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Jeriny Abhott Kitehings

South Carolina Conrt of Appeals

Post Office Box 11629
Coliimbia, 8C 29211

RE:

20 April 2018

APR 20 2018
SC Court of Appeals

City of Roclc Hill, Respondentt -v. Triando M. Stroud, Appellant

Case No. 2016-002488

Dear Ms Kitchings:

(o{ay]

Enclosed for filing is the original and ene (1) copy of our Respondant’s Replyto
Appellant’s Motion to Reinstate the Appeal and Cevtificate of Service in regards to the
ahove-refarence case. Please return a clocked capy for our files.

Triando M. Straoud
912 Pebble Rd
Reclk Hill, SC 29730

Triando M. Stroud
235 F Maijn St, Ste 130-B
Rock Hill; SC 29730

Christopher E.A Barton

201 E Main $t, 3t Flogr
Rock Hill, S€ 29730
(803) 3295692

SC Bar No: 65261

Attorney for Appellant
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THE STATE QF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Cowt of Appeals

Court of Coromaot Pleas
Case Mo. 2015-CP-46-03179

JOIN €. HAYES, I, Cireuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No. 2016-002488

Hespondent,
Y.

Appellant.

RESPONDENT’S REPLY TO APPELLANT’S MOTION TO REINSTATE THE APPEAL

Now cames the City of Rock Hill, by and {wough the undersigned counsel, who

respectfully requests and moves this Court-to deny Appellant’s Motion to Reinstate,

On February 2, 2108 this Cowt granted Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss finding that the

Appelant had failed to provide proof that ie ordered the transcript from the court reporter as

fequired by the Court’s caflier prder.

Rule 221 (a) SCACR reqyires that petitions for reheating must be actually réceived by the

appellate-court no later than fifteeén (15) days afler the filing of the opinion, order, judgment or

deores of the court. Appellant filed a Motion of Extension Tirne with this Coutt op February 20,

2018 eighteen (18) days after the order dismissing the case and three (3) days past the deadline

imposed by Rule 221(%). This motion alotig with iumerous olhers was never properly served on

the Respondeint, as Appellant continves to setve copies of his documents on the Municipal Court
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gersus the Solicitors Qffice i spite of the fact that Respondent’s address has been provided to
the Anpélldnt.

On February 22, 2018 this Court sent. Appallant 4 notice of deficiency letter that proof of
serviee of his motion had not been provided and that he needed to corrget this deficiency within
ten {10) duys of the date of the notiee.

On February 26, 2018 Appellant filed a duplicate copy of the Motion of Extension Time.
No proof of service was gttached with this decument,

On March 12, 2018 Appelant filed proof of sexvice of the Motlitn of Extension Tinte
eighteen (18) days afer the notive of deficiency and eight (8) days after the:deadtine to file the
Appellant served the document on the Municipal Coutt.

On March 22, 2018 this Court issued. an erder granting Appellant’s request.for an
extension of me to serve and file the motion to reinstate until April 6, 2018, The motion and
proof of ;z_er-vi ce were to be filod within fiftcen {15) davs of the date of the ordeés-or no later than
April 6, 2018. On April 9, 2018 Appellant filed the Motion to Reinstate three {3) days after-the
filing deadline and as of Aptil 20, 2018 Respondent has not heen served with a cepy of this
motion nor has Appellant filed proof of setvice as required by the Couit’s ordet of March 22,
2018.

Appeliant has failed to somply in a timely fashion with this Cowel’s oxders of Decemiber
28, 2017, February 2, 2018 and Macch 22, 2018, Appellant has been repeatedly warned in the:
orders:that failare 10 comply will resuit in your appeal being dismissed or the remitfitur being

sent.
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Appellant filed the appeal over sixteen months ago and a5 of tho dale this-reply Is sighed
the transeript has yet 1o be produced. Appellant has repeatedly failed to comply with:filing,
deadlines and has repeatedly failed to properly serve the Respondent with dosunents filed by
Appellant. Respondeit toquests that this Court deny Appellant’s Motion to Reinstale aud that

the remilfitur be issned.

April 26, 2018 N A MRS
Christdpher E. A. Barton
201 . Main St., 3% Floor
Rock Hill, South Catolina 29730
(803) 329-5692
SC Bar No:65261
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROTINA
In The Comnt of Appeals

APPEAL I‘ROM YORK COUN’!X
C‘mnt of C,ommon Pleas

JOHIN C. HAYES, HI, Circuit Court Judge

Appélidgte Case No, 2016-002488

City of Rock Hill, Reéspondent,
V.
Triando M. Stroud, Appellant.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Fax Berver

RECEIVET

APR 20 2018
SC Court of Appeals

Mdﬂ to th on the L day of Aplﬂ 2{}17 lu Tlmndo \ilf ‘E!mud 912 Pebble Road Rook Hlll b(’
29730 and Triando M., Stroud 235 . Main Steet, Suite 130-B Rock. Hill, SC 29730,

" ) AT s
Christopher E. A, Barton.

201 E Main Street, 3™ Floor
Rock Hill, South Carelina 29730

(803) 3293692
SC Bar No: 65261,

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT
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To: Jenny Abbott Kitchings, Clerk of Court
| APR 20 2018
Fax: 803-734-1839 SC C ourt 0 f Appea[s
Company: South Carolina Court of Appeals A
From: . barton, christopher
Phone: 803-329-5619

Pages including cover sheet: 6

Comments:
Attached please find the City of Rock Hill's (Respondent) Reply to Appellant's Motion to
Reinstate the Appeal in the case of City v. Triando Stroud (Appellate Case No: 2016-

002488)

CITY OF ROCK HILL

155 JOHNSTON STREET, P.O. BOX 11706
ROCK HILL, SC 29731-1706



