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QUASTIONS PRESENTED

. Why the Court of Beaufort, the Court of Common Pleas opened the Case and made

its decision without a confirmation of the signed summons delivery form to
respondent's .

. Why the Court of Beaufort, Court of Common Pleas did not apply existing Rules to

respect Defendant's rights to self defense.

Why the South Carolina Court of Appeals made two decisions of dismissal of my
Appeal without mandatory retrospection of the Case, March 18, 2020 and September
02, 2021.

Why the South Carolina Court of Appeals rewrote suggestions of Respondent's
attorney in the March 18, 2020 to.dismiss my Appeal.

Why the South Carolina Court of Appeals did not inform me about the Federal Court
decision regarding the possibility of using the email in the correspondence and
instead used ten days Rules in the process of dismissing my Case.

Why the South Carolina Court of Appeals did not present required forms to fulfill
the proper layouts of the Form requirements.

Why during the Appeal Case process I received two letters the same day, which was
September02, 2021. First one, sent to me via ¢-mail, contained a permission for
extension of decision of my Case and the second letter-dated July 27, 2021, sent to
me via mail, definitely dismissed my appeal for-extension of the case,

Why the South Carolina Court of Appeals did not accept my request dated July 10,
2021 for extension of the time for decision, ( twelve days before next extension
expired ) and dismissed my case on September 02, 2021.

Why in the both decisions the South Carolina Court of Appeals did not acquaint
itself with the base issue of my appeal.

Why in the entire process, the South Carolina Court of Appeals had never read the
content of my appeal.

Where I can find a Judge who would respect the self defense provided by a normal
citizen of the United States of America and who would approve the form in which
he would present the case.
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INTHE

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 case from Federal Court:

The two decisions of the United: States South Carolina Court of Appeals appears at
Appendix A, to the petition and is unpublished.

The decision of the United States Court of Beaufort, Court of Common Pleas, appeals
at Appendix B, is unpublished.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

First Decision of the South Carolina Court of Appeals

“ On January 31, 2020, this court sent Appellant a letter, nothing several
deficiencies relating to Appellant's second amended initial brief. This-court explained
that “failure to comply with this court's request within ten days {would] result in the
dismissal of this appeal.” Although Appellant has filed a third amended initial brief,
Appellant still has not filed a designation of matter or a proof of service showing the
amended initial brief was was served on Respondent. Accordingly, this appeal is
dismissed. The remittitur will be sent as provided in Rule 221, SCACR.”

1. The statemént regarding my response to the court letters: The US Post Service on
April 17, 2020, Article Number 000004253 issued a statement to customers information
“USPS Coronavirus Updates: Expected delivery Changes. “ USPS products and
packages may require more time to be delivered due to limited transportation availability
as a result of the ongoing COVID-19 impacts”,

The next statement states that * First Class Mail two and three day service commitments
will be extended to three and four days respectively.”

2. Supreme Court issued an order supplementing and altering current practices
regarding the operation of the appellate courts. See RE: Operation of the Appellate
courts During the Coronavirus Emergency (SC. Sup. Ct. Order dated March 20,
2020, amended May 29,3030). It ‘allows to use emails in communication with Appellate
Courts. I was informed about those changes on March 15, 2021,

3. Next, the reason of my appeal was dismissed because ” Appellant still has not
filed a designation of matter or proof of service showing the amended initial brief
was served on Respondent.”

After few requested changes from SC Court of Appeals on July 01, 2020, my
Appellant's petition to reinstate appeal was granted with designation of matter. On July
08, 2020 I got information that initial brief and designation of matter are due within

thirty days.



4. On November 18, 2019, SC. Court of Appeals stated “Accordingly, the time for
service and filing of the appellant's initial brief and designation of matter has expired
and December 31, 2019,. SC, Court of Appeal stated “appellant's initial brief and
designation of matter outside of the filing deadlines.”

After that SC. Court of Appeals on July 01, 2020 said “After careful consideration and
because the designation of matter has been filed, Appellant's petition to reinstate is
Granted.”

5. Designation of matter (in-acceptable form, for SC. Court of Appeals) was
accepted July 19, 2020. Before July 19, 2020 I was sending copies of Cettified Mail
Receipts to all the persons which this case required and SC. Court of Appeals.

Second Decision to dismiss my Case by South Carolina Court
of Appeals

“On July 9, this court directed Appellant to file the Record on Appeal and
Proof of Service by July 23, 2021. this court warned no future extensions would
be granted and failure to comply would result in the dismissal of this appeal.
Appellant has failed to comply. Accordingly , Appellant's fifth motion for
extension is denied and this appeal is dismissed. The remittitur will be sent as
required by Rule 221(b), SCACR.

1. On July 10, 2021 (twelve days before the extension expired) I sent a request for
the extension of the time for consideration and decision of the Appellate Case No. 2019-
001420. Extension expired July 23, 2021.



Reasons for Granting the Petition

1. Decision of the Court of Beaufort was done without giving me a chance to
self defense. I did not receive summons and I did not have 30 days for answer.

2. Both decisions of the Court of Appeals have been manipulated and not based
on existing facts of the case.

3. The SC Court of Appeals did not inform me about a possibility of
using email as a form of communication . In this situation the ten days Rules
problem in our communication stopped being a legal base to dismiss my
Case.

4. The SC Court of Appeals has never read existing facts of my case and
based its decisions on the fabricated evidence.

September 19, 2021

Sincere / cc:
g e 20/ 9¢I5/C,7 Clark of SC Court of Appeals, 1220 Senate
Zbigniew Matek Drzazgowski St. Suite 201 Columbia SC 29201

Jannine M. Muterer, 21 Promenate St. Suite
205, Bluffton, SC 29910

Clerk of Court, Court of Beaufort, Court of
Common Pleas, P.O. Box 1128,
Beaufort,, SC 29901



