From: Keese, Margo L.

To: Court Of Appeals Filings

Cc: carolyn@jonesfirm.com; Keese, Margo L.

Subject: Response to Respondents" Motion, Case No. 2020-000263
Date: Monday, August 24, 2020 9:17:22 AM

Attachments: Keese-Letter To Clerk of Appellate Court 08242020.pdf

Keese-Response To Respondents Motion 08242020.pdf

Please see the attached "Keese-Letter to Clerk of Appellant Court" and "Keese-Response To
Respondents Motion" documents.

Thank you,
Margo L Keese
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CcC:

August 24, 2020

BY PRIORITY MAIL

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: Frances K. Chestnut, Elizabeth Diane Keese, Sylvester Keese, Arthur B.
Keese and Mary K. Tavlor, Respondents, v. Florence Keese, Marcy Keese,
Marshall Keese and Margo Keese, pro se, Appellants, Case No. 2020-
000263

Dear Ms. Kitchings:
Enclosed for filing is the following:

1. Appellants’ Response In Opposition To The Motion For Leave Of Court To
File Designation Of Matter To Be Included In The Record On Appeal

Sincerely,

Margo Kéese

11608 Stewart Lane, Apt. 302
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904
(484) 716-5255

Pro Se

Carolyn G. Baird, Esquire
JONES LAW FIRM, PA

Post Office Box 987

Anderson, South Carolina 29622
Attorney for Respondent

(864) 224-3474

Attorney for Respondent






THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM ANDERSON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

R. Scott Sprouse, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2019-CP-04-00337

Florence Keese, pro se, et al.
Appellants

Frances K. Chestnut, ef al.
Appellees

APPELLANTS’ RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO THE
MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT TO FILE DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE
INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL

Appellees have moved this Court for leave to add documents that are not material or relevant
to the issues before this Court. In fact, the proposed documents are not connected to any argument
put forth by the Appellants nor Appellees. To be sure, the Appellees’ three-page brief is bereft of
any argument or citation to the proposed additional reproduced records. Accordingly, their
proposed inclusion appears to the contrary to the plain language of South Carolina Appellate Court
Rule 210(g), which requires the parties to certify that the record does not contain any surplusage.

THEREFORE, Appellants pray that the Court DENY the Appellees’ Motion.





Margo %eese

11608 Stewart Lane, Apt. 302
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904
(484) 716-5255

Pro Se





CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Appellants, on this 24th day of August 2020, hereby certify that attached Response was filed
in this Court by PRIORITY MAIL and served by FIRST CLASS MAIL on the person noted
below:

Other Counsel of Record:
Carolyn G. Baird, Esquire
JONES LAW FIRM, PA

Post Office Box 987

Anderson, South Carolina 29622
Attorney for Respondent

(864) 224-3474

Respectfully submitted,

P pont Mhoer

Margo Keége

11608 Stewart Lane, Apt. 302
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904
(484) 716-5255

Pro Se







