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TWhe South Carolina Court of Appeals

Cynthia Holmes, Appellant,

V.

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

Of whom Manton Grier and James Y. Becker are
Respondents.

-Appellate Case No. 2017-000266

ORDER

After careful consideration of the filings in this case, the Court concludes that the
notice of appeal stems from an action related to the revocation of the appellant's
medical staff privileges. Accordingly, the appellant's pro se filings are refused and
this appeal is dismissed. Doe v. Duncan, S.C. Sup. Ct. order dated December 2,
2009 ("[W]e hereby direct the Clerks of Court in this state to refuse to accept
further filings from [Holmes] in actions related in any way to the revocation of her
medical staff privileges. . . unless they are filed by an attorney, other than
[Holmes], licensed to practice law in this state.”). The remittitur will be sent
pursuant to Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

(Vo

“~FOR THE COHRF—

Columbia, South Carolina
=1LED

Cynthia Holmes

Mary M. Caskey, Esquire J&Qf\ j_,ﬂ_@Q\:\_‘__, '

FeADAR. S
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ThHe South Carolina Court of Appeals

Cynthia Holmes, Appellant,

V.

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

Defendants,

Of whom Manton Grier and James Y. Becker are
Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2017-000266

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition to reinstate, the Court is unable to
discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disregarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting the petition. Accordingly, the

petition to reinstate is denied.
&8, W)&O 1
(Lo J.

Columbia, South Carolina

_ FILED




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas

g% Judicial Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444

Doe (C. Holmes}),

%350

RE@EEVED
FEB 16 207
G Court of Appeals

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

NOTICE OF APPEAL

The Appellant appeals the attached order of the 9" Judicial Circuit Judge entered February 9,
2017. Pursuant to Rule 203 and controlling precedent, including but not limited to Hagood v.
Sommerville, 362 S.C. 191, 607 S.E.2d 707 (2005) ( see Toal et al, Appellate Practice in South
Carolina, 3" edition, 2016), the Appellant timely files and serves Respondents. All parties required to

be served have been served.

Dated _s2 /. /0 2
4 v

s

lmes

PO BOXB

Sullivans Island, S 29482-0187

843.883.3010
Counsel of Record for Respondents-

Pro Se
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

9% Judicial Circuit Court Judge RECEIVEDD
FEB 16 2017
Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444 SC Court of Appeals

Doe (C. Holmes),
Appeliant,

V.
James Y, Becker, Manton Grier,
and Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A.,

as successor to Sinkler & Boyd, P.A.,

Respondents.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served a copy of the Notice of Appeal on the Respondents by depositing a
copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Pro Se Respondents Jamie
Becker/M.M. Caskey on this date at 1201 Main St, 22" flr., Columbia, SC 29201.

ated °.2_/,, /ﬂ
Dat 4 // % g

29482-0187

Sullivans Island,
843.883.3010




FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ’ JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE . B
COUNTY OF CHARLESTOR < E@EWE

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2007 CP-10-1144

- FEB 16 2007

Holmes Haynesworth Sinkler Boyd, et al.
SG Gouit of Appeals
PLAINTIFF(S) . DEFENDANT(S)
’ Attorney for : [ ] Plaintiff . :[.] Deferdant .
Submitted by: . T
{71 Self-Represented Litigant )

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY VERDICT. This action came before the count {oc a trial by jury. The issues
have been ricd and a verdict rendered, s
DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before xhe coulL %
The issues have beea tried or heard and a decision rendered. = n g
-~
-

C‘\’
ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON) T Rule 12(b). SCRCP: (] Ru‘)c 41(;?),.«~
SCRTP (Vou. Nonswity, [] Rule 43(L), SCRCP (Sculed); ] Other x\ ;‘~
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASONy: ] Rule 40¢;). SCRCP; [ Ban}.ruptcf:.‘—:.)

{7 Binding arbitration, subject 10 right 10 restore to confim. vacate or miodify \ c": J,
arbitration award; ] Other

d DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPL, I&ABLE-BO)’) wd

{3 Affirmed; [} Reversed; [J Remanded; [[] Other

NOTE.  ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE  FOR  NOTIFYING LOWER COURT.\ TRIBUNAL., OR

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUI COUR T RULING IN THIS APPEAL. *
1T IS ORBERED AND ADJUDGED: (] See attached order {fonmal order to folfow) X Statement of Sudgment
by the Court: A supplemental proceedings hearing is scheduled to take place in this marter on March 10, 2017, The courtis
athuised by the Clerk of Court’s office that Cynthia Holmes, M.D., has fded several motions in this matter in viofation of the
‘Supreme Court's order filed December 3, 2009 Girecting the "Clerks of Courtin this state to refuse 1o accept further fitings fram
petitioner 1 actions refated in any way 1o the revocation of her medical staff privileges at East Cooper Community Hospital
unless they are filed by an attorney, other than petitioner, licerised to pracitce of law in this state.” Given the broad fanguage
of this directive and the fact that the motions have been filed by Dr. Holmes, pro se, the court orders the Clerk of Court's office
10 steike alt motions filed by Dr. Hotmes in this matier as well as 3li future motlons, if any.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [} ends 4 does not end the case.
Addinonal information for the Clerk . -

]
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Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against - | Judgment Amount To be Enrolled

_ {List oame(s) below) (List name(s) below) {List amount(s) below)
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‘Ihe judpment nformation above has been provided by the subnusting panty. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of pafRin pursuant 1o the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts (o be computed such as interest

clesh Note; Title abstractor court order for judpment details.
3062 i /
Circuit Court Ju Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Couri Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on the day of .20 and a copy mailed first class or
placed in the appropriate altomey's box on this day of .20 o avomeys of record or
10 parties {(when appearing pro sej as follows: :

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

5
SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011) Pa‘gc~of2




~ GCHolmesy VED: -
PO Box 187
Sullivans Island, SC 29482-0187

Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals |
Post Office Box 11629
Columbia, SC 29211

— .- --Re: _ Transcript Request . . >~ .. L L e el e e
Doe v. Becker et al
Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444
Dear Jenny:

We are writing to advise that there is no transcript to request for appeal because there was no
hearing for the order on appeal.

Thank you for your kind attention to this matter. With best personal regards, I remain

Very truly yours,
7
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CARQLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas
8* Judicial Circuit Court Judge RE CEEVED
APR 10 2017
App. Case No. 2017 - 000266
Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444 SC Court of Appeals
- C. Holmes,
Appellant,
V.
1.Y. Becker, Manton Grier,
and Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A.,
as successor to Sinkler & Boyd, PA.,
Respondents.

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL

The Appellant appeals the attached orders of the 9% Judicial Circuit Judge entered February 9,
2017, and March 14, 2017. Pursuant to Rule 203 and controlling precedent, including but not Limited
t0 Brooks v. SCCID and OID, South Carolina Court of Appeals, decided February 15. 2017, App. Case
No. 2014-002477 (Remittitur sent March 3, 2017), Turner v. Rogers, 564 U.S. 431 (2011), and Hagood
v. Sommerville, 362 S.C. 191, 607 S.E.2d 707 (2005) { see Toal et al, Appellate Practice in South
Carolina, 3" edition, 2016), the Appelant tmely files and serves Respondents. All parties required to
be served have been served.

Dated 2.11.17

SI, SC 29482-0187
843.883.3010

Counsel of Record for Respondents:

Pro Se

g)
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Cowrt of Common Pleas

9" Judicial Circuit Court Judge

App. Case No. 2017 - 000266
Case No, 2007-CP-10-1444

C. Holmes,

No. 8834 P 6/6

RECEIVED)
APR 10 201
SC Court of Appeals

Appellant,

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

Respondents.

PROQF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served a copy of the foregoing on the Respondents by depositing a copy of
it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to M.M. Caskey on this dare ar 1201 Main St,,

22" fir,, Columbia, SC 29201. «

Dated April 6, 2017

PO

Sullivans Island, SC 29482-0187

843.883.3010
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FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVI
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ?,5 nCEREIV Em
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2007 CP-10-14 e
Holmes . H3ynesworth Sinldar Bovyd, et al. APR 1 0 20”
’ ~ \ $ A
SC Court of Appeals
PLAIINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
' ) Attoracy for : (] Plaintiff . D ,D;feqpqm .
Submitted by: ’ or” PR
_ [ Setf-Represented L:hgant -
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
a JURY YERDICT. This action came before the court fora trial by jury. The lssues
have been tried and 2 verdict rendered. .
= DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to triat or hearing beforeébe courg,, %
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. aZ M N
d ACTION DISMISSED (gmm_gw {3 Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ RL}Ietﬂ(;ﬁﬁ;‘ =
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [J Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [J Other 2 ) i
[0 ACTION STRICKER (CHECK REASON): [7) Rute 40(1), SCRCP; [ BanktupteyB s <t
[TJ Binding sarbitration, subjéct Lo right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify oo = )
atbitration award; [ ] Other 23 w 7

a

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUHT COURT (CHECI( APPL} ABLE@J): w
[ Affiemed; [] Reversed; [] Remanded; {[J Other o«

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIDLE FOR NOTIPYING LOWER CQURT,\ TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADSUDGED: [[] Ses atrached otder (formal order to follow) £ Statement of Judgment
by the Court: A supplemental proceedings hearlng Is scheduled to take phacé In this matter on March 10, 2017. The caurt is
advised by the Clerk of Court's office that Cyathla Holmes, M.D., has ided several motions in this matter in violatlon of the
Suprerne Court's arder filed Decamber 3, 2008 directing the “Clerks of Court in this state ta refuse to accept further filtngs from
petitianer in actions relatad it any way to the ravocition of her medical staff privileges at £ast Cooper Community Hospltal
unless they are filad by an attornay, othier than petitioner, lcensad 1o pracitce of law in this state." Glven tha broad langusge

of this directive and the fact that the motions have been filed by Dr. Hotmes, pro 32, the coyrt arders the Clerk of Count's office
to strike all motions filed by Dr. Holmes in this mattar 3s well as all future motions, if any.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ] ¢nds B does not end the case

Additional Information for the Clerk ;

Ef" i ;’”rw o

shouf (b m{q

IR wtm ] i 3 d Ak}
Judgment in Favor of ' : Judgment Agamsl . | Judgment Amoun! Totie Ea rol]ed
{List name(s) below) | (List name(s) below) . (p;st amo_unt(s)‘ below)
NA NA $na ‘ ‘
$ o’
= $ g

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order' -
- X . N \

SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011) / Page | of 2
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R ECEIVED)

{8 THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICLAL CRUIT APR 10 21

. CASE NUMBER: ,J 0 A !
\v\l waSldi g ea
Zeo-(P-10- [9YY o

© SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDING ORDER

STATZ OF SQUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

C H olfhts

~V-

Nur” gt e’ Nt Nt Nt Nl St et et Nl et

Haynesioartn, Sin ke
P‘:O\[ (;x 2. 0=
[ =S =
A Hearing was held {n the above captionad case on 3\& ® \ v B ki
T T 1 - ',:‘ —— ———
. Y. No assets were discovered. j ;‘C:§ - f:‘
. o :x? L]
> o * "~ vae} .
2. The Defendant agreed 1o pay } %g’*—m ‘™,
3. The heanng wes not held because : ]I & 2

___ & the Defendant wes not served and the bearing has been rescheduled for

..l

V. the Defendant did not appear and 2 RTSC has been ssheduled for

N

__ ¢ the parties requested the hearing be rescheduled for

_____d the Plaintiff elected not 1o procesd.

. Holmes has %&th&ﬂ&w asids o Haymm
Vieatodts o Tecor W\\\ W amm to et The gSseds

%%M’m Sai\‘s‘ﬁ\ 'ﬁt\u&xmﬁ & do CUoeatd te Cont g hawdo pracey
4. The supplemental praceedmg‘: is he:d open until A (Relod, Sohe ,?i\

3 The supplemental proceediags is dlsrmsse.d and cenceled without prejudice. All .

- —

Resteeining Orders aud Injunctions are hereby lified, ca.uoeled voidad and diseissed.
davnalna TS~ -

S fods s hald Uy s fond fassct velet

irEqury for Charleston County

Charleston, SC
Dated: \o\m

/7
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

/

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas REC E IVED

9" Judicial Circuit Court Judge

APR 21 2047
SC Court of Appeals
App. Case No. 2017 - 000266
Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444
C. Holmes,
Appetlant,
v.

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

Respondents.

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL

The Appellant appeals the attached orders of the 9" Judicial Circuit Judge entered February 9,
2017, and March 14, 2017. Pursuant to Rule 203 and 206. The original notices of appeal in this case
were timely filed. The rulings of February 9 and March 14 denied the Appeflant the right to participate,
pro se, in her own case and order proceedings to continue against her after dismissing all of her
attempts to file pro se. This appeal will include reference to Brooks v SCCID and OID, South Carolina
Court of Appeals, decided February 15, 2017, App. Case No. 2014-002477 (Remittitur sent March 3,
2017), Turner v. Rogers, 564 U.S. 431 (2011), and Hagood v. Sommerville, 362 S.C. 191,607 S.E.2d
707 (2005) ( see Toal et al, Appellate Practice in South Carolina, 1" edition, 2016).

Datcd April 21, 2017 M P -
Pt

Chalmezz@ Johnson
10298ay Street, #7

Port Orchard, WA 98366
{425) 995-0900

Attorney for the Appellant

/2
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE ELE@EWEE
COUNTY OF CHARLENTN
I THE COURT OF QOMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2007 CP-i0-1444
APR 24 2017
Halmes Haynesworth Sinkler 8ovd, at al. Qf s p
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PLAINTIFF(S}) DEFENDANT(S)
: i | Attorney for : [ 1 Plaintiff | D D;fendam -
Submitted by: or, ~ 7 K
(7 Self-Represented ngam
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
[ JURY YERDICT. This action came before.the court for a trial by jury. The issucs
have Geen tried and a verdict rendered. -
\ bz DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to tria! or hearing beforegge court, =
The isbues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered, - I3
O ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASQN): [T) Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ Ru em@’a Gl e
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [J Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [ Other \ Ao o Y"‘
| ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (O Rule 40G), SCRCP; [ Bank p:cyg;n s
s ding arbitration, subject to right (o restore to conftrm, vacate or modify oA = 3
N arbitrdrion award; [} Other Xg 2 »
d DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (gﬁg_ggﬁzgm_@@z;: )
[ Affirmed; [ Reversed; {T] Remanded; [(J Other o NP

NOTE:] ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR, NOTIFYING LOWER COURT,\ TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING 1N THIS APPEAL.

IT 1S ORDERED ANT ADSUBGED: [} See auached order (formal order to fallow) [} Statement of Judgment
by the Cour:: A supplamgntal proceedings hearlng is scheduled to take place Inthis matter on March 10, 2017, Yhe courtis
advised by tha Cleck of Colirt's office that Cynthla Holmes, M.D., has tiled several motions i this matter in vislation ¢f the
Supreme Court's order filegd Decernber 3, 2009 directing the *Clerks of Caurt in this state to refuse 1o acceps further filings from
petitioner i actions relatdd in 2ny way o the revocation of har medical statf priviieges at East Cooper Community Mpspital
unless they are filed by anlattomey, other than petitioner, licensed to praciice af law in this state.” Glveathe broad{language

of this dicective and the fagt that the mations have been filed by Or, Holmes, pro se, the court arders the Clerk of Courts office
to steike alf motons fled by Or. Holmes In this matter as well a5 alf future motions, If any.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ ] ends B does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk : T

R o
g&‘;)étb!ge% éﬁé}éﬁon Delosviwhen %{ 1%‘1_
§

honldibe nqqlleawaff ﬁrx_ls%j udgmjﬁ?ga‘lﬁma jong ; 2. b :
Judgment in Fnvor of ' Judgment Agalnst Judgment Amaunt To.bi¢ En rollcd
{List name(s) beiow) {List name(s) below) (List amqunt(s) bejow)
NA NA SNa
$

If applicable, deseribg

SCRCP Form 4C (1072811} Page 1 of 2
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N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
CASE NUMBER:

o0~ (£-10 - [HYY

SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDING ORDER

STATE CF SOUTH CAROLING,
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

C H olmes

-y

H&\;f\es\.»f"‘k, 3\\“’0‘1

’

S e et d

K 2oL
- . Far) = -~
A Heartag was held in the zbove captionsd case ob 3\10\ v e | = '
v { N - —
. i — o
Y. No assets werd discovered. -
> Toe Defend 4 | 8z |m iYW
2. 1oe Defendaniagresd o pay ! S5 ¢
5

3. The heariag whs pot held because :
2. the Defendanr pves not served and the hearing has beeg reschedutedfor |

5. the Defendant id not appear end 2 RTSC has been scheduled for

¢. {he partes regydestad the hearing be rescheduled for

d. the Platouff slgcted pot 1o procsed

HO\O’\Q}‘) Ras BO&M%W& MW In RSSLSS *o H&W(M}

)/{/J\“ \ Maﬂ* e Tdeodns W\ \mL%\JEJ o Fenond the gSseds T

7 gl o sahsy 2 -E”&%Fg,:k ¥ 3o Tleprmel to Corrt onlhawds procsed |
4. The supplemeptal proceedings is beid open uatl I Rty Sole .3?\:‘

3 The supplemepral peocesdings is dismissed and canceled without prejudice. All W ‘

Resteeining Orders and Injunctions are hereby Lifted, canceizd, voided and dismussed

»f(‘\s‘l wg s halkdl

" £qary for Charleston County

Charlestor, SC
Dated: 1\10\ i}
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
" In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas RECEIVED

o™ Judicial Circuit Coust Judge

APR 21 2017

SC Court of Appeals
App. Case No, 2017 - 000266
Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444
C. Holmes,
Appellant,
1. Y. Becker, Manton Grier,
and Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A,,
as successor to Sinkler & Boyd, P.A.,
Respondents.

PROOF OF SERVICE

[ certify that ] have served a copy of the foregoing on the Respondents by depositing a copy of
it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to M.M. Caskey on this date at 1201 Main St,,

22" fIr,, Columbia, SC 29201.
Dated April 21, 2017 //— T
Q’ L ,/"’

Chalmers C, Jetifison
Attorney for the Appellant

/S




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

9™ Judicial Circuit Court Judge RBCEE ‘;’ED
_ APR 24 2017
App. Case No. 2017 - 000266 SC
Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444 Court of Appeals
C. Holmes,
Appellant,
V.
1. Y. Becker, Manton Grier,
and Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A,
a8 SuCCessor to SinklerJ& Boyd, PA.,
Respondents.

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL

The Appellant appeals the attached orders of the 9% Judicial Circuit Judge entered February 9,
2017, and March 14, 2017. Pursuant to Rule 203 and 206. The original notices of appeal in this case
were timely filed. The rulings of February 9 and March 14 denied the Appellant the right to participate,
pro se, in her own case and order proceedings to continue against her after dismissing all of her
attempts 1o file pro se. This appeal wilt include reference to Brooks v SCCID and OID, South Carolina
Court of Appeals, decided February 15,2017, App. Case No. 2014-002477 (Remititur sent March 3,
2017), Turner v. Rogers, 564 U.S. 431 (2011), and Hagood v. Sommerville, 362 S.C. 191, 607 S.E.2d
707 (2005) ( see Toal et al, Appellate Practice in South Caroling, 3% edition, 2016). ’

Dated April 21,2017 M -
-~
P
/ ~

Chalmers@ Johnson
1029“Bay Street, #7

Port Orchard, WA 98366
(425) 999-0900

Attorney for the Appellant

/o ‘
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTDN

INTHE COURT OF GOMMON PLEAS

page 2
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DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
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have Yeen tried and a verdict rendered. -~
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FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL C'QCUIT

CASE NUMBER:

28071~ (£-10 - 194

SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDIENG ORDER

'3\‘\0\‘\‘1

e v e
J
{0

) HV W1 HYH LI

U377

'/"t'niynt yoerfl,

oA W Lt %bm o oo the gSseds

haewrdo Rroceed .

N \;L,g\”u# RY:
)fm \m\ai,& 1o %ﬁ\‘s&& \u&v\m & do TLearamed o Caori- o

Aa

4. Toe supplemetral proceedmge is held opea wal
The suppleracptal procssdings is dismissed and canceled witbout prejudice. All

niunctions are hereby Bfted, canceisd, voided and dxszmsséd

QWQW/J.SSL

Restzining Orders ang

,fM% {-mzls ¢ haty]

Charlestorn, SC
Dawed: \0\ 1

Ir (Nt

st 476

J- WA oL, ;

%

W E——
)éien R. Scifoorghza
MasgerisEquty for Charlesion County '

e,




\

THE STATE OF SOUTH CARCLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

9 Judicial Circuit Court Judge RECEKWﬁ
APR 24 2057
App. Case No. 2017 - 000266
Case No. 2007-CP-10-1444 SC Court of Appeals
C. Holmes,
Appellant,

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

Respondents.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served a copy of the foregoing on the Respondents by depositing a copy of
it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to M.M. Caskey on this date at 1201 Main St,,

22 fir,, Columbia, SC 29201.

voril 21, 2 d
Dated April 21, 2017 (1 e

Chalmers ye‘kﬁson
Attorney for the Appellant '




Whe South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
V. CLAIRE ALLEN 1220 SENATE STREET
ey eLERE COLUMBIA, SOUTH CARGLINA 29201

TELEPHONE: (803} 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
WIWAY.SCCOUTS.Org

April 26,2017

Mr. Chalmers Carey Johnson, Esquire
1029 Bay Street

Apt. #7

Port Orchard WA 98366

Re: Cynthia Holmes v. Haynsworth (3)

Appellate Case No. 2017-000266
Dear Counsel:
The Court received your amended notice of appeal on behalf of Cynthia Holmes.
At this time, Ms. Holmes' appeal has been dismissed, so we are interpreting your
filing as a motion to reinstate. You must provide a $25.00 filing fee within ten
day\s of the date of this letter or your motion will not be considered and we will
send the remittitur. Furthermore, if the respondents wish to respond, they must

serve and file a return within ten days of the date of this letter.

Very truly yours,

o tx&_@) ’
LERK

cc:  Mary M. Caskey, Esquire
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C. HoLmES, M.D.
p.0. Box 187
Suilivans 1sland, SC 29482

843.883.3010

24 May 2017

Fax: 803.734.1839 %@E@EWD '

wAY 30 2017
The Honorable Jenny Kitchings
South Carolina Court of Appeals SG Court of ;\ppea‘S
1220 Senate Street
Post Office Box 11629
Columbia, SC 29201/29211

Re:  Holmes v Becker et al
App. Case No. 2017-000266
Dear Jenny:

Thank you for your correspondence dated May 18, 2017. In response, it is respectfully
submitted that Miller v. State, 388 S.C. 347, 697 S.E.2d 527, 527 (2012), is not dispositive.
Specifically, the Miller case, supra, is distinguishable because in that case the party was represented b§;
counsel of record in the lower court, whereas, in this case, both sides appeared pro se in the lower
court. As such, counsel of record for the appeal would not be expected to have personal knowledge of
receipt of written notice of entry of the order. Accordingly, the Miller case, supra, does not apply
because, in this case, written notice of entry of the March 14, 2017, order was postmarked March 16,
2017 (copy attached), and was received by the appellant on March 24, 2017.

In addition, Miller v State, 388 S.C. 347, 697 S.E.2d 527, 527 (2012), is not dispositive because

the document is not a “substantive document.” “The distinction between substantive and procedural




laws is relatively clear. If a statute simply prescribes the method—the ‘legal machinery’—used in
enforcing a right or a remedy, it is procedural.” Urbach v. Okonite Co. (Mo. App., 2017) (internal
citations omitted). “The distinction between substantive law and procedural law is that substantive law
relates to the rights and duties giving rise to the cause of action.” Jd  Significantly and materially, the
affidavit relates to Rule 203, SCACR, not the merits of the appeal, therefore, it is procedural. Asa
result, Miller, supra, does not prohibit it.

Furthermore, 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 i;; S.C., (2016), p. 289. Pursuant to Rule 263(b), SCACR, the filing of the notice of appeal
may be extended. Pro se defendants haye acknowledged timely service of notice of appeal. There is no
- legal prejudice and pro se defendants have claimed none. ’\I'he return fails to even address new case law
and controlling precedent in Brooks, infra. The appellant is prejudiced including, but not limited to,
denial of State and federal constitutional rights and denial of Opportﬁnity 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).

Moreover, as you know, new case law and controlling precedent support appellant’s position.
New case law from the Couﬁ of Appeals in the Brooks case, infra, provides that the South C;zrolina
Constitution guarantees every person the right of access to the courts. 8.C. Const. art. I, § 9 provides,
*All courts shall be public, and every person shall have speedy remedy therein for wrongs sustained.” A
litigant has a statutory right to proceed pro se in South Carolina. S.C. Code Ann. § 40-5-80 (2011)
(“[The chapter regulating the practice of law] may not be construed so as to prevent a citizen from
prosecuting or defending his own cause, if he so desires.”); Washington v. Washingion, 308 S.C. 549,
550, 419 S.E.2d 779, 780 (1992). The statutory right of self-representation is also provided to litigants
under federal law. 28 U.S.C. § 1654 (2016). Brooks v. SCCID and OII.J, South Carolina Court of

Appeals, decided February 15, 2017, App. Case No. 2014-002477 (Remittitur sent March 3, 2017).

a2 X




The orders on appeal deny a citizen the statutory right to defend his own cause and deny the State and
federal constitutional right of every citizen of accéess to the courts. Accordingly, because written notice
of entry of the March 14, 2017, order was mailed to the appellant, postmarked on March 16,2017
(copy attached), and received on March 24, 2017, the affidavit is competent evidence of perfinent
information. In the interest of even-handedness and fairness, it is respectfully submitted that Miller,
supra, does not prohibit the affidavit. Even assuming that Miller; supra, did prohibit it, and appellant
submnits that it does not, the need for pertinent information supports the affidavit which is included for

ease of reference.

Thanking you in advance for your kind consideration and with warrhest regards, I remain

Youwrs very fruly,

A

cc: opposing counsel
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

. ) AFFIDAVIT 2R Ve
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) w LR .D?

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

sworn did depose and say the following:

- - a:1-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' Mareh 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 on 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. Toél 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 servies 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, deﬁiai 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).

et
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FURTHER THE AFFIANT SAITH NOT.

( CFidhmes—~_
\\‘.

Subscribed and sworm tQ before me, \
Notary Public, this ! & day )

of WE)\C ,201.6./7 @ ‘ e '
el Glndasr—
NOTARY PUBLIC N

427

119

My commission expires:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

J. Doe(CHolmes),

Plaintiff,
..VS -

Manton Grier, James Y.
Becker, and Haynsworth
Sinlder Boyd, PA., as
successor to Sinkler &

Boyd, PA.

Defendants.

-~

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

R ECEIVETY
MAY 17 2817

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) 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

¢/o HSB, PA

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

Dared Ls'/z;/ /. =z
: 770

77

€ ulm
PO Box 187
S.I., SC 29482

843.883.3010
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The South Carvoling Court of Appeals

Cynthia Holmes, Appellant,

V.

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

Defendants,

Of whom Manton Grier and James Y. Becker are
Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2017-000266

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition to reinstate, the Court is unable to
discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disregarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting the petition. Accordingly, the

petition to reinstate is denied.
b8 8hLN

Columbia, South Carolina .




TWhe Soutlh Cavolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POSY OFFICE BOX 11628

CLERK COLUMBLA, SOUTH CARCLINA 29211
V CLAIRE ALLEN 1220 SENATE STREET
DEPUTY CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 28201

TELEPHONE. (603) 734-1890
FAX' (803) 734-1838
WyAv.SCCoUfts Drg

July 17, 2017

{

Mr. Chalmers Carey Johnson, Esquire
1029 Bay Street

Apt. #7

Port Orchard WA 98366

Re: Cynthia Holimes v. Haynsworth (3)
Appellate Case No. 2017-000266

Dear Counsel:

The Court received your petition for rehearing of the Court's order dated June 26,
2017. The Court will not consider a second successive motion filed pursuant to
Rule 221 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

Your original petition is being retumed to you, along with your check representing

the filing fee. No further action will be taken with regard to the petition for
rehearing received July 12, 2017.

Very truly yours,
T R
CLERK

cc:  Cynthia Holmes
Mary M. Caskey, Esquire




