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MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

'l'he Appellant respectfully requests that the Honorable Supreme Court of

South Carolma grant oertloran to oonsxder the declslon of the South Carolma Court
Doof Appeals of August 0 3rd. 2016 affirming the trial courl Appellant avers thal

the Petition for Rehearmg was made and finally ruled an by the Court of Appeals

- ‘on October erd 2016

QUEST!ONS PRESENTED

‘Appeflant avers that the Honorable Court of Appeals did not adequately

consider the following issues.

& AT -

1. ThlS appeal started vmth Judge Doyet A Early il setting on the srgned order and the Appellant
Had to request for an extention and that’s when the appellant found out that Elizabeth Carter

Was trammg anew case worker 1 met her once | believe they calted her Ella she was gomg to- handle

My Appeal.




20 On September 24t 2014 the petmoner recei\hledﬁaletter from the Court of Appeals requestmg

That the petitioner within 10.days order the transcript. The Petitioner sent a letter to the Court

Reporter Bethame Crepon The petmoner received a letter from the Court of Appeals dated

October 6® 2014 it stated that the appellant needed to tum T a copy of the order for the transcnpt

To the Court Admmlstratlon Office and the.petmoner hand delivered a copy of the order for. the
Transcript and asked the lady‘at_ the desk how long before the appellant shall hear from the court -
Reporter it was already past 10 days, and the lady at the desk said that the court reporter had up
To 60 days to contact me regarding the transcript and that their urould be a fee involved before |
Could receive the transcript.

On December 11t 2014 the petitioner received a letter from the court of Apppeals to advise the -
Court Administration within 10 days the status of the tr_ansc‘rip,t. 1 got the court reporters phone No.
" From the Court Administrations Office and called Bethanie Crepon, and she said that she never did -
Receive the Appellants request for the transcript and that she wouldn’t charge me for the transcript

And that Appelant could meet her at the Barnwell Courthouse and she could hand deliver it to -me.
Bethanie Crepon said that she was to contact me within 10 days, but if the appellant doesn’t hear
From her than the appellant needs to contact her.
3. On-March 15" 2015 the Appellant turned in his Final Brief, but he never did receive a Final Brief
l=rom the defendants and on April 13% 2015 he received a motion to correct the Record on Appeal
From the defendants. The defendants had two weeks to review the Record on Appeal before the
Appellant turned in his Final Elriefs. The Appelant received a letter from the Court of Appeals that a
Decision would be made in this matter.-On June 6% 2015 the Appellant received a letter dated June
3'2015 giving the Appellant within 10 days that the Appellant .shall serve and file a supplemental

Record on Appeal. | never heard from the Court of Appeals again and | finally did receive a Final

Brief from the Defendants on June 25 2015.

. 4 The petltloner called the Court of Appeals because their was no more corresoondence and the

- Petlt:oner found out that tne Ella the Case worker assngned to the appella‘nts ¢ase had be
Termmated and no reason was given and Elizabeth Carter sald that we would be preparing to
Start the oral arguments and | never heard again from Ellzabeth Carter and the Appellant finally
Received a letter from the Court'Appeals in De.cember stating that this would be d,ecided without

Oral areuments and | knew what this ment.



- STATEMENT OF THE CASE

—Thts—ease~arose—out—of—the—untawfuri—setzure‘éf*l89‘gbats
from: the petitxener Cantrells preperty on may 19 2005. The
se1zure of the geats by Aikea CQunty Anxlal Contrel was.
effected. persuent to: a senrea varrent autherizing sane date
May 19 2005 ltgned‘by'kiken CGunty uadgestrate Cherlec T.
Carter, 1seued pureeuant to S c Code 4/-1-150.' _

| The petitioner veteralrial Dr. Lxea Hendy wasnt motified
abeut thte gntter until erter the seizure ef the Petitioner
Caatrells geete. Dr.Handy ca-e to lr.-Caatrells residence

and 1nfer-ed hil;that Aniaal ceatrol had violated every rule

:Dr. Handy. e&id their -ult llwayerhefa“veternarxan xnvelveé
'helere Aainai Contrei cta de lnyth;ng ead there 'lll't.

and eecendly lf there ie s problen they helf te iaeue a
'arniag and give t;ne te correct aay problonl end they aidmn°’t
and f1nally their is no . sutch thias has uasanxtary coaaltxsla

for Geate. Coue and Pige. and it they had fellowed their own

preceduree th;s weuld heve never nappeaed.




: ARGUMENT

The petitxone:>@x. u.a.rell has filed this civii.

compiaini for the ¢~lxd tine. The petltloner hasn' t
bgen given and opertunlty o{-a gair appeal because of
thé gaéas}tha;_giken County andAthe 4ppeais court is
pbnducting to‘sfop him from from:réc§iying,agiggﬁsr'
appeal. T A |

1. The first appeal involved partxal holp by the
petitioner Cantrells lawyer Michael Cheiser who falled
to help help him w1th the eutstandxag matter and
reinstate the case within 10 days’ liko he was pald to
de by the petitioner. Michael Chqggpr did help start
the aﬁpea;.p;chgs {:pn'Judge Earlys decision of ”
:dismiééiﬁg his caap;aiét againat Judge Charles T.
Carter, who had his own lawyer at that fise.

In the appeals Court hhe potttienor case was'assig.
te Elizaboth Carter whe lill.d the Petitienmer by tellxag
him that were emly cenloraod about Judgquartor right
new and not the other dofoadamts. B
2, Tﬁe.socend appeal was alse froa Judge Earlys decision
and th§ petitienor Canfnells lawyor mi;p§§140hessar said
that he would do the whole appeal fer cash but he did‘amt
want his BANS ;ftqched; The case worker was Elizab.th
Cartir agail. Elizabeth Cartir and the petitiomer lawyor;
Michael Chezser were playing games threugheut«tho whele
appeal with eréoring the: transcrzpt the fact 13 michaol
Chesser nesver did erdor the transcript uatil evor 120
- days imte the appeal and finaly the pttitxencr weat te

See Elizabeth Carter abeut-tho situatien amd she called
5

K



nichael.Chossor amd teld him te get out ef the appeal
before you are held 11ab1e and he drepsd. the appeal in
.the petitioner Camtrells lap amd said he was threugh,
aad the pofitionor hgd‘to hurry tq.got ooeethilg in on
time, . _ | - |
.3;. The third appeal thae pestitiemer did himself and fer
the third time Judge Early threw it ewt, amd. for the
the third time it was assigmed to Elizabeth corter of -
the CQurt'ef Aipealc so the potitianor complained teo
Menicaltheir supsrviser. - | ‘
The petitiomer had te file witheut the signed order
bcoauso~Judge Early aat em the order fer over 30 days
and the petit@eaer had to pay for an extention.Aftor.
reséving the eigeed.order they assighed a mew case |
worker a yeung black lady I was told that her Rame was
Ella but Elizabeth Carter was training her.
| The petitioner was"told to order -the transcript within
10 oays and he did, he-receivedral letter }hat said'that
he needed to deliver a copie of the transcript orderd
to the Appeals Court of Admlnlstratlon and he did. Ehe
petitioner asked the lady at the desk how long before I
hear from the Court Reporter and she said that the Court
reporfer had up to 60 days to contact the petitioner.
. About December 13 the petltloner recelved a letter from
the Court of Appeals in recuards to. theTTranscrlpt .
The petitioner called the Admlnlstratlon Offlcer and

got: the. Court reporters phone no. her name was Bethanle

Crepon..she told the petitioner that she had neyer received




his request for the transcript and that If the petitioner
didn't hear from the Court Reporter within 10 days that he
was suposto contact her but I told her that i wemt to t;he
éourt Adminiétration Officé‘aﬁd %glked with them and that
is whé the Court Reporter reports to. The Court reporter
said that she_was going to let me have the‘transcript without
charge Because of the situation and that she-would have-it |
at the Barnwell~Courf house thét week for me-to pick up.
Their was a lot of corespondance form the court of-Appeals
telling me to correct the heading and informing the next
‘step and I belive the new case worker was doihg her job
by helping me in the appeal from some things that wher
taking place,that I didn't know about.ﬁJItiilf#wg ;x; S
;ixAﬁtgrﬁtheglnitgleﬁriéﬁs;Weréiih»all core5pond5n§é stoped
I fouhd out later that the betitioner Cantrells case worker
‘had been terminated with no reason I think that she knew
what was going on in the Appeals court and they hadn't
-planed for the petitioner to go any further than the
transcript; and they were going to throw out'the appeal..
The petitioner turned in.the Record ON.Appeal two weeks
before the Final Briefs were dpe and the Petitioner turned
his Final Brief in on tome but it was 10 days later that
the defendants made a motion o correct the record'on
AppeallThe petitoner received a letter stating that a
decision'ﬁould be made concerning this Qattep.;The petitnef
received a letter giving him 10 days to dq a supplemental
Record on Appeal which heAdid on time. It was in late June
when the.betitioner finally received the defendants Final

Brief., The petitioner called Elizabeth Carter in July in
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reguards to the appeal and Elizabeth Carter said that we

were preparing to do oral arguments, the petitioner didn't
hear from the g¢ourt of Appeals ti;l December a lettér that
stated that this would be decided without oral arguments..

the petitioner knew that it was going in the defendants

favior again.

October 22nd 2016 Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Rd.
Aiken S.C, 29805
(803 215-4747)
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~ PROOF OF SERVICE

ICarlton E. Cantrell the petitioner do hereby certify .~
that on October:24th 2016 I-hand délivered 6 .copies and -the
original of .the pétition for Writ®of Centorari ‘and Memorandum
.in:SUpportQQf'Petition;for<Writ'df%déﬁﬁiéfaﬁiTandatwo-COppies
of Appendix to Record of Appeal on:the Supréme -Court iof South
Carolina. I also-mdileéd’a copie of the Petition for Writ of
Centoraal and Memorandum in Skpport of Petition for Writ of

- Gentorari-by-U.S. Mail, to-the defendants. = .~ .-
_ Mr Daniel Clifton Plyler . S S )
Fooem e -RO-Box 8568 . o e il L
' Columbia. SC. 29202-8568 - - S

e T T - Cariton E. '
e .~ 223 Muddy Branch Road
o . AIKEN, SC 29805
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Plaintiff/Petitioner




