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STATEMENT OF ISSUEY ON APPEAL

|
I
'
b

1. DID THE COURT ERR IN FAILING TO FIND THIS ACTION IS BARRED
2

DID THE COURT ERR IN ALLOWING THE WRIT OF EJECTMENT TO STAND
AND DENY THE APPEAL

l
i
|
, STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Feb 15, 2019/BOOE realty filed an eviction action against sitarik, Thomas.

The case was hcard at Myrtle Beach Magistrate Court gnd eviction was granted to Booe realty.

Sitarik filed an appcal with Horry County Circuit Court. Case was heard 5/15/19 and circuit

court denied the appcal . The facts of the appeal have npt been addressed as of yet. This is the

rcason for appeal.
' FACTS

The Circuit court did not address the fact that Booe realty did not have any non lawyer
authorization on \ﬁlc and [ailed to present this form at cpurt . Booe realty acted as an attorney for
the owner of the Icntal property and conducted an illcgal representation to the magistrate court |
therefore any furthcr proccedings should be voided as fruit of the poisoncd tree,

1
ARGUMENTS

L BOOE REALTY ACTED ILLEGALLY PER THE SOUTH CAROLINA STATE LAW
AND THE MAGISTRATES COURT AND CTRCUIT COURT DID NOT AND
FAILED TO ADDRESS THIS GROSS INJUSTICE TO SITARIK BY FATLING TO
DISMISS CASE AND ORDER A RETRIAL AT THE MYRTLE BEACH
MAGISTIRATE COURT.

|
I
i
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CONCLUSION
For the reasons statcd, this Court should reverse the judgment of the circuit court.

: Respectfully submitted,
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