IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT

Mamie Jackson v. South Carolina Court of Appeals,

Clerk of Court of the South Carolina Court ofs:&%pségfﬁﬂfﬁmww-
Kitchings

South Carolina Indigent Defense

Judicial Grievances

Richland County Magistrate Stroman

In RE: Mamie Jackson v. Haiyan Lin, et al, 14-CP-40-7467
Appellate Case No. 2015-001696

Mamie Jackson v. City of Cayce RECEWED

Appellate Case No. 2015-002113
Mamie Jackson v. City of Columbia JAN 30 2017

Appellate Case No. 2015-002332 SC Court of Appeals
APPEAL AND MOTIO‘N FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL

There appears a pattern of discrimination in the South Carolina court system that
limits the participation of the appellant Mamie Jackson based on the refusal of
judges, and court personne! to treat me with equal access to the court system and
to be treated equally as all other members of the bar. | believe that is because of
my race and that | am pro se. The basic standards of law are ignored, for instance
the original order has not been signed, only initialed, and never been clocked in.
Circuit Court judges have refused to recognize that | have a right to a clocked in
order for it to be legal.

The Magistrate Court, the Richland County Circuit Court judges refuse to rule in
my favor based on the court system’s biasness against me even thou | have the
rule of law on my side. ‘

The Appellant meets all the standards of law for appellate indigence defense to
represent me but they and S.C. Court of Appeals have denied me my rights under
the law.

‘Would ask the court to order all parties to cease and desist this discrimination

treatment and to order all court personnel to comply with state law and court

. procedures.



Columbia, South Carolina

January 30, 2017

Mamie Jackson
P. 0. Box 1011
Columbia, SC 29202-1011
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The South Carvolina Court of ppeals

City of Cayce, Respondent, RE (CEWED

. V.

o JAN 30 201
Mamie Jackson, Appellant. G QOLm of Appea\s

Appellate Case No. 2015-002113

ORDER

Appellant has filed a motion requesting that this court review Chief Judge
Lockemy's order of November 22, 2016, which denied Appellant's request for
appointed counsel and required Appellant to serve and file her initial brief and
designation of matter within ten days. We construe Appellant's motion as a
petition for rehearing. Because the November 22, 2016 order did not have the
effect of dismissing or finally deciding this appeal, we decline to entertain
Appellant's petition. See Rule 240(i), SCACR ("This court will not entertain
petitions for rehearing on a motion or a petition unless the action of the court on a
motion or petition has the effect of dismissing or finally deciding a party's

appeal.").

Appellant has not served or filed her initial brief or designation of matter as
required by the November 22, 2016 order. Appellant shall serve and file her initial
brief and designation of matter within ten days of this order or thlS appeal may be

dismissed.
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