= JOSEPH TODD ROWLAND
#290065 WANDO B-239
LIEBER C.I. P.O. BOX 205
RIDGEVILLE, S.C. 29472

IN RE: CASE 2017-0002108 RECEIVED
FEB 0 8 2018
TO: THE S.C. SUPREME COURT, '8.C. SUPREME COURT

PLEASE SEE THAT THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT IS FILED WITHIN
THE ABOVE CAPTIONED MATTER. FOR THIS I WOULD BE GRATEFUL.

RESPECTFULLY,
JOSEPH TODD ROWLAND

FEBRUARY 2, 2018



IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE SUPREME COURT
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APPEAL FROM THE S.C., COURT OF APPEALS

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2014-0001051 RECEIVED
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APPELLATE CASE NO. 2017-0002108
=oceoosooos mooomooos '8.C. SUPREME COURT

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

RESPONDENT(S)

Vs.

JOSEPH TODD ROWLAND,

PETITIONER(S)
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AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE
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I, JOSEPH T. ROWLAND, DO HEREBY CERTIFY, THAT I HAVE MAILED

AND OR SERVED A COPY OF AN AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS GIVING JUDICIAL
NOTICE; AND MOTION TO MOTION THEREFOR, ON THE S.C. SUPREME COURT
P.O. BOX 11330 COLA., S.C. 29211 AND THE S.C. ATTORNEY GENERAL
P.0. BOX 11549 COLA., S.C. 29211, BY U.S. MAIL, POSTAGE PREPAID,
BY DEPOSITING IT IN THE INSTITUTION MAILBOX ON FEBRUARY 2, 2018.

RESPECTFULLY,
JOSEPH TODD ROWLAND

FEBRUARY 2, 2018 7 Lo
' /?ézzafi;-—“’¢7
1-0f-3



IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE SUPREME COQURT
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'8.C. SUPREME COURT

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

RESPONDENT(S)
Vs.

JOSEPH TODD ROWLAND,

PETITIONER(S)
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AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS GIVING JUDICIAL NOTICE; AND
MOTION TO MOTION THEREFOR
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TO: THE S.C. SUPREME COURT ET. AL.,

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL TO THE (4) GLOBAL THRONES GIVE
THE COURT AND PARTIES JUDICIAL NOTICE. THE RESPONDENT IN THIS
CASE IN HIS EGREGIOUS ACTS OF ABUSE OF COURT AND CONTEMPT FOR
JUDICIAL PROCESS, IS STILL CONSPIRING IN ACTS OF STATE INTERFER-
ENCE INVOLVING THE S.C. DEPT., OF CORRECTIONS, THEY ARE STILL
HINDERING AND OR IMPEDING, IN ACTS OF OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE,
OUR ABILITY TO FILE CRUCIAL COURT DOCUMENTS NEEDED TO BE FILED
IN OPPOSITION TO THE RESPONDENT'S MOTION TO DISMISS THIS CASE.
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WE OBJECT. LAST WEEK THEY WERE SELECTIVE IN THEIR COPYING AND
ONLY COPIED ABOUT (2) OF THE DOCUMENTS NEEDED TO BE FILED IN-
FORMING US THAT THEY WOULD MAKE COPIES OF THE REMAINDER OF THE
DOCUMENTS SOUGHT FILED ON FEBRUARY 1, 2018, THAT DATE CAME AND
THEY ONLY MADE ONE COPY OF A PARTICULAR DOCUMENT WE SOUGHT COPIED
OMITTING (5) PAGES CREATING AN INABILITY FOR US TO SEND THIS

ONE DOCUMENT INTO THE COURT, DUE TO IT BEING AN INCOMPLETE DOCU-
MENT. WE WERE THEN INFORMED BY OFFICER MEGGETT THAT WE HAD TO
WAIT UNTIL FEBRUARY 8, 2018 JUST TO GET COPIED THE (5) PAGES

SHE OMITTED AND TO POTENTIALLY HAVE THE OTHER DOCUMENTS WE SOUGHT
COPIED DONE WHEREUPON THEY WOULD BE SENT TO THE COURT. OFFICER
MEGGETT HAS REPEATEDLY WORKED WITH THE RESPONDENT IN EFFORTS

TO IMPEDE, HINDER AND OBSTRUCT US IN BEING IN COMPLIANCE TO

THE DEMANDS OF THE COURT WHICH IS WHY THE INJUNCTION IS ALSO
SOUGHT BEFORE THIS COURT. I GIVE THE COURT NOTICE THAT DUE TO
THIS CONTINUAL STATE INTERFERENCE WHICH THE RESPONDENT HAS CON-
SISTENTLY INVOLVED HIMSELF IN. I DO NOT WAIVE THE RIGHT TO HAVE
THESE DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED AND REVIEWED BY THE S.C. SUPREME COURT
AS IT PERTAINS TO THESE EXHIBITS, BEFORE ANY DETERMINATION IS
MADE WITHIN THIS CASE. I MOTION THAT THE RESPONDENT BE REPRI-
MANDED AND HE BE REQUIRED TO INFORM S.C.D.C. TO MAKE ALL NEEDED
COPIES IMMEDIATELY, NOT HERE A LITTLE, THERE A LITTLE TO ALLOW
US TO COMPLETE THESE PLEADINGS. I OBJECT TO THIS ABUSIVE, CON-
TEMPTUOUS NON REPENTANT BEHAVIOR AND SEEK THAT THIS BE RECTIFIED
IMMEDIATELY. ALSO ON FEBRUARY 2, 2018 WE ARE SUBJECTED TO AN
INSTITUTION LOCKDOWN DUE TO FLU EPIDEMIC. THIS TOO, MAY CAUSE

A SLIGHT DELAY IN FILING THE EXHIBITS IN QUESTION UNTIL WE ARE
LET UP TO MAKE THOSE NEEDED COPIES. THUS, WE SEEK THE SUPREME
COURT'S PATIENCE IN THIS REGARD THESE BEING CIRCUMSTANCES BEYOND
MY CONTROL POTENTIALLY INVOLVING THE RESPONDENT CREATING STATE
INTERFERENCE,

RESPECTFULLY,
JOSEPH TODD ROWLAND
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FEBRUARY 2, 2018
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