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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF SOUTH CAROLINA  8C SUPREME COURT

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2015 -000061
June 10;, 2015

Brenda G. Harmon, Pro Se’ / Appellant
V.

Joel E. Johnson, D.M.D. / Respondent

Petition for Writ of Certiorari under Rule 242,

Of The South Carolina ﬁpn_z.,{lwfcg.sCourt.

~

|, the above named appellant, have been victimized, scrutinized,
mangled as well as suffered for years by the above named Respondent.
| was granted the right to have a hearing, by Judge A. Lee, on August
15, 2014. The Respondent failed to appear. On January 6, 2015, a
hearing was held by Judge D. Benjamin. | was not informed of my rights
to continue the case if | was not satisfied with this decision. Distinction-
If for any reason | failed to appear at the first hearing, | would have lost
all rights to appeal.!!! | appealed the decision to the South Carolina
Court of Appeals, for which Judge Jasper Cureton denied the ‘
Respondent request to dismiss, leaving the opportunity for me, the

- appellant to continue her case for trial by Jury, for which I request that



this case be heard. However, from the Respondent’s continuing
request that this case be dis-missed, | received another letter from the
same Judge, Jasper Cureton, that my case was being dismissed. The
State of South Carolina Supreme Court ruled, Vicki L. Wilkinson,
Appellant, v. East Cooper Community Hospital, Inc., d/b/a East Cooper
Regional Medical Center, Carolina Plastic Surgery Institute, P.A., and
Thomas X. Hahm, M. D., Respondents. Opinion no. 27423, heard May
20, 2014. “When a plaintiff is not given the opportunity to file and
serve an amended complaint, but is left with no choice to appeal after
dismissal may modify the lower court’s order to find the dismissal is
without prejudice.” “Finally, such an interpretation is consistent with
the Court’s decision to permit medical malpractice cases to proceed on
the merits rather than to affirm unwarranted dismissals based on
technical non compliance with the medical malpractice statues.” See
Ross v. Waccamaw Cmty. Hosp., 404 S. C. 56, 744 S. E. 2d 547 (2013)
(concluding that failure to timely complete the pre the pre-litigation
mediation process as required by section 15-79-125 does not divest the
trial court of subject matter jurisdiction or mandate dismissal).

This Court is saying to me that there is nothing to be done in a court of
law for my suffering.- When the system change, in this state about &
one’s color, regardless of another’s status and give JUSTICE, when
there is reason for JUSTICE to be given, this State would be the greatess
of all states in the union. This, | have no doubt in my mind that this
happened. | am a black female, pass the age of fifty, knowing that the
Respondenlt._d‘é@gn’t,care, Itis evident that th&sﬂ?m for J(US]'QICE, T A
My veliat Unpt “511\0\)@’51‘%5‘)1( (.Y other Jﬁ?e?o S differtht
color, Yow Long does i Xae Ao e (outo wrill (o nehinua 0 ﬁjg )Q
A voleny Weir me\.ﬁw\‘:\vvup\u} bedmuse 85 WA 4 Mans Colac!
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Certificate of Service

June 3, 2016

Brenda G. Harmon, Appellant, Pro Se’
V.

Joel E. Johnson, D.M.D, Respondent

I, the above named Appellant, duly swears to the South Carolina
Supreme Court that | have served the proper papers for which is
needed for me to summon the Supreme Court.

BrendaG Harmon, Appellant Pro Se’
@ne 1%, 201 AT IV



Attorney; Kelli Sullivan, Esq.
1303 Blanding Street
Columbia, S. C. 29201
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