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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: Rule 12(b)(6), SCRCP (stating a defendant may move to dismiss a ’
complaint on the basis that the plaintiff failed to allege facts sufficient to constitute

-



a cause of action); Bergstrom v. Palmetto Health Alliance, 358 S.C. 388, 395, 596
S.E.2d 42, 45 (2004) ("In considering such a motion, the [circuit] court must base
its ruling solely on allegations set forth in the complaint."); Flateau v. Harrelson,
355 S.C. 197,202, 584 S.E.2d 413, 416 (Ct. App. 2003) (noting this court will
affirm a dismissal under Rule 12(b)(6) "if the facts alleged in the complaint do not
support relief under any theory of law"); Rule 8(f), SCRCP ("All pleadings shall be
so construed as to do substantial justice to all parties."); Unisun Ins. v. Hawkins,
342 S.C. 537,541-42, 537 S.E.2d 559, 561 (Ct. App. 2000) ("[This court] will not,
however, write into the pleadings allegations and defenses that are not presented.");
MecBride v. Sch. Dist. of Greenville Cty., 389 S.C. 546, 565, 698 S.E.2d 845, 855
(Ct. App. 2010) ("The elements of malicious prosecution are (1) the institution or
continuation of original judicial proceedings; (2) by or at the instance of the
defendant; (3) termination of such proceedings in plaintiff's favor; (4) malice in
instituting such proceedings; (5) lack of probable cause; and (6) 1esu1t1n0 Injury or
damage." (emphasis added)). ’

AFFIRMED.!

HUFF, GEATHERS, and MCDONALD, JJ., concur.

' Wé decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.
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: Aiken -County '
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Dovet A. Early, Iil, Circuit Court Judge - L0 rr

Appeliate Case No. 2016-002275
CarltonE. Cangrelt, . Appellant
VS
Aiken County, Aiken County Animal Contrd—l / Code
Enforcement Director Bobby Arthurs, Aiken County
Animal Control / Code Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper,
Judge Donna L. Willamson -«-wenne.Respondents

PETITION FOR REHEARING
I Carlton E. Cantrell request that the Court of Appeals

rehear and reconsider it's opinion of June 27 2018 affirming
the trial court's Order of Summary Judgement in favor of the
defendants listed above. This petition for Rehearing is based

on the grounds set forth in the attached Memorandum in Support

of Petition for'Rehearing. //::;7 :;i/;g£££;:;€5225
(CrZ ‘

Davidson & Lindermann Carlton E. Cantrell, Apiaeliant

Attorneys for Defendants 223 Muddy Branch Road

P.O. Box 8568 Aiken South Carolina 29805

Columbia, S.C. 26202 (803) 215-4747
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THE STATE OF SCUTH CAROLINA
in The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Aiken County

Cariton E. Cantrell,

Vs

Aiken County, Aiken County Animal Control / Code

Enforcement Director Bobby Arthurs, Aiken County

Animal Control / Code Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper,

Judge Donna L. Willamson . Respondents

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT
OF PETITION FOR REHEARINC

The Appellant respectifully request that the Honorable
Court of Appeals reconsider its decision of June 27 2018.
affirming the trial court. Appellant avers that the Court

of Appeals did not adequately consider the following issues.

It was Officéf Cooper who came to my house in the spring
of 2015, and got all of the stray dogs. )
'Approxmately three weeks went by and Animal Control dumped
the same dogs in My neighbours yard, Marie Fox, and she fed

the dogs and they staid in her gard for approxmately 10 weeks,

aﬁd then she ran them out of her yard with a pistol,. and



6.

7.

8.

9.

sevefal people were throwing food in the road in front of
my property as to keep the strays in the road.

Oﬁ July 2, 2015 it was Officer Coopef who issued me several
citations for these dogs that they had dumped out and had my
neighbour Marie Fox feeding.

In Williamson Court room in Wagner S.Cy on August 26, 2015
Marie Fox said that she had been feeding 10-15 dogs and that
they were staying in her yard. .

I talked with my neighbour Marie Fox at her mailbox on ch.
30, 2017, and she told me that Animal Control was the ones
that was dumping out the dogs, and that their was a lot of
corruption involved. T immediately did an Affidative to Judge

Carroll in Aiken and told her what Marie Fox had told me.

Now we are back in the lower court over these dogs, Judge
ordered animal control‘to come and get these dogs.

Officef Muller caﬁe to my house and said that he would be
getting the strays and was setting traps in Marie Foxes yard.

several weeks went by and i was walking across the road on
March 13, 2018 and I herd a noise and seen Officer miller ,
jump in badk of another animal Control truck leaving from my
yard, and I could see that he had let out my billy goats from
where i was }eebing them seporated from the nannies because
they were .in heat, and I ran fmmediately and locked up the
billies, and filed another Affidative with Judge Caffolls

court explaining what they did.

Now they are“poisoning the stray dogs andrthey are dying

all over the place, I am doing another Affidative to Judge



Carroll Court, and they are also poisoning the goats and I
have taken several to my veternarian Lisa Handy..

It was the Defendants that requested a jury trial while
we were still in the lower court over tﬁese dogs. They sent
me lots of paper work to fill out and gave only 30 days and
the matter hadn't even been settled yet and even took me to
the Pleas Court with a ‘Motion to Compell while I was trying
to get the rabies shots. And Bobbie Authoré had Officer Ashe
Pull me over in April 2016, while Judge Carroll was on vacation
and serched my van without a warent, and went to my house and
tried to get a warrent to come onto my property for some false
complaint that someone had made up. i did an Affidative to
Judge Carroll and they contacted her while she was on vacation,
I did get 30 more days out of the deal for the rabie shots.

The defendants never intended fof&%o successfully get the
rabies shoté,and I was 807 finished with the Continuing
Interrogatiories and the Continuing Request for Production,
when the defendants filed a Motion to Dismiss my Complaint.

and of course they always use Judge Earley.

Aiken County went to far when they abducted my legal aid
Jean B. Smith on. July 13, 2015. and 1 turned in a report to
the FBI office in Columbia S.Cy before_the hearing date in

Judge Willams Court Room;this took away a lot of their. power.



I would rather that the Appeals Court reconsider their decision
of June 27, 2018, and grant me the wright for jury trial, which is
what the defendants asked for, no matter what, this is going to end
in a jury trial sunor or lateri;o mutch evidence against Aiken County

is building up,every move that they make is a mistake.

//Z’ S
(]C/éd i‘—(/” 2(’/5 Carlton .E. Cantrell N

223 Muddy Branch Rd. 29805
Aiken S.C. 29805
(803) 215-4747



AFFIDAVIT of CARLTON E CANTRELL
' To
JUDGE TRACEY CARROLL -

On October 3@ 2017, I Carlton E. Cantrell was. talking with my neighbour
Marie Fox at her mail box around 2PM, about the stray dogs and she told me
that Animal Control was the ones that were throwing out the stray dogs and
she didn't understand why but that there was a lot of corruption involved,
and I told her that Judge Tracey Carroll had told Animal Comtrol to get the
stray dogs and that Bobby Arthurs told me that I would half to pay 15
dollars a dog for them-to pick them up, there is no doubt that Aiken Country
is using these dogs for the purpose of setting me in. their traps, all
because I am fighting Aiken County's drug trafficking efforts.

There are still some sick dogs from the "~ pesticide spraying
which I had explaind in ey last affidavit I estimate over 12 dogs and seven
goats have died but more dogs keep showing up so the numbers are still
increasing. : : '

However it is always at this time of the year when Alken County attacks
me in whatever way possible because 1 am on disability and it is now time
for my evaluation which is required to keep my disability, and every year
there are forces working to take wy disability away from we, wmy appointment
is on Novesber 7, 2017, and it will not be until December when I find out if
my disability will be approved for another year, and there is no way that I
can afford these rabie shots mutch less feed these dogs if my disability is
denied for another year, If this is the case then all the dogs must go.

I have talked with my Chapter 13 attorney about paying property taxes,
she said that I could file, if I weren’t able to pay wy property taxes, *liis
will protect my property for the next 5 years.

There is a large Blue and White Helicopter that clips the top of my house
at least once a week, the drug, air and vehicle traffic has increased 100
fold in the last two weeks, but just because I may not smell pesticides
don’t mean they aren’t spraying sowething else that is odorless.

/

November '2, 2017 % "

Carlton E. Cantrell
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken S.C. 29805
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT.KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11628
CLERK COLUMBIA. SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-189C

FAX: (803) 734-1839
wWww.sccourts.org

June 27, 2018

Carlton E. Cantrell -~ - -
223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken SC 29805
Mr. Daniel Clifton Plyler, Esquire
PO Box 8568
Columbia SC 29202-8568
Re: Carlton Cantrell v. Aiken County
Appellate Case No. 2016-002275
Dear Mr. Cantrell and Counsél:
Enclosed is the decision of the Court. The remittitur will be sent as provided by

Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

Very truly yours,
V. e o Reppechs
& /

CLERK

cc:  The Honorable Doyet A. Early, 111



The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Carlton E. Cantrell, Appellant,
V.

Aiken County, Aiken County Animal Control/Code
Enforcement Director Bobby Arthurs, Aiken County
Animal Control/Code Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper,

Judge Donna L. Williamson, Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2016-002275

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition for rehearing, 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 a rehearing. Accordingly, the

petition for rehearing is denied.
omer 2 SLF

ﬁ@é@é@w

J.

Haphent LV sl

Columbia, South Carolina

CC:

" FILED

CLLQ VkD, aOlg
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INDEX TO RECORD-ON APPEAL

. Su_ﬁmons énd Complaint, 2015-CP-02241, filed September 22,

2015. Page. 1-16

. Motion for judgement on the pleadings, or, inthe ’Altel:hative for

Summary Judgement, filed Sgptember 26, 2016. __ Page. 17-18

. Order of Judge Doyet A. Earley, Ill. - Page. 19-25

. Complete Transcript from the hearing conducted on October 10,

2016. . o - Page. 26-34



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) .
COUNTY OF: AIKEN ) SUMMONS
<)
)
:Carlton E. Cantrell, Plaintiff,
) FILE NO.
VS, ) )
v 20/5-CP-00-022¢]

Aiken County, ..
Aiken County Animal Control/Co32 Entorcement Director Bobby Arthurs,
Aiken County Animal Conirol/Code tnforcement Officer Ron cooper,
Judge Donna L willamson, vetendants

TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE-NAMED:
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required 1o answer the complaint herein,
a copy of which is herewith sers ed upon you. and to serve a copy of vour answer to this
complaint upon'the subscribcrl. at the address shown below. within thirty (30) days after
‘.service hereof, exclusive of the day of s;zch service, and if you fail to answer the
i con;plaint.j udgment by default will be rendered against youfé?'fﬁe relief demanded in
the complaint. T cgmes o

Aiken, South Carolina

Plaintiff/Attorney for Plaintiff

Dated: " Address: 223 Muddy Branch Road . Aiken, SC 29805

SCCA401 (502) .~ #27 e
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STATEOFSOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF: AIKEN ) SUMMONS _ 7
R . . ) :
Carlton E. Cantrell, Plaintiff,
P - ) o FLE NO.
Vs, : | ) .

Aiken County, .
Ailken County Animal Control /¢

322 Entorcement-Director Bobby Arthurs,
Aikén County Animal Conirol/Coce =nforcement Utrficer Ron cooper,
Judge Donna L willafmson, versnzants

On July 2 20l at s a.m. 1 tarlton k. Cantrell {eft to

go'get suppiies 1n satesburg, Ryan Gunter came over and
was watching. my house approximately 100 reet from_the front

gate. dunior‘ tnfow was com1ng over at Y a.m. but 1 decided

_ that 1 d1dn t need him because Ryan said- that ne- cou]d stay

til1 1z a.m. I tried tor a whole hour to call uun1or but

r‘

he woutdn-t answer his. pnone.-

At 9%a.m. -Jun1or Enlfow shows up at. tne tront gate and Ryan

Gunter cails me-and says theirs a wnite car setting at your

gate ana I told n1'm it Was Junior then 1 get a call from

Junior Enlow ana he says tnat Kyan 1s watcn1ng your housp

I told him that-1- nad been calmng him-for the last hour

to tetl him not- to comeover’ because I didn't neeaq you today

and tnat I was already an ‘my way DaCK nome and Jun1or says
that 11 wa1t at . t‘re gate*-.vor you. . N .

W
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Approximately 15 minutes later, Kyan Gunter cails me and
says tnat three animai Control trucks are sitting in the road

¥n tront of your arive they were parked behinae uvuniors car andg
I toid Ryan that I would be thair in about 20 minutes. '

[ -
°

kWhen 1 arrivewslne animal Controi/iode enforcement trucks

were sitting in the middle oT The road anu tne Officers were
sstanaing aroUnd)w1tQ their cameras:uot there were no dogs arouna
ss0 I parked on tne otner stde ot the road on my property ana

got out of my ven1cle'ana.dsxea Ufficer Cooper .what was going
on, and Otticer Cooper said that they were responding to a
complaint from my neignoour about aogs 1n ner.yard then sevén
aogs came aown.to be with me and orfreer Cooper started wr1ting
a:citation for;aogs at large and ne asked me howmany dogs

‘are 1n the roadMWh1|e tne other Urticer -was tak1ng p1ctures.

Tnen he proceaea too wr1te me another c1tat1on for fa11ure 10
£o vaccinate, 1 asked UTT1cer Looper what about my ne1ghbours

comp|a1nt and he sala that were not concerned'about that rignt

now were more concerned about dogs in tne road.

_i | H.aSKéo Otficer Coooer about my ‘dogs crossing from one.séde
ot the property to the Otner since tne road goes through my
property ana he saia so lTong has¥9ur with tne uogs-that-1t
wias all r1gh1:. Then Mr. Co_oper-nanaed me tne c1tat1ons and

.tona me that I hao'be;ter not oOme to court w1tnout these

dohs rapy shots. Hp_aJSo tgla me that they-may come back:ana

write me up again betore the court day.

8

N
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within 3b minutes. - Judge w1|1amson haa a1sm1ssed 5 of the

After Ufficer Cooper and the other. two-O0fficers. left Junior
Enlow told me that they are going to lsck you up and take
everytning you Qwhe away frpm;you.*

Un ‘the day 6t court July 235 20{5 1n monetta 1 requested a uury

tri1al and we picked Jurors 1 used up alt my str1kes on. the

6 primary and oTT1cer Cooper prcked the 6 seCOndary. I requested

filled out a supiona tor dun1or En}ow and my ne1ghbour Mar1e Fox

tor the tr1a1 wn1ch was schedu]ed on August b cOlb.

On the way out to my venic]e orf1ceﬁ'COI1n Rsnhe #@pproched me and
asked me how many dogs did I have and toid me that I had better -
have at {east hatf¥ 07 them vaccinated within 5 days or he was

going to write me another c1tat1on. Which he never did show up

at my property.

Un the day or court August zo zU15 I had a rrTena name fon

watch my house anda Ryan Gunter arove me. . to wagner Court house

the Tr1al was scheduled tor 9; 50 a.m. I was going to defend-

myself witnout a lawyer.

Just before the trial began 1 herc officer. Looper tell Officer
Co]1n Ashe that they had another Jury trial scheduled within

an hour.

ihe'Judge,wwllamson came into the court room and said*fhat we

should pe able to do th1s wno]e tr1a] rrom start to finish

i

primarieé that 1 had picked and replaceo tnem w1th the other
Jurors tnat Cooper had p1cked
4

1
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Offticer tooper took the stand and said tnat they were.going _
down Muddy sBranch roéd and seen dogs 1n the road and stoped

and gaited tor the owner and issued nim citations tor dogs

at .large and tailure to vaccinate. 1 toid Ufficer Cooper that
you saia that the reason for stoping was a compiaint from
my neighpour and he said that this has nothing to do with this

and Juage Willamson said the same thing.

Orticer Looper sliowed the Jurors pictures ot the dogs in
the roaa and then handed them to me’ tor the first time and
every picture taken was ‘ot me with dogs 1n- the road and I
told tne jurors that ufticer vooper had said that my dogs
could be in the road so tong as 1 was with them and the
pictures dibicted_exactua]ly'xhat. .

s

Junior Enlow took the stand ana had changed.nis story from

what he had toid me and-he said tnat the dogs were in the

road the whole time.
.

My netgnbour which 1.had sup}oned was not thair so I-told
the Judge that this trial must pe rescheduréd because one

ot my witnesses was not thair and Judge willamson said all

right with an angry voice ana i1ett the courtroom and cdme

~back and said that she was on her way and woula pe thair

in 45 min. s

Junior En1OW=requeSted t6:19ave because he héd scheduled (
a trip to montana, ! toTd the Judge, Williamson that I"might
want to ask him some more questjons-bn the sfand“but.she_

released him and he left.



«

[

honored the request.

Judge Wiiiamson sald that lets.continue on with this trial white
we are:waiting tor Marje Fox. >ince.Junior enlow had lied about
the dogs being in the road 1 said-I have another witness Ryan

gunter and that he was 1n nis truck in the parking lot so Judge

Witlamson sent Otficer Cooper to get him.

Ryne wunter took the stand and told tnat the dogs were witn
him the whole time :ana ‘they didn't go aown to the road until

I got out of my venicle and was talking with animal contro}

Orficer Cooper, and tnat there were no dogs 1n the road the

whole time that I was gone.

marie Fox took tne stana and L asted her It she nad been feading

-these dogs and she'Said that sne nad been reading beyween 10 to

i% dogs and that they were staying 1n ner yard and 0ff1cer Cooper

said to Judge W1l|amson that Th1s has notn1ng to db w1th this

and the Judge agreed and I sa1d that Th1$ nas everyth1ng to
do with this pecause Judge Gibson FAliaw told me I you .. ..

feed a dog tnat dog belongs to you and I saiad that she:was Teeding
these dog% and that0fficer Looper said she cailed,the complaint

on me and Marie Fox said that she had never called in a complaint.

tne Jurors that urrticer Cooper hada p1ckea founa me gu11ty,_»
and uudge W1||amson tinea me 478.99 x 4 = 95/ 98 and she sa1a
it you dont pay 1t today 1 will 10cK’ up foyr 30 qays and haa

dlreaay cal]ea in an arresr1ng orticer because they hnew -that:

I didn’'t have tnat anu or-money in my account but First Citizens <~

s
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Why aila Junio® Enlow retuse to answer nis phone rtor and

hour ana then cali me ana tell me _that ryan sunter 1s et

your house. and after I toia nhim tnat I a1an-t need h1m

'dhy d1d he say tnat he woula wa1t on me anyway.

why did urricer vooper ana tne two other urticer takk to

Jupior tor zu minutes betore 'l showed up ana their wern't

any”dogs in the road the whole time accdrding to Ryan

Gunter.:

Why did Junior tnlow teli me that Ufticer Cooper and them
werergo?ng to lock you up ana take everythning that* you owne-

away trom me, atter. they iert. -

Why d1d Juni1o¥ cniow lye about tne dogs peing in the road

the wnole time when Kyan gunter said tne opposite.

Intormation; Junior Etnlow 1s reirated to Bobby Arthurs in

that nis now deceasea son was married to Bobby Arthurs

sister ana sne bore three of his granu sones wh1ch one is

is now deceased.

I turned 1n,a-rep6rt to the FBI on Junior:En]pw aﬁd his
grandson Enn En]ow'because fheAév1dence that I found razer
blades on the ground where the1r vehicle was parked and dogs
bteading out the ass and spitting up rezer biades after-

they Teft my house and I called Junior right éfterAtheY
Teft and asked was Enn feading my-dogs razerbla&es and

Junior said that I wont: br1ng him over anymore. I be11eve

T Thats 8dbby Arthurs: was bph:nde this, to make my dogs sick

so-that they could write me sitations for sick animals.



ufticer rvooper and the other two Otrticers stoped 1nfront of my

house deliberateily while I was gone as to block my drive 'so
that when 1 arrivea home 1 couldnt go onto my property this
wa> an .attempt to yet dogs into tne road so that they could

write citations on me.

wnen 1 arrived back home 1 had to pafk on ‘tne other side ot
my property ana wa]k across the road their wasnt ‘any dogs
around so | asked O6tficer uooper whan was going on and he
said that my neighbour pointing towards marie Fox house hag
fited a complaint about wogs in her yara and then-the/'dogs

that were with Kyan wunter came running down to meet with me. -

ana Officer couper started writing me citations.

I"asken uffjegr;gaopgnagﬁn!t you suposto write warnings first

and the other Ufticer said in your case we dont halfto.

=y

I was néver toid that I had to vaccinate my dog% I have haa

two dog bite incidents in the past n1ne years and the department

of "heltn wgu]d come out and quarateen tne dog for ten days
and teil me to get it vacinated tor rabiles and then he would
come back and get the paper wokk and 1 asked him are rabie

shots regquired and he saida only "in bite cases. How could I
be given a citation tor tailiure to vaccinate when no one told

me so. I should nave been g1ven a warn1ng and- time to get the

shots.

1.asked 0fTicer_Cooaer how are_the‘doge supposto erqss fﬁqm
one side or the road to th%.ocher.since'the road goes througn
my property and he said so longs as you accompy them then 1ts
alright and thats just wnat the1r p1ctures depict.

8

Ty



Why did Otticer Corin Ashe ihreten to write me ‘up if I didn"t

get hait ot my dogs rabie shots w1tn1n five days when I haa
Just got tnrough picking uvurors for a trial scheduied 6or

August:Zo zulb.

Why'd1a 1 nalf to spend the wholie time between the Jury strike

and tne trial picking tood out ot tne road 1n front of my

my house trom passing venicles and then they would drive back
by with their celipnone cameras pressed against the winshietd.

Why d1d A1Ken County Stop their vehicles 1n front of my house

severar times and si1t their for a while then move on.

It appears that aiken County is trying to get dogs in the

roaa because tney fyed about aogs in the road Ttrom the beginning.

Wny where their two tr1als schedulea tnat morn1ng 0t Augustrzé

2015, an hour arter my trial began.

Wny did Juage wiftlamson snate that we should. be ab1e to do

this whoie tr1a1 from starn To tinish 1n about 35 m1n.

"wny did Juage Wiliamson jet five or the pr1mary jurors. be
excused the ones tnat | had. picked With my strikes and -

f11| them witn the ones -that OfT1cer Looper had picked with

his striked.

Why wasn't My ne1ghbour Marie Fox 1ssued the sup1ona that

I had T1lled out and T1nally I nad to demand tnat my w1tness

be brought in or this trial. rescheGUIea.

-
-



Why did utticer Cooper tell ;he Jurors that they were riding
down Muady Branch Roaa and seen. dogs: in the road and stoped
anda waited on the owner and issued h1m citat1ons, and when
1 saiaﬂtnat yfri;er_booper told me that they were responding
to a comptaint trom hy neighoour»urrrcerﬂCooper said that

that nhad nothing to do-with this and so did.dydgg Wwiltlamson.

Wny a1d_uffiter Looper and Judage willamson say that Marie rox
lestimoney nad nothifig to do with tnis when sne admitted to
teeding tnese dogs and they were staying 1in ner'yard and she

said that sne never cailea animal contrul.
Information; 1I1his is tne second time tnhat marie Fox has done
this in tne rast three years the Tast time Officer Cooper

came to my nouse about my ne1ghbour comp|a1n1ng about the
dogs that she was-réed1ng and 1" tolada Orficer Codper that Judge

Fellaw told me that ir you teed a dog 1t belongs to you ana

orficer vooper i1ett ana then the dogs u1ssapeared but came

_back several weeks .iater.
It Appears that animal control is also working with my
neignbour marie Fox in having her teed the aogs to use has

a stepplng stone to atsack me.

Wny was I tineada a total ot Ya/.98 do]lars Tor mese-fa1se'-;;a
chahgestmhat wWere brought up against me, 1f rab1e shots are
required uhen why didn't the tEII me 1n a mice way or issue a -

warn1ng andg¢ 1 could have usea Inis money to. vacc1nate them witn.

——
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vudge Wiliamson nad an arresting uUfricer come in and told
me 1t 1 didn't -pay this tine 1oaay she was going to lock me

up ror 3v days. 1 alan't have enougn 1n my account but First

Citizens nonorea thne request.

atter I wot home 1 thought over -tne trial ana aecided to call
Judge Willamsons Ofrice ana request a copy or the transcript
ana tne cierk saia tnat we dont do transcripts anymore and

I herd her ask Judge WTIJams6n and then she hung”the phone upe

£

\

L



Ge

CONCLUSION

Animal Control/Code entorcement had my neighbour Marie Fox
to feed these dogs so that they would stay in her yard'éo

that this could be used has an’excuee to stop in front of

my house and vunior Enlow was uded %o block my gate as an

attempt to get dogs into the road in order to write me

citations just 1ike Junior EnTow said so ‘they can lock you
up and take everything away from you. If I hadn't tutrned

in a report to the FBI a day pbefore the Court they were

going to lTock me up they never exbected it to go“as far as

a dJury Trial, so they rigged the Jurors by excusing five

of the primary jurors that I had picked and replacinf them

with five of the jurors tnat Officer Cooper picked, and
everytning I said in the Court Room Otficer Cooper said

that this has nothing to do with this and Judge Willamson
agreed with Officer Coopee on everything. This is the same
as the attack on ‘me back in 2005 when Bobby An@hurs made

false statements and JudgemTerry Carter s1gned warrents and

took my an1mals and did terrib]e things to them and I never
got ali of them back. my veternarian Lisa Handy said that

they had broke every: rule the1r must first always be a

veternarian involved ana their wasn't and secodnly their
must be given warming ftirst and time to correct any problems

which nither was done. This . C1v1] suit 1is st1l| al1ve and

in tne Court of Appeals. The pr1mary reason for these attacks

is because Aiken Lounty is br1ng1ng in’ M11]1ons of do]]ars

of cocane by A1rcraft all around my dwe1]1ng p]ace and because

,

I am not a team p]ayer 11ke my neighbours they are try1nq to

get rid of me any way they can.

A



. By copy of this Arrigavit I hereby indicate my 1ntention to sue
Aiken County, ana tne other named déréendants for all damages

brought on by tnese ftalse charges, for damages I suffered
perSpnaly from this attack as weill as mistreatments and:
other sucn financia: awards deemeu appropriate vy the_Court._

fariton E. Cantrell. Pro. Se
223 muady Branch Road

Aiken SC 29YBUb

803-215-4,4/ .
Plantift/Appetlant

Sepvember 13 2015
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. - Wagener-Salley Summary Court
' Judge : Donna Hutto Williamson
108 Main StreetN -
Wagener, SC 29164

} , (803) 564-5989
Receiwed From:  Cantrell, Carlton Eugene : , Date: 8/26/2015
223 Muddy Branch Rd _ Receipt #:- 5395
Aiken, SC 29805-8366 Clerk: c02tkey
Paying for: Self . s :
Transaction Type: Payment ’ Reference #:
Payment Type: ; Credit Card S470.00 .Comment:
Convenience Fee S7.8¢ '
: : - SC.gov Portal Fee - S$1.0C
Total, Paid: : S478.9¢
Case # _ Capton : Prev:i0us Balance.  Amount Paid Balahcé Dut
ACS03270 ~ The State of Squth Carotna WS Carlton $470.00 $470.00 -$0.01
: Eugene Cantreil ' R
Total Cases: 1 $470.00 $470.00 $0.(
Convenience Fee: - $7.99
SC.gov Portal Fee: $1.00
Total Paid: $478.99

W
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Wagener-Salley Su'mrhéry_Couﬁr o

Judge : Donna Hutto Williamson

108 Main Street N
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Reét‘éiptSingleCase.rpt V6.1

Wagener, SC 29164
(803) 564-5989
Received From:  Cantrell, Carlton Eugene Date: 8/26/2015
223 Muddy Branch Rd Receipt #. 5395
. Aiken, SC 29805-8366 Clerk: c02tkey
Paying: for: Self
Transaction Type: P_ayment Refersnce #:
Payment Type: : Credit Card- S470.60 , Comment:
» Convenience Fee S7 8%
_ SC.gov Portal Fee $1.55
Total Paid: S478.¢¢ _
Case # . Captan Previous Balance Amount Paid Balance Dt
ACS03270 The State of South Carorna VS Cartion $470.00 $470.00 . $0u
Eugene Cantrell '
A Y i .
Total Cases: 1 $470.00 " $470.00 $0
Convenience Fee: $7.99
SC.gov Portal Fee: $1.00
: Total Paid: $478.99



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - Y) ' IN THE COURT-OF COMMON PLEAS

CDUNTY OF AIKEN Civil Action Number: 2015-CP-02-0224 L

Carlton E. Cantrell,

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION
FOR JUDGMENT ON THE
PLEADINGS OR, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, SUMMARY
JUDGMENT ON BEHALF OF THE
Do DEFENDANTS ‘

Plaintiff,
V.

Aiken County, Aiken County Animal
Control/Code Enforcement Director Bobby
Arthurs, Aiken County-Animal Control/Code
Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper, Judge
Donna L. Williamson, : :

Defendants.

TO: CARLTONE. CANTRELL, PRO SE PLAINTIFF:
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned attorney for the Defendants
.will move before the Presiding Judge of the'-Seco‘nd Judicial Circuit at the Aiken County
Courthouse Alken South Carolina ten (10) days after the service hereof at 10 a.m. or as soon
threreafter as counsel may be heard or at such time and place as may'be set by the Court for an -
Order pursuant to Rules 12 and 56 of the South Carollna Rules of C1v11 Procedure, grantmg'
Judgment on the pleadings or sumn_lary Judgment m"fa'vor' of the above named Defendants on ﬂte
following grounds: | | |
1. The P-leintiff’s Complaint fails to allegefnct»s sufﬁcient to state a cause ot‘ action upon
-which relief can be granted' )
2. The Defendants are immune from suit pursuant to various prov1stons of; the Soutn

Carohna Tort Clalms Act, S.C. Code Ann. §§ 15-78-10, &z seq., mcludmg but not hmlted

to, §§ 15-78-60(1), (2), (3), @), (5), (7), and (23); ...



3. The Defendants Donna L. Williamson,.Bobby Atthurs, and Ron Cooper are entitled to
absolute employee immunity pursuant to the South Carolina Tort Claims Act, § 15-78-
70(a);

4. The Defendants Donna L. Williamson, Bobby - Arthurs, and Ron Cooper are not proper
parties to this suit pursuant to the South Carolina Tort Claims Act, § 15—8—70(.0);-

5. The Defendant Donna L. Wiliiamson is immuné ﬁ(;rﬁ .suit pﬁ;suant;to common law
Sudicial immunity: and o

6. The Plaintiff’s action is barred by the preclusion Doctrine of Collateral Estoppel.

~ This Motion is based upon the plez;ldings, applicable law, rules of civil procedure, and

other such matters that may be properly presented to the Court at the time of the hearing,

_DANIEL §. PLYLER .

JASMINE D WMAN =
- 11611 Devonshire Drive, 2nd Floor
. ' Post Office Box 8568 _ A

Columbia, South Carolina 29202-8568
dplyler@dml-law.com .
jwyman@dml-law.com -

" T: 803-806-8222
F: 803-806-8855

Counsel for Defendants T
Columbia, South Carolina |

' September 21, 2016
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) .
COUNTY OF AIKEN ) Civil Action Number: 2015-CP-02-02241 -
) . -
)
Carlton E. Cantrell, )
Plaintiff, ) ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS’
L , ) : MOTION FOR JUDMENT ON THE
V. o _ ‘ ) PLEADINGS, OR IN THE -
' ) ALTERNATIVE, SUMMARY
Aiken County, Aiken County. Animal ) JU DGMEN’D-' '
Control/Code Enforcement Director Bobby ) : '
Arthurs, Aiken County Animal Control/Code ) [ l 3 ) w
Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper, Judge ) FILED . — |0
Donna L. Williamson, ) Y %&ﬁ‘_ J
: ) m c PRt ° _
Defendants. ) 4
) ')ef*uﬁy ‘1..1'& . .

This matter came before the Court on October 10, 2016 upon motion of the Defendants.
Specifically, the Defendants filed a Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings, or, in the alternative,
for- Summary Judgment. At the hearing Defendants were represented by Daniel C. Plyler,

Esqure -and Jasmlne W§man, Esquire of Dav1dson & Llndemann PA The Plamtlff appeared

pro se.
- Having considered the oral argmnents presented and the“entlrety of the record before thls
Co urt mclucung all filings made by all parties, the Court ﬁnds that summary Judgment must be
glanted to the Defendants, as is set out in detall herein, and that the pendlng motion must be, and
hereby is, GRANTED. |
Plaintiff filed this matter on, oOr about September 22, 201'5. In tu's Complainf' Plarntiff
alleges he was Wrongfully convicted on two Animal Control citations. -The'tw'o er-tations‘in

'-que:stlon were issued to the Plaintiff on, or about, July 2, 2015 byéAiken County Ammal Control.

Specxﬁcally, Plamtlff was crted for Domes‘uc Animals at Large and Failure to Vaccmate

A
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domestic animals. Plaintiff requested a jury trial on those citations;' dnd on August 26, 2015 the

Plaintiff was tried, by jur;f, in the Monetta Summary Court. Aiken County Magistrate Judg_e'
Donna Williamson presided over the trial. At the close:of the trial, the jury convicted Plaintiff
on both citations.

Plaintiff did not appeal the convictions. Instead Plaintiff filed the above—captioned
lawsuit alleging that he should not have been convicted. ‘Defendants subsequently moved for
judgment on the pleadings, or, in the -ahematne, for surnmar}g Judgment. ’

| STANDARD |

The Defendants’ motion is for j'udgment on the ple'adings; or, in the alternative, for
summary judgment. “Judgment upon the pleadings is a drastic procedure but it will be granted
in proper cases.” Wooten v. Standard. Life & Cas. Ins. Co., 239 S.C. 243, 248, 122 S.E.2d 637,
638 (1961). “It is appropriate, where the pleading is fatally deficient in substance, that is where
the complaint fails to state a .good cause of action in favor of the plaintiff and agalnst the

defendant” Id. =~ =~ =

e

Summary judgment is appropriate when it is clear there is S 1o genume issue of material
fact, and the movmg party is entitled td“;udgment as a matter of law. Batrd V. Charleston
Co unty, 333 S.C. 519 511°'S.E.2d 69 (1999); Rule 56(c) SCRCP In ruling on.a motion for
summary Judgment, the Court considers the pleadings, deposn_:_ions, 1nterrogatory answers,
adimissions, and afﬁdavits in determininé whether there is a genuine issue of fact for trial. .
Thomas v. Waters, 315 S.C.-524, 445 S.E.2d 659 (Ct. App. 1994). In determining whéthe_i;any
. triable issue of féct' exists, as will preclude summary judgment, the evidence .end all "inferences

“which can be reasonably drawn therefrom must be v1ewed in the light most favorable to the’

nommoving party. Pye V. Aycock 325S. C 426 480 S.E.2d 455 (Ct App 1997)

e




“Although summary judgment is a drastic remedy which ShOUld be cautiously invoked,

where a verdict is not reasonably possible under the facts presehtéd, summary judgment is

proper.” Evans v. Stewart, 370 8.C. 522, 526, 636 S.E.2d 632, 635 (Ct. App. 2006) (citing Bloom
v. Ravoira, :4_339 S.C. 417, 425, 529 S.E.2d 7-10, 714 (2000). A party opposing summary
judgment may not rest upon the mere allegations of the plead.ings but must instead set forth or
iboint to specific facts in the record showing that there is a geﬁuine issue of material fact. Bravis

v. Dunbar, 449 S.E.2d 495 (S.C. App. 1994).

DISCUSSION
The Court is mindful that “[a]ll pleadings shall be so coﬁstrued as to dp substantial justice
to all parties.” Rule 8(f), SCRCP. Hovyever,-the Court ﬁ:nds, even after liberally construing his
allegations, that Plaintiff has failed to state ‘a claim upon which relief could be granted, and
th»erefore the Defendants’ motion must be, and hereby is, GRANTED.
Plaintiff does not specify in his ‘Complaint the exact nature of his allegatmns against the

Drefendants, except to make it clear that he does not beheve he should have been convicted on

the two citations at issue. Such allegations could be construed in r_l__u_iﬁé;ous ‘ways, but regardless

of the construction, Plaintiff’s allegations fail asa matterof law.
) ' : :
To the extent Plaintiff’s claims are construed to be a claim for Malicious Prosecution, he

has not established the elements required to sdpport such a cause of action.

-In order to recover on a claim of malicious prosecution, the Plaintiff must establish the.

fo"llowing elements: “(1) the institution or continuation of original _]udlClal proceedmgs (2) by or

at the instance of-the defendant; (3) termination of such proceedmgs in the pla1nt1ff’s favor )]
- malice in instituting such proceedmgs %) lack of probable cause; and (6) resulting injury or

damage.” McBrtde v. Sch. Dist. Of Greenvzlle County, 389 S.C. 546, 566, 698 S.E.2d 845, 855

W
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(Ct. App. 2010). “In an action for malicious prosecution, the plaintiff must establish that the
cr:irrﬁnal proceeding was terminated in his or her favor.” McKenney v. Jack Eckerd CQ., 304 S.C.
21,22,402 S.E.2d 887, 887 (1991).

Plaintiff has admitted in his Complaint that he was convicted, by a jury, on the two
cfﬁminal citations at issue. As his convictions remain in place, he cannot éstablish the elements
ﬁecessad to sufficiently allege a Malicious Prosecution cause of aétion.

Similarly, were this .Court‘ to construe Plaintiff’s allegaﬁons" as an:::appeal of the .
Maagistrafe Court convictions, Piaintiff_é claims would still fail as a matter of law. |

This Court’s jurisdictié)n over a Magistrate Court conviction is appellate in nature.
DeWitt v. S.C. Dep’t of Highways and. Pub. Transp., 2’:74 S.C. 184, 185, 262 S.E.2d 28, 29
(1980). Under S.C. Code Ann. § 18-3-30, a person convicted, in Magistrate Court, of a criminal
offfense must file a proper notice of appeal of that conviction within ten (10) days. Furthermore,
“itt has been the established rule that a circuit judge cannot reverée a magistrate’s judgment when

th(e:appellant has failed # serve the magistrate the proper notice and grounds of appeal within the -

prescribed time limits. /d.

In this case the Plaintiff was conv1ctedonA?ﬁngst 26:, 2015. To:-the‘extent that hlS
Cofnplaint in this' case were to be considered a noticé: of apioeal, it was not filed within the ten
(10) day time limit set forth by statute, nor- was it propeﬂy drafted as a-notice of épp'éal. As such,
even if this Court were to construe his Complaint as an Appeal, the matter would have to be |
dismissed as a matter of law.: '

With regards to Plaintiff’s allegations against Judge W_illiamson; no- matter how

* comstrued, it is clear that the allegations are barred by the doctrineof Judicial Irrimimifyﬁ

W
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Judicial immunity “is one of the basic common law tenets upon which the;, modem system
of justice was built.” O’Laughlin v. Windham, 330 S.C. 379, 384, 498 S.E.2d 689, 692 (Ct. App.
1998). Absolute judicial immunity “is vital for the continuation of an independent judiciary and
for the preservation of judicial integrity.” Jd.

Présiding over a criminal trial is a jndicial function. When ljberally reading Plaintiff’s -
écamplaint it becomes apparent that he is attempting to sue Judge Williamson simnly because he
is unhappy with her judic_ial decisibns during his criminal trial. T he_r'éfore, :;;ursuant to the
common law doctrine of jndicial immunity, the claims of thé Plaintiff against Judge W'illinms are

dismissed as a matter of law. |

Similarly, notwithst?nding corn_mdn law judicial-. immunity; the South Carolina Tort
Claims Act. (“SCTCA™) bars Plaintiff’s allegations with respects to Judge Williamson.'

O’Laughlin, supra, 330 S.C. at 385, 498 S.E.2d at 692 (holding that common law judicial
| immunity survived the enactment of the SCTCA and is distinct from the form of 1mmumty
mrcorporated in that Act) Y. The SCTCA provxdes that a governmental cntlty is not hable foraloss -

resulting from judicial or quam—Judlclal action or inaction. S.C. C.o__c»_i_e Ann, -§.15-78-60(1) and

2. ' a ST R

As set forth in thé SC’.I'CA,'the provisions of fhe Act.a-lre to be liberally construed in favor
of limiting the government’s liability. SC Code Ann § 15-78-20(e); see al.én, Bakers v. -
Sanders, 301 S.C. 170, 391 S.E.2d 229 (1990); Strother v. Le\czngton County Recreatzon
Commission, 332 S.C. 54, 504 S.E.2d 117 (1998). This rule of construction is- also i in accord
with the well- establlshed principles that any law in derogation of common law must be stnctly

~ construed. Watson v. Sellers, 299 S.C. 426, 385 S.E.'Z_d 369: (Ct..:App. 1989).

' The South Carolina Tort Claims Act js the sole and exclusive réemedy for any tort commltted by an employee of a
aovemmental entity actmg in the course and scope of hxs or her employment S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-70(a).




Accordingly, Plaintiffs purported allegations against Judge Williamson, even liberally
construed, must be dismissed as a matter of law.

In addition to the reasons for dlsmlssal addressed above, the Plaintiff’s allegatlons are
clearly barred by 8.C. Code Ann. §§15-78- 60(4) and (23).

S.C. Code Ann. §15-78-60(4) provides, in pertinent part, that a governmental entity is not

‘liable for a loss resulting from the enforcement of any law and/or ordinance. A liberal reading of

the Plaintiff’s*‘Complaint makes it olear that he is suing Def_'endanté Aiken County, Arthurs, and - |

Cooper for their roles in enforcing the animal c_,ontrol.-ordinances of the county of Aiken.
- Therefore, with the admission that he wae convicted by a jury, Plamtiﬂ’s allegations are 'clearly
barred and must be dismissed. | |

Likewise, S.C. Code Ann. §15-78-60(23) states that a governmental entity is not liable
for a loss resulting from tlle “institution or prosecution of any.judicial or administrative
proceeding.” In this case it seems clear that :l_’laintiff is éttempting to sue Defendants Aiken
County, Arthurs, and Gpoper for that very reason. )

Therefore, Plaintiffe éllegations must-be end hereby are, disﬁlﬁéed as amatter of law.

Furthermore Defendants Arthurs;lnd Coopér areentltled to. absolute employee 1mmumty

under the South Carolma Tort Clalms Act S.C. Code Ann §§ 15-78-10 et seq. The SCTCA

“constitutes the exclusrve remedy for any tort committed by an employee of a governmental

entity.” S.C. Code Ann § 15-78-70(a). An employee of a governmental entity is immune from

liability for tortious acts commrtted within the scope of his or her official duties. Flateau V.
Harrelson, 355 S. C 197,584 S.E.2d 413 (Ct. App. 2003).
The Plamtlff attempts to sue these Defendants for the1r ;oles as-Animal Control Officers

who brought crlmtnal. charges agamst: him for violations™ of various. ammal control

W
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ordinances/law in ’bhe County of Aikeb. Therefore, even if Plaintiff’s allegations were not
subject to dismissal in foto, which they clearly are, Defendants Arthurs and Cooper would be
improper parties to this lawsuit pursuant to the V_SClTCA:;and are, therefore, dismissed as a matter
of law.

Finally, the Cou& finds that Plaintiff's ‘allegations must be dismissed pursuant to the
doctrine of res Judicata and/or collateral estoppel.

The doctrine of coI}ateral esboppel provides thet “onee a ﬁn-a:I judgment (;n the merits has
been reached in a prior claim, the relitigation of those issues actually and necessaﬁly litigated
- and determined in the first suit are precluded as to the parties and their privies in ény subsequent -
action based upon a different claim. Richburg v. Baughm.c.m, 290 S.C. 431, 434, 351 S.E.2d 164,
166 (1986). The doctrine of res Judicata, on the other hand, “bars a litigant from raising any
, issbes which were adjudicated in the former suit and ahy issues which might have been raised in
the former suit.” Pye, 325 S.C. at 433, 480 S.E.~2d at 458 (erﬁphasis added). See also, Johnson V.
 Greenwood Mills, Inc.317 5.C. 248,452 SE2d 838 (19'94) (tes judicata bars subeequent action
_ by the same parties on the same issues). “Res Judxcata also bars subsequent actlons by the same
A parties when the clalms arise out of the ;zme transaction or oceurrence that was the subJect of a
p;rlor actlon between those parties.” Pye, 3258.C.at 432 480 S.E.2d at 45 8 (emphasis added). .

Specifically relevant in the analysis of the instant motion -is ‘the fact that the South
Carolina Supreme Court has found that “once a person has been crumnally convicted, the person A
-is bound by that adjudlcatmn in a subsequent civil proceedmg based on the same facts

underlying the criminal conviction.” Doe v. Doe, 346 S.C. 145, 148 551 SE2d 257, 258

-~ (2001); see also, Zurcher v. Bilton, 379 S.C. 132, 135-136, 666 S:E.2d 224, 226 (2008).




Even a liberal reading of Plaintiff’s Complaint shows that he is attempting to collaterally
attack his magistrate level convictions. Those convictions hvae riot been overturned and remaln -
urn-appealed Therefore, such an attack is 1mproper See: generally, Heckv. Humphrey, 512 U.S.
4717, 114S. Ct 2364 (1994)

Therefore, in addition to the reasons set forth abo(ze; the Court finds that Plaintiff’s

allegations are barred by the doctrines of collateral estoppel arid/or res Judicata. Consequently,

they must be, and hereby are, dismissed as a matter of law.

Plaintiff simply cannot successfully..maintain a cause of action .based on any of his

- allegations in this case, and thereforé the Court finds that Defendants -motion must be, and

hereby is, GRANTED, and this matter is hereby DISMISSED.

e L

The Honorable Doyet A. {arly; 11
Chief Administrative Judge
2"d Judlclal Cucult

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

October 2016

4{,@5 <2 , South Carolina

vy

A:Qé": ; i -
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PROCEEDTINGS
oxx

_THE COURT: All right,t I have a motion forr
summary judgment on Carltqn Cantrell vs. Aiken
County, et al. .

MR. PLYLER: Good aftefnoon, Judge;; Dariiel
Plyler here on behalf:of the defendants. It's our
motion for summary judgment and/or-judgment on the
pleadings.

THE COURT: Are you going to argue it .or you
going to let your asseciate argue it?

MR. PLYLER: I asked her if she wanted to her.

THE COURT: She can argue it.

MR. PLYLER: I don't think she's prepared.

THE COURT: You can have a seat, Mr.'Cantfell,

if you'd like. T
MR. PLYLER: This parficular civil action was
filed.by Mr. Cantrell ‘on September 22nd, 2015.
Essentially, if is a cdmplaint regafding exceptions
Mr. Cantrell takes to the way a magistratelcourt
criminal proceedings were undertaken against him:andj
an eéentual jury conviction. That trlal happened on
August 26th of 2015. He was found gullty of two.
animal control 01tat10ns, one for domestic anlmals

¢‘ 2

at large and one for a failure to vaccinate- domestlc

K
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animals.

His entire complaint is essentially what we

consider to be an improper collateral attack on

those criminal convictions; To the extent that he
tries to say this is an appeal of these conv1ctions,
which.we adamantly dehy it is, it would be untimely.
So we've considered it a civil actionlagainst the
named defendants. “ |

One of the named defendants, Your Honor, is the
magistrate judge that oversaw the criminal
proceedings against Mr. Cantrell, and that's Judge
Donna Williamson. Our first ground for summary
judgment would_be she's clearly entitled to judicial
1mmun1ty under the common law and under the Tort
Claims Act. All she dld is pre51de over the .
criminal proceedings in-magistrate court jury trial
thdt proceeded against Mr. Cantrell in August of |
2015. | |

His allegations in the complaint have-to‘do
with eVidentiary rulings she made, rulings she made

regarding the selection of the jury, and the flne

that she imposed after the jury found him guilty,-so

o

nothing that would support ‘a claim“against her

outside of judicial immunity.

" The second argument we'd make, Your Honor, has



1 to do with Officers Arthurs and Cooper under the
z Tort Claims Act to the extent, that this is a tOrf
3 ‘ dclaim act that he's.broﬁéht. They would be entitled
4 __‘to absolute employee immun}ty. Thg Tort Claims Act
5 clearly says you got to name the egtity, not the
6 individual officers.
T Basically, he's saying they shouldﬂ't have
B issgéd citagions againSt him. -These are the same
9 : citations that he was later convicted on." And
10 Officer Cooper did prosecute it on behalf of Aiken
11 County during the jury trial. All of that was
12 within his official duties as an animal control
13 officer.
l&ff " THird érgument, Your Honor, would be ﬁhatjthe
15 entire case should be dismissed due Féfgt being a
16 collateral. attack on & valideury"EOﬁ§ictidh.
1T Mr. Cantrell has not had that jury conviction set
18 ' aside.-
19 2 Under the Doe v.-Doe case and Zurcher v. Bilton
20 case, he's bound b? the conviction. He can't argqe.
21 against -- or argue facts that would go against that’~
22 | conviction in this proceeding. 1In many ways,lYoﬁf
23 Honor, this is similar to the Heék$§. Hﬁﬁphries .
24 United étatestSuprgmédtourt”case, wﬁich basically-
25 likens théée sorf of claims to a malicious .

Kl
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prosecution action.

And, at best, giving it: a reading, that may be
what Mrf Cantrell is tryingtto bring ié some sort of
malicious prosecution claim. The_criminal
conviction itseif does away with one of the key
elements that he would have to prove: go even if We
consider this a malicious proSetution claim, we're
entitled to summary judgmént because he éun't show
the proceedings terminated in.his favor.’

The last argument we have( Your Honor, goes
along those same lines and comes out of the Tort
Claims Act. . One of the exceptions to the waiver of
sovereign immunity thatlprovides -- or retains:

immuniﬁy for the governmental entity is 15-78-60

Subpart 23.

Subpart 23:suggfficallyrmakég:governméntal
entities immune for losses resulting from -~ and I'm
quoting the institution or prosecution. of any
judicial or administrative proceediugs;

Mr; Cantrell's entire complaint is about the
institution and prosecutiun of the magiStrate—levelj:

charges against him; therefore, under the Tort *

Claims Act, we'd be_immunef i
I thlnk tnat s our argument 1n a nutshell Your

-

Honor. I'm happy to answer any questions the Court



N

10
11
12

13

14 =

15

ie

17

18
19
20
21
22

23

24

25

has.

THE COURT: Mr. Cantrell, I'll be glad to hear

from you. Anything you want to tell me?

MR. CANTRELL:. Well,;the charges were brought
up against me for dogs that don't{helong to me. |
That's the beginning. And the way the Court wa's
handled was very malicious for ﬁhat the Judge did.
There was no witnessee thete, I didn't hate a
lawyer, Inrepresented myself.  Everything that I
said was wrong.

She got rid of the first five that I picked for
the jurors, she let them go. There's a lot of
things that just wasn't done right. I had a witness
thefe,ﬁhnd basically everything that I saidiana‘was
said in there had nothing to do with:;:%theﬁdoqs
weren't even ftne.muhhd"we wound up in Judge
Cafroll'secohrt. And to this day, them dogs are
still there and they haven't came and gotten them.
And they're not my dog55 These are the dogs that
they wrote up -- wrote me up for.

Now Aiken County is playing games‘with:me about ©
these rabies shots. Now, they told me -- a ouyloot
bit by a dog.and they told me that rables shots are

not requlred only 1f the dog bltes someone I

said} all right.

32
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Well, they come and write me up for failure to

vaccinate. So now Aiken County lied to me and they

set me up in a trap and they used these officers to

do that. And then it was a staged coﬁrtroom, it was
a staged trial,"everything-was staged. I wasn't
given a fair opportunity for trial. . - e

Now, Judge Carroll is différent;-sﬁe does her
coqrt right: And it ﬁgs'véry fair in herlcourt_and
I had a jury trial transcript_pf her courf. And I
got all the rabies shots, the strays were still
there, animal.coﬁtrol refuses to come get them. The
same dogs they wrote me up for, they refuse to come
get them, so the dogs are still there.

I#figure what they're going to do is they:re
going to get thiS'throﬁn Qut and theyffé going to
come out and staft;ﬁfiting&meﬁup agéiﬁ and'théy're
go®fng to use Judge Williamson and-get me in her
court and start playing this game agaig where
they're going to fine me. And that's what we're
looking it.. That's what's going on.

It's just a vicious circ;e that‘s'going on in °~
Aiken County, and it's wrong. And I got the riéh£
to defend myself,fbpt I can't affoﬁa a léwyer, so I

got to do this on myiown.,

; = ’ . : £
And there's no correspondence. I sent. them '
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stuff. We had already had the jury trial scheduled.
We were doing the paperwork,gthey don't correspond

with me. There's no cérrespondence whatsoever. And
all I get from them is motions. I don't know how to

do that. You know, I'm not a lawver. I'm just

trying to protect and defend myself from;thef%ay I'm

being treated, which %s wrong. ﬁAnd these officers .
are wrong gor what théy dia. | “
THE COURT: All right, sir. AnythiAg élse?
MR. CANTRELL: I'm sure there is, but T can't
think of it right now.
| THE CbURT: I undérstand.‘_Sometimes I'm like
fhat. ‘All right. I;ll‘take it undér advisement and

gef'aéraling out within about 15 days. ‘Thank you

e

very much.
MR. PLYLER: Thank-yoli,”*{éur Honor.

~— END OF TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD —-

A}



L2

N R

W

10

11

12

13

14 ¢

15

17

18

19

29

21

22

- 23

24

25

11

CERTIFICATE

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA-

* COUNTY OF AIKEN

I, the undersigned, Bethanie K. Creppon, Circuit
Court Reporter for the Second Judicial Cifcui£ of
the State of South Caroliné, do hereby ceétify that
the foregoing is a true, accurate and'complete
transcript of record of all the proceédings héd and
the evidence introduced in the hearing of the
captioned cause, relative to appeal in;the Circuit
Court for Aiken Counﬁy,;South Carolina, on the }Oth

of Qctdber, 2016. : : -

I do further certify that I am neither of kin,

counsel, nor’inﬁérest;to any party. hereto.

February .3, 2017

Circuit Court Reporter

4§Q
y

)éél@g Creppoh ©



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

| APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
~ Aiken County

Doyet A. Early, Ill, Circuit Court Judgé

Appellate Case No. 2016-002275

Carlton E. Cantrell, » | N — Appellant

VS

Aiken County, Aiken County Animal Control / Code

Enforcement Director Bobby Arthurs, Aiken County

Animal Control / Code Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper

Judge Donna L. Willamson T eveeeeens Respondents

CERTIFICATE 'OFWC"C)NTENTS‘R'ULé.ﬁ.ZlO(g)

The undersigned Plaintiff/ApbeIIant hereby certifies that the Record on

Appeal contains all the matter proposed to be inm

AMEY 3,\/) 20/7 Carlton E. Cantrell/Appellant
- 223 Muddy Branch Road

Aiken, South Carol'ina 29805
(803) 215-4747



e

.»-‘111 }(/ 1‘ .

R IR X Tl VRN

SN e b Ly

TS e
3

A

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of.Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
- A:ken County ‘

Doyet-A. E'a‘rly, ~I|I, Circuit Court JudAgé '

. Appellate Case No. 2016-002275 -

-

Cariton E. Cantrell, . ....Appellant ;
v '
Aiken Couoty, Aiken Counfy Am-mél'control / Code
Enforcement Director Bobby Arthurs, Aiken County
Animal Coritrol / Code Enforcement Ofﬁ'cer Ron Cooper

Judge Donna L. Willamson . S . ....,..'....R_espondents" '

) _ | : : o
 ’AMENDED FINAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT S, . -

L 'lff'Ca_rlt_o,n E Cantrell, Appellanf
* 223Muddy Branch Road -

Davidson & Lindermann

Attornéys for Defendants

" P.O.Box 8568 ECN - - . Aiken South Carolma 29805

Columbia,S.C.20202 - . = -~ .. .4_(803) 215-4747

(803) 806-8222 )

)



- '._PO Box8568

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

InTheCourtoprpeals S

APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF. COMMON PLEAS

Alken County '

‘Doyet A. Early, Ill; Circuit- CourtJudge ~

" Appellate Case No. 2016-002275

' Carlton E. Cantre__ll,_
- v . ’

Alken County, Alken County Ammal Control / Code

" i Appellant .’

~ Enforcement: Director Bobby Arthurs; Aiken County -

~ ‘Animal Control / Code Enforcement Ofﬁcer Ron Cooper
T .Judge Donna L Wlllamson ' :

ST Y

_ Davndson & Llndermann ‘

Attomeys for Defendants- ‘

§ Columbla SC.29202 B
. (803) 2068222 :

o ;é-fil:Carlton E Cantrell Abpellant -
. 223Muddy Branch Road

- Aiken South Carolma 29805
S ,(803‘) 215-4747

-ssssoneo--RESpONdents

A



o - Table of Contents }

. Té‘.ble:bf Authbri-ties;;_.;. . o
» -:lSt‘a‘témen.-t of_lSéhéS_fof-Apbeal
. StatementoftheCase
CFacts -
Arguments
~ Conclusion

CeTade

}

| p.34
© p.513
v p.14-20
p.21-22
T op2327

A



- Table of Authorities

1. South Carolina Code Sections 15-78-60(5) and 15-78-70(b).



Statement of Issues on Appeal

. The Appellant Mr. Cantrell was told by the Aiken
County Department of Health and Human Resources
that rabies shots were o'nIy required if a dog bit
someone. Mr. Cantrell-has never been told otherwise
or ever issued a warning for rabies shots by Aiken
County.

. Mr. Cantrell was issued two citations animals at large
and failure to vaccinate on dogs that didn’t even
belong to him, they were strays that his neighbor
Marie Fox was feeding. (R. p. 14)

. Mr. Cantrell’s friend Jean B. Smith a legal assistant
was kidnaped by Aiken County on July 13, 2015
because she had been working with him on this case.
. Mr. Cantrell turned in a report to the FBl on Jean
Smith missing, and Bobby Arthurs Director of Animal
Control who had Junior, and Enn Enlow feeding his
dogs razorblades that were inside a fenced in area. (R.
p. 7, lines 18-26)

. The defendants asserts in their defense that they are
shielded from liability from their actions on the basis
of South Carolina Code Sections 15-78-60(5) and 15-
78-70(b), which bar liability on the part of a judicial
authority where the act constitutes an exercise of



judicial discreation or judgement, where such act does
not involve fraud, actual malice, intent to harm or
crime involving moral turpitude.

. Officer Cooper just driving down the road and makes
statements that are false about dogs in the road, and
then writes Mr. Cantrell two Citations for Dogs that
don’t belong to him is not protected this does not
constitute the reasonable exercise of discretion or
judgement, where sutch act does not involve fraud,
actual malice.

. Judge Willamson was out to get Mr. Cantrell from the
beginning the way she conducted the trial and the
things she said and her actions towards Mr. Cantrell
does not constitute the reasonable exercise of
descreation or judgement, where sutch act does not
involve fraud, actual malice, intent to harm, or a crime
involving moral turpitude.

. The trial Court’s alternative basis for dismissal of the

- complaint, was its finding that there was no allegation
of wrongdoing on the part of Officer Cooper and the
Magistrate Willamson. This finding is without basis,
and the Court of Appeals should find that there is in
fact a jury issue.



Statement Of The Case

It all Began in the summer of 2011, the Appellant Mr. Cantrell had
a friend named Junior Enlow watching his house with his grandson
Enn Enlow, and Mr. Cantrell left to go to town to get some
supplies and when he got back one of his dogs had bitten Junior
Enlow on the hand he told Mr. Cantrell that Enn his grandson was
picking at the dogs and his hand was on the fence at the time and
the dog bit his hand, and he left and went to the emergency room,
to get it checked out, Junior was a dibetic.

Mr. Cantrell had another friend Alonzo Willams who help him for a
while and he was their the day Aiken County Department of health
and Human Resources showed up and requested to see the dog
that had bitten Junior, and quarantine the dog for 10 days and told
Mr. Cantrell that he had within 10 days to get the dog a rabies
vaccination, and Mr. Cantrell asked him about the other dogs
needing vaccinations and he said that it wasn’t necessary only the
dog that hade bitten Junior. Alonzo watched Mr. Cantrell’s house
while he took the dog to get a rabies shot and he took another dog
to keep it company and got both dogs rabies shots Mr. Cantrell
had about 25 dogs at this time.

In the Summer of 2012, Junor Enlow was watching Mr. Cantrell’s
house again with Enn his grandson, he left to go to town to get
supplies and after he came back, Junior and his grandson Enn left,
just after they left one of his dogs spat up a razor blade, and he
found another razor blade where Junior had parked his vehicle,
Mr. Cantrell immediately called Junior and asked him if he had
been letting Enn feed his dogs razor blades, and he said | won’t



bring Enn over thair anymore. Mr. Cantrell Called his veterinarian
Lisa Handy and told her what was going on and she said that she
would document it.

Jean B. Smith was helping Mr. Cantrell has a friend do his legal
papers and was keeping records of things that were transpiring
and he told her about the razor blade incident and she also said
that she would document it.

Mr. Cantrell got a lady by the name of Jan Voight to watch his
house after this he met her when she worked for the Sheriff’s
Department serving legal papers, which she has done for him
several times, she no longer worked for the Sheriff’s Department
she said that they had set her up to drive a vehicle with drugs in
the trunk of the car that she knew nothing about and busted her
for drug trafficking, but they couldn’t prosecute her because it
wasn’t her vehicle and their was no evidence to support their
allegations, but they fired her from the Sheriff’'s department and
she started her own business animal setting service, she had
worked for the Aiken Animal Shelter Before and had connections
to clients.

Jan Voight told me that rabies shots were required and Mr.
Cantrell told her that isn’t what the Aiken County Health and
Human Resources Department told me, and she said that they are
setfing you into a trap, and Mr. Cantrell told here that they would
half to issue a warning first and then give him time to get the
vaccinations.

There were around 15 stray dogs that Mr. Cantrells neighbor
Marie Fox had been feeding and they were staying in her yard at
this time and they would run back and forth between his house



and Marie Fox’s house, Jan loved animals and made friends with
some of them.

Several months went by and Aiken County was trying to destroy
Jan Voight’s husbands business, he had a dumpster business and a
truck to haul the dumpsters with but he was using his yard to
store the dumpsters and park the truck also, Aiken County had
found an old annex law that went into effect a year before he had
started his business and was trying to force him to move or shut
down his business. Jan Voight was approached by a Federal Officer
which told her that he could order a plane to take her out in just a
few minutes, she told Mr. Cantrell about this just before she got
scared an left.

After Jan Voight left Mr. Cantrell was forced to get Junior Enlow to
watch his house again, and it wasn’t long that another dog bit
Junior worse than the last time, it needed stitches, Mr. Cantrell
told him to go to the emergency room because he was diabetic
and that he would get the dog a rabies shot, and he said | am not
going to go and you don’t need to get the dog a rabies shot. Junior
has picked at these dogs for years and dogs don’t like this kind of
behavior, and they don’t forget.

It was during this time that Mr. Cantrell’s neighbor Marie Fox had
quit feeding the dogs that were staying in her yard and people
driving by were throwing food into the road in front of his house
and keeping the stray dogs in the road. (R. p. 12, lines 1-4)

About this time an old friend name Ryan Gunter came over this
was on July 1, 2015 and said that he would watch Mr. Cantrell’s
house because he needed some extra money, and that would cut
loose Junior. Mr. Cantrell told him that he needed to go to town
tomorrow and get some supplies, this would be July 2, 2015 and



that Junior was going to come over in the morning, but Mr.
Cantrell would call Junior and tell him that you will be watching my
house for a while. Mr. Cantrell tried to call Junior several times but
he wouldn’t answer the phone.

Ryan Gunter came over at 8am and Mr. Cantrell left fore town and
it wasn’t long before Ryan called him and told him that someone
was in his driveway in a small car. And Junior called Mr. Cantrell
right after this, and said he was at his gate, and that Ryan was in
his yard and Mr. Cantrell told Junior that he had been trying to
call, and told Junior that he could go back home because Ryan was
watching his house and Junior said that ill weight hear till you get
home, and right after this Ryan Gunter calls Mr. Cantrell back and
says that there are three Animal Control Officers setting in the
road behind Junior, Mr. Cantrell said that he would be back home
in about 20 min. (R. p. 2, line 1-p. 3, lines 1-4)

When Mr. Cantrell arrived Animal Control had his drive way and
the road blocked so Mr. Cantrell had to park on the other side of
the road on his other property, the Officers were standing around
with their cameras but there were no dogs around and Mr.
Cantrell walked across the road and Officer Cooper said that they
were responding to a complaint from his neighbor about dogs in
her yard and Mr. Cantrell told them that those where her dogs
that she had been feeding them, then seven of the stray dogs that
his neighbor Marie Fox had been feeding came out into the road,
and Officer Cooper started writing a citation for dogs at large and
asked Mr. Cantrell how many dogs are in the road while the other
officer was takihg pictures. Then they proceeded to write Mr.
Cantrell another citation for failure to vaccinate, Mr. Cantrell
asked officer what about his neighbor’s complaint he said were



not concerned about that right now were concerned about dogs in
the road. (R. p. 3, lines 5-18)

Mr. Cantrell told Officer Cooper that you half to issue a warning
before you can issue a citation and one of the other officers said
that in your case we don’t half to. Mr. Cantrell told the Officer that
he already had a civil complaint against Animal Control for
violating procedures, and the Officer said that were under a new
umbrella now that doesn’t matter, they had a symbol of a light
house on the door of their trucks that said Code Enforcement.

Mr. Cantrell asked Officer Cooper about dogs crossing the road
since the road goes through his property and he said so long has
you're with the dogs it’s all right. Then Officer Cooper handed Mr.
Cantrell the citations and told him that you better not show up in
Court without these rabies vaccinations that meant that they were
going to lock Mr. Cantrell up and Officer Cooper said that we may
come back and wright you up again before the Court date. (R. p. 3,
lines 19-25)

After the Officers left Junior Enlow who had been talking with the
Officers before Mr. Cantrell arrived said their going to lock you up

and take everything that you own away from you. (R. p. 4, lines 1-
3)

After Junior Enlow left Ryan Gunter said that there were no dogs
in the road the whole time that Animal Control came up and sat
their waiting for you to come home until you got out of your
vehicle and walked over to them than the dogs ran down where
you were. '

On July 13, 2015, Mr. Cantrell got a call from Ryan Gunter and he
said that Jean Smith had been reported missing from her home.



Mr.Cantrell knew that Aiken County had done something with
Jean Smith because they were working together, and they didn’t
want her to help him so Mr. Cantrell went to the FBI Office in
Columbia and talked with an Officer and gave him some papers
describing his relationship with Jean B. Smith and what he knew
about her and that he was certain Aiken County had done
something with her, and also turned in a report on Bobby Arthurs
and Junior and Enn Enlow, feeding his dogs razor blades, and
bringing up false charges against Mr. Cantrell. That night on the
news Sheriff Hunt said that they were going to discontinue their
search for Jean Smith.

On the day of the Court hearing their attitude had changed and
Mr. Cantrell requested a Jury Trial and picked Jurors, Mr. Cantrell
used up all his strikes on the 6 primary Jurors and officer Cooper
picked the 6 secondary. Mr. Cantrell requested and filled out two
subpoenas one for Junior Enlow and the other for his Neighbor
Marie Fox, for the trial which was scheduled on August 26 2015.
(R. p. 4, lines 4-8) |

On the way out to his vehicle Officer Ashe asked Mr. Cantrell how
many dogs did he own and told him that he had better get at at

least half of them vaccinated within 5 days or he would write him
another citation, which he never did show up. (R. p. 4, lines 9-13)

On the day of the trial August 26, 2015 Mr. Cantrell had a friend by
the name of Don Tran, who watched his house and Ryan Gunter
took him to Wagner South Carolina where the trial was scheduled,
for 9:30 am, he was going to do the trial pro sa. (R. p. 4, lines 14-
17)

/M



Just before the trial began Mr. Cantrell heard Officer Cooper tell
Officer Ashe that Judge Willamson had another Trial scheduled at
10:30 am. (R. p.4 lines 18-20)

Then Judge Willamson came in and said that we should be able to
do this whole trial from start to finish within 35 minutes.

Judge Willamson had already dismissed 5 of the primary jurors
that Mr. Cantrell had picked, and replaced them with the jurors
that Officer Cooper had picked. (R. p. 4, lines 21-25)

Officer Cooper took the stand and said that they three of them
were just driving down Muddy Branch Road and seen dogs in the
road and they stopped and waited for the owner and issued two
citations for dogs at large and failure to vaccinate. (R. p. 5, lines 1-
4)

Mr. Cantrell told the Jurors that the resin Officer Cooper said they
had stopped was because of a complaint from his neighbor Marie

Fox whom he had subpoena to come to court and she wasn’t even
there, and Officer Cooper said that this has nothing to do with this
and Judge Willamson said the same. (R. p. 5, lines 4-7)

Officer Cooper showed the Jurors pictures of the dogs in the road
and every picture had Mr. Cantrell in the picture and that Officer
Cooper said that the dogs could be in the road so long as he was
with them, (if there were dogs in the road all the time than why
weren’t there any pictures of the dogs in the road taken before he
arrived home from town.) (R. p. 5, lines 8-14)

Junior Enlow took the stand and he had changed his story from
what he had told Mr. Cantrell and said that there were dogs in the
road the whole time. (R. p. 5, lines 15-17)
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Mr. Cantrell complained to Judge Willamson about his neighbor
Marie Fox which he had subpoena was no their, so he told Judge
Willamson that Marie Fox was not here and that this trial must be
rescheduled, and Judge Willamson said all right with an angry
voice and left the Court Room and for a while and came back and
said that she was on her way and would be here in about 45 min.
(R. p. 5, lines 18-23)

Junior Enlow requested to leave because he said that he was
headed to Montana, Mr. Cantrell told Judge Willamson that he
might want to ask him some more questions later, on the stand
but Judge Willamson let him and his wife go. (R. p. 5, lines 24-27)

Judge Willamson said that let’s continue on with this trial while we
are waiting for Marie Fox, (since Junior Enlow had lied about the
dogs being in the road the whole time) Mr. Cantrell said that he
had another witness, Ryan Gunter and that he was in his truck in
the parking lot, Judge Willamson sent Office Cooper to get him.

Ryan Gunter took the stand and said that the dogs were with him
the whole time since the Officers pulled up and didn’t go down to
the road until Mr. Cantrell got out of his vehicle and was talking
with the Animal Control Officer. (R. p. 6, 6-10)

Marie Fox came in and took the stand and said that she had been
feeding between 10 to 15 dogs, and that they had been staying in
her yard. And Officer Cooper said that this had nothing to do with
this, and Judge Willamson agreed and Mr. Cantrell said that this
has everything to do with this because these dogs were the ones
that she had been feeding, and they were staying on her property,
and Mr. Cantrell said that Officer Cooper said that she had called
in a complaint on him, and Marie Fox said that she had never
called in a complaint. (R. p. 6, lines 11-19)
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The Jurors-that Officer Cooper Picked found Mr. Cantrell guilty and
Judge Willamson fined him a total 957.98 in fines, and she said if
you don’t pay it today | will lock you up for 30 days, and had
already called in an arresting officer because they knew that Mr.
Cantrell didn’t have that kind of money in his bank account but his
Bank First Citizens honored that request. (R. p. 6, 20-25)

After Mr. Cantrell got home he called the Wagner Courthouse and
requested a copy of the transcript and Judge Willamsons clerk said
that we don’t do transcripts anymore and they hung up the phone
on him. (R. p. 11, lines 5-8)

After this Mr. Cantrell decided to file a Civil Complaint, against
Aiken County, Animal Control Director Bobby Arthurs, Officer
Cooper, and Judge Donna Willamson.
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FACTS

1. Junior Enlow and his grandson Enn Enlow had been picking
at the dogs and Junior got bitt and went to the emergency
room and they contacted the Aiken County department of
Health and Human Resources which said that rabies
vaccinations were only required if the dog had bitten
someone, and guarantined the dog for 10 days and Mr.
Cantrell got a rabies vaccination for that dog and another
one.

2. Junior Enlow and his grandson Enn Enlow had been feeding
Mr. Cantrell’s dogs razor blades for quite some time because
they were spitting up blood and squirting blood out the ass
and several died, he found the evidence when they left one
day and one of the dogs spat up a razor blade in front of him
right after they left, and they had dropped one where they
were parked. Mr. Cantrell called Junior right away and told
him so and Junior said | won’t bring Enn over thair anymore.
(R. p. 7, lines 18-24) |

3. Mr. Cantrell called his veterinarian Lisa Handy about Junior
and Enn Enlow feeding his dogs razor blades and he told her
that they were related to the Director of Animal Control
Bobby Authors and that he had them doing this terrible thing
to make his dogs sick and she said that she would document
it, and he also called Jean B. Smith and told her she was keep
his legal records for him at the time.
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4. Jan Voight started watching Mr. Cantrell’s house, and she
told him that rabies shots were required, and he told her
that the Aiken County Department of health and Human
Resources told him that they were only required if a dog
bites someone, and she said their setting you up in a trap,
and he told her that they half to issue a warning and give him
time to vaccinate the dogs.

5. After this Jan Voight had been threatened by a federal
Officer stating that he could have her taken out by a military
aircraft right now, she told me and got scared and then she
quit watching Mr. Cantrell’s house.

6. Junior came back without Enn and it wasn’t long before he
had gotten bit by a dog again it needed stitches and he
refused to go to the doctor and Mr. Cantrell said that he
would get a rabies shot for that dog and Junior said forget
the rabies shot. Junior didn’t want the Department of Health
to tell me to get all the dogs rabies shots because, Bobby
Arthurs had planned with Junior to set Mr. Cantrell in a trap.

7. Mr. Cantrell’s neighbor Marie Fox had been feeding 10-15
dogs in her yard for several months, and she stopped feeding
the dogs and people were throwing food in the road in front
of his house as to keep the dogs into the road in front of his
house. This was also orchestrated by Aiken County, with his
neighbor Marie Fox to set him in a trap by using these stray

- dogs. (R. p. 6, lines 11-13)
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8. Mr. Cantrell was going to town on July 2, 2015 to get
supplies and a friend named Ryan Gunter said that he
needed some extra money and that he would watch his
house, and Mr. Cantrell tried to call Junior to tell him not to
come but he wouldn’t answer his phone. (R. p. 2, lines 1-11)

9. Junior deliberately didn’t answer his phone because he had
planned this with Animal Control, and they were going to do
this no matter what, so he deliberately came over and
blocked the gate where Mr. Cantrell couldn’t come into his
drive.

10. Three Animal Control Officers with three Trucks
showed up right after Junior, and parked right behind Junior,
blocking the roadway, which forced Mr. Cantrell to park on
the other side of the road.

11. Animal Controls plan was to get dogs in the road by
stopping in front of Mr. Cantrell’s house in the road and
walking around with cameras, and Ryan Gunter said the dogs
never went down where they were, and Junior Enlow lied
and said that the dogs were in the road the whole time.

12. After Mr. Cantrell got out of his vehicle and walked
-over to Officer Cooper, and talked with him for a few
minutes seven stray dogs came down to the road where he
was and then they were taking pictures of the dogs, and
Officer Cooper started writing citations. And Officer Cooper
even said that the dogs could be in the road so long has
you're with them, and every picture that they took of the
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. dogs Mr. Cantrell was in the picture with them. (R. p. 3, lines
1-18)

13. After the Officers left Junior Enlow said exactually what
their plan was to lock you up and take everything you owned
away from you. (R. p. 4, lines 1-3)

14. The dogs that Officer Cooper wrote the Citations for in
the road were the strays that Mare Fox had been feeding
and were staying in her yard. '

15. Officer Cooper said don’t show up for Court without
these rabies shots, that meant they were going to lock me up
without a trial. (R. p. 3, lines 22-25)

16. Mr. Cantrell tried to contact Jean B. Smith, but she
wouldn’t answer her phone. Ryan Gunter told him several
days later that he heard that she was missing, from her
home on July 13, 2015. Mr. Cantrell is sure that Aiken County
has moved her somewhere and claimed her missing in order
to keep her from helping him.

17. Mr. Cantrell turned in a report to the FBI just before his
Court hearing in Monetta SC, of July 23, 2015 on Jean B.
Smith missing, and Bobby Arthurs, Director of Animal
Control who had Junior Enlow and Enn Enlow feeding his
dogs razor Blades, that they were doing this so that they

* could make the dogs sick so that they could file other
citations against him. |
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18. The next day Sheriff Hunt was on the news stating that
they were discontinuing their search for Jean Smith, they
were no longer trying to lock Mr. Cantrell up, so he
requested a jury trial and picked jurors.

19. On the day of the Jury Trial Mr. Cantrell had a friend
named Don Tran, watch his house and Ryan Gunter drove
him to the Courthouse in Wagner.

20. Judge Willamson had two Trials scheduled that day Mr.
Cantrells was at 9:30 am the other one was at 10:30am this
means Judge Willamson expected to do this rilly fast
according to what Officer Cooper told Officer Ashe in the
Court Room, and when Judge Willamson came into the Court
Room she said we should be able to do this whole Trial from
start to finish within 35 min. (R. p. 4, lines 18-23)

21. Judge Willamson immediately dismissed 5, of the
primary jurors that Mr. Cantrell had picked with his strikes
and replaced them with the ones that Officer Cooper had
picked. (R. p. 4, lines 25-27)

22. - Officer Cooper stated that they just happened to be
riding down Muddy Branch Rd. and seen dogs in the road
and stopped and waited for the owner. Why would three
Animal Control trucks just be riding down Muddy Branch Rd.
The only evidence that Officer Cooper had was pictures that
they had taken after Mr. Cantrell had arrived back home
then the dogs came down to meet him, while he was talking
with them, and he was in the pictures. Ryan Gunter was
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watching Mr. Cantrells house at the time and said there
never were any dogs in the road while he was gone to town.
(R.'p. 5, lines 1-13)

23. Everything that Mr. Cantrell said and questions that' he
asked during the trial, Officer Cooper and Judge willamson
would say that this has nothing to do with this.

24. The trial was started without Marie Fox being thair and
Mr. Cantrell had subpoena her and she was never contacted
until he complained about it, and then Judge Willamson
called her at home and told her to come. (R. p. 5, lines 17-22)

25. Marie Fox said that she had been feeding 10-15 dogs
and that they were staying in her yard, why wasn’t she
issued these citations for dogs at large and failure to
vaccinate. (R. p. 6, lines 13-14) |

26. Junior Enlow was in a hurry to get out of their so he
asked permission to leave and judge Willamson let him go,
Mr. Cantrell said that he had more questions that he wanted
to ask him but he didn’t want to answer them. (R. p. 5, lines
23-25)

27. Judge Willamson called in an arresting Officer to arrest
Mr. Cantrell before he even paid his fine because they knew
that he didn’t have the money in his account and Judge
Willamson told him that she was going to lock him up for 30
days If he didn’t pay this fine that day. (R. p. 11, lines 1-4)
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28. When Mr. Cantrell got home, he called Judge
Willamsons Office and requested a copy of the transcript,
and Judge Willamson told the secretary to tell Mr. Cantrell
that we don’t do transcripts anymore, and then she hung up
the phone on Mr. Cantrell. (R. p. 11, lines 6-9)
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Arguments

Aiken County was using the Aiken Health and Human
Resources Department to mislead Mr. Cantrell about
these rabies shots.

Aiken County changed the name of Animal Control to
Code Enforcement to get around a Civil Complaint
where the violated procedures and took Mr. Cantrell’s
animals in 2005 and brought damages onto him.

Bobby Arthurs Director of Animal Control had Junior and
his grandson Enn Enlow feed Mr. Cantrells dogs razor
blades to make the dogs deathly sick to bring more false
citations against him.

Aiken County had Mr. Cantrell’s Neighbor Marie Fox too
feed stray dogs in her yard for several months and quit
feeding them and then had people throw out food in the

road in front of his dwelling place to keep the dogs in the
road in front of his house.

These stray dogs were being used has a stepping stone
to write Mr. Cantrell a citation for the rabies shots
without giving him a warning which is required by law.
This was an attempt by Aiken County using this Magistrate

Donna Willams to lock Mr. Cantrell up and take everything
away from him.
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Aiken County removed Jean B. Smith from her premises to
make sure there wasn’t any one who could help bail him out.

The reason that Aiken County is determined to get rid of Mr.
Cantrell is because Aiken County is bringing in millions in
Cocaine every day around his dwelling place with the local law
enforcement protecting and also distributing it, all his
neighbors are involved and are being used to attack Mr.
Cantrell, who is not a team player.
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Conclusion

It all started in 2011 when Junior was bitten by one of the
Appellant Mr. Cantrell’s dogs, because Juniors grandson Enn was
picking at the dogs and Junior had his hand inside of the fence,
while Mr. Cantrell was gone to town to get supplies, and Junior
went to the emergency room because he was diabetic. The Aiken
Department of Health and Human Resources quarantined the dog
for 10 days and told him that he had to get that dog a rabies shot
and Mr. Cantrell asked about the others and he said only if a dog is
known to bite someone does it need a shot, Alonzo Willams was
their has a witness.

The reason Junior was bringing Enn over at the time was because,

'DSS had given him custody of Enn and his brother JoJo, because of
their other brother’s death by being shot by their half-brother,
Junior says that they were fighting over a woman but Bobby says it
was an accident Junior was very angry with Bobby at this time,
these boys were Bobbys sisters children she was married to
Juniors son but already had a boy by someone else, Junior says
that his son the farther of these boys got killed in a work related
accident.

Both boys were given custody to Bobby Arthurs mother after this
for a while until Enn got caught stealing their neighbor’s guns and
then DSS gave custody back to Junior and he startéd bringing Enn
Back over again while he was watching Mr. Cantrells house. Enn
was getting in fights at school and got expelled from school several
times this happened, Mr. Cantrell believes Bobby Authors had him
do this so that Junior would bring him over, and that’s when they
started feeding his dogs razor blades.
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This was an attempt by Bobby Arthurs to make Mr. Cantrells dogs
sick, and had the Department of Health and Human Resources to
mislead him so that they could set him in a trap with the
intentions of coming onto his property and fine him and lock him
up and take everything away from him, the reasoning behind all
this was because Mr. Cantrell already had a pending Civil

. Complaint in the Appeals Court because Aiken County in 2005

violated procedures and brought up false charges against him, and
the only way they could get around this was to changed their
name to Code Enforcement to get around his Civil Complaint and
were using Junior and his grandson Enn to set him in a trap but
Mr. Cantrell caught onto what they were doing when | confronted
Junior about the razor blades and Junior quit bringing Enn over
and shortly after that Bobbys Mother passed away and that set
them back for a while.

And Jan Voight started watching Mr. Cantrells house. he met Jan
when she worked for the Sheriff’s department, she served legal
papers and she served his papers, and shortly after this she was
set up to drive a car with drugs in the trunk which she knew
nothing about she told him, and they tried to lock her up but it
wasn’t her vehicle so the charges didn’t stick, but they fired her
from the Sheriff's department, and she worked at the animal
shelter for a while.

Then Jan started her own animal setting business, and Mr. Cantrell
needed some papers served so they talked and she said that she
could watch his house for a while, Jan told him that rabies shots
were required, and Mr. Cantrell told her what the Department of
Health and Human Resources in Aiken said that only if a dog bites
someone do they need a rabies shot and Jan said that they had set
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you into a trap, and he said that they half to give a warning and
time to get the rabies shots that’s the law.

Jan was getting so many calls from other clients all of the sudden
and Mr. Cantrell told her there trying to keep you busy so that,
you can’t fit me into your schedule she said that wasn’t going to
happen. he told her that they would try and scare her off and one
day there was a lot of gun shooting behind his house and he told
her that they were trying to scare her off, then it wasn’t long that
a Fed man showed her his badge in Aiken one day and told her
that he could have her taken out by an aircraft in just minutes, and
left and then she got scared.

This is when she left but Mr. Cantrell warned her from the
beginning, that they would eventually scare her off and make her
leave because i:hey have done the same thing before to other
people that he had watching his house.

Aiken County had Mr. Cantrell’s neighbor Marie Fox feeding stray
dogs that have been around a long time and they were staying in
her yard. These dogs where being used has a jumping board to
attack him. (R. p. 10, lines 18-20)

After Jan Voight left Junior Enlow came back to watching Mr.
Cantrell’s house and right away he got bit by another dog these -
dogs hated Junior because of the way he treated them, and Junior
was getting stumble and | was afraid if he ever fell down in front of
the dogs they would jump on him. He refused to go to the doctor,
that told me that they were planning something, then Mr.
Cantrell’s neighbor all the sudden quits feeding the dogs and
people are throwing food in the road to keep them in the road in
front of his house.



Ryan Gunter called Mr. Cantrell and said that he needed some
money and that he would watch his house, so Mr. Cantrell tried to
call Junior to tell him not to come over the next day July 2, 2015
because Ryan was going to watch his house for a while, but Junior
wouldn’t answer his phone because Junior had been working with
Bobby Arthurs to set him into a trap with these stray dogs, so that
they could write him citations and lock him up and take everything
away from him, but Ryan Gunter was there that day has a witness
to what took place and how they lied about dogs in the road and
they violated procedures again by not giving him a warning for the
rabies shots and giving him time to get the vaccinations.

They had Mr. Cantrell scheduled for a hearing before Judge
Willamson in Monetta Court where they had planned to lock him
up but Aiken County went too far when they kidnapped Jean
Smith from her home where she couldn’t help him in any way so
he turned in a report to the FBI and then they were forced to give
him a Jury trial which they didn’t want. (R. p. 12, lines 7-10)

They were going to make sure that Mr. Cantrell lost the trial and
were planning on locking him up for 30 days, by letting 5 of the
primary Jurors go and replacing them with the alternate that
Officer Cooper had picked, Judge Willamson said we should be
able to do this hole trial in about 35 min, every question that Mr.
Cantrell asked or statement he made Officer Cooper would say
that this has nothing to do with this and so would Judge
Willamson. (R. p. 12, 10-15)

Mr. Cantrell had subpoena his neighbor Marie Fox on the day they
picked jurors and she had never been contacted, he complained to
Judge Willamson until she finally called Marie Fox from the Court
and said that she would be hear in about 45mi. Junior Enlow was

26



let go before Mr. Cantrell was finished asking questions, and Ryan
Gunter testified that there were no dogs in the road and they
went down to see Mr. Cantrell after he pulled up. (R. p. 6, lines 6-

10)

It was planned from the beginning that Mr. Cantrell would be
found guilty, and the Judge Willamson said that you better pay this
fine today or | am going to lock you up for 30 days, and had an
arresting Officer standing their waiting.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Appellant filed this action on September 22, 2015. In the Complaint
Appellant alleges he was wrongfully convicted on two Animal Control citations.
(R. 2-16). The two citations in question were issued to Appellant on, or about, July
2, 2015 by Ailgen County Animal Control. (R. 14). Specifically, Appellant was
cited for Domestic Animals at Large and Failure to Vaccinate domestic animals.
(R. 14). Appellant requested a jury trial on those citati_ons, and on August 26, 2015
Appéllant was tried, by jury, in the Monetta Summary Court. (R. 4-6). Aiken
County Magistrate Judge Donna Williamson presided over the trial. (R. 4-6). At
the close of the trial, the jury convicted Appellant on both citations. (R. 4-6).
Appellant did not appeal the convictions.

Respondents: filed a motion for Judgmént on the Pleadings, or, in the
alternative, for Summary Judgment, on Septembér 26, 2016. (R. 17-18). That
motion was heard by the Honorable Doyet A. Early, III on October 10, 2016. (R.
19 and 27) Judge Early issued an order dated October 27, 2016, which dismissed
Appellant’s Complaint in its entirety. (R. 19-26). That order, along with the
;Tudgment, was filed on Névember 3,2016. (R. 19-26).

Judge Early found that Appellant failed to state a claim upon which relief
could be granted, and therefore his Complaint failed to comply with Rule 8(f),

SCRCP; that, to the extent Appellant was attempting to assert a claim for
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Malicious Prosecution, Appellant had admitted in his own Complaint that he had
been convicted by a jury on the charges at issue, and therefore Appellant’s
purported claim for Malicious Prosecution is barred as a matter of law; that, to the

extent Appellant’s Complaint was to be construed as an Appeal of the decision of

" the Monetta Summary Court, any such appeal was time-barred, because it was not

properly drafted and filed within the ten (10) day time limit for making such
appeals; that no matter how Appellant’s purported claims were construed, Judge
Williamson is entitled to Judicial Immunity under the Common Law and the South
Carolina Tort Claims Act; that the other Respondents were entitled to immunity
under the South Carolina Tort Claims Act, speciﬁcélly S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-
60(4) and (23); that Respondents Williamson, Cooper, and Arthurs would be
entitled to Summary Judgment pursuant to absolute employee immunity under the
South Carolina Tén Claims Act, specifically S.C. Code Ann. §15-78-70(a); and
that the entire action was barred by Res Judicata and/or the Collateral Estoppel
doctrine.

Appellant did not file a Rule 59(e) Motion. He then filed his Notice of
Appeal, which is dated-November 9, 2016, and was filed with this Court on

November 10, 2016.



STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

In this case Appellant has sued alleging he was wrongfully convicted on

August 26, 2015 on two Animal Control citations, which were issued to him on, or

about, July 2,2015. (R. 2-16).
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ARGUMENT

In Appellant’s Notice of Appeal and Brief, Appellant fails to actually
address any of the grounds for dismissal and/or summary judgment listed in Judge -
Early’s Order, and instead attempts to rehash the purported facts that he believes
shows he was wrongfully convicted on the two Animal Control citations at issue.
The closest Appellant appears to come to actually addressing any of the purported
grounds for summary judgment is on page 4-5 of his initial brief where he states
the following:

The defendants asserts [sic] in their defense that they are
shielded from liability from their actions on the basis of
South Carolina Code Sections 15-78-60(5) and 15-78-
70(b), which bar liability on the part of a judicial
authority where the act constitutes an exercise of judicial
discreation [sic] or judgement [sic], where such act does
not involve fraud, actual malice, intent to harm, or crime
involving moral turpitude. '
Initial Brief of Appellant, pg. 4-5, 9 5.
However, as is set forth above and is clearly shown by a review of Judge

Early’s Order at issue, Judge Early’s decision to grant Respondents’ motion was

not based on S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-60(5) or S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-70(b)’.

! Judge Early did find as an alternative, sustaining ground for summary

judgment for the individual Respondents, that Appellant’s allegations clearly
showed those individual Respondents were working within the scope of their
official duties at all times relevant to the matters alleged in the Complaint, and

therefore found that they were entitled to summary judgment pursuant to S.C.
Code Ann. § 15-78-70(a). See, Order of Judge Early, pg. 6-7.
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Furthermore, Appellant has not even mentioned, nor has he attempted to appeal,
the actual rulings made by Judge Early in the Order granting summary judgment to
Respondents. 1
In Folkens v. Hunt, 290 S.C. 194, 348 S.E.2d 839 (Ct. App. 1986), this Court
held that “[a]ri éltemative ruling of a lower court that is not excepted to constitutes a
basis for affirming the lower court and is not reviewable on appeal.” Folkens, 348
S E.2d at 845. Such a ruling becomes the law of the case. Id. See also, Eagles v.
South Carolina National Bank, 301 S.C. 402, 392 S.E.2d 187 (Ct. App. 1990).
Because Appellant did not appeal from the alternative rulings by Judge Early
dismissing this matter in its entirety, the dismissal must be affirmed.
Therefore, Respondents assert that this Court need go no further in its
analysis of Judge Early’s October 27, 2016 Order dismissing the Appellant’s
Complaint. However, Respondents assert that Judge Early’s decision was correct,

in its entirety, as is set forth in detail below.

L. The Order dismissing the Complaint was appropriate.

Respondents argue that the order issued by Judge Early, dismissing the
Appellant’s Complaint and granting summary judgment on behalf of Respondents,

was appropriate on all stated grounds. Judge Early found that the Complaint failed



to comply with the requirements of Rule 8(f), SCRCP, and therefore was subject to
dismissal.

Judge Early further found that to the extent the Complaint was construed to
raise a claim of malicious prosecution, Appellant had failed to plead facts
sufficient to establish such a claim. In order to recover on a claim of malicious
prosecution, Appellant must establish the following elements: “(1) the institution
or continuation of original judicial proceedings; (2) by or at the instance of the
defendant; (3) termination of sﬁch proceedings in the plaintiff’s favor; (4) malice
in Instituting such proceedings; (5) lack of probable cause; and (6) resulting injury
or damage.” McBride v. Sch. Dist. Of Greenville County, 389 S.C. 546, 566, 698
S.E.2d 845, 855 (Ct. App. 2010). “In an action for malicious prosecution, the
plaintiff must establish that the criminal proceeding was terminated in his or her
favor.” McKen_ney v Jack Eckerd Co., 304 S.C. 21, 22, 402 S.E.2d 887, 887
(1991).

As Judge Early correctly found, Appellant admitted in his Complaint that he
was convicted, by a jury, on the two criminal citations at issue. As a result
~opellant cannot establish the elements necessary to sufficiently alleé;e a malicious
crosecution cause of action, because he cannot possibly establish that the

oroceadings had terminated in his favor.



to comply with the requirements of Rule 8(f), SCRCP, and therefore was §ubj ect to
dismissal. |

Judge Early further found that to the extent the Complaint was construed to
raise a claim of malicious prosecution, Appellant had -fa‘iled to plead facts

sufficient to establish such a claim. In order to recover on a claim of malicious

~ prosecution, Appellant must establish the following elements: “(1) the institution

or continuation of original judicial proceedings; (2) by or at the instance of the
defendant; (3) termination of such proceedings in the plaintiff’s favor; (4) malice
in instituting such proceedings; (5) lack of probable cause; and (6) resulting injury
or damage.” McBride v. Sch. Dist. Of Greenville County, 389 S.C. 546, 566, 698
S.E.2d 845, 855 (Ct. App. 2010). “In an action for malicious prosecution, the
plaintiff must establish that the crimina} proceeding was terminated in his or her
favor.” McKenney v Jack Eckerd Co., 304 S.C. 21, 22, 402 S.E.2d 887, 887
(1991).

As Judge Early correctly found, Appellant admitted in his Complaint that he
was convicted, by a jury, on the two criminal citations at issue. As a result
f&ppellant cannot establish the elements necessary to sufficiently allege a malicious
Trosecution cause of action, because he cannot possibly establish that the

rrocesedings had terminated in his favor.
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Additionally, Judge Early correctly found that even if the court was to
constrlue' Appellant’s' Complaint as an attempt to appeal the magistrate court
convictions at issue, the Complaint would be subject to dismissal. Specifically, an
appeal of a magistrate court conviction must be filed as a notice of appeal within
ten (10) days .of the date ‘of the conviction. See, S.C. Code Ann. § 18-3-30.
Appellant admits in his Complaint that he was convicted on August 26, 2015. (R.
4-6). However, his Complaint is dated September 13, 2015, and was not filed until
Séptember 22,2015. (R. 1-13). Therefore, as Judge Early correctly found, even if
the Complaint had been properly drafted as a notice of appeal of the magistrate
court convictions, it would still be time-barred and must be dismissed.

Judge Early also correctly found that no matter how Appellant’s Complaint
is construed, it clearly attempts to allege causes of action against Respondent
Williamson that _déal with Respondent Williamson’s actions in presiding over his
magistrate court trial. (R. 2-16). As such, Judge Early correctly found that
Respondent Williamson, a Magistrate Court Judge, was entitled to Judicial
Immunity. This is true under both the common law' of South Carolina, as well as
certain provisions of the South Carolina Tort Claims Act. See, O’Laughlin v.
Windham, 330 S.C. 379, 498 S.E.2d 689 (Ct. App. 1998); see also, S.C. Cocie Ann.

$ 13-78-60(1) and (2).
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Furthermore, Judge. Early also correctly found that even a liberal construction of
Appellant’s Complaint would be subject to dismissal pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §
15-78-60(4) and (23). S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-60(4) provides, in pertinent part,
that a governmental entity is not liable for a loss resulting from the enforcement of
any law and/or ordinance. Judge Early reasoned that a liberal reading of
Appellant’s Complaint makes it clear that he attempting to sue Respondents Aiken '
County, Arthurs, and Cooper for their roles in enforcing the animal control
ordinances of the county of Aiken. Therefore, Judge Early found, with the
admission made by Appellant in his own Complaint “that he was convicted by a
jury, Appellant’s allegations are clearly barred and must be dismissed.” (R. 24).
Lil/(ewise, S.C. Code Ann. §15—7)8—60(23) states that a governmental entity is
not liable for a loss resulting from the “institution or prosecution of any judicial or
administrative proéeeding.” Judge Early correctly found that Appellant appears to
be attempting to sue Respondents Aiken County, Arthurs, and Cooper for that very
reason, the “institution or prosecution” of the animal control citations at issue.
Additionally, as is stated above, Judge Early cbrrectly found that

Respondents Arthurs and Cooper are entitled to absolute employee immunity

under the South Carolina Tort Claims Act, S.C. Code Ann. §§ 15-78-10 ef seq.

The SCTCA “constitutes the exclusive remedy for any tort committed by an

smployee of a governmental entity.” S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-70(a). An employee



of a governmental entity is immune from liability for tortious acts committed
within the scope of his or her official duties. Flateau v. Harrelson, 355 S.C. 197,
584 S.E.2d 413 (Ct. App. 2003).

Judge Early correctly found that Appellant’é Complaint, at best, makes
claims against those Respondents for actions and/or omissions taken in the course
of their official duties as employees of the County of Aiken. Therefore, Judge
Early was correct in dismissing Appellant’s Complaint against those Respondents
for that reason.

Lastly, Judge Early found that Appellant’s Complaint was subject to
dismissal pursuant to the doctrine of res judicata and/or collateral estoppel. Judge
Early reasoned, correctly so, that “once a person has been criminally convicted, the
person is bound by that adjudication in a subsequent civil proceeding based on the
same facts Vunderlyi‘ng the criminal conviction.” Doe v. Doe, 346 S.C. 145, 148,
551 S.B.2d 257, 258 (2001); see also, Zurcher v. Bilton, 379 S.C. 132, 135-136,
666 S.E.2d 224, 226 (2008). As has been stated at length above, Appellant’s
central claim in his Complaint is that he believes he should not have been found
guilty on the two animalcontrol citations at issue, and therefore his Complaint is
clearly an attempt at collaterally attacking those convictions. Therefore, Judge

Early correctly ruled that Appellant’s Complaint must be dismissed.



CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing discussion and analysis, the Respondents respectfully
request that this Court affirm the October 27, 2016 order of the Honorable Doyet A.
Early, 111, dismissing the Appellant’s Complaint and granting summary judgment on

behalf of the Respondents.

Respectfully submitted,

DAVIDSC s Ly}

BY:

DANIEL G, #72671
1611 Devo're Drive

Post Office Box 8568

Columbia, South Carolina 29202
(803) 806-8222

Counsel for the Respondents

Columbia, South Carolina

June 23,2017
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The Defendants state in their de'fe.nse that judge Early did the right thing by dismissing Mr. Cantrell's
Civil Complaint because he was found guiity by the lower Court. This was an unlawfully conducted trial
By Judge Willamson, Offiégr Cooper and Officer Ashe. The dogs in fact didn't belo:ng to Mr. Cantrell and
as for the rabies vaccination they must always issue’a warning first and give timé to get the rabies shots.
Mr. Cantrell filed his complaint on September 22, 2015 and on October 14, 2015 Officer Ashe came
to Mr. Cantrell"s house and handed Mr. Cantrell two more Citations for failure to Vaccinate animals and
failure to 1.D. and animals. This was Scheduled to go to before Judge Willamson's Court in Wagner on
October 24, 2015.

Mr Cantrell then called Cathy Rawis of the Aiken County Council and she askea Mr. Cantrell one

. ‘ i
Question, can they prove that these are your dogs, and Mr. Cantrell told her that these weren’t his

~ dogs. On October 20, 2015, Officer Ashe hands Mr. Cantrell another citation for Animals creating a

Nuisance, also schedyled to go before Judge Willamson in Wagner on October 24, 2015.

On October 22, Mr. Cantréll finished serving the Civil Complaint, and the venulé was changed to Judge
Tracey Carroll's'Court in Aiken. On December 18, 2015, Animal Control dropped the two Citations for
ar.ﬂmals creating a nuisance and failure to 1.D. animals and Mr. Cantrell agreed to get rabies
vaccinations for the .dogs that were in the fenced area and. Judge Carroll gave MIr. Cantrell three months
to get the rabies shots. .

The Defendants Lawyers sent Mr. Cantrell, THE FIRST SET OF CONTINUING INTERROGATORIES TO THE
PLAINTIFF ON BEHALFE OF THE DEFENDANTS, and also FIRST SET OF CONTINUING REQUEST FOR .
PRODUCTION TO:THE PLAINTIFF ON BE-HALF OF THE IjEFENDANTS, stating that I;hey demanded a Jury
Trial, dated October 22, 2015, see (Attachment A).

Mr. Cantrell sent them a letter regarding the reports that he had turned into f'ch_e FBI wanting to know



if they wanted the complete report because there were some personal issues involving Animal Control
Director Bobby Arthurs that his neighbor had told Mr. Cantrell in the report, no answer was sent back
from the defendant’s lawyers.

The defendants sent a letter dated December 2, 2015, Stating that they have not yet received a
response from Mr. Cantrell for the Interrogatories and request for Productién.

In the first week of January Mr. Cantrell got a letter from the defendant’s lawyers dated January 5,

2016, Notice of Maotion to Compel, scheduled January 25, 2016 to go before Judge Early.

Mr. Cantrell sent the Defendants a letter stating that because Officer Ashe had written him three
more citations for the same dogs that were determined not to be his dogs and he was in the process of
getting rabies vaccination for his dogs within the fenced area that this matter was still in the lower court
and would be for quite some time.

On the day of Court Judge Early had another Judge fill in for him and that Judge gave Mr. Cantrell 20,
Days to answer the outstanding Matter and Mr. Cantrell sent a letter stating that we were still in the
lower Court over this matter and some of the questions couldn't be answered until it was finished, and
Mr. Cantrell kept sending what they requeste& has best has he could because there was no response
from the Defendants during the whole time and when Mr. Cantrell was about 80% finished he got a
phone call from the Aiken Court house that this Civil Complaint was scheduled to go before Judge Early
on October 10, 2016 and that he would make a Decision on whether to pick jurors or not, but that we
wouldn't be picking jurors that day.

On October 10, the Defendants had filed a Motion to Dismiss Mr. Cantrell's Complaint, there was
nothing else to say but that this is another attempt to release Judge Willamson so that she could write
more warrants against Mr. Cantrell and lock him up so that just like Junior Enlow said to take everything
away from you, this was another attempt by Aiken County using Judge Early again to stop Mr. Cantrell

from Having a fair trial to cover up the real reason for attacking Mr. Cantrell to begin with. (R. p32-34)

2



it is obvious by the outstanding matter that Mr. Cantrell had sent the defendants lawyers that Aiken
County didn't want this in the court room so the easiest thing to do was to get Judge Early to throw it
out and then try and throw out the appeal, by writing the court date were it wasn't legible on the

Order, by setting on the order, by having the Court Reporter sit on the transcript past the due date, by

removing the Initial Briefs from the Postal Service even though it was sent Certified Mail, to make it late

! which Mr. Cantrell expected would happen so he hand delivered it to the Appeals Court, to keep this
l from happening, all these attempts were to stop the appeal from going forward.
Just like Mr. Cantrell has been saying all along that this is a conspiracy against him, because he isn't a

team player, this whole deal was orchestrated as an attempt to lock Mr. Cantrell up and take everything

away from him.

\
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN'THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

: C()UNTY OF AIKEN o -~ ) Civil Action Number: 20}5_-CP-02—02241
" CarltonE. Cantrell,
 Plaintiff, Co L
‘ « ANSWER ON BEHALF OF THE
v.( " 'DEFENDANTS
Alken County, Aiken County - Ammal '{Jury Tnal Demanded} -

Comtrol/Code Enforcement Director ‘Bobby
- Arthawrs, Aiken County Animal Control/Code -
Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper “Judge -
. DonnaL Wllhamson, ‘ S

Defendants. -

The Defendants hereby answer the Plaintiff’s Complamt as follows

FOR A FIRST DEFENSE

: . 1. The Plamtlffs Complamt fails to. state a canse. of action upon whlch rehef may be

‘ »granted The Defendants reserve the nght o ﬁle a motlon pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) SCRCP

“FORA SECOND DEFENSE - e

- 72. The Defendants assert that they have not~been properly served, pursuant to Rule- -

- 4, >CRCP and therefore the Defendants must be dlsn'ussed ‘pursuant to Rule: 12(b)(2),(4) and
(5), SCRCP. ' ‘

- FOR A THIRD DEFENSE

3. Defendants Arthurs, Cooper, and ‘Williamson assert that pursuant to S:C. CODE - |

ANN. §. 15778-70'they are not proper Defeng:lants and must be disrnrssed.

-



FOR A FOURTH DEFENSE

4. The Defendants deny each and every allegatlon of the Plamtlft"s Complamt not °

. hereinafter specrﬁcally admrtted quahﬁed 0T explamed

5. The Defendants deny. the alleganons set forth in the Plamtlft’s Complaint, as

' stated, and demand strict proof thereof. Further answermg, the Defendant_s would admit' that

: Plamttft‘ was 1ssued two _Umform Summons Tickets by Aiken County Code. -Enforcement

Officers on, or about, July 2, 2015, that Plamttff Was ‘tried by Jury on those two charges on, or

abo ut, August 26, 2015 and that Pla1nt1ff was found gullty at that j _]ury trial of all charges

6. ~ The Defendants deny that the Plaintiff is. entrtled to the rehef sought m hJS '

' Complamt, or any other relief.

FOR A FIFTH DEFENSE

7. . The Defendants assert that the Plalntlft’s claims are time barred, in whole or in

pa:'t, by the: apphcable statute of limitations. o SR 4 oo

FOR A SIXTH DEFENSE L

8. The Defendants are Immuneﬁ'om smt pursuant to. pertment portlons of the South

Carollna Tort Clalrns Act, speclﬁcally, § 15-78- 60 (1) 2), (3) (4) %), (6) (20) (21) and (23)

FOR A SEVENTH DEFENSE
|

9. The Defendants upon information and behef, allege that any mjunes or damages

entmely by the neghgence of the Plaintiff, or the Plamtlﬁ’s neghgence 1S more than the Defendants’

! |
[

neglngence and -that such 1s a complete bar to the PIalnttﬂ‘s recovery herem. Further the -

Defendants upon mforma’aon and beheﬁ aHege that lf the Plamtlﬂ’s neghgence ‘Wwas less than the

" [a}

\

|

|
|

1

I

|

\

o ‘alleg edly suffered by the Plaintiff, wrthout admlttmg same to be true were due to and  caused



Defendants’ neghgence that such negligence should be ‘compared to- that neghgence of these -
Defendants so asto apportlon the relative fault asto each parly

. FORAN EIGHI‘H DEFENSE

10. The Defendants assert the defense of soverelgn lmmumty, including but not -

4 limited to the damages caps set forth in S.C. Code Ann § 15-78- 120

FOR A NINTH DEFENSE
11.  The Defendants assert witness immunity as 2 bar, in whole or in-}‘)ar't, to the -
Piaiintift’s claims.
FOR A TENTH DEFENSE

12.  The Defendants assert judicial immunity as-a bar, in Whole or in part, to t'he,
Plaintiff’s claims. -

FOR AN ELEVENTH DEFENSE

13. °© The Defendants assert prosecutonal lmmumty asa bar in whole or in part, to the
Plaintiff’s clanns

FOR A TV{ELFTH DEFENSE

-14. The Defendants assert the damages caps and proh1b1t10n agamst recovery of pumtwe -
or exemplary damages set forth in the South Carolina Tort Claims. Act, 8.C. Code Ann. §15-78-
120.

FOR A THIRTEENTH DEFENSE

- 15. The Plamtrff has failed to properly rmtrgate his damages, if any, and therefore ‘his

clamms are barred in Whole of in part by such faﬂure

L I
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' FOR A FOURTEENTH DEFENSE
16. Defendants would assert thel doctrines of lackes and unclean hands as a bar,.iu

who»le or in part, to Plamtlff’s claJms

FOR A FIFTEEN TH DEFENSE

=~ 17. "This action is barred by the _doctrme. of issue preclusion.

- FOR A SIXTEENTH DEFENSE - . B

18.  This action is barred by res judicata and/or Collateral Estoppel

FOR A SEVENTEENTH DEFENSE

19. The Defendants assert that Plamtlffs claams are barred pursuant to the qua31-

judicial immunity doctnne - ' . ‘ o . ,

-FOR' AN EIGHTEENTH DEFENSE -

20. The Defendants assert that the Plamtrﬂ’ S clalms aIe ﬁ'rvolous and/or mahcmus n
natmre and should be dlsnussed pursuant to the- South Carohna Frivolous Civil Proceedmgs

Sanction Act, S.C. Code Ann. §§ 15-36-10, et seq‘., a_nd the DefendantsreServe the right to move -

for sanctions and/or costs under said Act. ="

- {The remainder of this page w_as intentionally left blank.}



WHEREF ORE havmg fully answered the Plamtlft’s Complaint, the Defendants pray that .

the Complamt be dlsmlssed with preJudlce for the costs of this actlon, and for such other and N

_further relief as the Court deems just and proper <

DANIBLC PLYLER .
1611 DeYanshire Drive, 2nd Floor | _
Post Office Box 8568 :
Columbia, South Carolina 29202—85 68
dplyler@dml-law.com -
‘T: 803-806-8222 -

- F:.803- 806 8855 -

e , Cozmsel for ihe Defendants
~ Columbia, South Carolina

October 22, 2015

W
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF AIKEN '_ : . ) Civil Action Number: 2015-CP-02-02241
' CatltonE. Cantrell, )
o ) FIRST SET OF CONTINUING
V.. ) INTERROGATORIES TO THE .
o T ) PLAINTIFFONBEHALFOFTHE
“Aikem County, Aiken County Animal ) DEFENDANT S
Control/Code Enforcement Director Bobby )
Arthurs, Aiken County Animal Control/Code’ ) -
. Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper Judge )
DormaL Wﬂhamson, B )
_ Defendants. )

-TO:  CARLTONE. CANTRELL PLAINT[FFPROSE"

The Defendants serve the followmg written Interrogatones upon the Plamtlff to be answered -

separ'ately and in wntmg by the Plamtlff WIthm tlnrty 30) days after the service hereof “pursuant to N

- South Carohna Rules of C1v11 Procedm'e Rule 33: -

L Give the names a.nd addresses, of persons known to the Plamuff to be witnesses .

con'ce:rrﬁng the facts of the case and 1nd1cate Whether-or Dot written or recorded statements have

‘been 1taken from the wrmesses and mdlcate who has possessmn of such statements.

2. - Please prov1de the- socral security number any dnver s hcense numbers and the :

e

. momnth, date and year of birth for the Plaintiff.
3. . Set forth a list of photographs, plats sketches, or other prepared documents -in

: posse ssion of the party that relate to the clarm or defense in thls case

4." - Set forth the names and addresses of all physrclans or mental health professmnals ,

t

| -who have treated the Plamuff and all ho,spltals to Whrch the Plamtrff has been comrmtted in

0.



. connectron wﬂh any mjunes aHeged in the Complamt, and aIso set forth . a statement of all medical .
| cosits involved.

5. Set forth the names and addr-esses.of all insurance compames which have liability
 insurance coverage relatmg to the c1a1m and set forth the number or numbers of the policies
mvolved and the amount or amounts of hab111ty coverage provrded m each policy.

6. Set forth an itemized statement’ of all damages exclusrve of pain-and suﬂ‘enng, _
claiimed to have been sustained by the party | |
7. Forre_ach person known to the Plamtrft' .to'be a witness concéhﬁng the facts of the -
case:, set forth a summary sufficient t6 inform the other party of the nnportant facts known to or

.observed by such Wrtness and prov1de a copy of any written or recorded staternents taken from such

. wiinesses.

8.'- Please 1dent1fy in complete detail each person whom the Plamtlff has consulted WIth -
regardmg this matter and/or expects fo call as an expert wﬂness at the trial of ﬂ]lS matter statmg as-
to each such person: . o o ' '_ ' . A

| (@ Name occupation, trtte busmess address -area of specralmanon if any, and .
. profess1ona1 reIahonshrp to the Plamhff
(b):  The mannerin whlch such person became familiar wrth the facts of th15 case. -

9. - Asto each person the Plamuﬂ' has 1denhﬁed or mtends to ldentlfy as an expert o

witness in thrs matter, state in full detail: |
@ - The subject matter or area in which such person is to testrfy
(b) _ The substance of the facts and opinions in whrch such person rs to teshfy |
(©) - A summary of the grounds or basw for each OplI]IOIl and fact -

P
-
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(d)  Alistofbooks, treatxses articles, and other works whlch such person regards .
as authoritative on the subject matter on which he is expected to testlfy
l 0. Set forth a hst of any and all documentatlon in the possesswn of the Plaintiff that
.. -relates du'ectly to the charges that were issued to the Plamhﬁ" on, or about, July 2 2015 or the trial
~ ‘of those charges wh1ch occurred on, or about, August 26, 2015.

11. ~Set forth the date and time of the alleged incident wh‘ere Junior and Enn Enlow
Aallegedly fed razor blades to your dogs as you allege on page 7 of your Complamt. Include in your
answer a list of all documentatton relatmfI to that allegahon and a listing of all persons to whom .
- you reported that allegatlon ) | |
- The foregoing Intenogat()ﬁes shall,he oeerrled to conﬁhue from the ﬁme of service until the

trial of the case and any information obtaihed shall be promptly submitted to the undersignedl -

- “DANIEL. C\PLYLER_ et o
C -~ 1611 Devo eDnve 2nd Floor
- -~ Post Office Box-8568
Columbla, South Carolina 29202-8568
dplyler@dml-law.com
T: 803-806-8222
F: 803-806-8855

. : ' Counsel for the Defendants _ . .
Columbia, South Carolina - . , ' L ' -

'(_)ctoher22, 2015 L o - ) » AR
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" Catltion E. Cantrell,

- Dommal. Wﬂhamson,

STATE OF SOUTHCAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OFAIKEN *, - - ) CivifActionNumber: 2015-CP-02.02241

FIRST SET OF CONTINUING
- REQUESTS FOR PRODUCT; ION TO
THE PLAINTIFF ON BEHALF OF THE
DEFENDANTS

Plaintiff,
.V. *
Aiken County, Aiken County Animal
Contirol/Code - Enforcement Director Baobby

Arthours, Aiken County Animal Control/Code :
Enforcement . Officer Ron Cooper, Judg_e

| Defendants. .

- TO: CARLTONE CANTRELL PLA]NTIFF PRO SE:

Pursuant to Rule 34 of the South Carohna Rules of le Procedure the Defendants request o

the Plamtlff to produce wrthm thn'ty (30) days hereof the documents hsted below.

1- ~ Copies of any and all statements grven by the Plamhﬂ' -any Defendant, or any :

7 Wlmness whether written or recorded ona tape recorder or otherwrse Whlch relate to the matters .

‘ complamed of in the Complamt

D, Copres of any and all photographs or other visual a1ds in possessron of the Plamtlﬂ‘ ’

or P]Iamuffs attomey for the underlymg criminal matter or any and all photographs or other Vlsual

aids that are in the possessmn of the Plaintiff that show any of the properly or hvestock complamed '

T

of by the Pla.tntlff in hlS Complamt. . ' o .

-3 Each medtcal record, report, or opmlon that has bcen made m connectron Wrth a :

: medr*cal exammatlon or treatment of the ijII'.lCS in ﬂ]lS action or in preparatlon of thrs action. -

o

- “Report includes but is not ]mnted to reports of physxcal examination or evaluatlon, results of

/e



laboratory tests doctors' notes, nurses' notes prescriptions, memoranda, studies, graphs charts,
tabulatrons analyses summaries, data sheets statlsucal or mformatlonal accumulauons computer—'"
' generated documents and prehrnmary drafts or. revrsrons of the above, "Reports" also includes

. _wntnngs to Plarntrﬂ's attomeys on medical matters

‘ v 4. Each medrcal or vetermary bill, statement for serv1ces rendered, and record that will

showy that the Plamtlft’ s dogs have been properly vaccmated.

5. Coples of Plaintiff's federal and state income tax returns for the years 2005 tbrough

the present, mcludmg W-2 forms and any and all other docmnentatron upon whrch Plamtrff rehes m -

clainning lost wages, earnings, or incore.

6. Any and all reports opinions, correspondence rnemoranda, or other documentatlon '
' prowrded to Plaintiff from any expert consulted by or retamed by Plamtlff n ﬂJJS hugatlon
7. Each veterinary record report, or oplmon that has been made in connectron wrth a ..

veternnary examination or treatment of the Plamtrffs dogs in ﬂllS action or in preparatron of thrs |

action. “Report“ mcludes but is not limited to reports of physrcal exammatron or evaluatron, results

- of laboratory tests, doctors notes, nurses: notes, prescnptrons memoranda, studres graphs charts,

tabulattons analyses surnmanes data sheets staustlcal or mformahonal accumulatrons computer— .

generated documents and prehmmary drafts or .revisions of the above. "Reports“ also includes -

- ‘wntznngs to Plamtrft’s attorneys on medical matfers.

8. Copies of any- documents in the possession’ of the Plamtlﬂ‘ relatmg to the two

Umf()nn Summons Trckets issued to the Plaintiff on, or about, July 2, 2015. - . .. -

-9. Copres of any documents or other tangrble ev1dence in the possessron andlor -

o=

' contr ol of the Plamuﬂ‘ relatmg to the criminal tnal before Judge Wllhamson on, or about, August-

262(015 SR ;
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10. Coples of any appea.ls filed- by Plamuff regardmg his convrcuon byj Jury on, or about,

Aucnust 26, 2015 for the charges 1ssued agamst him on, or about, July 2, 2015.

‘11 A complete copy of any correspondence and/or reports sent to the FBI by the

Plammff or recerved by the Plamtlff from the FBI, regardmg any of the miatters and/or allegatlons

 set, forth in your Complamt in this case. _This wouId mclude but not be limited to, the report you

referenced on page 7: of your Complalnt regardmg Enn and Jumor Enlow and the report you o

referenced on page 12 of your Complamt.

12 ' Provrde copies of any documents or other tangrble evidence of any sort that support. :
your clalms that “[t]he primary reason for all of these attacks 1s because Aiken County is brmglng in
' Mﬂln-ons of dollars of cocane [sic] by Aircraft all around my dwellmg place'-and because I am pot a

. team. player hke my nerghbours [sic] they are- trymg to get tid of me any Way they can.” See :

Com.plaint, pg. 12.

- The foregomg Requests shall be deemed to contmue ﬁ:om the time of service until the u'ral

of thne case and any mformanon obtarned shall be promptly subnntted to the undersrgnedt

D C. PLYLER
1611 Devo hn"eDnve 2ndFloor :

Post Office Box 8568

Columbia, South Carolina 29202—8568 CoE
dplyler@dml-law com . . =
T: 803-806-8222 ~ ° - S

P_‘: 803-806-8855 -

S SR " Counsel for the Defendants
Columbia, South Carolina . e

October22,2015 '« -~

- m\d



' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA e y INTHECOURTOFCOMMONPLEAS

; RE Oelbober 2015 addressedasfollows

C‘OUNTY OF AIKEN - . = o ‘) ClVﬂ ActlonNmnber 2015—CP—02-02241
CarltonE. Cantell, ~ - - oy
* Plaintiff, - ).
V.. ) g ' o
T .3 ' CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE -
© Aiiken "'Comty, A1ken CounIy Asiimal’ ) T T
. Control/Code” Enforcement Director Bobby. ). ,
- ‘Arthurs, Aiken County Animal Conirol/Code - ) -
- Enforcement. Officer Ron Cooper .fudge )
" Domna L. Wilhamson, s - )
)
Defendants )
)

The undemgned employee of Dawdson & Lmdemann, P.A. attomeys for the. Defendants

~ Aiken County, Alken County Ammal Con11'ol/Code Enforcement Dn-eetor Bobby Arthurs Alken |

a Conum:y Ammal ControllCode Enforcement Oﬂieer Ron Cooper Judge Donna. L. Wilhamson, do

hereby certlﬁ( that service of ﬂle Answer on Behalf of Defendants, Fn'sf Set of Contmumg

Intrerrogatones to the Plamt!ﬁ‘ on Behalf of the Defendants and Flrst Set of Contmumg
; Requests for Productmn to the Plamtn:‘f on Behalf of ‘the Defendants mn ﬂle above—capnoned
- acuon was made upon the pro se Plaintiff of record by placmg same m the Umted S'!ates Maﬂ, ﬁrst

_ class postage prepmd, at the below hsted address clearly mdlcated on’ sala envelope thls 22nd day of -

i ‘Caslton E. Cantrell.
223 Muddy Branch Road =
. Aiken, SouﬂrCaroIma29805

P . t
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE COURT OF CbMMON PLEAS
Aiken County

Doyet A. Early, Hll, Circuit Court Judgé

Appellate Case No. 2016-002275

" (Carlton E. Cantrell, : [ — .....Appellant
v

Aiken County, Aiken County Animal Control / Code

Enforcement Director Bobby Arthurs, Aiken County

Animal Control / Code Enforcement Officer Ron Cooper,

Judge Donna L. Willamson o .......re..Respondents

CERTIFICATE OF CONTENTSRULE 211(b)

The undersigned Plaintiff/Appellant hereby certifies that the Final Brief(s)
. A
is identical to the previous Bri_ef(s) served under Rule 208.

‘Carlten E Cantrell/Appellate

223 Muddy Branch Road
Aiken, South Carolina 298()1 2



