THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Supreme Court

PETITION FOR WRIT-OF CERTIORRI FROM
THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS
Court of Common Pleas

Case No. 2018-000056
2018-000174

" Churchill Park, Respondent
Alan G. Nix, quma'J. Nix and the Estaie of Norma J. Nix, Defendahts;
O‘ f.:Of which Alan G. Nix is the Appellant

MOTION TO CLARIF Y ORDER DENYING RELIEF DATED 16 DECEMBER 2019 .
- AND DISMISS WRIT OF CERTIORRI

Petitioner, Alan Nix, petitions the Court ‘to enter an order Qlarifying if Chief Justice B
Beatty’s_ order denying all relief requested in Petitioner’s motion dated 4 DecemEe_:r 2019 was h
intended to, or could be construed to, legalize obstruction of justice by the South Carolina
Judicial System and its Members, including but not limited to Officers of the Court. Once Chief
Jﬁsticé Beatty has entered an order clarifying this mattér,-Petifioner requests the Court to' dismiss
this Writ as Petitioner intends to utilize the Federal legal system to resolve the matters raised in

this Writ.

BACKGROUND
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By way of motion dated 4 December 2019, Petitioner requested the South Carolina -
Supreme Court to grant the Petitioner two forms of relief. The first request for relief was to “fo
- place this Writ ina vstalus of on hold until the numerous acts of misconduct by members of the SC
Judicial System aré appropriately add;-'essed in judicial forums outside of that of South
Carolina®. The second request for relief was for the South Carolina Supreme Court to enter an
order that required “all other courts within the SC Judicial System fo properly preserve all
“evidence and docu’me-nts, in ‘arvzy format, related to any case nomfnally related to this Writ.” Less
“than two weeks later, Chief Justice Beatty entered an order in résponse to these two requests for

relief denying all relief requested in the motion.

ARGUEMENT

Given, at a minimum, the Charléston County Master in Equity Court and the Charlesion
County Clerk of Court has already committed multiple acts of obstruction of justice, including,
but not limited to, refusing to tﬁm over recordings of hearings of 21 March 2016 in case 2014-
CP-10-05407 and 26 Se_:p,tember 2017 in cases 2014—CP—10-05407/2017-CP—10—04031, of which
the transcripts are known to contain serious and material inaccuraciés; has refused to schedule
hearings for 60(b) motions filed in case 20‘14—CP-10-05407 on 13 November 2018 and filed in
case 2017—CP—10jO4031 on 9 November 2019 and, beginning on orl about 17 October 2019, has
refused to ’ﬁle_ any moﬁjons or other légal AOCuments from the Petitioner which remotely eludes :
to the word “:lChu‘rchill.‘”," the P.etition'e'r seeks a c'lafiﬁcatiOn from Chief Justice Beatty to
determine if Chief Justice Beatty’s depiai of Petitioner’s request for the South Carolina Supreme.
Court to enter an order requiring “all other ébi[rts within the SC Judicial System to proﬁerly
presé}"ve aﬂ evidence and documents, in any format, related.to any case nominally related to this
Writ “ was infended' to legalize the act of obstruction of justice by the South Carolina Judicial
System, and ité,Members._ If fhis was not the intention of Chief Justice Beatty’s dénial, and his
denial of this specivﬁc request for relief was simply a mistake, ﬁerhaps Chie_f Justice Beatty would

like to-amend his order in additional to clarifying‘his intent.

Given the background of just these acts of misconduct that have occurred in the Ninth
Judicial Circuit and the Charleston County Master in Equity Court, which Petitioner alleges are
not the only acts of obstruction of justice by Members of the South Carolina J udicie_il System,

clearly a reasonable person could conclude that if the Chief Justice of the South Carolina State
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Supreme refueed to grant such a simple request for relief in the known presence of such a pattern
of ongoing misconduct, that he was by default legitimizing such misconduct. Given Chief Justice
Beatty’s very limited language in his denial for all relief requested, Petitioner submits it is in the
State’s and Justice’s interest for Chief Justice Beatty to sufficiently clarify his intent as to his
blénket denial of Petitioner’s rlequest for the Court to enter an order requiring “all other courts

“ within the SC Judicial System to properly preserve all eviderice and documents, in any fhrmdt,‘
related to any case nominally related to this Writ.” Without such clarification, clearly one of the
many less than ethically inclined attorneys in our State could reasonably argue that their acts of
obstruction of justice are, or have been, Jegally sanctioned by Chief Justice Beatty’s short, and

hopefully less than well thought out, dénial in this matter.

Once Chief Justice Beatty has entered his clarification of his order of 16 December 2019
to properly resolve this serious matter, Petitioner requests the Court to dismiss this Writ. At the
time the Petitioner filed this Writ in September 2019, over four months ago at the time of this
motlon the Petitioner sought the Supreme Court’ s review of whether the SC Court of Appeals
had 1mproperly, and with improper intent, denied multiple motlons of the Appellant beginning in
‘May 2018 to return the underlying appeals to the lower court to ﬁle 60(b) motlons have motions
heard that were filed before the appeal was filed, and to have crltlcal transcrlpts corrected which -
substanttally affected the Appellant’s ablhty to properly purse an appeal At the time of this -

" motion, the Petmoner has concluded that the SC Court of Appeals conduct beginhihg inMay
2018 was intentional and ‘was intended to aid and abet Charleston County’s / the Charleston
Cdunty Master in Equity Court’s pattern of thisconduct, and will allege the same and seek ju.stice:
in the Federal legal system. - Consequently, the benefit of maintaining this Writ, at least as it

. apphes to Petttloner 18 non -existent at this pomt in time.

THEREF ORE Petmoner requests: Chief Justice Beatty to enter an  order clarifying if he
. intended to legalize obstruction of justice by the SC Judicial System when he denied all relief
requested by Petitioner by way of motion dated 4 December 2019. Once Chief Justice Beatty
has entered this order, Petitioner requests the Court to enter an order dismissing this Writ as

- unnecessary as the matters raised in this Writ w111 be more properly dealt with in the Federal

legal system.

(signatures on next page)
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Dated: January 14, 2020 Respectfully submitted,

74 Vs

+—

Alan G. Nix

1401 Densmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466
(843) 991.4170
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Supreme Court

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORRI FROM
THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS
Court of Common Pleas

Case No. 2018-000056
e 2018-000174 ECEIW‘EJ@
_________________ - JAN 17 070

Churechill Park, Respondent SC Court of Appeaig

V.
Alan G. Nix, Norma J. Nix and the Estate of Norma J. Nix, Defendants,

Of which Alan G. Nix is the Appellant

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the motion to clarify Chief Justice Beattie’s
denial of the Appellant’s motion dated 4 December 2019 has been served upon the individuals

listed below, by mailing a copy of the same, postagé prepaid, in the United States Mail,
‘ L '
addressed as shown below this ,S+day of January 2020 to:

Ryan McCabe Charleston Legal Access
‘McCabe Trotter and Beverly Attn: Schreiber

4500 Fort Jackson Blvd. 1630 Meeting St.
Columbia, SC 29209 ' Charleston, SC 29405
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Tonnya Kohn

SC Court Administration
1220 Senate St. , Ste. 200
Columbia, SC 29201

SC Court of Appeals
1220 Senate St.
Columbia, SC 29201

John Nichols

Office of Disciplihary Counsel
1220 Senate St.

Columbia, SC 29201

Peter McCoy, Chairman

SC House Judiciary Cmte, }
512 Blatt Bldg. '
Columbia, SC 29201

‘Dated: January 14, 2020

By:

Julie Armstrong

Clerk of Court, Charleston County.
100 Broad Street

Charleston, SC 29401

Alan Wilson

SC Attorney General
1000 Assembly St.
Columbia, SC 29201

Luke Rankin, Chairman
SC Senate Judiciary Cmte.
101 Gressette Bldg.
Columbia, SC 29201

Respectfully submifted,

Alan G. Nix
1401 Densmore Circle

Mount Pleasant, SC 29466
(843)991.4170
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14 January 2020

Alan Nix ,
1401 [?ensmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466

Mr. Daniel Shearouse
~Clerk of Court,

.South Carolina Supreme Court:
1231 Gervais St.

Columbia, SC 29201

RE: Churchlll Park v Alan G. Nix, Norma J. Nix and the Estate of Norma 1. Nix
Appellate Case Number: 2019 001540 -

Mr. Shearouse, _— .

) Please find enclosed : ' ‘
1. A motion to clarify Chief Justice Beatty’s denial of my motion to place the Writ on hold pendlng
~ criminal investigations dated 4 December 2019 _
Check number 929 in the amount of $50.00 for the filing fee ‘
Proof of Service »
Copies of the motion and Proof of Service to be returned with your clock stamp - -
Self-addressed and postage prepaid envelope to return the enclosed copies

~

vk wn

Please ask Chief Judge Beattie to clarify h|s ‘order as soon as possible, and preferably before the South
Carolina BAR Association’s annual conference starts néxt week. I’m assuming if he did intend to Iegallze
obstruction of justice that would probably be a rulmg that will garner quite a bit of attention and
discussion durmg that large conference

~ Thank you very much for your assistance. Please let me kriow if you require anythlng else related to thIS
filing. : :

Best regards,

AT

Alan Nix-
(c) 843.991.4170 _
{e) agnixl@hotmail.com



1401 Densmore Ci;cl'e

Mount Pleasant, SC 29466,

P

L CDMARLESTOR
CsC2ss

e YL

AN ]' Y
W 1Y 9
Couy, )

< coux OF Arrets
. -8

1220 Sewe ST
Colmma, S 2929

. EEELI-ITESSD g Qe e L e TRt U U =



