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. Courtney L. Brockington,

~IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF FLORENCE
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Case No.v: 2018CP2103095

Plaintiff,
NOTICE OF APPEALS

)
)
A )
)
VERSES ) B TR
| ) RECEIVERS
)
)
)
)

Charies David Barr,

L0832y
SC Court of Appeays

Defendant.

Pro Se Plaintiff, Courtney L. Brockington, is appealing the decision of Judge D. Craig
Brown’s decision affirming that Charles David Barr should receive a fee for representing me
concerning the motor vehicle accident that | was involved. The Fee Dispute Board agreed that
Charles David Barr should receive a fee; however there wa§ much testimony from other
attorneys that is questionable and not affirming tﬁat Charles David Barr should receive a fee
from Plaintiff. Pro Se Plaintiff had a witness through the entire process and Attorney Ricci
Welch have only two (2) sentences in her document from the ONLY witness to the entire
process with Charles David Barr. Attorney Ricci Welch did NOT confirm any of Charles David

Barr’s documentation with Pro Se Plaintiff, such as telephone calls to Pro Se Plaintiff, which

——

would have been on his long-distance logs, Mr. Love’s conversation with the ONLY witness and
Mr. Barth’s total conversation with Pro Se Plaintiff and ONLY witness. Pro Se Plaintiff confirms
that Attorney Welch did not submit a truthful report to the Dispute Board and the Court of
Common Pleas did not have a complete and true report to affirm. The ONLY witness has over
15 years of experience in the Legal System and do NOT agree with neither decision nor does Pro
Se Plaintiff and that is reason why this case is being motion for the Court of Appeals to make a
fair decision, using the facts from the ONLY witness, in favor of the Pro Se Plaintiff. Thanks in

advance.



June 17, 2019

Florence, South Carolina

Cppihron s Budsa)~—

Courtney L. #ockmgton Pro Se alntlff
P. O. Box 3232, Florence, South Carolina 29502



