620 N. Emerald Rd. » PO Box 1467 « Greenwood, SC 29648

(Technical College | ppqne; (g64) 941-8324 Fax: (864) 941-8555 Web: www.pte.edu

April 20, 2018

To Whom It May Concern:

Lakessiah Henderson (P00243878) is a student at Piedmont Technical College. She has
provided documentation of a disability. Due to her class schedule, she would greatly benefit
from having an extension on the date of her court. She needs to be able to focus on doing well

and finishing up her classes successfully. Please let me know if there is anything else | can help
with.

Thank you for your consideration.

Brenda Dailey

Brenda Dailey, Counselor

Student Disability Services RECEIVED

101A Student Success Center

Piedmont Technical College MAY
(864)941-8378 09 2018

Fax: (864)941-8768 SC Court of ADpaals

dailey.b@ptc.edu

Abbeville + Edgefield + Greenwood + Laurens + McCormick ¢« Newberry « Saluda



| am requesting to stay a writ of ejectment that will take effect on Monday 10 am. | have already
been given writ of ejectment. In addition | am asking to vacate and set aside judgement.

| also am asking to recuse both judges in this case due to them violating both my Civil rights and
rights under the American Disability Act. | am also pursuing legal action against both Judges
and their verdicts and judgements present a conflict of interest.

2) Kim Henderson has been paid the amount that was the cause of action, satisfaction and
accord has been reached.

She has also during my time renting has violated the Residential Landlord and tenant act, refer
to counterclaim and civil case transfer. These Violations would justify nonpayment until defects
were corrected.

Nonetheless, All rent is current and can be verified via receipts to Kim Henderson and court.

safety issue and various housing rights.She has also done things that would further hurt my
disability, health and make a stressful environment. She violated many rules.

3. Magistrate 4

The magistrate has violated multiple rules of civil procedure. | was denied jury trial, Denied
continuance, counterclaim for damages against landlord and transfer to court of common pleas
even though counterclaim was beyond what magistrate could award and should have been
outside of his jurisdiction.

| was also denied preliminary injunction request for tlme for health and hiring attorneys, experts,
and collect evidence. He was informed of my medical conditions, needs, and disability via
preliminary injunction.

My rights of due process were violated.

The magistrate court judge has not allowed me to express my freedom of speech. When | tried
to to submit relevant evidence | was told that this is not what we are here for. So, the rule of
evidence was not allowed and violated. Under the disability act my rights to accommodation
because of my disability is being violated when asked for circumstances that would be need to
present a solid case on my behalf. | ailso made the judge aware of my documented disabilities,
health issues, symptoms and concern and they wasn't taken into account for trial. | also
experienced defamation of character in accusing mater of paperwork that was present.l was
wrongly stated and accused in representation of somebody that just act as mail receiving
agency. There was also paperwork allowed by Kim Henderson that goes against the rules and
procedure of the civil rule process.Denied counterclaim, denied continuances,denied jury trial
,denied preliminary injunction. '
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The closed circuit judge in the lack of statement seems to have adapt the same underlying
statements of previous judge. Which this in itself is a violation of appeal purpose and process.
The judge is basically piggybacking the ways and method of previous judge. So, no real appeal
is given. This is judge has also been made aware of disabilities. Also is in violation of civil rights
under the disability act. The judge originally set the case for May 29- June 1st within 24 hours
this was reneged and changed to april 24 and given than less to two weeks to prepare for trial.
This was done in lieu of disabilities and current health issues presented.Denied



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

. "CIVIL CASE NUMBER
COUNTY OF (3 reerwille

Lolessiol Hendesin

IN THE MAGISTRATE’S COURT

PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
VS.

K

)
)
)
;
' TENANT, ) MOTION AND AFFIDAVIT FOR
)
)
)
)
)

LANDLORD.

File No. . e

I LH , being duly swomn, state that I am the tenant and allege in the attached

Complaint that the landlord has violated the South Carolina ‘Rcsidential Landlord and
R Fer +o e recded

Tenant Act by

I ask that the Court schedule a hearing

ble- to grant preliminary
relief requested in the Complaint.

ZAod W

Signature of Tenant

Subscribed and Swom to Before Me

This day of , 20

Notary Public, State of South Carolina

My Commission Expires:

Q ®

SCCA/660 4/2007
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CIVIL CASE NUMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE MAGISTRATE’S COURT
COUNTY OF {(ZCeenville

Kinn  Herdemson

PLAINTIFE(S)
A Welecome. S4-

STREET ADDRESS
Greervlle , ¢ a9010

CITY, STATE ZIP

TELEPHONE
VS. CIVIL CASE REQUIRING TRANSFER
\Lokessialh  Merderson TO COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
DEFENDANT(S)
2 Welome _
STREET ADDRESS

Greenvilie L Sc 256 1\

CITY, STATE ZIP
(RL4) §&4 -9A91¢

i Sl R S T S N N W W WP W N WA N N R P W

TELEPHONE

I find that the defendant in the above captioned civil case has filed a counterclaim with
this court seeking damages in excess of the current civil jurisdiction of magistrate court, and such
counterclaim does not fall within any jurisdictional exception found in SC Code §22-3:10.
Therefore, pursuant to S.C. Code §22-3-30, this case shall be transferred to the Court of
Common Pleas in this County. Accordingly, '

IT IS ORDERED that the above captioned civil case be transferred to the Court of
Common Pleas in this County and that no filing fee shall be required by that court from either
party to this action, all in accordance with S.C. Code §22-3-30.

~

Dated: R MAGISTRATE

SCCA/705(A) (12/2015)



CIVIL CASE NUMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE MAGISTRATE’S COURT

county oF_(Jreenys lle,

PLAINTIFF

STREET ADDRESS

CITY, STATE ZIP
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TELEPHONE
: VS. COUNTERCLAIM
LﬂLV'\QSS\ aln — Merdewon
DEFENDANT(S)
R lelcume S

STREET ADDRESS

CITY, STATE ZIP

TELEPHONE

over
The defendant states he has a claim against the plaintiff in the amount of $ | 7S 10 The

counterclaim arose out of the same transaction or ggcurrence as the plaintiff’s claim as a result of t]/ng f?_llowmg
events: V O\Q_l\_l s OF Af'&f\-t, SC Q\d-‘(,f\.\no...& LamAlovd <% Nermec b
SCCTION 2 7-40-42¢  Disclosuwre
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The defendant states that the information contained in the counterclaim is true and correct to the best
of his knowledge. Defendant understands that should he be successful in this action and obtain judgment, and
if plaintiff does not appeal within thirty days, this judgment becomes final. The defendant cannot commence
another action involving the same parties and issues.

I state under penalty of perjury that the above is correct and truthful.

b M

Dated: 2/25/\€ Signature of Defendant (or his attorney)
71

KEEP A COPY OF THIS COUNTERCLAIM AND BRING IT TO COURT

3

SCCA/705 (Amended 05/2008) .



