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COMES NOW, Ronald J. Ferguson, pro-se, and moves of this Court for reinstatement of the

above appeal or in the alternative a final order|granting leave to petition the South Carolina Supreme
Court for a writ of certiorary. '

The grounds for this motion are as follows:

The appeal was taken from an order of|the Master-in-Equity, County of Greenville, following
the consolidation of three actions (2013CP230]1715, 2013CP2301810 and 2013CP23031 79) in
contravention of 28 USC 1446(d).
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In the underlying litigation Plaintiff in 2013CP2301 715 is alleging the defendants are
responsible for damages under the doctrine of respondeat superior.

Defendants in 2013CP2301715 sought&dlscovery pursuant to SCRCP, Rules 26 and 45, and
consistent with S.C. Code 15-38-15(d).
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A party (Defendants, a state licensed contractor performing work pursuant to contract in 3179)

liable under S.C. Code 15-38-15 objected to the discovery, and was joined in such by Plaintiffs in
1715

The South Carolina Supreme Court has ruled in multiple cases that when a lower court or

counsel prevents a party from exercising due diligence in discovery renders such judgment invalid as
preventing substantive due process.

The South Carolina Court of Appeals rendered another of their inept and short sighted
judgments which are inconsistent with the State Supreme Court and United States Court precedents.

In yet another example of conflicting rﬁles, the South Carolina Supreme Court finds, “A
decision of the Court of Appeals is not final for the purpose of review by the Supreme Court until the
petition for rehearing or reinstatement has been acted on by the Court of Appeals.” Rule 242(c)

While Rule 221(c) provides, “The appellate court will not entertain petitions for rehearing on a
motion or petition unless the action of the court on the motion or petition has the effect of dismissing or
finally deciding a party's appeal.”

Wherefore, premises considered, the Court of Appeals should reinstate the appeal or issue an
Order granting leave to pursue Certiorari at the Supreme Court to address the conflicting opinions
between the two chambers.

Respectfully submitted,

¢ Ronald J. Ferguson
103 Mill Creek Road
Piedmont, SC 29673
(864) 509-0169
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify, that on this date, I served a copy of the Appellant's Petition for Rehearing or Reinstatement,
dated 02/09/2016 on Plaintiff's Attorney of record by

delivering it to him/her personally; or,

mailing it to him/her, at his/her last known address, by depositing it in the U.S. Mail, in an
envelope with sufficient postage affixed, addressed as follows; or,



__X__ mailing it to the address indicted by their counsel of record as follows: .

Nathan C. Farmer

Patterson & Associates, P.A.
1088 North Church Street
Greenville, SC 29601

Chace D. Campbell

Chace Campbell, P.A.
12 East Stone Avenue
Greenville, SC 29609

E. Zachary Horton

Brown, Massey, Evans, McLeod & Haynsworth, LLC

PO Box 2464

29602 : !

Brent M. Boyd
Timothy J. Newton
PO Box 6648
Columbia, SC 29260

This the 9" day of February, 2016.
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Ronald J. Ferguson



