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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

This is Walmart's Mission Statement... can be summarized as “helping people around the world save
money

and live better — anytime and anywhere — in retail stores and through eCommerce.” While its vision is to
“make every day easier for busy families.” Walmart defines “busy families” as the bull's eye of its

business
strategy.

1.Walmart has not been operating by nor adhering to its own mission statement . There are countless
cases and acusations of racial profling in their stores around the country We see examples of a double
standard in the way they treat patrons of color verses any of their white counterpart. Why does Walmart

spokesman or spokesperson always state the following? “We do not tolerate discrimination of any kind.
e take these allegations seriously and are looking into this matter. We value our customers and want

everyone to be treated with respect while shopping in our stores.” This is a phrase that Wal-Mart uses

2. When will Walmart be held responsible for their crimes aganist people of color ? It has been well
doculmented and is a pattern and practice of Walmart of harrassing , racial profiling and slandering
people

of color | have sited a few leagal cases and charges of them dislaying this pattern ( see attached)

3. Why did Walmart offer me an out of court settlement ? On January 8, 2019 Walmart offered me an
settlement with a (3) three day experation. | am aware that an out of court offer is not an addmision of

- guilt however this is again this a pattern of practice that they use tosweep their bad behavior under the
rug-

so they will not be held responsible ( see attached appenedix D)

4.1 would like to also bring attention to why my case never had a fighting chance in the court of SC..

My attoney David Popowski Esgwre, advise me to make my case a slander and false imprisonment
instead of racial discrimination. Please view Orginal complaint of discrimination to SC department of Human
Services please review the document ( APpen ix G) he did not have my best intrest in this case he
always appeared to be siding with the defense throughout the trial and showed no intrest in preparing for
my case | deemed his lack of intrest as Ineffective Council. ‘



LIST OF PARTIES

Xl All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the.caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ 1 reported at ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at y OF,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

V] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

M1 reported at February 26,2019 : or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

vl For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Juesday
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

See Appendix H



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

“Respectfully, please consider my plea to have an opportunity for my case to be heard
thank you in advance



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted, |

Date:




No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

MELVINA ROBINSON — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

WAL- MART STORES, INC.;
WAL-MART NEIGHBORHOOD MARKET; VS.
WAL-MART STORES EAST, LP; AND
WALMART SUPERCENTER

— RESPONDENT(S)

PROOF OF SERVICE

1, MELVINA ROBINSON , do swear or declare that on this date,
Moncfay June 14, , 2021 , as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have
served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party
commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:
Amy L. Gaffney,SC Bar No.6937

Kelly T Evans, SC Bar No.100775
Randi L. Roberts 3700 Forrest Dr. Suite 400 Columbia , SC 29204

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

, 2021
o —

(Signature)

Executed on _June 14
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Melvina Robinson, Appellant,
v,

‘Wal-Mart Stores, Inc.; Wal-Mart Neighborhood Market;
Wal-Mart Stores East, LP; and Wal-Mart Supercenter, .
Respondents.

. AppellateCaseﬁo20?9:0005~07 S— e s Ce

ORDER

Appellant's fifth motion for an extension of time to serve and file the record on
appeal is denied. Because Appellant failed to comply with the South Carolina
Appellate Court Rules and this court's December 16, 2020 order, this appeal is
dismissed. The remittjtur will be sent as required by Rule 221(b), SCACR.

LB st

FOR THE COURT

Columbia, South Carolina

ce: | FILED
Melvina Robinson : A : _
Kelly Teague Evans, Esquire %M/WAM 5’*9/; 205/
Amy Lobr Gaffney, Esquire ¢

Randi Lynn Roberts, Esquire
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

} FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY
MELVINA ROBINSON

Case No. 2017-CP-08-1343
Plaintiff, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL
OR AMENDMENT OF JUDGMENT
V8.

)
)
)
)
)
).
)
)
)
)
)
’5
WAL-MART STORES, INC_; )
WAL-MART NEIGHBORHOCD )
MARKET; WAL-MART STORES EAST, )
LP; AND WAL-MART SUPERCENTER )
)
)

Defendants.

On Tuesday, February 26, 2019, the jury in this case returned verdicts for the Defendant
on Plaintiff*s cause of action for defamation and false imprisonment and this Court issued its
Order accordingly. See Exhibits A and B attached hereto. Pursuant to Rule 59, New Trials;
Amendment of Judgments, of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (“SCRCP”),
Plaintiff moves for a new. trial on the following grounds:

L. Tn accordance with the “thirteenth juror doctrine” because. the evidence does not
justify the verdict. See, Trivelas v. South Carolina Dept. of Transportation, 593 S.E.2d 504 (5.C.
App. 2004). The testimony of the Plaintiff, Denny Anderson, Clifford Brown, Ir. and Clinesha
Brown was uncontroverted. Defendants’ witnesses only stated they had no record of the
incidents alleged in the Complaint and then referenced their policies. They did not challenge the
testimony of Plaintiff’s witnesses.

2. Witness for Defendants Heather Ganiere was not previously identified by
Defendants in their responses to Plaintiff’s Interrogatories but was allowed to testify on the last
day of the trial over Plaintiff’s Motion'to Exclude. Plaintiff further renews its Motion to Exclude
that was denied by the Court at a hearing several months prior to the trial that for the first time
listed Defendants other witriesses at trial.

3. The Court denied Plaintiff’s request to allow the Plaintiff to testify in rebuttal to

the witnesses of the Defendants



4. The Court did not chargc the specific language of Mains v. K Mart Corp., 375
S.E.2d 311(S.C. App.1988) regarding defamation by the actions of a Defendant in the presence
of a.family member.’

5. Filed simultaneously is the Affidavit of the Plaintiff regarding newly discovered

evidence.

For the foregoing reasons, this Court should alter or amend the judgment or order a new

trial.

Respectfully submitted,

s/David Popowski

Dayid Popowski (SC Bar No. 4511)
Popowski Law Firm, LLC

171 Church St., Suite 110 (20401)
P.O. Box 1064

Charleston, SC 29402

Phone: (843) 722-8301

Fax: (843) 722-8309

Email: david@popowskilaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

Charleston, South Carolina
March 7, 2019

! On February 28, 2019, Plaintiff on her own filed 2 Motion pursuant 1o SCRCP Rule 59; New Trials;
Amendment of Judgments stating thet she has discovered new evidence. See Exhibit C. This _M‘o:ion is'in
additinn vn that Matina and. Dlacatdff onill eoctiftr ar tha knnﬁng in this matter rega'rding‘ that evidence.

AUGILLLLL LU L11aL IVLULILL QAN & AAd3abiid WWill LLOLILY al L uwa.

2
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The South Caroling Court of Appeals |

Melvina Robinson, Appellant,
v,

Wal-Mart Stores, Inc.; Wal-Mart Neighborhood Market;
Wal-Mart Stores East, LP; and Wal-Mart Supercenter,
Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2019-000507
The Honorable Jennifer B. McCoy

Berkeley County
Trial Court Case No. 2017CP0801343

ORDER

The motion to withdraw as counsel of record for Appellant Melvﬁa Robinson is
Granted. David Popowski, Esquire, is relieved as-counsel of; ""“ord for the

appellant, Appellant's motion to proceed in forma pauperisds:periding.

FOR THE COURT

BY V. Llaie RBdlons, ‘
CLERK ¥

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:
Melvina Robinson

David Popowski, Esquire
Kelly Teague Evans, Esquire
Amy Lohr Gaffney, Esquire
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& Robinson v. Walmart Courtes...

David Popowski

Popowski Law Firm, LL.C

Street Address: Suite 110; 171 Church Street
Charleston, South Carolina 29401

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 1064

Charleston, South Carolina 29402
Telephone: 843.722.8301; Facsimile:

843.722.8309
Email: dav1d@popowsk1law com
Webpage:

http:/ wwwpopowskﬂawﬁrm com

= Original Message ———

Subject: RE; Robinson v. Walmart: Courtesy NEF RE:
2017CP0801343]]

From: Kelly Evans:-<kevans@glelawfi rm.com> *

Date: Tue, January 08,2019 4:31 pm

To: "david@popowskilaw.com' <david@popowskilaw.com>

David- Thank you for discussing this case with me
today. 1 have communicated everything we
discussed to my client, however, Walmart:is not
going to offer anything over the $3,000 previously
extended. As | will need to begin to prepare for trial,
| this offer will expire at 5PM on Friday 1/11.

From: david@popowskilaw.com
<david@popowskilaw.coms> :

Sent: Tuesday, January 8, 2019 12: 16 PM

To: Kelly Evans <kevans@glelawfirm.com>
Subject: RE; Robinson v. Walmart Courtesy NEF RE:
2017CP0801343]]

Spoke to Ms. Robinson - call me.

B T R 5 [ 2N :
Delete Archive ~ Move - Reply  More

. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0f#search/melvina+robinson?projector=1

1M
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Claims Management, Inc.
Respect.Service.Excellence.

November 18, 2016

David Popowski
171 Church St, Ste 110
Charleston, SC 29401

RE: Melvina Robinson
File #: 7927471

Date of Loss:  06/09/2015
Storet#: 3713

Dear Mr. Popowski:

Claims Management, Inc. is the claims administrator for Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., its subsidiaries
and affiliates and their insurance carrier concerning customer incidents. We have been advised
you represent the above captioned customer and request that all correspondence and inquiries be
directed to the attention of this office.

An investigation into this claim is currently pending. Please inform us if your client is eligible
for, or a recipient of Medicare, Medicaid or Tri Care at your earliest convenience. Claims
Management, Inc. requires a Conditional Payment Letter (lien) prior to negotiation.

Please be advised that if a decision to make payment arises, our release includes a confidentiality
clause from the claimant and claimant’s attorney.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel free to call 800-527-0566 ext. 57986.

Sincerely,
Dondie Felton

Donnie Helton
Case Manager I1I

Claims Management, Inc.

P. O. Box 14731 - Lexington, KY 40512-4731
CLAIMS MANAGEMENT, INC. (DBA) CLAIMS MANAGEMENT, INC. OF ARKANSAS
ARKANSAS CLAIMS MANAGEMENT, INC.
PHCNE: (479) 621-2900 « FAX: 888-379-6447
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FAXED

1 Cloria Allred SBN: 65023
Nathar Goldbarg, SBI: 51201
ALERELD: | JARGKO GOF I Sk
8300 Wilshire Blvd, Suiie 15

Los Angeles, CA oo
T: (323) 653-6530
F: (3233953-1660

CAllved@amglaw.com
NGoldberg@amglaw.com

N

(8]
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Attorneys for Plaintif, BS1% Qop ORIy

v o

ESSIE GRUNDY, an Idividual

: Plaintif,
16 | vi.

17 || WALMATY, a Corporation; and DOES 1
i to 50, inclusive, '

Defendants.

i

N
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"HESUFERIDR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORMIA,
l, FOR THE COUNTY COF RIVERSIDE

IS GEn e
CASE NO: RIG 16671903

COMPLAINT

1) FOR DECLARAT
INITWCTION AND DAMAGHES
VIOLATICN OF UNZUE CIVIL
RGHTH ALT

2) VICTATICN OF CALITO R
BUSINZSS AND PRCIEREIONS CODE

S]nnr\ca

g et

COMPLADNT FOR DAMAGESD
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=
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1. Plaintiff Bssie Gyundy (hercafter referred to as “Plaintiff Ms. G mmdy”)
. Defendant WALMART and DOES ; "o Chereafter coliectively referred

—

cornplains 4

to as “Defendants”) engaged in prac!ices that are unlawfl and contrary to the Unruh Civil

i

! Rights Act (hereinafter “Unrak”} and Businsss and Professions Coda Section 17200,

2. Plaintiif is an African-American woman and atail relevan: times herein,

: was a resident of the County of Riverside, California.

3. ‘i)efendant WALMART is now, and at ai: :elevant ﬁmes herein, a

=] e o ~} O’\ A L (7S B

[y

1!
,» 4. ‘The true names and capacities, whether mamdual, corporate, parmership,
ﬁ associate or otherwise, of Defendants sued herein as I'OES 1 throngh 50, inclusive, are
curreniiy unknown to Plaintiit Ms. Grundy, wiao there_afbre sues said Defendants by such
13 | fictiious names. Plaintiff Ms. Grundy is informed and believes, and based thereon .

14 aileges, that each of the Defendanis designated herein as 2 DO is legally rosponsible in
15 || some manner forthe events and 'm':»ynm,':s referred to hereln, witd caused Infnry 2na

16 | damage proxmately thereby 1o Mmrur Ma, Gimn Jﬁ,f’ sh ew‘mci meu o, Platntiff will

17 f,' seek leave of court to amend this Uompiaint to show the true names and capaciiiss of the
13 i Defendm des'gna ted hersin a8 DOES 1 throngh 50 when the sama have been

10 i ascertamed

.\i: i . i
20 ¢ 5. Venueis proper i Zivérside Conniy because the aniawinl pr aetices
b

207 between Plainti Ms. Grandy aid Delendatits arcse i i‘i‘srvarsaa&. é.,ﬁuj'ﬁ.j)f, California. This

22 §§ case s am. ject o +bn Jurisdietion of this eonut pursuany & the Tnowh Sivit Righis Act,

i

~ .

Business and Professions Code Szchion 17200, and ine Cdlifornia Code of Crvil Procedure.

The ajuount of dams Bes sovgli, ©

H

Hite notfilv determined, exceeds thenin n.xm st

v

95 i+ limited jurisdiction in thls conet. :

9, Whenever i thds cotaplaint veference i made w "Defendauis,” such

by, y' H”Lj,

¢ | allegaton ¢hall be deemed to mean the acts of Defendanis acting Inas

»

s

"‘"" \.n’u‘Jl‘ ) L..,R D AMAGE

|
28 l and/or severally.
l
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14
12/
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—
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258
lJ

i
244
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25
26
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28

.
7. Except as hereinaiter v")er,:fcally descﬁhed, Defendants and eacha of them,
are and wets ‘ie agents and/or employess of the othy . efendants, and in asting as

described herein were acting within the scope of their avthority, agenvy, service,

| representaiion and/or smployment as agenis znd/or erployees thercof, and with the

permlssmn ang congerif of the cther Defendants.
3. Defendants ars i the business of operating a reisii swora which is isezted
at 1800 N. Perris Blvd, Perris, in Riverside County, Callinia,

0. On January 15, 2018, Plaintif went to the PERKI WALMAKT

SUPERCENTER iocated at 1800 N. v""’ s Bivd, Perris, Catitornia 92571 o purchase

pmducts marketed and, or created wl wse by Afrvican-Americans, After walking each aisle

lookmg for a skin cream, Plaintiif reziized that hair v body preducts mzant for African-

Americans had 'been jocked away behing plass siieives and were segregaied from products |

‘| for non African-Americans. In order w touch the product, read the ingredients, or

purchase the products a cusiomer nesds to cali for assistance ard have 2 store eraployee

‘| untock rhe glass sheives, N sucl beeriors 1 zocess exdst for the uon Africap-4merican

| hair and body preducts at this same sfore. Platodt way shocked,

10,  Plaintiff asked the storz emyioves why the afmean-American products were

i locked down while the non Afrfcan-Amertcan products wese not, 3he was id by the

' P.mployee that it was 2 directive from Corperate headguarters and that he bimseit bad -

o alen tond gt ghe voald
£WAD S0 WhRT VY 8T8 Yok

‘ 1 1T el wyyTaeanle
ot so she eoule purchag

nzed fo De ascurted 16 the casi regisier with e nrodt
was stunned-she feit ke she was scuked i tae sron mzh eud 1 prowpit teers 1o her syes 1o
see the diseriminatory pracnves aL..A,.jL. S saked 10 speak o 4 wenagsr and okl the
Hziager tiat she feit Hie Afvicna-Arerioang wefe'beiug alscrkiinaied ag.x:mm alsd ot
wanteda. As her coneers yrere not ad(iws , b 1ell e siore. )

11, Asthisis the peignpoviwod store, Plainilil was zompeiicd {o return on 2t
Jeast three other oceasions sinee January 12, 2018 50 TAIrCAASE wrodnng v African-
Americans. On ezch ¢fthese orcasiong, Plaingiff 'o".oam" redi the garaz volicy andd pracrice at

2

-
N 13

o i, Plaintiff -

L




Ul-h

> ~ O\

i
,'] » 1]

i violstion of the Unruh Civil Kights 5o
1

1 the store—the hair and body preduncis meant for African-Amaricans had hean iﬂ('ken:l away

| behind glass < aelves, segregated from products oy ne . afrlean-Arerica s, She siso

| noticed that other custorsers were staving at her whils she was waldug for assisiance to

; have the products unlocked. She felt shae aud hamiliafion—as thouzh people viewed her
i« as a criminal, Plaintiff has been a law-abiding citizen her whole life and vould nct believe
: | she was being singied out because of her race.

12, UnJanuay ¥ 255, 2018, Plaintitf returned (o the samne WA LMART becanse it

) was the WALMART closest to her howe. She needed o purchase 2 comb for her Lair. The
i comb costs forty-eight cents ($0.48), Desnite the low-valne of the product, it was Jocked
i up dehind the glass sheives, She again had & call for assistance o have # wniccked and

:: was then escorted to the cash register with: the comb. Bhe was not given the product until

,

!

| she paiad for it. Plaintiif again noted that the combe fcr non Adrican-Amsricen hsir, many
:

]

g of which were raore expensive, were not locked in the ghiss shelves
ﬂ )

l:;\ 2 1} «“ -t - . ey
13.  As aresult of Defendants’ diserirainatory praciices, Faintlsf was compeiled
10 7ideo tape this segregation of prodneis as she could not betleve that the store had

engaged in such intentional discrimination. The focrege sleardy showvrs dlrs walandil

TACTCES,

! VIOLATION OF UNKUIE ACT AGADNSY DEFENDAMT WALIMART AND TSR 1-50

1, Flaintiid Ms. Grueady hereny Weorporaies DY Deierence The iorsgolg

i | paragiaphs as though feity sei: fori i
1. Defeadauts scted infentioually to diseriminate fo pablic accrrnusdations in

D Dotk § s by denying Altdcan-Awmericans

© equal 4LCeEs 10 Hody and halr products.

' Ji 6, As e proximaie resclt of Defandaniy” wiawitl diserimioatory actions,
| Plaixiiif suffered great shame, huninaiion, incomveniance, ard mertiel saffering, 51 fo
;J & nd " .
¥ Plainidif’s general camages.

i ‘

xi‘ . oo . o

] _ 17, Defendaris’ violation of Unruh Civl Righes A, Chy. (ode, §51 enniles
i) -

5

i




1 if Plaimiiff to recover statutory damag,eb of a maximum of three times the araount of actnal

[

ctamaces o1 = uinimirn of $4,000.

18.  Unless Defendantu s are vesiraiaed by a perm aaent injuaction,

(X

41 Piamtlff wiil suffer great and irreparable injuwry in that she will continue to suiter shame,

).

l humiliation, and mental suffeving. Pvm i has no adeguate remedy &t low hecause

6 - pecuniary damages would not at%om adeguate refies.
i

7 ' 19,  An aciuai controv@rsy ariets between Plaantiff and Defeadaste as o the

'5 application of the Unrm Civid F« dgints Act, Civ. Code, § 51, 2nd whether Detendents’ |

»l': actions violate the nct l“he eorrect interpretation of the Actis that it appies 1o
10 l)etendants and probibits Uefandants’ diseriminetory acrions,

11} : BECOND CAUSE OF ACTION |

12 § VIOLATION OF BUSINESS AND PRUFESSIONS CODE SECIICUHN 17200 AGATNST
13 . DRFENDANT WALMART AND DOES 1-50

14 ii’ 20. ~ Plaintiff Ms. Grondy hereby incovporates by veference the foregoing

15 ¢ parzgraphs as though 111 Iy et forth herain, ]
o+
16k 21, Plaintff brings tis action on behalf of herseif and the general public. The

17 above practices are a viciation of the Vinruh Civil Rights Aet and therefors constionie an
!

12 | vlavrfal business act within the wesning of Buginess ond Professiong Code Saction
19§ 17200,

i : .
20 22, The valawtal bosivess pracices of Defendants are likely to continue end

2i || tuerefore will continue to tarm the public hy v perpetraiiog diserimination and theraiore

25 I present a coniinui: ng theeut o the pr‘* e, Daliiomia bas 2 compelil

25 | eradicating discriminatics.

24 i,f 28, Uzless Deferdants are cestrained by o n&z’maﬂém‘lz Tjeretion,

25 Juintify anl the general pubhic will gilier great and ivrepavalie 3’sn_;u_ CAVIRUTIE _:1.;, SULEET,
25% or continue to suffer shame, hureiiasos, aond mental sefeeg, Toars s ue tiher

27 adequate remedy a1 law besause paciiary dzmages woeld ot afford adsquats velief.

T INA AR IR
TRDANACIE
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
HUMAN AFFAIRS COMMISSION

LN
:

\ 1026 Smter Street, Suite 101 (29201)
Raymond Buxton, i Past Office Box 4490 ww.state.sc.us/schac
Commissioner Columbia, South Carolina 29240-4490 (8068) 521-0725 In-State
-{803) 737-7800 (803) 7377835 Fax

February 12, 2016

Ms. Melvina Robinson
110 Gatehouse Drive
Summerville, SC 29483

RE:  Inthe matter of Melvina Robinson / Wealmart Stores Ing.
SHAC#1-2-10-16-14
- Dear Ms; Robinson:

Enclosed is a ¢opy of your charge of discrimination in the abave-referenced matter. Please use the case
number listed above when contasting our office ehout yoir slaim. The South Carolina Huwnar Affairs
Commission (“SCHAC™) is processing your claim under Section 1-13-90(¢) of South Caro’ina’s Human
Affairs Law and under Section 45-9-110 of the South Careling Public Accommodations Law.

SCHAC will contact the other party in this metter and will 2dvise you cf the results. Please allow us time to
work {0 resolve your claim, Cases are processed in the ordey fa whick they are received in consideration of
the Commission’s caseload and available resonrces, ‘

Your full cooperation is needsd 1o process yow: sorgieiat, Vou gt let §O HAC kaow if yo. change your
address or telephone number ot if you will be away from home for an sxtended pericd of e,

Please call me at 1-800-521-0725 or (803) 737-7805 if yov have any questions.

Sincerely,

Botr Welioe:

Erin Wilson
Investigator

Enclosure

Ouwrmission is 1o eljminate gnd prevens wirdarwfal discrimination in cnployment, kvustng and public accommodarion.
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February 12, 2016

Ms, Melvina Robinson
110.Gatehouse Drive
Summerviile, S0 22433

RE:; I {8 matier of Me elvins Kobinsesn / Welmwr Siowes ing.
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SCHAC will contact the other p party in Jz, metter and will 2dvies vy oF the results, P -ee5¢ atle'w ug time to-
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Please call me at 1-800-521.07 75 o (803) 7377805 17 yor have zay questions,

Sincere!,

Erin Wiise:
Investigator

Enclceve
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA E ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

- : FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BERKELEY
MELVINA ROBINSON - Vit
‘ Case No. 2017-CP-08- 1‘7)%
‘Plaintiff, COMPLAINT -
(FURY TRIAL DEMANDED)
VS. :

WAL-MART STORES, INC.;

WAL-MART NEIGHBORHOOD
_ MARKET; WAL-MART STORES EAST,
LP; AND WAL-MART SUPERCENTER

Defendants. _

. The Plaintiff complaining of the Defendants alleges as follows:
A. FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION - SLANDER:

1. Plaintiffisa cmzen and resndent of 110 Gatehouse Drive, Summerville, South Camhna
29486 in Dorchester County, South Carohna. » :

2. Defendants Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. is a corporation orgamz.ed and ¢éxisting under the laws of
the State of Delaware and is authorized to do business in South Carolina ; Wal-Mart
Neighborhood Market is a limited partership organized and existing under the:laws of the
State of Delaware and is authorized to do business in South Carolina; Wal-Mart Supercesnter
is a limited partnership organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware and
is authorized to do business in South Carolina; Wal-Mart Stores East, LP is a limited -

macteconkia nw.m-:-_nul and o ovmfmnr nnrlm- the laws of the State ofDelaware and is authonzed

Faisha i

" todo buamess in South Carolina. Defendants are hcremaﬁer collectively referred to as
“Defendant“ or “Wal-Mart,”

© 3. The acts that occurred here took place in both Berkeley and Dorchester Counties, South:
Ca_o]mn where Defendant frsnsacts husinazs and thus (s Cane hos Sctedlasing 2od samne
ina where otz basinaze and thuath hiftediation sod samne

is proper. The more. substantial portion of the acts took place in Berkeley County, South
Carolina.




10.

i 1.

Plaintiff is divorced from Clifford Brown and has the following children: (1) a daughiter,

‘Clineshia Brown, age 19; and (2) a son, Clifford T. Brown, Jr., age 17. Plaintiff was bom

and raised in Knightsville, South Carolina in Dorchester County, South Carolina and
Plaintiff’s mother resides there. ' ‘

Plaintiff graduated from Summerville High School in Dorchester County, South Carolina,
and has an Associate degree in Criminal Justice from the University of Phoenix,

Plaintiff’s current employment is stay-at-home mother, and she has a back disﬁbility. .
Plaintiff volunteers with Living ﬁread Church International and New Life Church.
Plaintiff has Iﬁ;aen a8 ‘customéf of Defendant since 2004.

On Thursday, June 9, 2015, Plaintiff was lawfully in Defendant’s store at 3685 Ladson
Road, Ladson, South Carolina 29456 in Dorchester County, South Carolina, accompanied

by Dennie Anderson, a friend of the Plaintiff. Employees of Defendant without reasonable
cause detained the Plaintiff, looked at her cart, and said that they could Jook at it any time.

On or about the week of July 4, 2015, Plaintiff was at the Defendant’s store located at 1317
North Main Street, Summerville, South Carolina (“North Main Street: Store™) in Berkeley .

County, South Carolina, with her daughter, Clinesha Brown, when employees of Defendant
without reasonable cause followed her, detained her, and looked at her basket. ,

Sometime after the week of July 4, 2015, Plaintiff was again in the North Main Street Store

- with her son, Clifford Brown, Jr., and Defendant’s employees followed her, detainedher

12.

13.

without reasonable cause, and looked at her basket,

On Tuesday, September 22, 2015, in the afternoon, Plaintiff was shopping by hersclf at the
North Main Street Store of the Defendant, when she was followed by a tall man who wore
no uniform. There was a group of Loss Prevention people at the checkout, including the

‘person who was following her. Before she reached the register, one of them said before

Plaintiff and other customers, “I can follow you.” One of the Loss Prevention people went
to the register where the cashier stands at the self-checkout counter with other people
present to view the items as she scanned them. Plaintiff felt detained and under suspicion
and went to the store manager named Heather after the checkout. The Loss Prevention
person said before Plaintiff and other customers, “This is what we do, we follow you

wherever we want.” The Loss Prevention person had no Wal-Mart insignia on him:

During Thanksgiving ‘Week of November 23, 2015, Plaintiff’s ex-husband, Cli_ﬁbrd Brown,
was with her approximately two times at the North Main Street Store. She was followed by

‘ 2



14.

15..

16.

two people without reasonable cause. The shirt and smock they wore said “Wal-Mart.”
They did not say anything, When she asked them why they were following her, they said
before her and Mr. Brown, “This is our job.” X :

The Defendant through the conduct of its agents and employees maliciously intending to

injure the good name and character of Plaintiff, and to cause it to be believed that Plaintiff
had been guilty of the crime of larceny; in the presence and hearing of the above-named
good people, falsely and maliciously published concerning Plaintiff, false, scandalous and

malicious words implying that Plaintiff had stolen said Defendant’s property. -

Prior to her entry into Defendant’s stores, Defendant did not make known to Plaintiff that its
employees woiild follow and detain Plaintiff and inspect her shopping carts and baskets '

That by means of said defamatory words Plaintiff has been greatly injured in her good name

- and character, and as a result thereof the Plaintiff has suffered mental suffering and hurt

17.

18,

C1e.

20.

21.

2.

23.

24.

. feelings all resulting in general damsges to her.

'The actions of the Defendant were‘will_ﬁxl, wanton and gross'ly negligent and thus the

Plaintiff is entitled to punitive damages.

B. FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION - FALSE IMPRISONMENT

‘Plaintiff reiterates the allegations in Paragraph Nos. 1 through 17.

Plaintiff was lawfully in Defendant stores for the purpose of purchasing certain articles of
merchandise sold by Defendant. Defendant without reasonable cause intentionally and
unjustifiably confined Plaintiff thereby faisely, publicly, and maliciously accusing the
Plaintiff of having stolen one or more of said items from the Defendant. - ’

Plaintiff did not steal said items or any other thing from the Deféndant_ ahd she then and -
there so stated and demanded to be released:

Defendant violated South Carolina Code Section 16-13-140, Defense to action for delay to
investigate ownership of merchandise. ' . ’

Defendant’s agents and employees acting within' the scope of their failt}iority, and -without
any reasonable cause detained, delayed and imprisoned Plaintiff and thus subjected her to
loss of freedom, embarrassment, great indignities, humiliation, disgrace and mental anguish.

Plaintiff has suffered general damages.

‘The acts of t};e Defendant were willful, wanton and grossly negligent therefore the Plaintiff
is entitled to pumitive damages. -



WHEREFORE Plam!:ﬂ' prays Judgment agamst the Defendant as follows ( 1) general
da.mages, (2) ptmmve damages, (3) the-costs and chsbursements of t'ms actxon, and (4) any other -

rehefﬂus Coust deems Just and reasonable v

ﬂfi /. ¢ ﬂ
~ David Popowski (SC Bar No. 4511)
Popowski Law Firm, LLC .

. 171 Church St Smte110(29401)
P.O. Box 1064 '

* . Charleston, SC 29402
Phone; (843) 722-8301 -
Fax: (843).723-8300.

Email: awd@popowskllgﬂ,gg
At‘gorqey for Plaintiff . -

_ Charleston; Soutb Carolma
Juge 5, 2017 =~
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