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JAMES B. SPENCER
BOX 183 RE CEI VED
7001 SAINT ANDREWS ROAD
COLUMBIA, SC 29212 ~ AUG 30 2015

(803) 414-0889 S C C
ourt of A
August 30, 2016 Ppeals

Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
South Carolina Court of Appeals
1229 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201
Sent Via Courier

Re: Rakowsky v. Falgione, LLC, Spencer, Holt, et al,
Case No: 2014-002029

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Concurrently with the filing of this letter and six copies for the court, is the filing of
the Joint Amended Record. This Joint Amended Record was facilitated by Ms.
Ballard suppling documents Appellants had been asking for on August 18, 2016.
The Appellants, in an effort to avoid further delays, have ignored the addition of
documents by Ms. Ballard that were not in her designations. However, the

. Appellants maintain their objection to the inclusion of the “expert report” by Mara

Ballard (ROA pgs. 225-370) as all discovery required under Rule 26 was denied by
the Court rendering this document as inadmissible hearsay.

Appellants cannot locate “the Form 4 order dated December 30, 2014” requested by
Ms. Ballard. The Clerk of Court’s Office does not have a record of its existence, as
the case disposition date was 12/23/2014. As you know, Appellants have requested
a copy of this letter from Ms. Ballard, Ms. Ballard has not responded in any manner
to Appellants multiple request for assistance on this document. Therefore, we have
to move forward as further delay is unwarranted and Ms. Ballard can file this
document if she locates it as a supplement.

Respondent wanted documents with stray markings a natural occurrence over the
years and highlighting on the original filings by the Appellants removed as Ms. Desa
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Ballard claimed it made it hard to read. Appellant has been able to make more
readable documents submitted by the Appellants by removing highlighting, which
was on the original filed documents, where it could conceivably cause a greater
effort to read. However, the documents originally filed with markings for emphasis
(1.e. boxed in areas) were left as originally filed with the Court. Furthermore, Ms.
Desa Ballard asked for Appellants to edit her documents she submitted to the Court,
mainly the “expert report” by Mara Ballard, (See ROA pages 234, 235, 243, 251,
252, 254, 263, 308, 321, 322, 349, 350, 351, 352, 353, 359, 360, 361). The
Appellants were not able to change those filings, as it would be editing Respondents
filings that is against the rules.

Appellants have enclosed the original and six copies of this letter.

Thank you very much.

Yours truly,
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Michdel G. Sibnick, M.DY J.D., Lo

3 Kenilworth Avenue

Charleston, S.C. 29403

Phone: (843) 789-3504

Fax: (843) 720-8907

Email: michael.g.sribnickmdjdllc@gmail.com
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James B. S/enéer Pro Se
Box 183

7001 Saint Andrews Road
Columbia, SC 29212

Ce:
Desa Ballard, Esquire
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