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SC Appellate Court : ;
P.O. Box 11629 RECEIVED
Columbia, SC 29211
FEB 20 2019

"RE: Appellate Supplemental Brief SC COUI’t OfAPP'ealS

Appellate Case No.: 2016-001715

"ATTENTION", HONORABLE CLERK,

Enclosed, please find Appellate Supplemental Brief To Amend
Appellate's Brief. Reason being Appellant has discovered
.additional ground(s) and issue(s). However, after both further
reviewal and research Appellant has discovered the following
issue(s) are relevant to said brief.

I thank you for your prompt and professional attention in regards
of request.

Sincerelyhu,//£2¥i EE?QQLP

Mark L. Blake, Jr. 368687
386 Redemption Way
McCormick, SC 29899




FOR THE 8TH GROUND

8. Did the trial court err by scheduling and holding trial on
a non-jury date based on §14-5-7407 '

FOR THE 9TH GROUND

9. Did the trial court éerr by lacking subject matter
jurisdiction S.C. CONST. ARTICLE. 5§4 Subsection (E) ?



(8)
QUESTION PRESENTED

Did the trial court err by scheduling and holding trial on a
non-jury date based on §14-5-740 ?

ARGUMENT

. Yes the lower court committed error because based on §14-5-740
S.C. CODE OF LAWS the second Monday in July for 3 weeks trial
by jury shall be held. However the 3 week mark ended on the

1st Monday of August 2016 and therefore the Trialing proceedings
of both August 8th and 9th of 2016 were illegal.



(9)

QUESTION PRESENTED

pid the trialAcouft err by lacking subject matter jurisdiction

S.C. CONST. ARTICLE. 58§11 based on breaching S.C. CONST. ARTICLE.
5§4 Subsection (E) ?

ARGUMENT

Yes the lower court committed error because the lower court

breached the S.C. CONST. ARTICLE. 5§4 and therefore the lower

court lacked subject matter jurisdiction S.C. CONST. ARTICLE
5§11 ' :
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