THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS ET. AL., RECE%

MAR 177 2022
APPELLATE CASE NO. 2021-000354 ET. AL.§C Court Oprpea[s

LAWRENCE L. CRAWFORD AKA. JONAH GABRIEL JAHJAH T. TISHBITE ET
AL.,

PETITIONER/APPELLANT

Vs.

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS ET. AL.,

==\

RESPONDENT(S)/APPELLEES

AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS GIVING JUDICIAL NOTICE; MOTION TO
CHALLENGE THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS JURISDICTION TO ISSUE

THE ORDER RULING ON THE MOTION FOR REHEARING IN THIS

CASE; MOTION TO VACATE THE ORDER; MOTION FOR.A STAY ON -

THIS CASE TO INCLUDE ANY TIME OF SEEKING TO APPEAL TO

RESET ONCE THE 5.cC. COURT'OF APPEALS RULES DUE
UNCONSTITUTIONAL ACTION, VIOLATION OF DUE PROCESS, A@SQ_
DUE TO REMOVAL, TRANSFER AND UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT
REVIEW AND MOTION TO MOTION THEREFOR

IN RE: CASE(S) 2021-000354; 9:21-cv-2526-TLW-MHC ET. AL.,
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TO: THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS,
THE S.C. DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS,
THE S5.C. SUPREME COURT,
THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT ET. AL.,

HERE THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS AND PARTIES WILL FIND:

(1) EXHIBIT, "U.S. SUPREME COURT PETITION". THIS IS A
COPY OF THE (39) PAGE PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI BEFORE
THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT INVOLVING THE PETITIONER(S)
CRAWFORD AND McCRAY.

(2) A COPY OF THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED, "MOTION TO FILE
APPLICATION TO INDIVIDUAL JUSTICES PURSUANT TO RULE 22; MOTION TO
AMEND THE APPLICATION UNDER RULE 22 SEEKING TO STAY CASE 21-1330
OUT OF THE 3rd. CIRCUIT TO SEEK LEAVE TO FILE PETITION SEEKING
WRIT OF CERTIORARI OUT OF TIME AND OR BEYOND THE TIME LIMIT FOR
BOTH CASE(S) 20-7073 OUT OF THE 4TH. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS AND
CASE(S} 2020-001615 AND 2020-000974 OUT OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA
SUPREME COURT DUE TO OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, MULTI-DISTRICT
LITIGATION AND THE SEEKING OF 28 U.S.C. § 1407 DISQUALIFICATION
AND TRANSFER", (22) PAGES DATED FEBRUARY 25, 2022.

(3) A COPY OF THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED, "MOTION TO FILE
APPLICATION TO INDIVIDUAL JUSTICES PURSUANT TO RULE 22; MOTION TO
AMEND THE APPLICATION UNDER RULE 22 SEEKING STAY QOF CASE 21-1330
OUT OF THE 3rd. CIRCUIT TO SEEK STAY OF CASE 21-6275 OUT OF THE
4TH. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS DUE TO SEEKING DISQUALIFICATION OF
THE 4TH. CIRCUIT AND TRANSFER PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 1407 AND IN
THE INTEREST OF JUSTICE DUE TO MULTI-DISTRICT SOUGHT LITIGATION",
(22) PAGES DATED FEBRUARY 25, 2022.

(4) A COPY OF THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS ORDER DATED
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FILED MARCH 1, 2022.

INSOMUCH, THE PETITIONER/APPELLANT MOTIONS TO VACATE THE
ORDER ISSUED BY THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS DATED FILED MARCH 1,
2022 DUE TO FRAUD UPON THE COURT, OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE AND
CHALLENGE TO THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS JURISDICTION TO ISSUE THIS

ORDER. THE CASE WAS PROPERLY REMOVED TO CASE
9:21-cv-02526-TLW-MHC IN THE S.C. DISTRICT COURT DIVESTING THE
S5.C. COURT OF APPEALS JURISDICTION TO ISSUE IiT. THE

PETITIONER/APPELLANT MOTIONS TO VACATE THE ORDER AND MOTION TO
STAY ANY TIME OF APPEAL UNTIL THE S.C. DISTRICT COURT CASE IN
QUESTION HAS ISSUED A REMAND ORDER OR THAT CASE IS SOMEHOW
DISMISSED WHICH IS NOT WITHIN THE S.C. DISTRICT <COURT'S
JURISDICTION TO DO DUE TO PENDING APPLICATION UNDER RULE 22
PENDING BEFORE THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT TOC TRANSFER THAT
CASE AND OTHER PROVISIONS OF LAW ARGUED. ALL THESE MATTERS WERE
PROPERLY BEFORE THE FEDERAL COURTS INVOLVED BEFORE THE S.C. COURT
OF APPEALS RULED DIVESTING THE STATE COURT OF JURISDICTION TO
ISSUE THIS ORDER IN QUESTION. FOLLOWING REMOVAL OF STATE CASE,
THE MAILING OF A CERTIFIED COPY OF FEDERAL COURT'S REMAND ORDER
IS NECESSARY FOR JURISDICTION TO TRANSFER BACK TO THE STATE
COURT, HULSEY v. CISA, 947 F3d. 246(4th.Cir.2020).

REMOVAL OF STATE CASE TO FEDERAL COURT RESULTS IN THE
"SUSPENSION" OF THE STATE COURT'S JURISDICTION; WHILE SUBJECT
MATTER JURISDICTION AND PERSONAL JURISDICTION ARE UMEFFECTED BY
REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS, THE STATE COURT'S POWER TO RENDER A
PARTICULAR JUDGMENT REQUESTED IS "“SUSPENDED OR HELD IN ABEYANCE"
UNTIL A DETERMINATION Is MADE REGARDING FEDERAL COURT
JURISDICTION. THUS, THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS JURISDICTION WAS
SUSPENDED TO ISSUE A RULING ON ANY CONSTRUED MOTION FOR
REHEARING. THE PETITIONER/APPELLANT OBJECTS AND MOTIONS TO VACATE
THE ORDER AND MOTION TO STAY THIS CASE INCLUDING ANY TIMETABLE TO
SEEK APPEAL BEFORE THE S.C. SUPREME COURT IF NECESSARY, LIMEHOUSE
v. HULSEY, 403 s5.C. 93, 744 S.E.2d. 566 (S.C.App-2013); BRANCH
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BANKING AND TRUST COMPANY v. HUNT, S.E. Rptr., 2019 WL 6897563
(5.C.App.2019); TAYLOR v. PARKER, 2015 WL 4879984, * 3+ CONN.
SUPER.; SAGE FINANCIAL PROPERTIES, LLC. v. FIREMAN'S FUND
INSURANCE COMPANY, 458 P.3d. 998, 1000+ MONT. (2020); ROMAN
CATHOLIC ARCHDIQCESE OF SAN JUAN PUERTO RICO v. ACEVEDO
FELICIANO, 140 S.Ct. 696, 206 L.Ed.2d. 1 (U.S.2020).

REMOVAL OF A STATE COURT CASE TO FEDERAL COURT TOLLS THE
TIME FOR RESPONSIVE PLEADINGS REQUIRING THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS
TO VACATE THE ORDER IN QUESTION AND STAY THIS CASE UNTIL FEDERAL
REVIEW OCCURS WHICH THE APPLICANT/PETIONER MOTTIONS FOR AND SEEKS
FOR THE SAKE OF "JUSTICE AND FAIRNESS" WHERE THE S.C. COURT OF
APPEALS ORDER PRODUCES UNCONSTITUTIONAL ACTION VOIDING THE
COURT'S JURISDICTION AB INITIO, HENDY v. BELLO, 555 Fed. Appx'
224 (4th.Cir.2014); BARTELS BY AND THROUGH BARTELS v. SABER
HEALTHCARE GROUP LLC., 880 F3d. 668 (4th.Cir.2018); ACKERMAN v.
EXXONMOBIL CORP., 734 F3d4. 237 {(4th.Cir.2013).

CONGRESS CONTEMPLATED LATE REMOVAL UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF
28 U.s5.C. § 1602-1612 ET. SEQ. WHERE THIS REMOVAL IS ALSO SOUGHT
PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 1407 MULTI-DISTRICT LITIGATION TAG ALONG
CASE AND IN THE INTEREST OF JUSTICE. ALL ORDERS THAT ARE ISSUED
AFTER THE REMOVAL HAS OCCURRED AS THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS ORDER
WAS DONE IS VOID AB INITIO. THE PETITIONER/APPELLANT CHALLENGE
THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS JURISDICTION AND MOTIONS TO VACATE THIS
ORDER AND STAY CASE 2021-000354 DUE TO REMOVAL WHICH INCLUDE ANY
TIME TO POTENTIALLY APPEAL TO THE S.C. SUPREME COURT, DAVIS v.
DAVIS, 267 S.C. 508, 229 S.E.2d. 847 (S.C.App.1976); GARCIA v.
DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY, 259 S0.3d. 201, 202+ FLA.
App. 3 DIST. (2018); CHAMBERS v. REID, 2019 WL 1992348, * 3+
D.Md.; CALIFORNIA v. ABDEL-MALAK, 2020 WL 6342658, 1+, S.D.Ga..
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RESPECTFULLY,
JONAH THE TISHBITE

MARCH 11, 2022
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The South Carolina Court uf.@ppe_als"

Lawrence Crawf:ord-, #300839, Appellant,
V.
South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondetit.

Appellate Case No. 2021-000354

"ORDER

Appellant has filed 2 motion to reinstate this appeal, which we construe as a
petition to rehear the dismissal. After careful consideration, the Court is unable to

~ discover that.any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disreégarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting a rehearing, Accordingly, the

petition for rehearing is denied. .
FL. (%—\(,5%—\ . - C.I.

.' Columbia, South Carclina ‘ ,. /

oc: | _ . FILED
Lawrence L. Crawford, 300839 : .~ Mar 01 2022
Imani Diane Byas, Esquire '




LAWRENCE L. CRAWFORD AKA

RECEIYED USDG. . . JONAH GABRIEL JAHJAH T. TISHBITE
CLERK. CH&RLESTON sc #300839 F2B. RM. 1260

ZMZ'HAR“'I AN 08 © LEE C.I. 990 WISACKY HWY.

BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010

RON SANTA McCRAY
#350031 COPPER B-59
LIEBER C.I. P.O. BOX 205
RIDGEVILLE, S.C. 29742

IN RE: CASES 9:21-cv~2526-TLW-MHC APPLICATION TO INDIVIDUAL
JUSTICES PURSUANT TO RULE 22

TO: THE S.C. U.S. DISTRICT COURT ET. AL.

PLEASE FILE IN THE ABOVE CAPTIONED CASE TO SEEK TRANSFER.
THANK YOU. STILL REMAIN,

RESPECTFULLY,
RON SANTA McCRAY

Fondy

JONAH THE TISHBITE

FEBRUARY 28, 2022




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

CHARLESTON DIVISION
DEFICIENCY MEMORANDUM
TO: Lawrence L Crawford
FROM: Case Manager
RE: CASE #: 9:21.-cv-02526-TLW-MHC
DATE: March 7, 2022

Pursuant to Rule 5, Federal Rules of Civil Procedures, Docket Entry # 36 your
Notice: Application to Individual Justices pursuant to rule 22 was received However, it is
deficient in the areg(s) checked below:

| Original Signature needed

Please sign the enclosed copy of the document and return it to the
Clerk’s Office. ’

Please correct the deficiency(ies) as noted above within ten (10) days.



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS ET. AL.,

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2021-000354 ET. AL.,

SC Courtof Appeals

LAWRENCE L. CRAWFORD AKA. JONAH GABRIEL JAHJAH T. TISHBITE ET
AL.,

PETITIONER/APPELLANT

Vs.

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS ET. AL.,

RESPONDENT(S)/APPELLEES

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

I, LAWRENCE L. CRAWFORD AKA JONAH GABRIEL JAHJAH T.
TISHBITE, DO HEREBY CERTIFY, THAT I HAVE MAILED AND OR SERVED A
COPY OF AN AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS GIVING JUDICIAL NOTICE: MOTION TO
CHALLENGE THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS JURISDICTION TO ISSUE THE
ORDER RULING ON THE MOTION FOR REHEARING IN THIS CASE; MOTION TO
VACATE THE ORDER; MOTION FOR A STAY ON THIS CASE TO INCLUDE ANY
TIME OF SEEKING TO APPEAL TC KESET ONCZ THE S.C. COURT OF APEEALS
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RULES DUE TO UNCONSTITUTIOWAL AZTION, VIOLATION OF DU2Z PROCESS,
ALSO DUE TO REMOVAL, TRANSFZR AND UNITED STATES SUPREME (COURT
REVIEW AND MOTION TO MOTION THEREFOR, ON THE S.C. COURT OF
APPEALS P.O. BOX 11629 COLUMBIA, S.C. 29211, IMAMI DIAWE BYAS AT
S5.C.D.C. GENSRAL COJNSEL 4444 BROAD RIVER ROAD COLUMBIA, S.C.
29221, THE S.C. DISTRICT COURT P.0O. BOX B35 CHARLESTON S.C. 29492
ANO ALL OTHER INVOLVED PARTIES BY 0U.S. MAIL POSTASE PREPAID BY
PLACING IT IN THE INSTITUTION MAIL3D0X ON MARCH 14, 2022. IT IS
DEEMED FILED ON THAT DATE&E DUE TO FEDERAL JUJRISDICTION, HOUSTON v.
LACK. 287 U.S. 266 (U.S5.1988).

]
=

RESPECTFULLY,

JONAH TAE TISHBITE

MARTH 14, 2022
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