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I at in receipt of you 1/28/21 paper which I received on 2/2/21. Thank you.
Your paper states.you-_are in -receipt of .my . motion to_reinstate, -and__that __ _
because my case has not been dismissed, therefore, my notion will not be acted

_ _. on.|And your paper _explains_with_yreater detail of . a Justice who. siyned the

1/13/21 ORDER which 1 riled my Motion to Reinstate ayainst. And your paper

statles_I_have ten_days_from its_date to submit_payment of filiny fee or my

case will be dismissed.

First, I understand my case had not been dismissed when I filed MOTION TO
REINSTATE on 1/20/21. However, the Court of Appeals ORDER made 1/13/21 results

in & binding adjudication of my rights. Keels v. Powell, 213 S8.C. 570, T T
S.Ef2d 704 (1948). Good v. Hartford Accident & Indem. Co.., 201 S.C. 32, 21
S.EJ3d 209 (1942). And it disposes of the cause, or a distinct branch thereof,
as to all the parties, reserviny no further wuestions or directicns for future
determimation. It finally disposes of the whole slbject-Matter or termination™
of the particular proceedings or action, leaviny nothiny co be done but to
———enfdrce by “execution” what—has - been ~determined. ~In other -words—the—ORDER
ob)e'ates to divest some riyht in such a manner as to put it beyond the power
- ————0of the—Court ‘makingthe -order-to place—the parties in their- oriyinal—condition-- - — --
after the expiration of the term, that is, it puts the case out of Court, and
- must -be final in all matters-within the pleadinys.-Good v-—Hartford Accident &
Indem. Co., 201 S.C. 32, 21 S.E.2d 209 (1942)(quoting 2 Am.Jur.2d, Agpeal and
———— Frror §- 22)4-accord-Boldiny -v. -Boldiny,--283-S.C. 501,- 323-8.E.2d-535 ACt App. - —
1984)(per curiam); Spartan Mills v. Law, 186 S.C. 61, 194 S.E. 653, 655
e ——-{1938),—see -also_McCants v. West Virgyinia.-Puly | Paper._Co.,.223.8.C.. 467, _76___ __ _
s.El2d 614 (1953){permitting appeal, before formal entry of judyment, from
o __ciréuit__court .order__arfirming._award. of _Industrial _Commission)._ Se_also
MidlState Distribs. v. Century Importers, 310 S.C. 330, 426 S.E-2d 777
_(195?,3)_(if_t:here_,is_so_me_ further act which must be_ done by the court prior_to
determination of the riyhts of the parties, the order is interloutory). This
_Coutts 1/13/21 ORDER etfectively determines or discontinues the action and
prevents an appealable judyment, See S.C.Code § 14-3-330(2}{a)- &nd Rule
221(a}.(c), SCACR-
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My [MOTION TC REINSTATE I~ tiled of 1/20/21 a@pgedls This COUrts™ ORDER made
1/13/21. I believe this Court should act on my Motion because I have appealed

———its|"ORDER ifi ol iarce With—South Carclina Rules of-Court7 andrin-compliance—
with S.C. Code of Laws § 14-3-330. And the 1/13/2)1 ORDER denies 1FP pursuant

- ———E:x—f?art'e Martin; my MOTION TO-REINSTATE rebuts ~such-ORDER—where-it-states-my- -~- -
substantial riynts are at stake pursuant the provisions of federal law and the
United—-States-Constitutions—This—Courts—ORDER—provides-the—"end-of—the-rcad"—- - -
Codé 1976 § 14-3-330. Watson v. Underwood, 407 S.C. 443, 756 S.E.2d 155
(-GE'.VAE:E;‘.—2014-)-.—Tm—Supceme -Court has-derined-orders—“involving-the-mecics’ as-—— .
those that "finally determine [] same substantial matter formingy the wnole or
a—-Ja:;t-_of_sane_cause_-of. .action_or_defense." Jefferson_v.._Gene's Used Cars, ... .
_I__r_l_c_:l_;: 295 S.C. 317, 318, 368 S.E. 2d 456, 456 (1988); accord Hemderson v.

— ——— Wyatt,_ 8.5.C...112, 112 (1877}, Mid-State Distribs. v. Centucy Imxorters, -310
S.CL 330, 426 S.E.2d 777 (1993).

Second, you have notified me that a Justice nas made ruling on my reyuest for
IPP'- Milliams, thank you for the verification. His determination supports my

standing as stated above and in my MOTION TO REINSTATE.

T 7 Third, assuming this Court will not consider my appeal of this Courfs ORDER, T~~~
req!Jest extra time to provide in forma paugeris in reply to your 1/28/21 paper

which states 1 have €O provide you with a filing fee or case will be
dismissed. I further request information as to what form or tormat is reguired
T “"fdr"tIE‘P"fbf‘f hig couxt; because I am forced to be~a pro sein this-case and T
havé no prior legyal traininy in the coimylex science of law and I prefer to do

---— ——Fourth;—dus—process—of—law—prohibits—a-State—from-denyiny,—solely-because-of
. inability to pay court fees and costs, access to its courts to indiyents wno,
in-tyoed—faith, —seek— udicial--[redress]—of—their—[yrievances).—Boddie V.
Connecticut, 401 U.S. 371, 91 S.Ct. 780 (1971).
The] undersigned hereby certifies that true and correct copies of this paper
_____ _were_served_ugpon_all_ parties to -this_action__bj__h)lacing_the_ same_in the U.S. _ _
Mail postaye pre-paid addressed to their last knox\.( address(es) on this day:

I declare under ge?naltg o-f::erjurg the foregoing s "c/rue

a correct.

Felxuary 4, 2021.
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