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Appellant hereby submits Rule 240(j), SCACR, motion with abeyance request. Rule 240()),
SCACR, requires de novo panel appeal of an individual judge’s dismissal. The March 20, 2020, Order
dismissing this case contains errors of law and fact, It also appears to conflict with a prior Order in this
case which found that the appeals of the 2017 Orders were timely filed. Pursuant to Rule 240(j),
SCACR, as opposed to Rule 221, SCACR, dismissal of appeal by a single judge is subject to de novo
panel appeal. Rule 240(c), SCACR, provides, “Each motion or petition shall include the following: (3)
Where the Record on Appeal has not been filed, ... the parties shall file affidavits.” As there was no
record on appeal at the time of the Respondent’s motion to dismiss, the lack of an affidavit to prescnt a
record means that respondent failed to comply with Rule 240(c)}(3), SCACR and the motion to dismiss
should not have been granted. As Appellant’s brief was already filed, Appellant respectfully requests
deferral of decision on the motion to dismiss until consideration of the Record on Appeal (ROA) and

Final Briefs.

I The standard of review for Rule 240(j), SCACR, Panel Appeal is de novo.

The March 20, 2020, order dismissing this appeal was issued by an individual judge, Pursuant
to 5.C. Code § 14-8-220, “An appeal shall be allowed from decision of any one judge to a panel of the
Court.” Under Rule 240(j), SCACR “Any review of an order issued by an individual judge or justice
shall be by petition for rehearing.” The previous Rule 224(j), SCACR, included the provision that,
"Any party aggrieved by an order of an individual judge or justice may seek review of that order by the
appellate court or a panel thereof." That provision was preserved (in 2007) but reworded then re-
numbered Rule 240(j), SCACR, to provide that, "Any review of an order issued by an individual judge
or justice shall be by petition for rehearing." The legislative intent and underlying statutory authority

remain the same in 8.C. Code § 14-8-220. In contrast to Rule 221, SCACR, petition for rehearing, the
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SCACR, petition for rehearing, the legal standard of review for Rule 240(j), SCACR, appeal is de novo.
The Judge who signed the Order under review should not be part of the panel reviewing the
matter. A judge "shall disquality himself in any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably
be questioned." Rule 3(E)(1), CJC, Rule 501, SCACR. Disqualification is required if a reasonable
factual basis exists for doubting the judge's impartiality. Rice v. McKenzie, 581 F.2d 1114, 1116 (4th
Cir. 1978). Inthe Rice case, then Chief Judge Haynsworth further ruled that, "For many years a federal
judge has been prohibited from sitting to hear or determine an appeal in a case or issue tried by him. 28
U.8.C.A. § 47, To say the least, it would be unbecoming for a judge to sit in a United States Court of
Appeals to participate in the determination of the correctness, propriety and appropriateness of what he
did in the trial of the case. After rendering decisions, some judges remain open minded, and some are
unreluctant to confess previous error, but a reasonable person has a reasonable basis to question the
impartiality of a judge who sits in a United States Court of Appeals to review his own decision as a trial
judge." Id. at 1117. The inquiry is whether a reasonable person would have a reasonable basis for
questioning the judge's impartiality, not whether the judge is in fact impartial. /d. at 1116. Granted, this
is a Fourth Circuit case, but the principle from this oft-cited case is well stated, sound, and universally
accepted as logical and fair, Appellant asserts that Rule 240(j), SCACR, requires de novo appeal of the
March 20™ Order of dismissal by a panel of judges, which does not include the individual judge who

issued the order.

II. The Court found that the appeals of the 2017 orders were not timely filed, which is
counter to the finding of Judge Lockemy, in which he determined that the appeals of
the same orders were timely.

The record contains an Order from Judge Lockemy, issued in March to 2018 in response to a
motion to dismiss by Respondents. Appellant had appealed the 2017 Orders at issue by delivering

notices of appeal to the Respondents® attorney, The notice that she signed was then filed with the

Court by an attorney who entered a notice of appearance concurrently, The Court found that the

-l -
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service of the notice on the Respondent and then the {iling of the notice by an attorney did not

violate the Doe v. Duncan Order and that the appeal was timely filed, Please see Attached Exhibit

A. Appellant would arpue thal this is the law of the case, and that the 2017 Orders were timely filed.

[1I.  The Respondent’s motion was fited without supporting affidavit and should have been
dismissed.

When deciding a jurisdictional question based on facts, a reviewing court must review the entire
record, {ind the jurisdictional facts, and decide the jurisdictional question in accord with the
preponderance of evidence. See, e.g., Canady v. Chas. Cty. Sch. Dist , 265 S.C. 21, 216 8.E.2d 755
(1975). Respondent has failed to comply with Rule 240(¢)(3), SCACR by filing its motion without any
supporting affidavits. The motion to dismiss should have been declined on that basis.

IV.  Appellant raises an issue of subject matter jurisdiction as to the appointment of the
referee,

Issues relating to subject matter jurisdiction may be raised at any time, cannot be waived even
by consent, and should be taken notice of by this court on our own motion. Johnson v. State, 319 8.C.
62, 64, 459 S .E.2d 840, 841 (1995). The circuit court's order of reference, certified true copy altached,
provides that the matter is referred to the referce/master “pursuant to the South Carolina Code Ann. §§
14-11-90 and 15-30-390.” The South Carolina Judicial Department website shows $.C, Code § 14-11-
90 was repealed by 1988 Act No. 678, Part V, well before this case, and S.C. Code § 15-30-390 is not
found and does not exist. As such, there is no statutory authority for referral to the referee/master and
no subject matter jurisdiction. “The master has no power or authority except that which is given to him
by the order of reference. See Rule 53(c), SCRCP.... there has been no valid order entered in this case,
and the appealed order is a nullity entered without power or authority. Smith v. Ocean Lakes Family
Campground, 433 8.E.2d 909, 315 8.C. 379 (5.C. App. 1995). Without subject matter jurisdiction, the
resulting orders are void. Bunkum v. Manor Properties, 321 8.C. 95, 99, 467 S.E.2d 758, 761

(Ct.App.1996). “Pursuant to Rule 53, SCRCP, a referee/master has no power or authority except that

--3-
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which is given to him by the order of reference.” 7, The matter of whether the Master was properly

appointed raises a subject matter jurisdiction issue.

V. Appellant raises the threshold issuc of standing.

Appellant has raised a lack of standing. On February 24, 2017, the Court recognized that
respondents who filed in the lower court never had in interest in the case and admit lack of standing.
Georgetown Cty. League of Women Voters v. Smith Land Co., Inc., 393 5.C. 350, 713 S.E.2d 287 (S.C.
2011). Appellant has asserted that Defendant-respondents Becker and Grier were the only parties to
file in the lower court and Exhibit C, attached indicates that they were considered by the Court as the
only respondents. There has been no order of substitution and no motion for substitution in the
appellate court pursuant to Rule 265, SCACR., Accordingly, respondents have admitted lack of
standing.

VL Appellant raises the fact that the record indicates that Respondents did not pay the
required filing fees in asserting their claims as an assertion of a lack of jurisdiction,

Defendants failed to pay the required fees in the lower court that other lawyers, other parties,
and other members of the public would be required to pay. If a prerequisite for filing was not followed,
then there is an argument that the lower cowrt action was unauthorized and without jurisdiction as a
result. The attached copy of the docket from the public index (Exhibit F) indicates inadequate fees.
Without the requisite fees paid in full, the order of reference is invalid and there is no jurisdiction. By
analogy, Rule 203(d)(3), SCACR, provides if the filing fee is not paid in full, the matter shall be
dismissed and shall not be reinstated except by leave of the court upon pood cavse shown. Rule
203(d)(3), SCACR; see Douglas v. State, 332 8,C. 67, 504 8.F:.2d 307 (1998); Toal et al., Appellate
Practice in South Carolina (2d ed. 2002), p. 124. See, e.g., Matter of De Maio, 13 Misc.3d 190, 819
N.Y.S.2d 648, 2006 NY Slip Op 26256 (N.Y. Surr. Ct., 2006) (The filing fee is jurisdictional, so that
the failure to pay the required fee renders the filing fatally defective. Mande! v. Walico Truck Equip.

Co., 243 AD2d 542 (1997), Matter of Vetrone, 216 AD2d 839 (1995)). Compare Merriam v.

-q-
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Davidson, 184 S0.3d 411 (Ala. Civ, App., 2015): “The financial-history portion of the trial court's
case-action-summary sheet reveals that the respondents failed to pay a filing fee. ... Because the
payment of a filing fee is jurisdictional and the respondents failed to pay a filing fee,... we conclude
that the trial court lacked subject-matter jurisdiction to rule on the petition. See Hicks v. Hicks, 130
50.3d 184, 189 (Ala.Civ.App.2012). The evidence showing that the proper fees were not paid appears
to raise an issue of subject matter jurisdiction.

VIL  The contempt order from June 21, 2017 is a final order that is appealable.

The contempt order (June 21, 2017) is a final order that is appealable. Interlocutory discovery
orders may be reviewed where they contain appealable issues. Ferguson v. Charleston
Lincolw/Mercury Inc., 344 8.C. 502, 544 §.E.2d 285 (Ct. App. 2001). On appcal from the contempt
order, the contemnor may argue that the contempt finding must be reversed because the underlying
discovery order was ilself improper where the efficacy and propriety of the order of reference is
challenged. Grosshuesch v. Cramer, 377 8.C. 12, 659 8.E.2d 112 (2008). Appellant challenges the
propriety of the order in this case. The attached copy of the June 21, 2017, order is a contempt order for
$2500.00 which appellant paid into the lower court pending appeal. (See attached affidavit from
Appellant) As a final order, the contempt order is appealable. Tucker v. Honda of 5.C. Mfg., Inc., 354
5.C. 574, 577, 582 5.I3.2d 405, 406 (2003); Hooper v. Rockwell, 334 S.C. 281, 513 8.E.2d 358 (1999).
When an order is appealable in part such as the contempt order herein, the entire order is considered on
appeal. McCall v. Batyon, 285 8.C. 243, 329 S.E.2d 741 (1985). An order not immediately appealable
will nonetheless be considered if there is an appealable issue, and a ruling on appeal will avoid
unnecessary litigation. Pruite v. Bowers, 330 8.C. 483, 499 8.E.2d 250 (Ct. App. 1998). The contempt

order should be considered appealable.

VIII. The Appellate Court may review the intermcdiate February 9, 2017, order because it
nccessarily affects the order on appeal by denying Appellant’s right to defend, the
right to present evidence and call witnesses, and the right to substantial constitutional
protections,
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The appellate court may review any intermediate order necessarily affecting the order on appeal
including, but not limited to, the February 9, 2017, order, copy attached. It asserts that there was a
hearing, which is not correct, and results in confiscation of appellant’s filing fees without due process
(a constitutional violation). It also effectively denies the appellant fundamental rights by the State and
federal constitutions and statues, such as the right to self-representation, SCDOT v. Faulkenberry, 337
5.C. 140, 522 §.E.2d 822 (Ct. App. 1999). The case of Metts v. Mims, 384 8.C., 491, 682 S.E.2d 813
(2009), supports appeal of the contempt order because the appeal herein is based on denial of State and
federal constitutional rights, including but not limited to, the right to self-representation. See Brooks v.
SCCID and OID, South Carolina Court of Appeals, decided February 15, 2017, App. Case No. 2014-
002477 (Remittitur sent March 3, 2017). Case law in Brooks, supra, is controlling and confirms State
and federal constitutional and statutory rights to represent oneself. The February 9, 2017, order
denying Appellant’s right to self-representation necessarily affects all subsequent orders including the
attached June 21, 2017, order and the June 23, 2017, order. “The touchstone of due process is
protection of the individual against arbitrary action of government," Wolff'v. McDonnell, 418 1.5. 539,
558 (1974), or denial of fundamental procedural fairness, see, e.g., Fuentes v. Shevin, 407 U.S. 67, 82
(1972) (the procedural due process guarantee protects against "arbitrary takings™), County of
Sacramento v. Lewis, 523 U.5. 833, 118 8.Ct. 1708, 140 L.Ed.2d 1043 (1998). See Moore v. Moore,
376 5.C. 467, 657 8.E.2d 743 (2008) (procedural due process requires (1) adequate notice; (2) adequate
opportunity for a hearing; (3) the right to introduce evidence; and (4) the right to confront and cross-
examine witngsses), See 5.C. Const. art. 1, sec, 2, 3, 4, 10, and 14; 8.C. Const, art, V, sec. 4; S.C. Const.
art. V, sec. 5; U.S. Const,, Article I, sec. 9 and 10; U.S, Const. amend. I, IV, V, VII, and XIV. An order
that effectively forecloses a party from contesting the case on the merits affects a substantial right
under section 14-3-330(2) and is immediately appealable. McLaughlin v. Strickland, 279 8.C. 513, 309

S.E.2d 787 (Ct. App. 1983).
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The February 9™ Order also strikes Appellant’s pending Rule 60, motion. Jurisdiction for
hearing the Rule 60 motion is vested in the trial judge, not the referee/master. A post-trial motion filed
under Rules 50, 52, 59 or 60, SCRCP, is to be delivered to the trial judge, who is then to dispose of it
promptly. WACHOVIA BANK OF SOUTH CAROLINA v. Player, 341 8.C, 424, 535 S.E.2d 128,
fn.2. (8.C. 2000) (emphasis supplied). Wrongful denial of the Rule 60, SCRCP, motion is appealable.
Winesett v.Winesett, 287 8.C. 332, 338 S.E.2d 340 (1985); see also Stearns Bank Nat'l Ass'n v.
Glenwood Falls, LP, 375 8.C. 423, 653 8 E.2d 274 (2007); Toal et al., Appellate Practice in South

Carolina (3d ed. 2016), p 164.

IX.  Appellant has argucd that the Order upon which the Respondents sought to eollect in
the action below was not a “money judgment” within the contemplation of 8.C. Code
Section 18-9-130 and should have been stayed during appeal, raising a subject matier
jurisdiction question.
Appellant has raised the argument that the money judgment exception to automatic stay on
appeal does not apply because the Order on which Respondents were collecting does not constitute a
“money judgment” in the underlying claim within the contemplation of §.C. Code Section 18-9-130.
As the Order granting the Respondents an award was a sanctions order, Appellant argues that the
“decision of whether to award sanctions is a collateral issue and does not constitute a ruling upon the
merits of the case. ...See Cooter & Gell v. Hartmarx Corp., 496 U.S. 394, 396, 110 S.Ct. 2447, 110
L.Ed.2d 359 (1990).” Pee Dee Health Care, P.A., v. Estate of Thompson, 418 8.C. 557, 795 S.E.2d 40
(8.C.App. 2016). Accordingly, there is an argument that the matter below involved collection on an
amount that was not a traditional money judgment and, therefore, was subject to automatic stay under
Rule 241(a), SCACR, pending appeal. The lower court proceeding should have been stayed pending
exclusive appellate jurisdiction, giving rise to a question of subject matter jurisdiction.
X. New case law, which was issued days after the February 9" Order presents a novel

question of law which should be reviewed by the Court,

When a case containg a novel question of law, the appellate court is free to decide the question

-A-‘-
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with no particular deference to the lower court. Osprey Inc., v. Cabana Limited Partnership, 340 5.C.
367,532 8.E.2d 269 (2000). It is respectfully submitted that novel issues regarding case law in Brooks
v. SCCID and OID, South Carolina Court of Appeals, decided February 15, 2017, App. Case No, 2014-
002477, applied to the Court’s decision to implement an Order to deprive Appellant of the right to
represent herself or file motions documents in her defense presents an important and novel issue.
Specifically, the constitutionality of an order banning a citizen from access to the Court or to the right
to defend herself in Court should be reviewed. The South Carolina Constitution guarantees every
person the right of access to the courts. 8.C. Const. art. [, § 9 provides, “All courts shall be public, and
every person shall have speedy remedy therein for wrongs sustained.” A litigant has a statutory right to
self-representation in South Carolina. 8.C. Code Ann. § 40-5-80 (2011) (“[The chapter regulating the
practice of law] may not be construed so as to prevent a citizen from prosecuting or defending his own
cause, if he so desites.”); Washington v. Washington, 308 8.C. 549, 550, 419 S.E.2d 779, 780 (1992).
The statutory right of self-representation is also provided to litigants under federal law. 28 U.8.C., §
1654 (2016). Braoks v. SCCID and OID, South Carolina Court of Appeals, decided February 15, 2017,
App. Case No. 2014-002477. Respondents motion to dismiss should be denied. In the alternative,
appellant respectfully requests deferral of decision on the motion to dismiss until consideration of the
Record on Appeal (ROA) and Final Briefs.

CONCLUSION

Appellant respectfully submits Motion for Rule 240(j), SCACR, De Neve Panel Appeal and the
attached Affidavit and exhibits, with a request for abeyance and respectfully requests the March 20,
2020, Order of a single judge dismissing this appeal be reversed. Appellant filed her brief well before
the motion was filed and respectfully requests that the Appellate review panel reverse the dismissal
Order in this case and direct the Respondent to file its brief in response to the Appellant’s Initial Brief,

In the alternative, appellant requests deferral of decision on respondent’s motion to dismiss for

—vq-
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consideration based on the Record on Appeal and Final Briefs.

Respectfully submitted,

4/7/

almetrs J on
2965 B Dr. E
Port #rchard, WA 98366

425,999.0900
Attorney for the Appellant

April 24, 2020
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS
For record RE: Motion For Rule 240j, SCACR, De Novo Panel Appeal

Order of 3-29-18

Appellant’s affidavit

Correspondence from the Court dated February 24, 2017
Website showing Mr. Becker as a party

Defendant’s motion to-dismiss certain parties

Copy of the docket sheet from the public index re: fees

June 21, 2017, Order

February 9, 2017 Order

Rule to Show Cause 3, 2017

Order for supplemental proceeding March, 14, 2017

Order 12-16-2009

Demand letter pre-supplemental proceedings
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The South Caroling Court of Appeals

Cynthia Holmes, M.D,, Appellant,

V.

Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A., successor to Sinkler &

Boyd, P.A., Manton Grier and James Y. Becker,
Respondenta

Appellate Case No, 2017-001717

ORDER

On February 26, 2018, this court requested memoranda from the parties addressing
whether the notice of appeal was timely served and filed in compliancs with our
supreme court's December 2, 2009 order in Doe v. Duncan., After consideration of
the parties' memoranda, we find that this appeal was filed in compliance with Doe
v, Duncan, Here, Appellant served a pro se notice of appeal on Respondents
within thirty days of recéipt of written notice of entry of the underlying order.
Within ten days of service, Appellant's counsel made a notice of appearance and
filed the hotice of appeal with this court as required by Rule 203(d)(1)(B) of the
South Carolina Appetlate Court Rules and Doe v, Duncan. Accordingly, this
appeal shall proceed.

Columbia, Sc_aiﬁ-h-'Carolina

6e: :
Chalmers Carey Johnsott, Esquire £ Fl LE D

Mary M Caskey, Esquire .
O~ 29, Qo
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STATE OF SOUTH CARQLINA )
) AFFIDAVIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )

Personally came and appeared before me, Notary Public, C. Holmes, who upon being duly

sworn did depose and say the following:

1.1 am the appellant of legal age end competent to state the mattérs herein. This affidavit is submitted
in App. Case No. 19-0880. Pursuant to Rule 240(c), SCACR, “Each motion or petition shall include
the following: (3) Where the Record on Appeal has not been filed, ... the parties shall file affidavits.”
Because respondent’s motion to dismiss is vnsupported by affidavit or Record on Appeal (ROA), it is
unsupportable, Pursuant to the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), respondent’s motion to
dismiss should be held in abeyance pending Record on Appeel (ROA) and Final Briefs,

2. Pursuant to the attached order of the Chief Judge of the South Carolina Court of Appeals (COA)
entered March 29, 2018, in App. Case No, 17-1717, the appeal of the 2017 orders is timely, therefore,
the order entered March 20, 2020, is reversible based on inadvertent misstaternent and/or error of
material fact and law. Furthermore, the attached copy of the June 21, 2017, order pending appeal herein
Is a contempt order which is appealable. Jarrell v. Peloseed Co., 331 8.C. 207, 500 8.E.2d 793 (Ct.
App. 1998) (civil contempt is appealable because it involves the merits and determines a substantial
matter), See Toal et al,, Appellate Practice in South Carolina (Third Bd., 20186), p. 166.

3. Defendant's Exhibit # 7 from its motion to dismiss is the Order entered April 9, 2019, copy attached,
which shows the case is ended, as stated on the face of that Order, It ends the case and it is a final Ordar
with appealable intermediate orders.

4. The appeal herein, COA App. Cese No. 2019-0880, includes appeal of the Order entered June 21,
2017, copy attached, in Circuit Court Case No. 2002-CP-10-01448, which was given a new Case No,
2007-CP-10-01444 after respondent’s wrongful change of venue.

5, Pursuant to that wrongful and unlawful Order entered June 21, 2017, appellanit paid into the lower
court the amount of $2500.00 pending appeal.
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8, Further, putsuant to $.C. Code § 14-3-330(1), upon final judgment, the appeliate court may review
any intermediate order, See Link v. Sehool District of Pickans County, 302 8.C. 1,393 8. E.2d 176
(1990) (a party need not challenge the final judgment itself in order to contest an intermediate order or
decree).

7. The April 9, 2019, order on its face contains the rullng that it ends the case, it is a final order, and,
therefore, it is not interlocutory. As such, the order entered March 20, 2020, is reversible based on
Inedvertent misstatement of material fact, Pursuant to 8.C. Code § 14-3-330, the April 9, 2019, order ig
final with appealable intarmediate orders. Respondent’s motion to dismiss should be held in absyance
pending the Record on Appeal and Final Briefs.

8. In addition, to the extent the April 9, 2019, order is considered interlocutory, which is denied, it s
appealable pursuant to 5.C, Code § 14-3-330(3) which provides appellate review of intermediate orders
affecting a substantial right “mede in any special proceeding or upon a summary application in any
action after judgment.” The ex parte February 9, 2019, order herein is an order affecting a substential
right including, but not limited to, denial of the right to file in perpetuity,

9. Moreover, to the extent the May 9, 2019, order is considered interlocutory, which is denied, it is
appealable pursuant to 5.C. Code § 14-3-330(1) which statutorily authorizes review of any intermediate
order or decree “involving the marits” and/or “necessarily affecting the judgment.” Link v. School
Distriet of Pickens County, 302 §.C. 1, 393 8§, E.2d 176 (1990), The May 9, 2019, erder involves the
merits, including but hot limited to, becausa it is based on untrustworthy hearsay and because it denies
the right of access to the courts as well as the Federal and State constitutiona! and statutory right to
self-representation. See Brooks v. SCCID and OID, South Carolina Court of Appeals, decided February
15,2017, App. Case No. 2014-002477. See Toel et el., Appellate Practice In South Carolina (Third Ed.,
2016), p. 143, 144-1435,

10. Pursuant to S.C. Code § 14-3-330(2), the orders herein are appealable, including but not limited to,
because they affect a “substantial right made in an action when such order... (<) strikes out an answer or
any part thereof or any pleading in any action.” In this case, the attached February 9, 2017, order is
appealable because it sirikes appellant’s response and pleadings and confiscates appellant’s filing fees.
Appellant is prejudiced thereby:

11. This appeal includes, but is not limited to, appeal of the June 21, 2017, Contempt Order, copy
artached, as well as appeal of other intermediate orders. Pursuant to the SCACR, Respondent’s motion
to dismiss should be held in abayance pending Final Briefs and the Record on Appeal (ROA).

12, The referee/mastar wrongfully 1ssued the ex parte February 9, 2017, order which denied eppellant's
Rule 0(b), SCRCF, motion then pending before the trial judge. Only the trial judge had jurisdiction to
decide that motion. The appellant is prejudiced thereby. The referce/master’s wrongful disposition of
Rule 60(b), SCRCP, motion is an appealable intermediate order on appeel herein.,
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The South Careling Court of Hppealg

Cynthia Holmes, M.D., Appellant,

v,

Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A., successor to Sinkler &
Boyd, P.A., Manton Grier and James Y. Backer,
Respondams

Appellate Case No, 2017-001717

ORDER.

On February 26, 2018, this couit requested memoranda frorn the parties addressing
whether the notice of appeal was timely-served and filed in compliance with our
supreme court's December 2, 2009 order in.Doe v. Duncan. After consideration of
the parties’ memoranda, we find that this appeal was filed in compliance with Doe
v, Duncan. Flere, Appellant served a pro se notice of appeal on Respondents
within thirty days of receipt of written notice of entry of the underlying order,
Within ten days of service, Appellant's counsel made a notice of appearance and
filed the notice of appea! with this court as required by Rule 203(d)(1)(B) of the
South Carolina Appeliate Court Rules and Doe v. Duncan, Accordingly, this

appeal shall proceed, |
A OR THE ¢ >

Columbia, Sotith:Carolina

cc: .
Chalmers Caray Johnson, Esquire '3 FI LE D

Mary M Caskey, Esquire .
i > - - ANDY O~ G820
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' FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL, CASE
COUNTY QF CHARLESTON
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2007 Cfral(-1444
€ Hdlmes R Haynesworth Sinklér Boyd PA
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
i Attornoy for : [_| Plaintiff || Defendam
Submitted by: Nauter in Faalty or
B | ] elf-Represened Lu‘%pt iy
DISPOSITION TYPE, (CHECK ONE) ﬂ'-' N
| JURY VERDICT. This action came before the gourt for a trlal by jury. The issu - . "ﬁ: {J
huve been trled and o verdiét rénderdd. 'P“-' =) T"m

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came 0 trial or hearing before the courtq:! ,ﬂ'* -_%, ﬁ'.':‘.?‘

T'he issues have been itied or heard end a decision rendered. f.‘"" d" g
(] ACTION DISMISSED (GHECK REASGN): (L] Rule 12(b), SCRCP: [] Rule 41(n), ,_,_._.-u.x -

SCRCP (Vol, Nonsuity: [ Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Setrled): E] Other ‘.'r’-""" u?
[ ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [ Rule 40(j}, SCRCP: X Bankruptey: "-'

[ Bindimg arbitration, subject to right to restors to conflrm, vicute or modify

arbltration sward: [J Other
El DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

CJ Atfemed; ] Raversed; ] Remanded; [J Other
NOTE:  ATTORNEYS ARE  RESPONSILE  FOR  NOTIEYING LOWER COURT. TRIBUNAL. OR
ADMINISTRATTYE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING 1N THIS APPEAL
IT 15 ORDERED AND ADJUDCED: [ See antached order (formal order to follow) [] Stasement af Judgment
by the Couri:
C Holmes has Aled Chapter 7 Bankruptey,
ORDER INFORMATION

This arder B4 ends [ does not end the quse,
Additional Irformation Tor the Clerk :,

' INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX
Complete this sectlon helow when Lhe judgment affects titie to real ar personal property or if any amount
should he enyolled. If there Is no judgment information, Indicate “N/A™ in one of the hoxes below,

Judgment In Favor of Judgment Against | Judgment Amount Ta be Enrolled
L AList name(s) below) {List nama(s) below) (Llst amount(s) below)
N/A , 5
3
)

i applicahle, deseribe the. propeity, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:
N/A

Thie judgment infacmation above has bien pruvuh.d by the submitling punty. Dmpulcr- wnu.mmg the gmounis compined 4 this
form may be addreysed hy way 40 motion pursuant o the SC'Rules of Civil Praccdure. Amounis (o he computed such ag interest
o dddttional mxable Codls pel ayiinble sl thdptinte the form ond fisnl order are $ubmitied 6 the Judge may b provided lo the
clerk. Note: Title abstrapfors ml regcarcliofs should refer 10 tho'effclnl court order for judpment detalls,

062 4/2/1%

st e e s sl P orarm—

/ ' Judge Code Date

; CP Farn 4C (104201 1) Page 1 of 2
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14 THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CRGUIT
C 488 NUMBER:

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLUIL

)
)
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )
)
& ,%/ms ) 280m =~ CP-l0 < |49
)
)
)
)
)
)

SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEZDING ORDER
/?{4 75 At SAM ,

a«r(

e B,
- VIR
A Bearing was hald in the abave capioned case on é’ /ﬁ? /7 . f‘éﬁ r§ A
i o assels Wers dscovernd. . | >, e ‘;_%
: 23
o2 The Defornimnt apraad i pay _ < gg, = 3
[ R - PR
3. The hearity was not held bwansc: \ . ?é o3
wAnk N
& the Defendant was not served and the nearng has basn -esmdued for _ .=

b the Defepdant did not appear and e RTSC has been scheduled for
____ ¢ ¢ parties requestod the heiring be reschaduled for
4 the Plaintif electsd Aot t procasd

}( Ar:rgﬁ.ruf;‘ﬂ W&Aﬂc—uﬂmﬁhré&_ti__
me Shpchine 5. 1 3ued. Pn doden 1o Bbnd of

‘_@_mz e dpad for hfulmades 13 Mfa/ M
__ 4. The supplemente} pros 1s held apen tnt . , .

§. "The mppmmanml procesdingt is dismiseed end sanesled without prejudize. A1

F{.esu'anurg Orders and Iefunetions are hershy 1k, canceled, voided and dismissed

. -‘g " ) .
wikel R Scarborowgh

Niaster 1 Equity for Chaslaston County

Chaslssten, SC ' : - #

Dated: i Z -

| W ———— 0
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FORM 4 '
STATE OF SOUTH CARD LINA '
e Oy CAT lUDpMENT IN A CIVIL, CASE
INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE-NOQ. 2007 CPel10-1444
Holmes .

Hayrigswarth Sinklar Boyd, at al,
» ¥ | v ¥

FLATNTIFF(S) “DEFENDANTE)

. Attorngy fors (] Plaintiff "~ <[] Dgferidant,
, or s gy '-_7_"5"‘ .';:

Submitted by: " ol
[ Seli-Represented Litigant **

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

O JURY VERDICT, This Sction game before.the court far 8 teial by lury, The lssyas
have bean wried and a verdict rqﬁ'ﬂqud,-
B DECISION BY THEGOURT, This ection came to trial or hairing beforagbe court, 5
The Issues have been trled or heard and @ decision rendered. 4 ﬂ% ™ T
Ll ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASONS: (] Ruls 13(b), SCRCR: [ Rule 410 @ rey
SCRCP (Yel, Nonsuit); (] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Seuted); (C] Other ' é'."" cﬁ \
L) ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [ Rute 40()), SCRCP; [ Banihuprey % m
[ Binding arbjtration, subject to right to restorg to conflrm, vacaie or modify nﬁ §
arbltrailon wward:. 0] Qther \ ' ( = 5 R
O DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (i EEQY:
(O Affimmed; [J Reversed: (] Remanded; ] Other S

NOTE: ATTORNREYS ARE AEBEPONSIGLE FOR NOTIMYING LOWER GOURT,
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY QF THE CIRCLIT COURT RULING IN THIS APEEAL.

- IT 1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [] See attached order (formal order to follow) &) Seatsmunt of Judgment
by the Caurt: A supplemental proceadings hedring I9 sdheduled to tuke place n thls matter on March 10, 2017, Tha courtis
sdvised by tha Clark of Court's afflce that Cynthla Holmes, M.0., hay filed saveral motlans in this mattar in violation of the
Supreme Court's arder flled Sacombar 3, 2008 dirscting tha "Clerks of Court In thls state to refuse to accept further fllings fram
putitionerin agtions related in enfy-way to tha Favocation of her medieal stat privilagan at €ast Cooprr Commiunity Hospltel
untas thay arz flied by an attornay, other than patitioner, licerised to pracica of law'In this state,’ diven tha Broad language
of this dlrective and tha fact that the matiens have bean filed by Or, Holmes, pre se, the eourt arders the Clark of Coun's affleq
1o strlka 3llmotidng fildd by Or. Holmes [n'this matter a5 wall ag all fyture métiany, If say.

_ ORDER INFORMATION
Thig arder (] ends [ doas not end the case.

TRIBUNAL, OR

Additional Informatien for the Clerk : . . \k—’é

15]1

g

Hararro i (it | SRR ING K e {1i7:A ]
vdgmant [n Favor Judgment Agalnsl « | Judgment Amaunt To.be Enroll
(List name(s) betofy) ' (Lt Name(s) below) . . (List amownt(s) below)
A < I Na SNa _
— - o - . "" e |,|l.| -
s '.I'Il'.-" Y
— e T T ek T
AL AU L
|f applicable, describe (he property, including tax map Information and address, referetioed In the order. ",

, e

ECRCP Form 4G €10/2011) ' Papec 1 off2
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The judgment information abave has boen provided by ihs submining pary. Disputes conceming he amounts contained in this
form muy bo sddresyed by \n pursuint to the 5C Rules of Clvil Provedure, Amounts to be entitputed such o3 Mierest
YT es

or mlddiﬁnnnl L abla oo not gyl P¢#ihe form und final order are submitiad to the Judge may be provided Io the
glork, Nate: TTtle abstractons sepbitarSiould ealir to the oM court order for jadgment details,

L LI L@ 2\

" “Clreult Cotrt Juds '/m e i Judgn:.:adc

For Clerk of

durt Offlce Use Only
This jugigment Wi éntered dn lhe day-of .20 nnd. s sopy.malled firs: class or
placed in the appropriate altormey’s box an this dey of W20 o nttornays of reaqrd or

10 partles (when appearing pro se) a5 follows:

Fl

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTI FF(8}) ATTORNEY(5) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

CLFRK OF COURT

Court Reporter:

SCRCP Form 4C (107200 1) Page 2 of 2
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CLERK COLUMSIA, 3OUTH CAROLINA 70711
V CLAIHE ALLEN 1230 SENATE STREET
PEAYTY CLERY GOLMes, JOUTH SAROLINA 79361

TELEPHONE" (083) T34x 1200
FAZ (B0D) 741038
¥R azcounk ofg

February 24, 2017

Cynthia Holmes
PO Box 187
Sullivan's Island SC 29482

Re: Cynthia Holmes v, Haynsworth (3)
Appollate Case No, 2017-000266

1,

Dear Dr. Holmes:

This Cowrt has reccived your notice of appeal, and the case has been assigned the
appellate cage number that appears above. Please use this number on. all future
correspondence relating to this mater. ‘ ‘

All parties to this matter are advised thet all filings must comply with the
requirements of Rule 267 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR),
The SCACR are available online at www gecourts.org/courtres, Additionally, any
filings submlited by counsel admitted in South Carolina must inciude counsal's bar
number,

The anention of the paries is directed 1o the order relating to the inclusion of
personal data identifiers and other sensitive information in documents filed with
the Supreme Court of South Carolina and the South Carolina Court of Appeals,
The order can be found at www.sceour rder,¢fin?order
No=20 14«04« 1 5-02. Please note that the responsibility for Insuring that information
is redacted or sealed as required by this order rests with counsel and the parties.
‘I'his office will nos review filings for redaction or to determine if rinterials should
be sealed.




04/24/2020 FRI 12:55% FAX 3608765087 G5 Jones PS Zoz8/049
Apr/22/2020 B:02:55 PM DURST FAMILY MEDICINE 8438833459 168/38

This is 10 advise that the title in the above matter has been changed 10 read as
follows:

Cynthia Holmes, Appellant,

V.

l!uyns,wwlh. Sinkler & Boyd, P.A,, successor 1o Sinkler & Boyd, P.A.; Manton
Grier; and James Y. Becker, Defendamns,

i LT EEY - -

(: .Aﬂ" O whom Manlon Grier and James Y. Becker are Respondents. ::}
"'"'""---..._____ e ——
All future records in this matter should bo changed to reflect this utle. If you have

any questions, plaase do nol hesitaie 1o contacy this office,

Very truly yours, \MW
a \ T, '~
Tonhblabeeing

CLERK

cé: Jumes Y, Becker, Esquire
Manton M. Grier, Esquire
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STATE QF SQUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON.
Cynthia Holines, M.D.,
Plalm!ft,
vE.
Huynsworth Sinkler Rayd, A, tuccessor

t Sinkler & Boyd, P.A., Manton Grier and
Jumes Y, Becker

Defendents.

DUREST FAMILY MEDHCINE 8438833459

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
C/A NO: 2007-CP-10-01444

[Yelendants Haynsworth Stnkler Boyd, P.A., sucgessor 1o Sinkler & Boyd, P.A., Manton

Crier and James Y, Decker (colleetively, the ¥Defendants™) hereby move this Court to dismiss

Muiwon Crrier and James Y, Becker as peﬁtlanerliundar the Yerified Petition filed on January 3,

2017, Musgrs, Becker and Qrler ard employeas of Heynaworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A, and do not

have any ownership rights or interests in the sanctions judgment that #s the subjecr of the

Verified Petition. Ag @ rosult, they request that they be diamlssed as Petitioners, and thut

Hoynsworth $inkley Boyd, P.A. be the sole remalning petitioner in this action, There are no

pending claims sssericd by Plaintiff ugainst Delendants in this matter. A proposed order is

utiached.

Seprember 22, 2017

Past Office B _
Columbla, Sauth Caroling 29211
‘Telephane: (803) 779-3080
Feesimile No: (803) T65-1243
ATTORMEYS FOR DEFENDANTS

Zl032/049

21738
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| Bervica/Affidovit Of Sarvice Filing loalow:u:.'r-u:nsi
1 el
! Dafnts Mama In Opposition  [Flling 03/06/2017-16:00 ol
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STATEOP SQUTH CARCLINA ) DN TEE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
, ' ) FOR TEE NINTH JUDICLAL CRCUTT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CuSE NUMBER:
. . )
O Hofres % 2p0m- CP-|0 - [H9Y
"Vr - ) " SUPPLEMENTAL PROCEEDING ORDER.
M ya-rw"’-.r Sk, § '
Vo d )
)
- ) | v B
5. Hearing wes held i the sbove captioned case on é / / 6 / /’:7' . _ %';—% ' ‘i ﬂ -
1. No sssats wers discovered _ | ?ﬂ-":; o ﬁ:‘;:i .
. 21
- 2. The Defsmdant spreed t pay: . , \) “:é'u.‘i, =] | <)
3. The hearing vas not bald becunse . _ \ =y ‘ﬁ, '
—lar  eh

_ .. % the Defendant wes not served end the hearing bas beey sestheduled for . &
b. the Defendant did not appear znd a RTSC has been schedriled o1

¢ the parties reqasted the headng be regtheduled wor
4 the Pleintiff slectsd not o procesd.

—;_n. A /;g@(.ru(:‘n provide docvmuts 1o Z'T;,Mw,é’ |
‘-gzm et ol ‘ _'i_‘ "-\f;y 7 .
b potnae 135ud far ihdtimads ;héjz’/gﬂ(%

__ 4 The supplementa] procsedings s held open unti} .

—

5, The supplemnents! procsedings is dismissed and cancoled without prajudice. All
Reafraining Orders end Injunctians are hereby Lifted, canceled, ynided ang diamitssd.

[ --.'"-F._.-_
f ‘_',u“ .
Mirall R. Scarborough

aster i Bqaity for Charleston Coualy

Chaslesicn, SC ' S
Diated: [qhﬂzj -

1 r—
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.STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA Y upeMent )
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ' N4 CIVIL cASE
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASEND, 2007 CP-10=1444
Helmpy ~ ' Hayrizgwarth §inkler Boyd, of ol,

PLAINTIFF{S): ' DEFéHPANT(S)' ; —
‘ ' | Attorniey fors L] Pleinl UL Detendiar]
Submitted by: : y _E or - SN 'P{ﬁ?{im;p
£ Self-Reprosonied Litlgant *~

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
JURY YERDICT, This action came bafore.tho court fér o rria by Jury, The [ssues
have been tried and a vordict refidered, '
DECISION BY THE'COURT, This ection eame to ria! or hearing beforsthe courf., ]
The issves have been Irled or heard and 2 deaislon rendared, * w E:
n —
- 1@5 -

ACTION DISMISSED EH.EQKMM: (3 Rule 12(b), SCRCP; ] Ru
SCRCP {Vol, Nonsuit); [ Rule 43¢k), SCRGP (Settled); TJ Other g A T
ACTION STRICKEN (mw: I Ruta 401}, SCRCP; [ Bank ptajﬁ% z

;)

) Binding erbitration, subject ta right (o rastore la confirm, vacate or modify o v
arbitration award;.[] Other ' ( B -
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT )

[ Affirmed; [ Reversed; [7] Remanded; (J Other o
NOTG: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIGLE FOR NOTINYING LOWIR COURT,
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY QI THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING TN THIS ARREAL.

- IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED; (] See attachad order (formal order to folluw) {2 Statement of Judgment
by the Court: A supplamantal proseatings hedring I5 scheduled to take plaee 1n this mattar on Margh 10, 2047, The court is
advised by the Clerk of Court's offlce that Cynthia Holmes, M.D,, has fited saverit motlons b this matter in violation of the
Suprama Caurt's order filad December 3, 2008 diceting tha "Clarks of Court |n this Jate ta rafuse ta accept further lilings fratns
petitioner In actions refatad In any way to the favacdtion of her medicel statf privilegas at East Cooper Community Hovpltal
unlags shay are filed by an attorney, otherthan petitioner, (Iéarand to pracited of lawn this state.” Glven the broad language
ol this dirggiive and the foct that the imotlons have baan flled by Or. Holmes, pra se, the court ardars the Clerk of Court's office .
to strike all matlony illed by Br. Holmna in this mbitar a8 wall as all future mitlans, If any, -

, ORDER INFORMATION
This order [ enda B doey not'dnd the case,
Additional Information for the Clerk :

3L
=

O 0 & O

4

B
TRIDUNAL, OR

i ity

rJud nt I|:| Favor ul' Juag\:n i “1 v :
/ {List nome(s) balows . G’"E hatne(s) belluvq .

NA HA SNA
‘ s Ot e -
Tls T R
If appliceble, deseribe the property, Including tax map information aid addtess, rgfurqnugg in ﬂ'}e brder:
' : ' O F el oL I
i . S

1

SCRCF Farm 4G (10/2011) ' Pagw { of 2
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natidn pursuunt to the $C Rules of Civil Provedure, Amdupis ta be cumpuled such s (nteres
Iu 2 phu & 4 he form end fingl order are submitied to the Judge may bapravided 1a the
court order rorjudgmeut details.

form muy bC addresged by way of
or ndditional twxably ooms auf
¢lerk, Nater Title abstcacto

ould Fefer to the ofMejd

3082
Judge Coda [V

Clreult Court Judgh

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This Judpment was.enterad én the day of 20 end a copy malled frst alasn or
pliced In the appropriate attorney’s box on this day of V30 o attornays af record or
10 perties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

r

2 N " | -

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ' “ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)
CLERK OF COURT

Court Reporter;

SCRGP Porm 4C (10201 1) Page 2 of 2

e vl ey d— s ——— " - — [ N L Ty
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f'
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON "
2 2 g
Cynthia Holries, M.D.. /A NO: 2007-CP-1 0-0144%% %
?;i;":'f \ r '
Plalntiff, =i ¢
-
e & O
vs. - RULE TO SHOW CAUSE 27 &

IN SUPPLEMENTARY PROCEEDIN L Yy
AND ORDER OF REFERENCE ™
Haynswaorth Sinkler Boyd, P.A.,,

successor to Sinkler & Boyd, P.A.,
Manton Greer and James Y. Becker,

Defendants.

Judgment having been rendered, an execution issued, and a nufla bona retum made to said
execution, the Defendants, Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A,, successor to Sinklet & Boyd, P.A.,
Manton Greer and James Y. Becker, having moved for anp examination of Plaintiff, Cynthia
Holmes, M.D., under oath in Supplementary Proceedings, pursuant to the provisions of South
Carolina Code Ann, §15-39-310, e/, s¢q.; 1t is therefore,

ORDERED that Plaintiff, Cynthia Holmes, M.D., DO APPEAR before the Honorable
Mikell R. Scarborough, Master-in-Equity for Charleston County, South Carolind, 100 Broad Street,
Courtroom 2-A, Charleston, South Caroling, on the day of , 2017, at
. o'clock in the M to answer under oath conceming her assets, and TO SHOW CAUSE
why her property should not be applied toward satisfaction of the Judgment set out In the Petition;
and TO SHOW CAUSE why' a Receiver of such property should net be appeinted, pursuant to the
provisions of South Carolina Code Ann. § 15-39-430.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, pursuant to South Carolina Cade Ann, §§ 14-11-90 and
15-30-390, this matter being referred ta the Honorable Mikell R. Scarborough, Master-In-Equity
for Charleston County to entertain and rule upon all molions necessary to dispose of this matter,

to include, but not be limited to, motions to appoin! a recelver, motion to continue the matter,
motions to sell all or certain property of judgment debtor in satisfaction of the Petivjoner’s debi,
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-t .

1

motlons to dismiss, and having authority to enter a Finial Order, with any appeal directly to the
South Carolina Supreme Court, |

IT IS FURTHER QRDERED that this Rule to- Show Cause may be sarved on the
Defendant by mesns of a private process derver,

YOU ARE FURTHER ORDERED TO BRING WITH YOU TO THE HEARING the

following:

], Bank statements for all bank aceounts [¢heoking, savings, financial accounts, certificaiss of
deposit, ete...] of Plaintiff frorn 2014 to the present;

Flnancial Statements from 2014 to the present;

Copies of all pay stubs from 2014 to the present;

All stock certificates;

All licenses and franchise agresments;

All State and Federal Tax Returns frorn 2014 to the present;

All insurance policies [personal, automobile, real estate];

Records of any real estate owned, either in whole or in part by Plaintiff since 2012;
Records of automobiles, trucks, tft;il:rs. boats, ATV's, and other vehicles and acgessorles;
10, Any inventoiies of personal property now or formerly owned from 2014 to the present;

W oo N R s W N

11, Records of ell inventories of furniture, fixtures, and/or equipment owned in whole or in part:
12, Copies of any contracts entltling you 10 payment of money,

IF YOU FAIL TO APPEAR AS ORDERE MAY BE HELD IN CONTEMPT
OF COURT WHICH COULD RESULTIN A FIN AND/OR JAIL SENTENCE.

™~

Presiding Judge

Dated: __12] BQ,f &

Chatleston, South Caroling

DM: 4795898 v.1
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
| ) FOR THE NINTH JURICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) CASE NUMBER:
. _ )
C Holmes ) o0 - (F-10- [YHY
e ) SUPPLEMENT AL PROCEEDING ORDER,
. )
Hayneswerds, Sin ke, g
oy ) - |
\( ' ) '_H (""\ég %
sl
A Hearing was held in the sbove captioned caseon ____2 )10 \ 1 | Se & T
_____ 1. No assets were discovered. ! ' F‘%; = ™
2, The Defendact agroed to pi g“% E M
2 The Deleadast agred to piy _ S O
___ 3. The hearing was not beld because . _ , | & 8

2 the Defendant wes not-served and the hearing has been rescheduled for
b. the Defendant did not appear and a RTSC has besn scheduled for

w,

_c. the parties raquestsd the hearing be reschieduled for
_ .4 the Pleintiff elacted not to procsed,

- _X_e Ho\mes has A&Phw&ﬂw nasuds o Hiynmv#
Wﬁ Cecoivam Wi\ W aporindid o Peont the_ gSseds .

MA@M%Q_&Mﬂnfwwwmthw
o Bty s 'Ti‘

4. The supplemental proceedings is held open until

. 2« Ihe supplemental proceedings is dismissed and canceled without prejudice, All

Restramm, a Orders and Injunetions are heraby lifted, canceled, voided and dismissed,
velugg damalersiod-

10 o sMkWSW/“M

Ay for Chuleston Coupty

Charleston, SC
Dated: \n\ i

-
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The South Caralina Court of ppeals

Cynthia Holmes. M.D.. Appellam,

Y,

Havnsworth. Sinkler & Eoyi PA.
successor 10 Sinkler & Bovd, PLA.,
Manton Grier, and James Y. Becker. Respondents.

The Henorable Thomes L. Hughston. Jr.
Charleston County
Trial Court Case No, 2007-CP-10-01444

ORDER,

Appellant filed & notiee of appeal from the order of the tial court sanctioning Appellant
in the amount of §200,000. Appellant filed a petition for supersedeas. Pursuant to the supreme
cowrt's RDecember 2. 2009 order in Ro¢ v, Duncan, we cannot aceapt Appellant's petitioh. See
Roe v. Duncan. ("Beeause we find petitioner has engaged, and continues to engage in. vexatious
litigation related 1o [the revocation of her medical staff privileges at East Coopar Community
Haspital] we hereby dirsci the Clerks of Court in this state w refuse accept further filings from
petiiioner , ., wuiess they are filed by an anomey, other than petitioner, licensed o practice law

in this state.,"), Accordingly, Appellant's petition for supersedeas will not be acceptad.

Sy Y Baan

/

AND IT IS SO ORDERED,
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Colmmbia. South Ceroling

L’L. 2009

e Cyuthia Collie. Esquire
John Wilkerson 1T, Esquire
Richard 8. Dukes Jr.

Z1047/049
26/38
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Sinkle? B.oydﬁ

ATTCRNEYS AND COUNSELDRE AT Law
1801 MAIN OTAEET, K4"* f00R Da07.3134)
POAY DAFIOE ROX V1580 (5098 18d0)
EOLUMBIA, E6UTH CARGLINA
1 TALEPHONG 803,779.20a0
RAORIMILE 90, 784,124y
WEBSITR W hablavAirm; som

MARY M, CAZSKEY

DIRNGT wiAL NUMBER BOG,540.7870
EMAIL masskey@hablawtirm, com

Novémber ), 2016

Cynthia Holmes
Post Offics Box 187
Sullivans Island, $C 29482

Re; Payment Demand for Judgment fn favor of Haynsworth Sinkier Boyd, P.A., filed an November 18,
2009 in Charleston County, South Cerolina

HSB Fils No. 04625,1439

Dear Ms. Holmas:

We are writing you to colleot on the Judgment entered i favor of our firm, Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd,
P.A., on November 18, 2009, In the Court of Common Pleas, Charleston County, South Carolina,

"+ The amount due on the judgment is $200,000.00, plus interest from the date of entry of the jJudgment
ceieulated at the interest rate 49 set forth {n the subject loan documents that gave rise to the Jjudgment, The

total amount due is $301,304,11 ag of November 1, 2016, and we damand Immediate payment of the total
amount dua.

Payment should be mads 1o Haynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A., and deliverad to'this firm at Post Office

Box 11889, Columbia, South Carolina, 29211, or at 120} Main Strest, Suite 2200, Columbia, South Caroling,
20201,

Sincersly yours,

BAYNSWORTH SINKLER BOYD, P.A.

Mary M, Caskey

Cas

Telephone: (803) 540-7870
MMC/hh

DM 4715726 v,1
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

9™ Judicial Circuit Court Judge BECEIVE ;LW‘;?

=

Apr 242020
App. CaseNo. 201701717 SC Court of Appeals

C. Holmes,
Appellant,
v.
James Y. Becker, Manton Grier,
and IHaynsworth Sinkler Boyd, P.A.,
as successor to Sinkler & Boyd, P.A.,
respondents.

PROOF OF SERVICE
for
Appellant’s Motion For Rule 240j, SCACR, De Novo Panel Appeal

I certify that I have served a copy of the foregoing on the respondents by depositing a copy of it
in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Mary Caskey, 1201 Main St. #2200, Columbia,
SC 29201, on this date.

Dated April 24, 2020

2965"Beach Dr. E

Port Orchard, WA 98366
425.999.0900

Attotney for the Appellant
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Chalmers Carey Johnson
2965 Beach Drive, East
Port Orchard, WA 98366
(425) 999-0900

Chalmersjohnson@gmail.com

The Honorable Jenny Kitchings RECEIVE ;‘"’;3
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals ol s
1220 Senate St. Apr 242020
Columbia, SC 29201

O g [
Fax: 803.734.1839 (Total ¥4 _pages) SC Court of Appeals

Re:  COA Case #: 2019-000880
Dear Ms, Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing please find the proof of service and the timely fax transmission sheet for the
attached Rule 240(j), SCACR, motion for a de novo Panel Appeal as well as abeyance request in the

above case. Also, enclosed please find the filing fee of $50.00. Would you please contact me if there is
anything further that you need from me in order to file the attached?

Ce:

Mary M. Caskey
1201 Main St. #2200
Columbia, SC 29201



