THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

APPEAL FROM LEXINGTON COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Thomas A. Russo, Circuit Court Judge

Circuit Case No. 2013-CP-32-01272

Appellate Case No. 2013-002491

Al eXANACTY GUL O ) e eeeeeeete ettt s s esesteseesen .Appellant,
V.

US Foodservice, Inc., and Ace American Insurance

Company c/o Gallagher Bassett Service, Inc.,... .Respondents.

PETITION FOR REHEARING

COME NOW, Alexander Guice, the named Appellant in the
above style caption, who proclaims pleadings in this matter
are being filed by Appellant in propia persona, wherein the
pleadings are to be considered without regard to
technicalities. See Haines v. Kerner, 92 Sct 534, also See
Power, 914 F2d 1459 (ll”’Cir 1990). Pursuant to Rule 221,
SCACR, Appellant presents this Petition for Rehearing
seeking the Court to reconsider the decision to deny the
Appellant’s Motion for Costs wifh regards to the Court

Order dated November 25, 2014 (Att. “D”), and issued by the



Honorable John C. Few, Chief Justice (“Judge Few”), which
was received via regqular mail by Appellant on November 29,
2014. In support of this Petition, Appellant would further
state as follows:

ARGUMENT
I. The Court Order failed to provide a reason or provide

a citation of authority in support of denying the

Motion for Costs.

Rule 220(b), SCACR, OPINIONS, states in pertinent
part,

In every decision rendered by an appellate court,

every point distinctly stated in the case which is

necessary to the decision of the appeal and fairly
arising upon the record of the court must be stated in
writing and must, with the reason for the court's
decision, be preserved in the record of the case..

A review of the Court Order denying the Appellant’s
Motion for Costs confirms that Judge Few erred, by; (1)
failing to state the distinct points as contained in the
‘Motion for Costs’ relied upon by Appellant in the Court
Order, and (2) failing to state the reason(s) relied upon
in support of denying the Motion. The stated error(s) of
law by Judge Few, on behalf of Court, has served to
prejudice the substantial rights afforded to the Appellant,
and reflects a departure from the essential requirements of

law, pursuant to Rule 220, SCACR.

II. The Court overlooked or misapprehended relevant points
submitted by the Appellant as contained in the Motion



for Cost.

Based on the fact Judge Few erred with respect to
failing to state in writing the distinct points relied upon
by the Appellant in the November 25, 2014 Court Order,
Appellant asserts Judge Few overlooked or misapprehended
the relevant points submitted by the Appellant as contained
in the Motion for Costs. Among other stated points, and in
particular, as stated in argument “II” of the “Reply to
Return to Motion for Costs”, on remand, the Appellant
prevailed in instant appeal, pursuant to the September 25,
2014 Circuit Court Order issued by the Honorable Brian M.
Gibbons (“Judge Gibbons”) (See Reply to Return to Motion
for Costs”, Att. “A”, previously submitted).

The aforementioned September 25, 2014 Circuit Court
Order effectively set aside all previous decisions rendered
in the instant appeal, which included the March 27, 2013
decision rendered by Gary M. Cannon, Executive Director of
the Workers’ Compensation Commission, which led to Circuit
Case No. 2013-CP-32-01272 and gave rise to the instant
appeal.

Furthermore, with respect to Case No. 2013-CP-32-
01272, it should be noted that aithough reassigned Circuit
Judge, namely, The Honorable William P. Keesley (“Judge

Keesley”), issued .five (5) sua sponte Administrative Orders



on October 23, 2014 (Att. “E”), effectively reversing the
aforementioned September 25, 2014 Court Order issued by
former pfesiding Circuit Judge, namely, Judge Gibbons, that
all sua sponte administrative orders issued by Judge
Keesley; (1) were in violation of Rule 59(d), SCRCP, and
(2) were 1lssued in abuse of the discretionary powers
afforded to Judge Keesley as the successor presiding
Circuit Judge within the same Court (Att. “F”).

By operation of law, Judge Keesley must immediately
set aside all sua sponte administrative orders issued on
October 23, 2014 regarding Case No. 2013-CP-32-01272, with
prejudice, as the administrative orders were untimely, and
for additional reasons, must be deemed a nullity’.

ITI. The Court Order denying the Motion for Costs has the
effect of finally deciding the Appellant’s appeal.

Appellant asserts although the Court remanded this
matter back to the Circuit Court, and although the
Appellant prevailed in the instant appeal on remand, the
Appellant shall not be able to recover the costs associated

with filing the instant appeal, which were incurred by the

1 It strains credulity to believe Judge Keesley, who has

continuously served on the bench as a Circuit Judge since on or
around August 13, 1991, was not duly informed, aware and fully
advised of the premises that his actions, with respect to the
issuance of the 5 sua sponte administrative orders dated October
23, 2014, were highly improper and unlawful in nature.

4



Appellant through no fault of his own, based on the final
effect of the November 25, 2014 Court Order issued by Judge
Few.

Furthermore, with respect to the Appellant’s
reasonable request to be reimbursed the cost incurred
associated with the instant appeal, “Litigants should lose
cases when the facts or the rules of substantive law are
against them” (E. Warrant Moise, Credibility and Character
Evidence: History, Policy and Procedure (2003), citing
James F. Dresher, A Guide to S.C. Evidence 93 (1967)).

On remand, the Respondents did not prevail in the
instant appeal. As such, the Appellant should be
reimbursed the costs incurred regarding the instant appeal,
plus interests, as said costs were incurred by Appellant
through no fault of his own.

CONCLUSION

Accordingly, for all the reasons stated above, the
Appellant respectfully submits that the Court should grant
this Petition for Rehearing, by; (1) setting aside the November
25, 2014 Order, and (2) issuing a new Order granting the previous
Motion for Costs, because the November 25, 2014 Court Order
prejudiced the substantial rights afforded to the Appellant, and
the Appellant should be fairly reimbursed for his costs

associated with the instant appeal which were incurred by the



Appellant through no fault of his own.
Respectfully submitted,
Alexander Guice

By:

Alexander Guice

Post Office Box 13281
Tampa, Florida 33681
(813) 562-0547
alguice@hotmail.com

December 1, 2014 Appellant, Pro Se
Tampa, Florida
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Alexander Guice, Appellant,
V.

US Food Service, Inc., and ACE American Insurance
Company c/o Gallagher Bassett Services, Inc.,
Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2013-002491

ORDER

Appellant's motion for costs is denied.

C.J.

FOR THE CT/&RT

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:  Alexander Guice
Erin Leigh Hantske, Esquire
Beth Carrigg '
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

ALEXANDER GUICE,
>Employee,
Appellant,
v.
US FOODSERVICE, INC.,
Employer,
and
ACE AMERICAN INSURANCE
COMPANY, c/o GALLAGHER
BASSETT SERVICES, INC.,

Carrier,

Respondents.

There are two files pending in this court.
before me as Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes for Common

Pleas in the Eleventh Judicial Circuit.

files,

TN N N N N e e N e S e e S e e e e e e e

ORIGINAL

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF THE ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

CASE NUMBERS:

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

This matter

the court issues this administrative order.

,
L

o

COoaed

v

/3

O

is

After reviewing the

2013-CP-32-01272
2014-CP-32-00399

1) The two files seem to relate to the same subject.

Since they contain common issues of law and fact, the cases

will be consolidated under Rule 42 (a), SCRCP, and the

appellant and respondent are hereby notified that any

objection to the consolidation must be filed immediately.

2) The extensive number of filings and issues raised

justify classifying these cases as complex and assigning

them to one judge.

A separate order will be entered

aaud
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assigning these cases to the undersigned judge.

3) This is an appeal from the Workers Compensation
Commission. Under Rule 75, SCRCP, the files from the
Commission are to be provided to the circuit court.
Arrangements are to be made to obtain the Commission's
file.

4) Under § 42-3-230, S.C. Code Ann., there is a
provision for the destruction of the Commission's files
after a period of time. While the court is unaware of any
destruction, the Commission will be directed to preserve
the files related tb this case, until this appeal is ended.

5) There are allegations of irregqularities in
procedure by the Commission and its Executive Director.
S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(4) provides for a remand~to the
Commission, if there are matters outside the record. The
appellant and respondent are to be prepared to brief this
issue and the necessity of a remand, should the alleged
procedural improprieties be outside the record. The court
is aware of Mr. Guice's interpretation of the rulings from
the South Carolina Court of Appeals and The Honorable
Thomas A. Russo.

6) There is a dispute as to the interpretation to be
given to orders issued by The Honorable Brian /M. Gibbons.
Both the appellant and the respondent have filed motions
for reconsideration of the order(s). It is the undersigned

judge's understanding that Judge Gibbons has recused



I
H

himself from this matter. If he is recused, he may take
the position that he is precluded from further involvement
in this case. Judge Gibbons will be contacted by the court
in writing, with copies to the appellant and the
respondent, to ask his position on whether or not he is
able to entertain the motions for reconsideration, in light
of his recusal. If he is not available to decide the
pending motions, the court will invoke the procedures
required under Rule 63, SCRCP, and the directives
established in the order of the Chief Justice issued on
February 4, 2011 (Order 2011—02—04f01)[8ee Footnote 1].

7) A hearing was scheduled for November 10, 2014,
before The Honorable Edgar W. Dickson. That hearing is
hereby canceled, but not for the reasons advanced by Mr.
Guice in the objections he has filed. The standard
practice under Rule 40, SCRCP, is for the Clerk of Court's
office to prepare rosters and schedule hearings on non-jury
matters.

8) Mr. Guice forwarded a notice of cancellation of
the November 10 hearing. He may move to cancel a hearing,
but does not have the pbwer to cancel a hearing on his own.

The Clerk of Court is directed to make a copy of the notice

1 The order provides, in part: "IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if a trial or hearing has been
commenced and the judge is unable to proceed, the chief judge for administrative purposes shall
assign the trial or hearing to a successor judge. . . . The successor judge may proceed with the trial
or hearing upon certifying familiarity with the record and determining that the proceedings may be
completed without prejudice to the parties. ....
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sent by Mr. Guice and put it in the files, but to return
the original notice to him. The notice, on its face, 1is
not executed by a judicial officer and has no force or
effect.

9) Mr. Guice asserts that only the Chief Judge for
Administrative Purposes can hear an appeal from the Workers
Compensation Commission. In light of the designation of
this case as complex and the assignment to a single judge,
this issue is effectively moot for so long as the
undersigned judge is designated as the Chief Judge for
Administrative Purposes for Common Pleas. If Mr. Guice
wishes to maintain the argument that only the Chief Judge
for Administrative Purposes may hear this appeal, he must
cite the authority he is relying upon.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

W@W
William P. Keesftey
Chief Judge for Administrative
Purposes, Eleventh Judicial Circuit,
Common Pleas

October 23, 2014
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT QF [GOMUCNYPLbas
) | ) OF THE ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON ) CASE NUMBERS: 2013-CP-32-01272

2014-CP-32-00399
ALEXANDER GUICE,
Employee;
Appellant,

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

TO OBTAIN FILE FROM THE
SOUTH. CAROLINA WORKERS

COMPENSATION COMMISSION
AND DIRECTING THAT THE

FILES NOT BE DESTROYED

UNTIL FINAL.RESOLUTION

OF THE APPEAL

V.
US FOODSERVICE, INC.,
Employer,
and

ACE AMERICAN INSURANCE

COMPANY, c¢/o GALLAGHER 3
BASSETT  SERVICES, INC., -
3

Carrier, g
Respondents. i

P
TERCTRE
[SETI H

This is an appeal from the Workers Compensation
Commission. Under Rule 75, SCRCP, the files from the
‘Commission are to be provided to the circuit court.
Arrangements are to be made to transfer the file.

Under § 42-3-230, S.C. Code Ann., there is a provision
for the destruction of the Commission's filés after a
period of time. While the court is unaware of any
‘destruction, the Commission is directed to preserve the
files related to this case, until this appeal is ended.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

October.23, 2014 William P. Keesley
Chief Judge for Administrative Purposés

G371



, | FORM 4 |
'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLI‘JA o ' ' JUDGMENT IN A C1VIL CASE

“COUNTYOFLEXINGTON -~ = - = - . CASE NUMBER' 2014CP3200399
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS _ s . .
. Alexander’ Goice’ . o o US.Foodservice Inc ACE American

Insurance Co

PLAINTIFF(S) . - . . DEFENDANT(S)
. Ce o o : Attorney for: l:l Plaintiff - [} Defendant
1 Submittedby: - o ' " . [JSelf-Represented Litigant
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) .. o
B D J URY VERDICT This action ¢ame before the court for-a mal by jury. Thei issues have been tried anda verdict rendered.
» DEC ISIO\J BY THE COURT Thrs ac,non came 1o trial of hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard anda

: L] decision rendéred. [[] See Page 2 for additiohal information, - .
" [ - ACTION DISMISSED-(CHECK REASON): -~ [JRule 12(b) SCRCP - [JRule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol.-Nonsunt);
© [ORile 43(k), SCRCP (Settled) ' (] Other: - o .
D ACTIOI\ STRICKE\ (CHECK REASON): [ Rule 400’) SCRCP‘;— C [:] Bankruptcy;
[:] Binding arbitration, -subject to nght to restore to conﬁrm vacate or . - D Othe’r‘ '
modify arbitration award,; '
a

‘DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX)
_ | Afﬁrmed D Rcversed O Remanded D Other ' ,

_ _NOTE ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONS[BLE FOR \’OT[FY[NG LOWER COURT TRIBUNAL OR ADMINISTRAT[VE AGENCY OF THE
CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS.APPEAL. } ) )

IT IS ORDERED AND. ADJUDGED D See attached ordcr (formal ordcr to follow) [J Statement of.ludgment by the Court

: ORDER IN FORI\’IATION ’

“This order [ ends e does not end the case I

-Addmonal Inforrnauon fox the. C]erk

N . INFORMATION FOR THE JUDG‘VIENT INDEX". : :
.Complete this section below’ when the judoment affects title to real or personal property or. if any. amouut should be enrolled If :
‘there is no Judgment information, indicate “N/A™ in.one of thie boxes below, - :

‘Judgment-in Favor of ' : --Judgment Against - : B Judgment Amount To-bg Enrolled -

-'(Li‘stlname(s) below) - - (List name(s) below) - _+ (Listamount(s) below)

~If appl’icabIe;_dosoriI)e the property; including tax map: i'nformatio'n and address; re_férenced in th"e_-order':

o f hc Judnment mformatlon abovc has been provxded by the submmmg party Dnsputcs concerning the amoums contained
" in‘this form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant.to the SC-Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounits to be computed

" such as interest-of additional taxable costs not available at the time the form. and final order are submitted to the judge

- - -may be provided to the: clcrk ‘Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for

L ]udgment dctalls
Sl » | - L 1012412014 "
ercurt Court Judoe . N . _ Judge'»COde . Date -

s CPFORM im- -
_'SCCA SCRCP Fonn ic (Re\bed 3"’0[3)




Fd’rﬁ-Clerk of Court Office. Use Oniy '

This judgment was. entered on24th of October 2014 and.a c,opy mailed first class or placed in the appropl iate attomey’s. box on: 24th
©oof October 2014, to-attormeys of record or'to pames (when appeanng pro se) as-follows: =

* Alexander Guice:P o Bd_" 450..62 Tampaﬁ-,F'L 13677 E En in Leigh Hantske PO Box 650007 \/It Plea;ant SC 29465 .

. ATTORNEY(S)FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ~ ATTO_IAU_\_‘EY.(S)'-»FOR THE,DEFEN-D’ANT(S)_

'Betfh' A Carrlgg/ mh

CodrtRepbr'ter S S "~ Beth A. Carrigg - Clerk of Court

ADDITIO\’AL I‘\IFORMATIO\ REGARDING DECISIOV BY ]HE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1.

This actron came 1o mal or hearmo before the. coun The issues have been tried or heard and a decrslon rendered.

CPFORM4Cm L )
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Rcuscd 3:7013)






‘STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) :
) OF THE ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON ) CASE NUMBERS: 2013-CP-32-01272

2014-CpP-32-00399

ALEXANDER GUICE,
Emplovee,
Appellant,
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

TO CONTINUE THE HEARING
SCHEDULED FOR NOVEMBER 10

V.
US FOODSERVICE, INC.,
Employer,
and.
ACE AMERICAN INSURANCE

COMPANY, c/o GALLAGHER
BASSETT SERVICES, 'INC.,

ity F Y d
HG potd T

T T

Carrier,

(1 ¢

Respondents.

A hearing was scheduled for November 10, 2014. The
hearing is continued.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

il ot
October 23, 2014 William P. Keesley o
Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes

G



_  FORM4 | o
' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA o . .- JUDGMENT IN.A CIVIL CASE

~ COUNTY OF LEXINGTON .= = o ~ CASE'NUMBER- 2014CP3200399 -
. IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS S S S N
Alexander Guice T ~ - - .- | USFoodserviceInc - ACE American

Insurance Co

~ PLAINTIFE(S) e o DEFENDANT(S)
L - N : Attorney for D Plaintiff [ ] Defendant
Submitted by:’ ER o ‘ : ] Selfs Represented meant e
’ : ' DISPOSITIOV TYPF (CHECK O\‘E) : :

._J URY VERDICT Thls acnon came before the court for a trial by jury. The.i issues have’ been fried and a verdlct rendered.
: DECISIOV BY’ THE COURT This action came to irial or. hearmg before the court The issues’ have been tried or heard and a
‘decision rendered. [} See Page 2. for additional information. ..

. ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON) [J Rule 12(b), SCRCP D Rule 4l(a) SCRCP (Vol Nonsult)
[ Ruled3(k), SCRCP (Settled); -~ *" -~ [JOther: ____

'ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK. REASON) JRule 40() SCRCP;. [____] Ba’nk'mp'tc‘y;

[ Binding arbitration, Sl.lb_]CCI to nght to restore to: conﬁm1 vacate'or . D Other ]

“modify: arb:tratlon award
f‘DISPOSITIO\' OF. APPEAL TO THE: CIRC UIT COLRT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX)

'AD Afﬁrmed M Reversed O Remanded O Other:

lj ~"D' -:El D" Dfrfh |

ANOTE ATTORNEYS ARE. RESPONS[B LE FOR NOTlFYlNG LOWER COURT TRIBUNAL OR ADMIN]STRATIVE AGENCY OF THE
.CIRCUIT. COURT RULING IN'THIS APPEAL.

'IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED D Sce audched order; (formal order to follow) El Stalement of Judgmcnt by the Court
S ORDLR INFORMATION :

This ordcr [:l ends l:l does not end the case.

'Addmonal Informauon for the Clerk:

: e . I\IFORMATION FOR THE"J! UDGMEI\T INDEX , . : _
Complete this section below when the. Judoment affects title to real or personal property orif any amount should bé enrolled If '
" thére is no Judgment information, indicate “N/A” in-6ne of the boxes below..

Judgmentin: Fa_vor of o Judgment Against 1 . . ) Judgment Amounl‘To be Enrolled- ]

- (List name(s) below). X _ (List nanie(s) below) . . --{List amount(s) below)

-If applicable, describe the property, ~inc‘l‘udin‘g tax map infonnatio_n‘ancl' a_ddres_s,.jreferenced-in‘ the order:

' The judgment mfonnatxon above has been provxded by the submlttmg pany Dlsputes concerning the amounts contamed L
. in this form:may be addressed by way of motion pursuant-to the SC.Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed
- such as interest or additional taxable costs not available at-the time the form and :final ‘order: are ‘submitted to the judge .
may be prov1ded to.the clerk. Note Title abstractors’ and: researchers should- refer to the ofﬁcml court order for =

. ]udgment details.
St . - o 10/24/2014
. 'Clrcmt Court Judoe o E Judge Code . Date

o 'CPFORVHCm e
SCCA SCRCP Form-4C (Rensed 312013) -




For Clerk of cour.t Office Use Only

'Tﬁiéjudom ent was entered on.24th of October 2014 and-a copy malled first class or placed-in the’ appropnate attornéy’s box on 24th
" of October 2014, 16 attomeys ofrecord or to. ‘parties (when appearing pro se) as follows: - . :

o Alexandér Guice P O Box 45062 Tarhpa, F,:L_A-33677 - E‘-r.in.IA,éig.h Hants}ké?O._Box.éSOOW Mt. Pleasant, SC 29465 -

. ATTORNEY(S) FOR_-TH-E,PLAI'NTI-FF(S)- | ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Beth A vCarr’igg/ mh.

: Cdﬁ:rt“R'e'port'er - S | o Betli A-.'v:'(':arr‘iog'-'Cierk-ofCourt

ADDITIO\‘AL IVFOR_\IATIOV REGARDIVG DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE l

' Thrs acuon camc to tnal or hearmo ‘before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decxsron rendered

CPFORM4Cm = -~
©* SCCA'SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 3:2013)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

‘COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

ALEXANDER GUICE,
Employee,
Appellant,
V.
US FOODSERVICE, INC.,
Employer,
and
ACE AMERICAN INSURANCE
COMPANY, c/0 GALLAGHER
BASSETT SERVICES, INC.,

Carrier,

Respondents.

The two files relate to the same subject.
contain common issues of law and fact,

~consolidated under Rule 42(a

Nl N et e et M N N N e e e e e S e N e e e e

OF THE ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

),

CASE NUMBERS:

SCRCP;

2013-CP-32-01272
2014-CP-32-00399

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER.
CONSOLIDATING THE FILES

37
L

"“(i

Ldy

3
ey F
130 u

Sy i
HE

Since they
the cases will be

and the appellant and

respondent are hereby notified that any objection to the

consolidation must be filed immediately.

The Clerk of

Court shall combine the files into Case Number 2013-CP-32-

01272.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

23" day of October,

Liddra st

Chief Judge for Admmxstratlve Purposes

asid
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" STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA . .~ °_JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

'COUNTY OF LEXINGTON R ' " CASE NUMBER ‘2014CP3200399' :
IN‘THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS R _ R
A]exander Guice \ ' _ - | US Foodservicelnc- - ACE Amencan o

Insurance Co’

PLAINTIFE(S) _ . DEFENDANT({S) .

R _ Attorney for: [_]Plaintiff [ ] Deféndant
_Submitted by:' i : T 1 O SelfRLesented Litigant .

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) -

g JURY VERDICT Thls acuon came before the court for a trial by jury. The i issues have been med and a verdict rendered
' DECISIOl\ BY THE COURT This action came to trial or hearmg before the court: The 1ssues have been tried or heard and a

O -decision rendered. [_] See Page 2.foradditional information.
[J ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): - il Rule 12(b) SCRCP . [:] Rule 4l(a) SCRCP (Vol Nonsun)
- [JRule43(k), SCRCP (Settled): - . O oer:
D ACTION. STRICKEN (CHECK REASON) 2 Rule 40()) SCRCP;’ [:l Banknlptcy; :
* [ 'Binding arbitration, subject to rlght to restore to confirm, vacate-or ’ I:l Other: _
" :modify arbitration award .
D “DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRC UIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BO\()

E » D Afﬁrmed D Reversed l:l Rcmanded [] Other:

- '-NOTE ATTORNEYS ARE RESPO\‘SlBLE FOR NOTIFYING- LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL OR- AD\AlNlSTRATlVE AGENCY OF THE 7
' . -CIRCUIL T COURT RULING IN-THIS APPEAL.. ’
IT IS ORDERED AND. ADJUDGED 0 Sce. attached ordex  (formal ordér to follow) 0 Sta(emem ofJudgmem by the Coun
ORDER INFORMATION
; T.hls or'der_ D ends [_] does not end the Case.
" Additional Information for the Clerk: _

l - o INFORMATION FOR THE, JUDG\'IEI\T I\IDE‘(
Complete tlus ‘section belou ‘when-the judUmEIlt affects title to- real or personal propertv or if. any amount should be enrolled If )
- there is no judgment mformatlon, indicate *N/A” in one of the boxes below: .

Judgment in Favorof = ) . Judgment Against : Judgvment;Amountr_'l:o be En}roll,ed' :
(L:st name(s)- belou) . (Llst name(s) below) . | . © {Listamount(s) below)

If 'apb_lica’ble-, deseribe the property, including tax map information and»ad'dres_s,jr_eferenced in t'h_e' order:

- The judgment information above has.been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained
- in this-form may be addressed by- way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procediire. Amounts to be computed .
.- such as interest or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge -
:may be provided to the clerk. Note: Tltle abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for

Judoment details.
s o A o 10/24/2014
~ B Clrcult Court Judoe . _ C : Judge Codc o Date

. '_CPFORM-lCm- S
"‘SCCA SC‘RCP Form4C (Rensed 3’20l3) -




’For Clerk of Courfbfﬁce Use Only

» ThlS Judgmem was entered on-24th of October 2014 and a copy mailed first class or placed in the approprmte attorney s box on24th . |
. of. October 2014, to- attomeys of record or o parties (when appearmo pro ‘se) as’ follom ‘ : '

Ale'xandei 'Guic’eP O Bo'x 45062' 'Tampa, FL33677 - Erin'Lei'gh Hiant'ske PO Box 650007 Mt. Pleasant, SC29465

"VA'TTO.RN}_SY(S')”FOR‘:THE’PLAIN."I‘IFF(S)’ o ' : ' A"lTORNEY(S) EOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Beth A Carrlgg/ mh

_'l'Co"rth'Reporte'r‘ o ) ‘ o .'B’e.th.A.fCarr'igO- Clerk of Court

ADDITIOVAL II\FORMATION REGARDING DECISIO\ BY lHE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1

ThlS actlon camc to tna] or hearmg before the court, The issues have been tried or heard and a de01510n rendered

" CPFORM#CH ™ - -
+ SCCA'SCREP Form4C (Ru!scd 3:2013)






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF coif?[ BE I
o ) OF THE ELEVENTH JUDICTIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON ) CASE NUMBERS: 2013-CP-32-01272
2014-CP-32-00399

ALEXANDER GUICE,
Employee,
Appellant,

v. ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

DESIGNATING CASES AS
US FOODSERVICE, INC., COMPLEX LITIGATION

Employer,
.and

ACE AMERTCAN INSURANCE
COMPANY, c/o GALLAGHER

BASSETT SERVICES, INC., F

Pk

Carrier, -
‘Respondents.

The extensive number of filings and issues raised justify designating these cases as
‘complex and assigning them to-one judge.

THEREFORE; IT IS ORDERED that these cases are designated as complex.

IT IS:-FURTHER ORDERED that the undersigned judge will hear and handle all pre-
trial motions and other matters pertaining to this case; and-conduct the hearings and any post-

trial proceedings in the Court of Common Pleas for Lexington County..

‘z;kéé;;;;,;jW,,>

Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes

23" day of October,



- . o - . FORM.4 )
- 'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA . L JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

‘COUNTY OF LEXINGTON . ' : : CASE NUMBER '2014CP3200399 .
" IN'THE'COURT OF COMMON PLEAS _ ' » - .
“Alexander Guice : _ US Foodservicelnc ~ ACE Amertcan

Insurance Co

PLAINTIFF(S) . DEFENDANT(S)
P o ' _ Attorney for [ Plainiff L] Défendant
- | Submitted by: 5 B S [[] Self-Represented. ngant
T . DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) -

’_modlfy arburatlon award,
.DISPOSITION OF APPEAL T O THE CIRCUIT COURI‘ (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX)

[:l Aff nned l:l Reversed: . [ Remanded o Other

’ l_—_l JURY. VERDICT Thrs actton came before the court for a tnal by} jury. The issues have bcen tried. and a verdxct rendered )

. l:l 'DECISION. BY THE COURT. This action came lo trial or heanng before the court The issues have been-tried or heard and a
decision renderéd: [} See Page 2 for additional mformanon .

- [0 "ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): - - - [JRule 12(b), SCRCP = D Rule 41(a) SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);

-~ [JRule 43(k), SCRCP (Settléd); : . [:] Other: -

* "1 ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [ Rule 40(G)SCRCP;" . (] Bankmptc%

" [ Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or - il Other

LU

. NOTE ATTORNEYS ARE RESPO\lSlBLE FOR \‘OTll‘YlVG LOWER COURT TR[BU\JAL OR ADMlNlSTRATlVl: AGENCY OF THE
CIRCUIT COURT RULIVG IN-THIS -APPEAL. " .
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED mE See attached order; (tonnal order to follow) 0 Statement ofludgmem by the Court:
ORDER lNFORMATIO\’
Thrs order l:| ends l:l does not end the case.-
Addmonal lnformanon for the.Clerk: .

i - o ' IVFORMAT]OV FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX _ =
Complcte this sectlon below when the Judoment affects title to. real-or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled If
there is no. Judgment information; indicate “N/A” in-one- of the boxes below. :

- Judgment in Favor of. P ~Judgment Against . i Judgment Amount To be Emolled

- (Listmame(s)below) . - ) _(List hame{(s) below) o (List amount(s) below)

EG fa_'pp'liCable, des_orlbe -tlte-prOpeﬁy, _includlrtg tax map information and address, referenced in the.order:

: The Judwment mformatton above has been provxded by the submitting party. Disputes.concerning the amounts contamed:
. inthis form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amotints to be computed
“such ‘as interest or additional taxable ‘costs not available at the time the form -and final order are submiifed-to: the judge
- may be provxded to the clerk. Noté: Tltle abstractors and rescarchers should refer to the ofﬁcml court order for'

.judoment detarls
R R : - 10/24/2014
» Clrcult Court.]udoe S _ . - Judge Codeé - ~ Date
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For Clerk of Cburt"Ofﬁee Use Onljf .
*“This Judoment was entered on 24th of October 2014, and i copy marled ﬁrst class or placed in the appropnate attomey 5 box on 24th

Cof October ’014 to: attomeys ofrecord or'to parties (when appearmo pro se) as’ follo“s ]

' .‘A‘lbx}inﬂer }Gﬁicéf O'Box45062' 4Ta"ri1p_a_r,-FL 33677 - Erin: Lexgh Hantske PO Box. 650007 Mt Pleasam S¢ 29465’1 ‘

. ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) = = o ATTOR‘\EY(S) FORTHE DEFENDA]\T(S)

Beth A Carngg/ mh

B Court Reporter I o _ S , o 7 Beth A Carn0g Clerk of Court
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é_lexand_er, Guice

- — 5.0, Box 13281
Tampa; FL 33681
Phone; (813):562:0547
Email: aleuice(@hotmail.cém-
November 15, 2014

The Honorable Beth A. Carrigg
Clerk of Court R
Lexington County

205 East Main Street

Lexington, South Carolina 29072

Re:  Alexander Guice v. US Foodservice, Inc., et al
Case No.: 2013-CP-32-1272 /2014-CP-32-399

Dear Ms. Carrigg:
Please find enclosed. an original and a copy of a Correspondence to the Honosable William P.
Keesley and a certificate of service in regard tothe above style caption. Please returiza stamped

copy to the undersigned. in the prepaid self-addressed envelope enclosed for your convenience.

By copy of this letter, T have provided the Respondents’ counsel of record, Erin L. Hantske, and
Judge Keesley, a copy of the same, via regulat mail and E-Mail with enélosures.

Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you for
your assistance in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Aiexﬁndjer Guice
Appellant, Pro Se

Cé¢:  FErin L. Hantske, Esq. (viareg. mail & E-Mail) )
The Honorable William P. Keesley (via reg. mail & E-Mail)



Alexan‘dg'r ‘Guiee

P.O.Box 13281

Tampa, FL 33681

‘Phone: (813):562:0547
Email: alguice@hotmail.com

o November 25, 2014
ViA E-MAIL & Reg. Wiail

The Honorable William. P. Keesley
Circuit. Court Judge
P-O Box 10
Edgefield, SC 29824-0010
Re: Alexander Guice v. U.S. Food Service, Inc. and ACE American Insurance

Company c/o Gallagher Bassett Services, Inc.
Appellate Case No.. 2013-CP-32-01272/2014-CP-32-00399

Judge Keesley:

Please be advised that the undérsigned Appellant and moving party in the above
referenced matter submits this.corresporidence seeking that you immediately set aside
all sua sponte Admiiniistrative Orders you-réridered in this matter 6n ‘October 23, 2014,
with prejudiee. The undersigned also respectfully advise that you immediately deny: the
Respondents’ frivolous ‘Motion to-Alter or Amend Circuit Court Order dated September
25. 2014” and immediately grant the undersigned's motion for sanctions. s

First, with respect to your-sua sponte Administrative Order(s) you.issued in this matter
on October 23. 2014, the orders were untimely: and therefore a nullity. In particular;
Rule 59(d), SCRCP, clearly establishes that “not later than 10 days” after thie entry of
judgment, a court of its own initiative may ordér a hew trial for any reason for which it
might have granted a new trial on Motion of a party. In the instant case, the circliit court
rendered its judgment on September 25, 2014, effectively reridering your October 23,
2014 administrative orders untimely, null and vaid,

Furthermore, your administrative order falsely-opines, on three (3). separate occasions,
that ihe parties have filed “motions for reconsideration” regarding the aforementioned
September 25, 2014 court ofder ‘when in fact, neither party has filed a motion for
recansideration with regards to the aforementioned September 25, 2014 court order. |t
is the undersigned’s opinion that you falsely opined that the parties filed “motions for
reconsideratiof’” in an attempt to legitimize your erroneous -and problematic
sdministrative orders. As such, your sua sponte administrative orders are untimely and
iherefore null and void. The undersigned’s position regarding your failure to comply:
with Rule 59(d), SCRCP and resulting invalidation of your administrative order(s)is
supported by established case law. See Heins v. Heins, 344 §.C. 146, 543 S.E.2d 224
(Ct. App. 2001) (ruling that; pursuant to Rule 59(e), SCRCP, a family court judge does
not have the authority to alter or amend a.judgment, sua sponte, once thé judgment is
more than 10-days-old). ‘



Second, your sua sponte administrative orders issued in this-matter on O¢tober 23,
2014 effectively and unlawfully reversed the September 25, 2014 Circuit Court Order
issued by the Honorable Brian M. Gibbons. (“Judge Gibbons”). Itis well settied in South
Carolina that one judge may not overrule another judge of the-same court. Charleston
County Dep’t of Social Services V. Father, Stepmother, and Mother. 317 S.C. 283, 288,
454 Sf.E.Q‘Jd~307, 310(1995); see.also Tisdale v. Américan Life Ins. Co., 216S.C. 10,
13, 56 S.E.2d 580, 581 (1949) (holding that it is. “axiomatic” that a Circuit Judge does
not have the power to-reverse the ruling of another Circuit Judge), Dinkins v. Robbins;
203 $.C. 199, 202, 26 S.E.2d 689, 690 (1943) (“The rule is'well settied that the. prior
order of one Circuit Judge-may not be modified by the subsequent order of another
Circuit Judge, except in-cases: when.the right to do-so has been reserved to the
succeeding Judge, when itis allowed by rule of court-or statute, or when the
subseduent order does ot alter or substantially affect the ruling or-decision represented

by the previous.order.”); see also.Dinkins, 203 S.C. at 203, 26 S.E.2d at 690 (reversing

order of Circuit Judge because it substantially altered a previous order of another Circuit
- Judge despite finding.that the, order would have otherwise been “fully wartanted”); see
also Futch v. McAllister Towing of Georgefown, Inc., 335 $.C. 598, 613, 518 S.E.2d
591, 598 (1999) (noting that an appellate court need not address remaining.issues
when a prior issue is dispositive).

As you know, Judge Gibbons GRANTED “all particulars” set forth inthe undersigned’s
“Motion for New Trial”, pursuant to the September 25, 2014 Court Order. As such, this
mafter has.been properly disposed.

Third, the undersigned-would direct your aftention to the Responiderit’s “Motion to Alter
or Amend Circuit Court Order dated September 25, 2014 filed by Attorney Hantske, on
behalf of the Respondents, on or around October 16, 2014. I particular, Attorney
Hantske asserted Rule 59(d), SCRCP, in support of the motion. Furthermore, Attorney
Hantske merely requested.a “clarification” regarding the first-finding as contained in the
September 25, 2014 Court Order, and nothing more. it is the:undersignéd’s opinion
that the motion filed by Attorney Hantske was frivolous,.and a further attempt to
legitimize your problematic and efroneous administrative orders: you rendered on
October 23, 2014. Additionally, Rule 3.1, RPC, Rule 407, SCACR, clearly establishes
that a lawyer*,..shall not bring or defend-a proceeding, orassert.or controvert an issue
therein, unless there is a basis in law and fact for doing s6 that is not frivolous...” See In
re James, 267 S.C. 474,229 S.E.2d 594 (1 976).

As an attorney, Ms. Hantske certainly is aware, or should reasonably be aware, of the
clearly expressed intent of the September 25 2014 Court Order, particularly, as
previously stated, wherein Judge Gibbons GRANTED “all particulars’ set forth in'the
Viction for New Trial.

Finally, your failure to take prompt appropriate actions on the pending motions.in this
matter is unreasonable. The Court was provided the response from Judge Gibbons
dated October 29, 2014 and received by the Court on November 6, 2014 wherein Judge

Gibbons declined to adjudicate the pending motions due to fecusal. Neither party has



requested oral arguments with regards to the adjudication of the “Motion to Alter or
Amend?, “Motion for Sanctions”, and “Motion in Objection to Administrative Order®. Still
further, Rule 74, SCRCP, clearly establishes that « . pricrity: shall be given to the
hearing and disposition of such appeals in accordance with 1aw’. Attorney Hantske has.
declined to file a responsive pleading to the “Motion for Sanctions’, has.declined to filea
Reply to the “Motion to Alter or Amend Circuit Court Order dated September 25, 2014’
and. it would be untimely if Attorney Hantske attemptéd to do so at this point. The
undersigned respectfully doubts that Attorney Hantske shall be filing a responsive
pleading to the “Motion in Objection to Administrative Order”. As such, you have an
adjudicative-and ministerial duty, respectfully, pursuant to Cannon 3, CJC, Rule 501,

SCACR, to dispose this matter promptly, -efficiently and fairly.

in closing, the undersignedprevailed in the above referéncéed action on September 25;
2014, All issues have been resolved. All previous decisions in-this matter have been
set aside. The undersigned’s employment has beén reinstated. Attorngy Hantske must
comply with R.:67-506D of the Act and must immediately release all urilawfully withheld
terporary total cémpensation payments plus 25% interest effective December 4, 2005
{o date, to the.undérsigned. Everyday Attorney Hantske: and the Respondents are
allowed to.continue depriving the undersigned-out of entitied employment, entitled
access to health benefits and-compensation payments, respectively, secured by the
unidersigned pursuant to the-September 25, 2014 Court Order of Judge-Gibbens, shall
be an additional day the undersigned injured worker is-forced to cortinue to endure
“harsh and incongruous’ results, not because of the actions of the Respondents, but
due 1o a direct résult of your actions while acting in the official capacity and scope as
the fair and impartial presiding judicial officer in this matter. Pursuant to Canhon 3B(8),
CJC, Rule 501, SCACR, your immediate attention and response to this correspondence
is requested and. appreciated.

\/egy truly. yours,

A|exaﬁdér' Guice
Appellant/Claimant, Pro-Se

lag

Ce:  The Honorable Beth A. Carrigg (via-e-mail & reg. mail)
Erin L. Hantske, Esq. (via e-mail & reg. tmatl)




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 3} IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
y ELEVENTH JUBICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON } Civil Action No. 2014-CP-32-00399
) - 2013-CP-32-01272
)
Alexander Guice, )
Employee, Claimant, )
Appellant, )
)
Versus )
) Certificate of Service
US Foodservice, Inc., and Ace American )
Insurance Company, c/o Gallagher Bassett. )
Services, Inc., )
Employer AND Carrier, )
Respondents )
)

13 HEREBY CERTIFY that I provided a copy of correspondence to the Honorable William P.
Keesley aiid a certificate of service, via Electronic Mail, and regular mail, by depositing a copy
of the same in.the US Postal Service on November 25 % 2014 with sufficient postage affixed on

the parties listed below.

el =
Alexander Guice

Post Office Box 13281
Tampa, Florida 33681
Phone: (813) 562-0547
Appellant, Pro Se

Signed this ZSﬂ‘ Day of November, 2014

COPIES SENT TC:

Erin L. Hantske, Esquire.
Post Office Box 650007
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29465

The Honorable William P. Keesley

Circuit Court Judge
Post Officé Box 10

Edgefield, South Carolina 29824-0010

Clerk of Couit
205 Fast Main Street
Lexington, SC29072



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

RECEIVE])
APPEAL FROM LEXINGTON COUNTY

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS DEC 0 8 2014

Thomas A. Russo, Circuit Court Judg%CCOUﬁOprpeaIS
Circuit Case No. 2013-CP-32-01272

Appellate Case No. 2013-002491

B1eXanNdeT GUICE, st ssssss s sssssssses st ssssns .Appellant,
V.

US Foodservice, Inc., and Ace American Insurance

Company c/o Gallagher Bassett Service, Inc.,... .Respondents.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I HEREBY DO CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing
Petition for Rehearing was provided to the attorney of
record for the Respondents by depositing a copy of the same
in the U.S. Postal Service, via Priority Mail, with
sufficient postage affixed and addressed to: Erin L.

Hantske, Esqg. P.O. Box 650007 Mt. Pleasant, SC 29465 on

this 1°° day of December, 2014. —fl;eqﬁ[kgéi;r____'

Alexander Guice
P.0O. Box 13281
Tampa, FL 33681
(813) 562-0547
Appellant, Pro Se




Alexander Guice

P.O. Box 13281
glURd. ’ L 3GSh

December 1, 2014

VIA PRIORITY MAIL DEC 0 8 2014
The Honorable Jenny A. Kitchings SG Court of Appeals
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629
Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re:  Alexander Guice v. U.S. Food Service, Inc., et al
Appellate Case No. 2013-002941

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Please find enclosed an original and seven (7) copies of a ‘Petition for Rehearing’ with
attachments, and a proof of service. Please also find enclosed a $25.00 money order regarding
the filing fee. Please forward to the appropriate individual for filing and return a date stamped
copy of the same to the Appellant in the prepaid self-addressed envelope enclosed for your
convenience.

By copy of this letter the Respondents, through the Respondents’ counsel of record, has been
served a copy of the same via priority mail with enclosures.

Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you for
your assistance in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Alexander Guice
Appellant, Pro Se

IAG
Enclosures:  As stated

cC: Erin L. Hantske, Esq. (via Priority mail w/encl.)



