The South Carolina Court of Appeals way A 472010

Appeal From Beaufort County
Court of Common Pleas

Jenny Abbott Kitchings, Clerk
Appellate Case No. 2019-001420

The South Beach Village Bluff Apartments Horizontal Property Regime No. 56 Inc.
Respondent

Zbigniew Marek Drzazgowski and Alicja Anna Drzazgowski, Defendants

Of whom Zbigniew Marek Drzazgowski

Régard’ing'ﬁie fetter that T received on April 1, 2020 regarding of Proof of Service which according
to you I have not submitted with my file, I am stating that the Proof of Service was attached, please
find it ( please check the attachments , thanks)

When it comes to responding to the letter within 10 work days it seems like you missed my last
letter with the explanation.
Due to developing some symptoms that indicated that we might have COVCID19 we had to self
quarantine ourselves. Right now, I will take the risk of getting sick by going to the Post Office to send
this letter to you. Check Federal and CT rules regarding COVID 19.

Regarding the Rule 208, I was supposed to receive the Respondant answer on Initial Brief within thirty
30 days, however this had never happend RULE 208 (2) .

Other elements, the third amendment of Initial Brief focused only on the cosmetic corrections.of it.
with the implication that is should written in the format in accordance with SCACR
requierments.The content and format of the issues have not changed since the first edition of Initial
Brief, My efforts to adapt to all your existing requirements were my priority.

Proof of Service always was present. It was documented on the last page of Initial Brief and
PROOF OF SERVICE. In this situation, the amendment only required that the introduction was placed
on a separate page from the Proof of Service.



Regarding designation of matter material, it was presented in Initial of Brief 3 times in the row.
(I have 3 copies of Designation of matters which was sent to me back by the Court of Beaufort)

The-decision-of Judge was based-on the information-of the person which was not involved in the entire
prosess of this case (please, check the attachment). The explanation of the wrong presentation or false
information presented by Mr. Fudenberg was proved in my 2 previous letters. In those letters I
described the rules of Law which have been broken by this person. Mr. Fudenberg requested the
money from me for reading my files. However, I never accepted him to represent me in the Court. I
still don't undestand his involvement in this Case and Jugde's decision which was based on Mr.
Fudenberg's letters. Please explain to me why I have to pay him and for what. It looks as if the money
was his main motivation to be involved in this Case.

If the Judge took his letter as a main source of the information please change the Judge or the Court of
the Appeals.

In this situation Judge's decision was based on the manipulated information of Mr. Fudenberg regarding
my case. The Judge's decision has never contained mandatory retrospection of entire case and existing
facts.

The copies of full correspondence related to this case were sent "CERTIFIED MAIL.” I have the
confirmation of sending, it is available at any request of the Appeals Court. I was not able to attach
them to the documents sent because US Post office first mail confirmation slip was given to me at the
end of shipment.

Based on the above pesented information I would like to ask you to review my case documents
again. I understand that the format is very important to the Court of Appeals so I would like to fulfill all
the Court's wishes.

Please find the attached all CERTIFIED MAIL RECEIPTs to confirm that I have always tried to
fulfill all the tasks of Court Of Appeals.

In this situation according with my CONSTITUTIONS RIGHTS about “ FEAR TRIAL” I must
revoke Judge-decision which is besed-on manipulated information.

I refuse to accept Judge's decision and I request to change the Judge in this case, to gave me a
chance to full retrospection of the files. The fundamental question is: how the Judge can make a
decision in The Appeals Court without checking the entire file? Besides, it looks like one Court made
-decision witheut delivery-of summons and second-one made its-decision base on the information
provided by the person that is not involved at all in the Case.

May 4, 2020

cc:
Honorable Marvin H. Dukes III Judge
Jannine M. Mutterer




REBCEV ED
MAY 1417020
$C Caurt of Appeals
PROOF OF SERVICE OF NOTICE OF APPEAL

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
in the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Case No. 2019-CP-07-01326

South Beach Village Bluff Apartments Horizontal Regime No. 56 Inc.
Respondent

Zbigniew M. Drzazgowski and Alicja A. Drzazgowski, Appellants,
PROOF OF SERVICE

I-certify that I have swerved the Notice-of Answer to-The South-Carolina-

Court of Appeals regarding court Order, Designation of Matter, and proof of Service to

South Beach Village Bluff Apartments Horizontal Property Regime No. 56 Inc. and his

attorney, Honorable Marvin H. Dukes II, Court Judge by depositing a copy of it in the
United State Certified Mail, prepaid on May 4, 2020.

May 4, 2020 cc:

Sincere Marvin H. Dukes III, Court Judge

¥ =, Jannine M. Mutterer South Beach...
igniew M. Drzazgowski



The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings

Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals
¢ P. O. Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re: South Beach village v. Zbigniew Drzazgowski
Appelllate Case No. 2019CP:701326

Dear Ms. Jenny Abbott Kitchings

I am very sorry for the letter you received from Brooks R. Fudenberg regarding
withdrawal of the appeal of 01/30/2020.

The letter you received was not a declaration of my will. I have never authonzed
the above person to make decisions for me. Mr. Brooks R. Fudenberg without -
my authorization sent letters that are not my will or decision.
This person has never represented me and never will be.

I am asking you to disregard this letter and continue the process regarding my
appeal, for which I thank you in advance.

Februery 9, 2020

Sinserely

Zbigniew Drzazgowsk1

cc: Honarable Marvin H. Dukes 111
Jannine M. Mutterer




6. The original charge for panel door without any safety standards was $1000.00 although in

Home Depot the same door costs $162.00.

January, 23 2020

Sincerely,

Zbigniew Drzazgowski
9 West District Rd.
Unionville, CT, 06085
Appellate

860 675-4025

Jannine M. Mutterer

21 Promenade St. Suite 205
Bluffton, SC 29910
Respondant

843 640-5700

Honorable Marvin H. Dukes III
State of South Carolina

Court of Beaufort

The Court of Common Pleas
P.O. Drawer 1128

Beaufort, SC 29901
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