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AFFIDAVIT



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ,
) AFFIDAVIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )

Personally came and appeared before me, Notary Public, C. Holmes, who upon being duly

sworn did depose and say the following:

a. I am the appellant and this affidavit is submitted in support of the amended notice of appeal and

in opposition to the return.

b. The appellant respectfully disputes pro se defendant’s return.

c. Specifically, written notice of entry of the March 14, 2017, order was postmarked March 16, 2017.
See attached copy of the postmark.

d. Written notice of entry of the March 14, 2017, order .was received on March 24, 2017.

e. Accordingly, the amended notice of appeal served and filed ou April 21, 2017, was timely.

f. In addition, the amended notice of appeal relates back to the original notice of appeal timely served.
g. Pursuant to Rule 203(b), (d), SCACR, serving and filing are two separate acts. Service herein was
timely thereby vesting jurisdiction in the appellate court. Toal et al, Appellate Practice in S.C., (2016),
p- 289.

h. Pursuant to Rule 263(b), SCACR, the filing of the notice of appeal may be extended. Pro se
defendants have acknowledged timely service of notice of appeal. There is no legal prejudice and pro
se defendants have claimed none. The return fails to even address new case law and controlling
precedent in Brooks. The appellant is prejudiced including, but not limited to, denial of State~ and
federal constitutional rights and denial of opportunity to establish pro se defendant’s violation of legal
interest. Brooks v. CCCID and OID, South Carolina Court of Appeals, decided February 15, 2017,

App. Case No. 2014-002477 (Remittitur sent March 3, 2017).



FURTHER THE AFFIANT SAITH NOT.
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Subscribed and sworn tQ before me,
Notary Public, this | day

of W\&»{\) 201677

A pabrlh Glndaver—

NOTARY PUBLIC

L f;NIy;éo‘mm'issi011 expires: L// LIL( Z 72/
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

J. Doe(CHolmes),

Plaintiff,
-Vs-

Manton Grier, James Y.
Becker, and Haynsworth
Sinkler Boyd, P.A., as
successor to Sinkler &
Boyd, P.A.

Defendants.

)JIN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
CASE NO.: 07-CP-10-1444 -

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

RECEIVE]S
MAY 117 2017

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) SC Court of Appeals
)

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was served on defendants’ counsel of

record on this date via USPS, postage pre-paid:

Mary Caskey

c/o HSB, PA

1201 Main St. - 22nd flr.
Columbia, SC 29201

Dated 5/ /. =
s

77

PO Box 187
S.I, SC 29482
843.883.3010
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