October 11, 2019

Jenny Abbott Kitchings -

Clerk of Court

The South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201 o RE@EE 7]

RE:  Glenda Couram v Nationwide Mutual, et.al. OCT .
Appellate Case No.: 2018001134 16 2019

Dear Ms. Kitchings: - SC Court Of Appea’s

I was reviewing C-Track to see were my Appeal were and noted the above matter had not been
placed before the Court of Appeals for Consideration even though all Final Briefs has been timely filed

-and deadlines met per the letters from this court dated June 27,2018 (The Status: Final Briefing/

Record). See Attached

Could you tell me if this is an oversight on the part of the court as it was placed in abeyance for
three months prior to the completion of all deadlines due to the courts personnel 1ssues, I was told? T was
assured by this court that upon my completing all deadlines the court would place my Appeal before the
Appeals Court and today; 1 apologize for not checkingbefore now, but 1 trusted the court would honor its
word if we even pro se followed the rules and regulations set down by the SC Supreme Court and the
United States Supreme Court .

I'am sure the Court does not want to be bothered with pro se litigants but if you will please place
my Appeal in its proper status for Consideration, given the great expense and hardship I went though I
would appreciate it and if this letter needs to be placed in a form of a Motion please let me know. Since
everything went automated the courts have not seen to sending documents and responses in the
“fradifional manner” to pro se litigates so it has been very difficult to meet deadiines and we are at a
DISADVANTAGE so I was never informed I needed to provide the court with additional information
after submission of the Final Briefs in order to be placed in “Consideration Status.”
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ake up this oversight pro

ses/self represented not receiving copies of Orders, etc., for the courts as it state “traditional
manner” placing them at a disadvantage in comparison to dttorenys

Note:  Tam sending a.copy to the Supreme Court in hope that they may take
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Bisclatner: The information and decuments available bore should not be iefied apon 08 an efficial record of action.
Culy filed documents can be viewed. Some documents received in a case gy tof be available for viewing.
Sore documesifs originating from ¢ lower comt, including records and eppendices, muy nol be wviilable for viewing.
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