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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
S. Phillip Lenski, Administrative Law Judge

+ Case No.: 18-ALJ-30-0181-CC

Appellate Case No. 2018-001740

Clara L. Brockington, Appellant,
V.

South Carolina Department of Employment and
Workforce, Respondent.

RETURN TO APPELLANT'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION

Respondent South Carolina Department of Employmenf and Workforce (the Department)
~ submits this return .to Appellant Clara L. Brockington’s second motion fqr extension. The
Department does not oppose Appellant’s motion. However, the Department respectfully requests '
this Court limit Appellant’s exteﬁsion to no more than twenty (20) days from the date of its order
and that any future motions for extension from Appellant be denied absent proof of extraordinary
circumstances. |
L Procedural History
1. The Administrative Law Court (ALC) issued its decision August 21, 2018, finding the
Department was entitled to receive a debt set-off in the amount of $752.00. (See Exhibit

A, ALC Decision). Specifically, the ALC granted summary judgment in favor of the



Department, in part, on the grounds that Appellant failed to exhaust her administrative
remedies and was precluded from re-litigating an issue she previously failed to appeal.
({d).

. Appellant filed her appeal with this Court on September 21, 2018. (See Exhibit B,
Appeal to Court of Appeals). )

. On November 15, 2018, this Court advised Appellant that she had to serve and file her
initial brief and designation of matter by December 5, 2018. (See Exhibit C, November
15, 2018, letter).

. After Appellant failed to submit her initial brief and designation of matter, this Court
sent a letter on December 18, 2018, advising Appellant that she had to serve and file
her initial brief and designation of matter by December 28, 2018. (See Exhibit D,
December 18, 2018, letter). Additionally, the Court informed Appellant that her brief
wouid not be considered without a motion requesting permission to file her brief and
designation of matter outside of the standard filing deadlines. (Id).

. On December 22, 2018, Appellant served only a motion requesting thirty ~(3O)A
additional days to file her initial brief and designation of matter, citing “the holidays
and pla;ns to b.e éway from home to visit the sick....” (See Exhibit E, Appellant first
motion for extension).

. ‘This Court granted Appellant motion for extension by order filed January 11, 2019,
giving Appellant until February 11, 2019, to file her initial brief and designation of

matter. (See Exhibit F, January 11, 2019, order).



7. On February 11, 2019,! Appellant filed a second motion for extension. (See Exhibit G,
February 11, 2019, motion). Appellant cited a variety of personal ailments and,
notably, did not request a specific timeframe for her extension. (Ld).
8. While the Department recognizes that Appellant is proceeding pro se, a pro se litigant
is responsible “for complying with substantive and procedural requirements of the
law.” State v. Burton, 356 S.C. 259, 265, 589 S.E.2d 6, 9 (2003); State v. Policano, 402
S.C. 547, 558, 741 S.E.2d- 774, 779-80 (Ct.App.2013).
IL. Conclusion
The Department does not oppose Appellant’s second motion for extension. However, given
Appellant’s persistent history of missed deadlines and extensions, coupled with the narrow issue
on appeal, the Department respectfully requests that this Court grant Appellant no more than
twenty (20) additional days to file her initial Brief and designation of matter. Additionally, thé“
Department respectfully requests that Appellant be denied any future req;Jest for extension to file
her initial'brief and designation of matter absent proof of extraordinary circumstances.

Respectfully Submitted,

24
Paul Famolari (SC Bar # 076723)

SC Department of Employment and Workforce
Post Office Box 8597 '

Columbia, SC 29202

803.737.0395 (phone); 803.737.0124 (fax)
Legal@dew.sc.gov

: Attorney for Respondent SC Department of
February 19, 2019 - Employment and Workforce ‘

I Although Appellant dated her motion February 4, 2019, and included a corresponding proof of
service, the envelope was not postmarked until February 11, 2019, and the Department did not
receive it until February 13, 2019.
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* STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
 ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT *

Docket No. 18 ALJ 30 0181-CC ﬁ

Clara L. -Brockvington, ) _ ?
R L . ) N )
Petitioner, )
) B
V. ) - ORDER
Y 2 : B
South Carolina Department of Employment ): 5
and Workforce, 2y
Refspondent. )
STA’I‘EMENT OF THE CASE

This" contested case anses from the Apnl 20 2018 declslon of the South Carolma '
Department of Employment and Workforce (DEW or Department) ﬁndmg the Petmoner owes a
~debt: subject to the Setoff Debt Collection Act related to-an unappealed Department decision issued
after a hearing on March 21, 2017. The underlying decision found an overpayment of
E tinemployment benefits of $858.00 was made to the Petitioner as ‘a result of the Petittoner’s failure
to correctly report the gross 'wages' earned for each yd'eek she filed her ‘cl'aim The Petitioner did
~ not appeal the Tnbunal decision, and therefore pursuant toS. C. Code Ann. § 41-35-740; it became ’
the Department s final decision. The Department then initiated collection activities and in.
response to the Department s April 30 2017 Demand For Refund Letter, the Petmoner remitted .
a _payment of $58.00 to the Department On July 6 2017, the Petitioner made an addmonal
payment of $48 00, bnngmg her outstandmg overpayment balance down to $752 00.

_ PROCEDURAL HlSTORY

S On February 12, 2018 in accordance w1th S. C Code ‘Ann. § 41—41-40(A)(3), the
i Department notlﬁed the Petmoner of its intention to set-off the Petitioner’s state mcome tax refund
to recover her outstandmg debt of $752 00. The Petitioner appealed the Notice to Debtor to the '
E Appeal Tribunal and the Hearmg Officer tssued his decision on: Aprtl 20, 2018 aﬂ'u'mmg that the

o 'amount of the debt ongmally submitted through the Setoff Debt Colleetlon ‘Act was correct and
.“rlghtfully due from the Petmoner On May ]6 2018 the Petmoner ﬁeld a requestF ' LstE D

AUG 21 ZUIB
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A . case hearmg with the Admtmstrattve Law Court (ALC or court) On June 19 2018 the counv -
issted’ an Order for Pre-Heanng Statements to the parues On July 3, 201 8; the Department filed

its Pre-Heanng Statement and a Motron in Limine! argumg that the: doctrme of .res ]udrcatai

, :prevents this court from relmgattng issues that were ﬁnally decided in the unappealed Department
dectsxon from the March 21, 201 7 heanng

STANDARD OF REVIEW

o Pursuant to ALC Rule 68 tlns court may apply South Carohna Rules of Ctvnl Proceduref L

k .(SCRCP) in contested case proceedmgs where no ALC rule apphes and when practtcable

Therefore, Rule 56(c), SCRCP appltes in determmmg whether summary Judgrnent is-proper in thtsf

- “case. Summary judgment is proper when there is no issue as to any material fact and the moving

party is. entitled to a Judgment asa matter of law. ~ Quality Towing, Inc. v. City of MyrrIe Beach _

:340 S.C. 29, 530 S. E.2d 369 (2000), Rule 56(c), SCRCP. Summary Judgment should not be
- granted even when there is’ no dtspute as to evrdentlary facts if there 1s. dtsagreement concermng
© the eonclusnons or inferences: to be drawn from those facts “Moriarty v. Garden Sanctuary Church o

-ﬂ”of God 341 S.C. 320 534 .S.E. 2d 672, (2000), FIemmg v. Rose, 338 S. C. 524, 236 S.E.2d 732

(2000) To determine whether- ariy- triable issués of’ fact exist, the revrewmg court must constder

:the ewdence and all reasonable ambtgumes and inferences i in the light most favorable to the s non-
' fmo'ving party Ferguson V. CharIeston Lincoln Mercury, Inc 349 S. C 558 563, 564 S.E.2d 94

96.(2002). However, when plam, palpable and mdtsputable facts exist on whrch reasonable mmds o

'cannot dtffer, summary Judgment should be granted Trico Surveymg, Inc. v. GodIey A uctron Co. ,
‘314SC 542 4318E2d565(l993) L . L

, “The purpose of summary judgment is to expedlte dtsposmon of cases whrch do not requtref

k -the serwces of a fact finder.” George V. Fabrr, 345 S.C. 440, 452 548 S E. 2d 868 874 (2001).

“A court consrdenng summary Judgment neither makes factual determmattons nor considers the o

,;"ments of competing testimony; however, summary Judgment is completely appropnate when a
properly supported motion sets forth facts that remam undtsputed or are contested ina deficient - -

' - manner.” David . McLeodReg’lMed Cir., 367 S.C. 242, 250, 626 S.E.2d 854, 856:(2001). One.v -

5 'may_not ereate a genuine 1ssue.of matenal fact and_,‘thus, ‘avord, summa_ry judgment by asserttng

R Although the Department ﬁled its motion as a Motlon in leme, the eourt will'treat it asa Motton for Summary
) udgment . v , .
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. that the trier of fact may dtsbeheve uncontradlcted evrdence Hoard ex reI Hoard v. Roper Hosp ., '
'flm 387 8.C. 539, 694SE2dl(2010) ' - : .

o The Department seeks 10 Técover a debt owed to. it by the Petitioner for. overpayment of

~ unemployment insurance benefits purSuant to- the Setoff Debt‘Collection Act, 8.C.Code Ann. §
32 56-10 et seq. The South Carolina Supreme Court held in Gardner ». S. Carolina Dep’ tof :" . |
.Revenue, 3538, C '1,18,577 S E 2d 190 199 (2003), that unemployment msurance overpayments o

- could be recovered by the Department as a delmquent debt pursuant to the Setoff’ Debt Collectton

Act by mterceptmg a clarmant’s state income tax: refund if the debt “accried through cont:ract .

: ‘subrogatlon tort, operatxon of law, or any .other legal theory " Idat 17. A “delmquent debt” is

defined as “a sum due and owing a clatmant agency, mcludmg collectlon costs, court costs, fines,

: penaltres, and mterest which have accrued through contract, subrogatlon, tort, operatlon of law, or .
- Other legal theory...” S.C..Code Ann. § 12 -56-20(4) (2014). ;

" In tlus case, the Department relies on the operatron of law as the basrs for its clarm to set off

La delmquent debt owed by the Petitioner agamst tax refunds. A claimant who is found by the

Department to. have “received a sum as ‘benefits under Chapters 27 through 41 whlle condmons.

| , for the receipt . of beneﬁts .were not . fulﬂlled or. whlle he was drsqualxﬁed from recervrng"
h beneﬂts lrable to. Tepay [the Department] .2 sum equal to: the amount received by hun S.C.
Code Ann § 41-41-40(A)(l) (Supp 2014). This sectron obhgates the Petmoner to repay: any .
» beneﬁts she recelved to which shie was not enntled “The oblrgatron arises by. operatron of law
when' a ﬁnal decrsron as to ehgrbxhty is resched. A decision is final ten. days aﬁer the date that .

decxsron is mailed, unless the decision is timely and properly appealed S.C. Code Ann. § 41-35— o

. ‘740 (Supp 2014) In thrs case, the Petmoner failed to appeal the: Depanment’s decrsnon, therefore,

it became a ﬁnal decision as to the Petmoner s overpayment

‘ Act does not. mclude a nght to.: relmgate issues: whrch should "have. been presented to the . .
,,Department’s Appellate Panel ‘With respect to the Department’s declsrons, _]udtclal revrew is
- penmtted only after ‘a party claiming to:be aggrieved by it has exhausted his admlmstratrve

remedies as provrded by Chapters 27 through 41 of [Tttle 41].” S.C. Code Ann. § 41-35-740 -

o (Supp 2014. ) Because the Petitioner dld not trmely appeal the underlymg decrsxon, she is barred
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from rehtrgatmg issues that she falled to appeal at the proper time. The doctrme of res _]udlcata _
apphes to the decrsrons of state agencies, bamng the relmgatlon of issues which were or ‘could
bave been ralsed before the admmlstrattve hearmg body S. Carolma Dep (8 of Soc. Servs v,
Winyah Nursing Homes, Inc., 282 S. C 556, 563, 320 S.E.2d 464, 468 (Ct. App. 1984). The

'Department s factual ﬁndmgs are. preclusrve if they meet the tradmonal elements of res judrcata
, and there exists no countervanlmg consrderanon whlch necessttates rehttgatxon Res juduara bars .

: Subsequent actions by the -same parttes when the claims arise out of the same- transactlon or

occurrence that was the subJect of a prior action between those parties.: Sub-Zero Freezer Co. v.

- R Clarkson Co., 308 S.C.'188, 417 S.E.2d 569 (1992). The doctrine of res judwa_ta-bars alitigant

from raising any.issues that were adjudicated in Ith_e former suit and any» issues which might have -

been raised in the former suit. To establish res jndicbrd, & party must prove the following three .

: elements (1) identity of the pames (2) rdentlty of the sub]ect matter; and (3) adJudlcatlon of the
issuein the former suit. Plum. Creek Dev. Co. v. any ofConway, 334 S.C. 30 34 5128.E2d 106 o

109:(1999). All of these elements are met in this case. The determination that the Petitioner was
overpaid benefits to xyhich she was not entitled to and the amount of the -overpayme'nt due to the .
Department was the subject adjudrcated between the partles m the Department s dectsron issued
after the March 21 2017hearmg _ _ C .

The Petitioner cannot use the protest rights granted by S.C. Code Ann. § 12 56-65 to reverse -

“a dectslon regardmg issues which are soundly the law of the case. “An unchal]enged rulmg, nght ‘

or wrong, is the law of the case and requn'es affirmance.” F:rst Union Nat. Bank of S. Carolina v..

- Soden, 333 8.C. 554, 566, 511 S. E.2d 372 378 {Ct. App 1998) Therefore, because the Petitioner -
~ did not appeal the. Department's declston that she owed the. overpayment nor the amount due, the

Department’s decxston became the law of the case. "I‘he only issue raised. by the Petitioner in her -

:: Request for Contested Case Heanng is that she is “ ..not in agreemient that 1 owe: the agency any

monies.” That issue falls squarely wnthm the matters decxded after the Departmient’s March 21,

- 2017 heanng and relmgatlon of that issue. 1s barred by res judtcata

2 The South Carolina Supreme Court held in Shelton v. Oscar Mayer Foods Corp., 325 s.C. 248,252,481 S.E2d .

.. 706,708 (1991), that the doctrine of collateral estoppel «does not apply to bar relitigation of issues decided by the

Department in subsequent litigation. That decision:was based on the Court’s conclusion that “the narrow issue the
[ Department] decides is simply whether the claimant is qualified to receive unemployment benefits, That caseis -
distinguishable from the circumstances of the present case because of the differences between the doctrinesof

_collateral estoppel and res judicata. See Beall v. Doe, 281 S.C. 363, 369 n. 1, 315 S.E.2d 186, (90 (Ct.. App. 1984) .

- 'The doctrines of res Jud:cata and collateral estoppel are, of course, two dlﬁ‘erent eoncepts )

4




- the March 21, 207 hearing of the Department.’®

. IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the South Carolina Department of Employment
and Workforce is entitled to receive a debt set-off in the amount of $752.00 from Petitioner’s 2019

tax return for credit on the delinquent @mount owed related to the overpayment determined after

* AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

S. Phlﬂlp Lensk
Admxmstratlve Law Judge

August 21, 2018

- Columbia, South Carolina .

_ 3. All other motions not addressed in this Order are deemed denied.

5
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CERTlFlCATE OF SERVICE

I, , Erika S. Easler hereby certlfy that I have this date served thlS Order upon all partles to thlS
cause by deposxtmg a copy hereof in the United States mail, postage paid, in the Interagency

' Mall Service, or by electronic mail to the address provided by the party(les) and/or their _

attomey(s)

) Enka S Easler
T Judicial Law Clerk
August 21, 2018 :

Columbia, South Carolina
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COURT OF APPEALS
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA -
NOTICE OF APPEAL

CLARA LEWIS BROCKINGTON N DOCKET NO. ~ 18-ALJ-30-0181-CC -
POST OFFICE BOX 3232 - : : R
FLORENCE, SOUTH CAROLINA 29502

TELEPHONE: (843-616-1317)

APPE[LANT/PETiTIONER, PROSE SR 'NOTICE OF APPEAL
L | o _

STAT E OF SOUTH CAROLINA

" . ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

EDGAR A. BROWN BUILDING

1205 PENDLETON STREET, SUITE 224
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
RESPONDENT

NOTICE IS GIVEN that Clara Lewis BrOckin’gton- Pro Se, Appellant/Petitionef,' hereby

Appeals from the South Carolma Admlmstratlve ourt Honorable judge S. Ph|l||p Lefrski

who 5|gned the order dated, August 21, ' 8 in the above-captloned act:

. st
Clara Lewis BrocKington, Pro\Se Appéllant/Patit
. Post Office Box:3232, Florence, SC 29502
: -elephone (843) 616- 1317

September 17, 2018

~ Columbia, South Carolina
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~ on the followmg partles:

\Stc

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR TIIE SECOND CIRCUIT

CAPTION

L 7/Wr /wza J/wd&mﬁn

/’Ao S /’ebba‘-?dn,/,}f P"”"‘t | CERTIFIoATE OF SERVICE*I
»DocketNumber /f- ALJ”JD 0/9/-66 B

— (pnntna.me) S .
: [)W— (1, d0/8 Iservedacopyofr-i' f w 4%

%&S. Ph////p /ms}é;a Lhdets |
(lis alldocuments) . S

by (select all apphcable)**

Personal Dehvery ‘ l/Umted States Mail - Federal Express orother
c . Overnight Courier

"Commﬂcial' Camer o e E-Mall (on consent)

/i"}?? ('o/amém, 65'& 474//

| é’ou&'ﬁ“ ,

Name L

Ad,dfjess‘ -

Name

Name -~ . Addess . City . Sate  ZipCode
v"A parfy mﬁst een)e Ve copy of each '-paper on the other partles -or their counsel, to the. eppeel of
proceeding. The Court w111 re_]ect papers for ﬁlmg if'a certificate of service is not. s1multaneous1y
, ﬁled : . .

*HIE dxfferent methods of service. have been used on d:ﬁ'erent partles please coinpleto-a-separate—
cemﬁcate of service for each party S _ .

Today s Date
Ceruﬁcate ofSemce Form (Last Revxsed 12/2015) .
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JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS = ‘ L ‘ " POSTOFFICE BOX 11628
- R R : o COLUMBIA SOUTH CAROLINA 20211

' 'CLERK : A
. e O . 1220 SENATESTREET - :
V.. %ﬁlr%EcAéLEN o L . R COLUMBLA, SOUTH CAROLINA 20201,
DEPUTY CLER A : . TELEPHONE: (803)734-1880
. Lo : NPT FAX:- (803) 734-1838 -

WWW.SCCOUMS.0rg’

e November 15,2013 . |

-'-Clara L Brockmgton .

. Post Office Box 3232

‘Florence SC 29502

. "Re: ‘Clara Brocklngton v. SCDEW

Appellate Case No. 2018- 001740

Dear Ms Brockmgton

Upon rev1ewmg your correspondence dated. November 9,2018, the followmg
deficiency has been noted under the South Carolina Appellate: Court Rules.. -

.+ (SCACR), and this deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of the date of -
" this letter. Within twenty (20).days of the date of this letter, you must serve and file

Ayour appellant's initial brlef and des1gnat10n of matter

L K A proof of service has not been provrded You must serve and ﬁle a proof of S '
jserv1ce substantlally in the format shown by F orm 7 in Appendrx C to. part 11 " C

"'of the SCACR

Very'ti%ul'yyour's,, |

cc:  ‘Sandra Beli Grooms,‘rEsqnire .
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JENNY ABBOTr KITCHINGS : R . POST OFFICE Box 11829
: . . . COLUMBLA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211

© CLERK
o ‘ . e : © 1220 SENATE'STREET :
-V-D Cém!r%E !:L;EN- Lo L COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
CLERK _ o _ : TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890 ~
o ' : : : o "FAX: (803) 734.1839
wwwsccouns org..

" December 18, 2018

‘ -_‘ClaraL Brockmgton Lo T, :
L PostOfﬁceBox3232 R SR

Florence SC 29502

Re Clara Brocklngton V. SCDEW

Appellate Case No. 20 l 8 001 740

De'ar"'M'si Brockinéton: ’

- '»Our records reﬂect that the tlme for serving and ﬁhng the appellant's 1n1t1al bnef

and- des1gnatlon of matter has explred Within ten (10) days of the date of this

. letter, you must serve and file.the appellant's initial brief and designation of matter, .

along w1th a motlon requestlng perm1s51on to serve and ﬁle the appellant's 1n1t1al

209 of the SCACR Your appellant's 1mt1a1 bnef and desrgnatron of matter W111 not .
be considered if no motion is made. Failure to comply with the Court's request '

 within ten (10) days of the date of this. letter w1ll result in. the dlsm1ssa1 of tlns y
._appeal S o S i

Very truly yours, - |

aw’é@o

CLERK

c' Sandra Bell. Grooms Esqulre o
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~:grantir_igthis r“notion._ o

| CLARA LEWIS BROCKINGTON APPELLANT

‘ 'VERSES

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF EM PLOYMENT

v-AND WORKFORCE RESPONDENT

. APPELLATE CASE NUMBER 2018 001740

- APPELLANT MOTION-FOR EXTENSION

Per the request of Pro Se Appellant thls motlon is to request an addltlonal 30 days of

- Extensuon to repIy to the court's order dated December 18 2018 to f‘ Ie the Appellant’ s lmtlal
e Bnef and desrgnatlon of matter ‘Dueto the holldays and plans to be away from: home to visit :

the sickiand‘the:time-need'e'd“to prepare th'e-:'ab'0ve mentioned Iengthy'd'ocument‘s,"l?ro Se.

. Appellant is. requestmg an addltlonal 30 days to return home and seek advrce on preparlng the

- ':Post Ofﬁce Box 3232, Florence, South Carollna

'December 22, 2018

[ emmSaom L0 ik E@EWE,

| oec 2 8 08

.:CTB;‘%.s,f.,.t....a.;..a_s.... | )
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' THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS

’ CLARA LEWIS BROCKINGTON APPELLANT

o VERSES.

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF EMPLOYMENT o
AND WORKFORCE, RESPONDENT. SR

APPEﬂI’.LATE“CASE.NUMBER:-'201§-001740 Cen

" PROOF OF SERVICE

5 1, o‘emfy’that lAha\‘/e Sefved the Sodth‘ ECarol»ma ’Departrﬁeot of fmployment by depositing -

Sla copy -of the Mation for Extension in-the United States Mail, postage paid, on December 22,

s 2018 ‘addressed to South Carolina Department of Employment and Workforce, Post OfF ice Box

995 Columbla South: Carolma 29202

Post Office Box 3232, Florence; South Carollna

December 22,2018

Florence, South Carolina
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fEbe %uutb @aru[ma (!]Zuurt uf @Ippea[s’

' "Clara}L. Brockmgton, 'Appellant,- |
.Y_- |

A 'South Carohna Deparcment of Employment and - BRI '
o _Workforce Respondent S

L _Appellate Case No 2018 001740

: The Honorable S Ph1lhp Lensk1 o
Trial Court Case No 20 18ALJ 300181CC

The appellant has ﬁled a mot1on to allow late ﬁl1ng of the appellant's 1mt1al brlef

' and designation of matter. No return has been filed: The motion is Granted. The -
~ appellant's initial brief and designation of matter must be:served and filed within

- thirty (30) days-from the date of this order. Failure to comply thh the Court‘

e .request will result in the dismissal of this appeal

. FORTHEGOURT

" Columbia, South Carolina

e FuED
- -Clara L. Brocklngton L R :
Sandra Bell Grooms Esqu1re IS d A \}@M l &OIOl
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- APPELLATE CASE.NU:MBER: 2018001740

Lo

 THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS
CLARA LEWlS»BRocKInthn, APPELLANT:
VS N _"a"f -! o :z":‘@ T . o ":5':251-.: 3

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF EMPLOYMENT s

o ’AND WORKFORCE RESPONDENT ’

i

MOTION FOR EXTENSION

e

Pro Se Appellant, Clara LeWis'Brecklngton,'is_redues'ting an exten_s:ien’ due to dealing o

 with some health issues in the past 30‘days" “ProSe Appellant hias been 'dealing with :ser'ne'

unstable dlabetlc conditions and attacks causlng dizziness, unstable moblllzatlon, extenswe SN

; Appellant’s condltlon to be unstable, out of order and unable to reply to any COURT ORDERS

' sweatlng, dlsonented blurred vision, very hlgh sugar readmgs, etc., which has caused Pro Se B

- Pro Se Appellant would llke to thank the Court for their consnderatlon in advance for L

_ understandmg the medlcal condltlon of the Pro Se Appellant at th|s tlme and grantlng thls

extension

. “'Clara: Lewis Brockington, Pro Se Appellant - .
~ -;Post Office Box 3232, Florence, S. C. 29502

Flbrvefnce_,‘ South Carolina. - o

February 4,2019 . -
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THE SOUTH CAROLINA COU RT OF APPEALS

E ‘SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF EM PLOYMENT
AND. WORKFORCE RESPONDENT :

APPELLATE CASE NUMBER: 20184001i4o e

" PROOF OF SERVICE

-, certlfy that I'have served the South Carollna Department of Employment and .
Workforce by deposntlng a copy of the Motlon for Extension in the Unijted States Mail; postage

o :paud on February 4, 12019, addressed to. South Carolina Department of Employment and
. 'Workforce, Post Ofﬂce Box 995 Columbla, South Carolma 29202 A .

“Clara Lewis Brockington, Pro Se Appellant
Post Office.Box-3232, Florence, SC 29502

Cofebmany 4,209 oS

Florence, South Carolina’
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
S. Phillip Lenski, Administrative Law Judge

Case No: 18-ALJ-30-0181-CC

Appellate Case Number: 2018-001740 RECB IVED

FEB 20 2019
Clara L. Brockington, SC C

ourt of Appeals

Appellant,
\2
South Carolina Department of Employment
and Workforce,
: Respondent (s).

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Return to Appellant’s Motion of the Respondent DEW on the parties
in this case by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, on February 19,
2019, addressed to the parties at their addresses of record:

Clara L. Brockington

PO Box 3232
Florence SC 29502

February 19, 2019 M QLQ/:‘Q%—\

Kristi Chesley

Administrative Legal Ass1stant

South Carolina Department of Employment and
Workforce

Post Office Box 8597

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

(803) 737-0395




P.O. Box 995 Henry McMaster

1550 Gadsden Street Governor
Columbia, SC 29202 Jamie Suber
dew.sc.gov Acting Executive Director
Post Office Box 8597
Columbia, SC 29202
Telephone: (803) 737-0395
Fax: (803) 737-0124
February 19, 2019 RECEIV.ED
The Honorable Jenny Abbot Kitchings | FEB 2 0 2019
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629 SC Court of Appeal
Columbia, South Carolina 29211 r peals

RE: Clara L. Brockington v. South Carolina Department of
Employment and Workforce
Appellate Case No: 2018-001740

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed are an original and six copies of the Return to Appellant’s Motion of the
South Carolina Department of Employment and Workforce. Also enclosed is a Proof
of Service to the other parties.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Kristi CheslM

Administrative Legal Assistant for
Paul Famolari
Assistant General Counsel
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