(AS. HolmeS) CorsiT REPOITE THE Dovurt PAYMEUT
o 397250 Jor TrE TRAMSC PT. O SEPT. 19 201+, T
LPET.’“":'OMEI”) REDUESTE D THAT HE Seud ME S Copies
of THE MOUBEGCT Able check /Money orber 30 THAT
(PeTiTionEr) Could Pro‘/[dz THE CourT wWidh PKOO‘P et
“PA% mw+. |

Do oaT. 20. 2014 Au OFper TS HAUDED Dovur
Yom e Court of Appea!‘» -D@uy:nj MY PETITIOM
for PEHEAR A (APP 34D

THs PET}T.‘ou Toi- A it 045 CErh orar EuSUED.



A‘FF}A&(T EC’I\/CS THAT TH(s TESI:MOM}/ IS
Q vean UatdE o F"MAH-L( o—# EF)MFL{ OHLFS TH: <
ATTESTVEAT CodsisTAUT wioth Rulg I oF Tue
Soutd CATLiNA Rules of Civil procedure @ Rule 431D,
6f SOUTH CArvlion fules oF Cvil procedure, Anin Rule
LO3 OF THE SouTH CArofinA Pules of Bvdeucs
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AreumeaT

1. The courT of Appeals Erred whag ¥ Dismissed
PETTioNErS AppEAl - Tailwz To OFdET THE TRANSCRPT
ot Record of florence @owu{-\{ Court of Eormmon Pleds
Orl S-14-(4. | |

THe omEr of THE C',I(\CL(A‘/Tr"iA‘ CourT WAS ISSUED

O 3-U-2013 ) A Plen 4-1-2013 .

TTs APpArEM—r PET TIOMET Lleo aup SEMVED A
Timely Notice of Appeal, Tudial bref AmD BESignATION
6 MATET, for TUEME S5 THE 9-16.-13 LETTES of Tue
REspodeti ATTY. WaHicH SE'F%m4',”wI~(-hou+ THE -
TRAUSCr pT Dt THIS CASE THE RECOMD o Appea( will not
be comglere ”

THe derke office LeTrer of 16-28-2003 SHOWED |

Trerstore , Appells Tuikial bried Aub DEsiquiations
OF MATTET ALE ACePTED AS HIED, TAE PaESpPouDEUTS'
Tadial bried aud DESigrIATION 6F MATTEN HAVE REEW
RECEVED . @owué@( 1001“ fiEéPOMDE/LH‘ s KEpuESrEb
TO SEVED Adbd file AN AMEMAIDED Des.:ﬁum'rau o+ MATTES
RE MOVINg THE TRAUCRPT oF Lecord Withiu TE Days
ot TS LETTE.

Raspoubaxmi)' ATF\{.LKW\ACLKI) R@Poubeb OM 10-83- 13
THAT, “1 KQSPQC‘,T‘):U,HVI REDURST THAT L(oq REAOAS (des~
Youlr REDUEST AMD THAT THE LuSTAUT A‘D(QE&( be
j@.m:sy—\:\s DUC To APFQJ\M(ré @OMHMMED ‘A!Li(ure TO
Comply widh THE RulES F Appellate Procedure ©

| q-



KE:SPOMDEMT,S ATT'L( PO)I\(TED TO W(E(ZOW)LA)
of SouTu GADliOA A()Pd(aq‘e CowrT Ritle) Which Tudicare
’ T AppeEAls Hrom RE CowrT of ComMOAL PIEAS | MASTETS
Tt Epuﬂ-\,, , Special keferees o 'P,«m‘.ll,( CourT ed
Domestic ATk, THE TRAUSCRPT MUST BE DIDEMED
Wit TEMIUD) DAys AMEC. L7 foem 0 of SCACR
SHOWIS AgreemedT for O/WENNG AESS THAM THE Efire

SOPT &F ATRAL, (Erimiaal of Civi O,

TITIOMER PoicaTS AT HE IS 0\1!«1 Appg/e(:m, A
NI ond for SUMMASY Sudczame,m"r (HEAE nj) where W+
S hrm@* Mote o RESPODEUTE) WERE Juccessd|
AUD He ATTEMPTS TO ATTACK THE OTDE of THE LOWEr
(Trial) Court BASED oal EFOW OF LAW,

Why Does Resporudesrtsd MEED THE TRANSUPT
ot RECOMD To DEfEuy THE KOWEF COUrTS OMdEF of
4-1- 137 The RESporDETIATTL, (kozackl ) Kuew T
Aﬁ;wut T forma P’\L&\) =S r}‘eg :n3 TO TAKE
wmqﬁju& ot THE PacT PETTIONET MAY MOT BE
Aole 18 Aferd THE TRANCE T

Appmmme.) Appeals CHATT, MAKE Peference ‘mses
REDUIM nep NO TRAUSCR BT

The APPL:J/US Court pum-(gr ERRED T GraasTing
LESPONDEAITS KACTioay TO DISMISS, WWEME. THE CourT
QoL RESPONDEAT Tea (I0) DAYS TO PEMOVE THE

TFAUSCODT 68 ECOM AnuDd HE AU AMEUDED -
VES qUATION oF WIKTTER



Losteas of mie rEspon eSS ATTY. (KozAcK:)
Ac‘_mowlcdq‘.nc‘ THE TRUTH AMD FACT THAT e -
THAMSCRPT WASNT NEEDE D, hECAUSE HE HAD 1
~ Jdust proved mhaT PoinaT whea HE Lled asponders

Tadal bred aun DESIGMATION oF mMaTTer W odhout
A TRANSCPT . |

A'ITLI. KozACks WRAES A Accuses Tue Clerk,
COURT ALID PETITIONEN because He Pl dis
bried aun OESiqaTion of MATTER A4ud EXPOSED
Hs Falacious” 4/n SUPPOSED ANEED For 4 TTAEC ST
Srm‘.ncj THAT THE RECO™D woould o BE CompleTe .

1T should be noEN THAT THE Cleric of Courr
OM OCT a® 2013 REMIUDS ATTY. KozAQlG THAT T

(PeTTioner) BAD Previously orbered THE TRANCEST.

AN O KOV, 20. 2013, ZEm id=d AT . RO2ACK: THAT
A,uy REDUST MADE To THE COUT MUST RE Sau THE
form of A NOTON AU D AMUST B S Com Pl pauce

wh fule 240 of THE Soutd ColoA /gup//m‘ﬁ Courr -
Cules)

Ater BEing Told THAT PETiTioNEr HAD N
DrdgrEd THE T SORIpT s PORIDEATTE) ATTY. THEY
W ’\‘Jf$ @U*UDA\/(S  AES DENG Glven A4 TEG(D) D4
Seadline /ALrechve 70 amecS < DES{YIUATTON,
Of MATTED AuD Rermove THE UKNEEDED —
TRASCPT, HE Tiles for 4 Motions 1o Dismiss

— \(~



ARGUME/UT

AL THe couiT of Appeal EMED, Demying Parr TionerS
QE(DMQST -ulor IZEAE#LHHC( o [0-20- |H; Al oujh THE
ATy for Respondenms SKESSED “T am wuible o

A?r/_—:ra 70 yo u/‘.ﬁé?a UEST THAT LIOU NOT BE YEDLUED
70 Obthias AuD Fle THe TRA

SCrip7 oF THE L//UD/:T/%}??
Proceddin gs "0 MA2 20 13

Hease awe, ATY . K02ACKL SET fortel jo ReAsons
TO QupporT SucH ASSErTiond (T E. HE TS unAblE TO
Deted THE LowEr TRl CourTs o0 W thout Toe
TRAMSCE 5T

F'ONE"S ( P& ;’TiodeT} ComMES T THE o] usion
THAT RESpouParrTs ATTY, (KozA2L,") Wiishes 10 (o> #nlize
THERE PO Appel(anrr (pETITIONETY, ) Hm—a/s/\,'/) sF prisony

- RO24Cks TS TRYING TD UMDEMinuE (DETITionErS ) -
APPEA;( AMD OthinL A orAblt,l Decision from e -

pppellate Court o procedutal qrowdbis)

TF KozacK: WAS RATIONAL AMD RPEASONADBlE | HE would
00l TD SCACR- RUIE 212 (Supplemenmal REDOMD) AUD
SupplEMenT THE REGTD TO SHOW &oobd Pall, fu THis
Ap/)Q,&/( TusteEAd of Arguing ‘“Ou)erSLPET’(TiDNEd‘> FailED
To adhere 10 SeAck While HE MAkes Sugq esTiont s
To THE Court S Violkbion of MoTioa Rules AuD
THE CowrT oF Appecls Going Mlong with Sucl Zuappyriate
PrAcTicels) - 2EE Rule 2e0) . . . -



Tdere °s s mply NO ApPEIATE CowrT Rule THAT Absulute |
REQuires AppellanT [ peritioner) To petect His Appeal
Weth A TRAGSCHN pT of RECOMS .

PE‘WTL‘OUEP ASks THE CourT TO SEE SCACR Rule

207 (A, OMDETiNG THE TRAUSCTIPT, ‘Where A TRAUSCE PT_NWST
be odered of THE procesdings”. . .

Peritioners /_\‘PPEA( omi( deals widh :4,u Error of
LAW Fni THE OIder, NOTHNG Pav APPEIANTS Brief MeaTions
A TRAUSCHPT AuD AppeldaT $y THE MASTET oF His
Appecd.

FTiTiomEl AQa s ASKS THE (puwm TO 2EE SCACR
Rule 208 AU Briet of AppellaaT, widhia Tairhy 30)

Days AMEr RECEIVINg THE TRAUKE PT o, T AD TRASCIST
s OmberED.

FurrHEFN(OFE_ THE CoulrT of AP/DEA[S HAS JucT
RUlED T THE MATTER ofF, FerolAVS - SCDC A
MO 201 - OO0\ T, JOV. (4, 2014 “THAT TRAMSCH PT
WRS LT LEEDED TO perfeet (e Apper .

\l’D)‘



@o:uc(usi O A

ReririonEn A LAYMAN AT JAK, Hrpered THE
THNGPT of THE proceedings from Two (2> -
CowrT REpPorTErs, OME T'Algzno, A TOTA( oF MIME
IMONTH S TO [ESportD TD peTiTionere REPUEST:

HOWEVER THE TRANSCPT HAS Beew paid Hor,
AS oF SEPT. 149.(4; Where THE TRAUSCHPT ¢s ow
OF THE MONEY Ps {iugomzz’s guess. PeTiTionEr
Did SEMD A (OPY oF THE RECQPT TO THE HON.
Daniel £ Shearouse

As PETiTIONETS ArCUMEUT STATED, His Appen(
D“l% AFPEMS AU EMoR. ©F LAIN T THE otdei-
which CAL be perfecTED Without Tre Toasarpr

-’POF THE KEASOMS SY‘A“I“ED,(PET‘;'T';‘OI\JEF ASkS THE Court
TO @FAMT THE PETITIONM tor A Wit of cormiomr

Mov. 172 2014 M%’
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