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Judicial Ment Selectlon Comnns%mn
Post Office 142 '
Cohlmbla SC 29202

Rﬁf Affidimt Qi ‘Rhonida. Melsner |

Dear. Chazrman Caskey, Vlee—Chamnan Rankm and Camrmssmn Membsrs

Please as:cept thig as my response toMs, Me1 sner’s. Afﬁdamt

1

2019 and July

Thad 3 ma;ters Wiih'Ms Meisheron my dm,ket in Tuly 201’9~~Ju};v Il, 2019 July 12,
19, Asaresult of my: oiders ssued in natters, Ms. Mejsner
filed a complaint with ODC in September 2019 which wag dismilssed (Dismissal

attached). I've attached my response fo ODC ag it provides 4 detailed explanation of the

avents that-occuired in 2019 and Lwould incorporaie this document into my response tor

Ms: Metsnez 5 currcnt complamt

. As te ihe allegatmm thdtl took actmn 61 Ms. Melsner s cases after 1 rei.used myself Ms. '

cen; It would not be uncomivon for my A to send an emajl onbel alf

_ of a visxtmg judge rsgardmg 4 case. Our AAS agsist ¥is ng Jﬁdges ‘when they are:

. _:"xim'mvolsfed

As to J udge Hurley.or Judge inerson—Smlth heaing amnnnsirauve matters on the 365

rule-during fay term as Chief Administrative Judge, this was necessary as 1'was recused
frotn, hearmg any matters. mvolvmg Mg, B

: ,eisner' gven admtmstrative-matters

;I acidztmn,,, as to the 4 orders attached to Ms. Meisner s Afﬁdamt r}xeSe are not my
orders:. c . .

"I Ve attached the. ("ourt of Appeais oplmen aff rnnng my dlsmlssal o f Ms:- 'Mels'n e s
request for an Ord&r of =

"'Hem,ﬂ Ms. Melsna_ Was nol "reven%e‘

In concluswn h dony ex«par e Ghmmimnications; and] denv Ehai L acted meanriy or chshanest[y in
m‘y daﬂlmgs Wiﬂl Ms Mczsner orin anv wa,y vmlated the: J’udxcxal Canons o the. Iaw

ed to Rmh!and {,mmty ag their AAS Join’ t’tra.vel w1t,h ihem If 1his was. danc I was'

' 1{351 ‘“wnld brm he aﬂegatmns in e

i ¢ B T A



*i,—f“;be Su -,,nuth Qﬁarnh;ﬁa
CQMMISSIGN .N JUD[CIAL CONDUCT . _ |
- 1280 Senata Streat; Sutteﬂ*'i;, -
Efeborah..s.--McKeawn- o ' Golurmibla, Boi 201
_ 'f-‘:zﬁ'f_ﬂmi‘aﬁjbn'ﬁqunséti S '_ ! L . _Te["?f’_ -

Becember 18, 201 9

i PEHSONALAND CQNFIDENT]AL

FihD 'daiLEWJS Meisnar -

Biythewwd sC 2901@ |

RE NOTICE OF FINAL DJSP@SETI@N
" The Hororable Monet S. Pincus
l\?]atter Number - A9-DEA- 0153

| Daar Mrs Me:sner‘ :

Yo '--prev:eualy flléﬁ a:camplamt with the C@mmmsn@n @n Judrcxal Conduot abeut;-__ "
le Monet S. Pincus in connection with the above-re renced matter. The
structed the Oﬂlce of DISCIp!Inal'y C@unsel 1o conduct an mvesngatton o

or-disposition of this matter
figation. As required by thie Rules for -
CAGH; the inquiries SRR
ot thiere was-evidence of ethical misconduct o the part of Judqe.;_ S
urther: ?stlgancm ot the: ﬁ!mg of fermaicharges, -

S * ¢ mfermahsn rec:ewed fram
the: report of Disciplinary: Counsel | ‘setting

'iﬁvesﬁgauve panelvoted to dtsmtss‘-your €O
1 am hetlfyt euof the ac

you Jueige Pi‘h‘e
forth h“the. resuits oi -tk j";

Col 'm:ssujn convened tﬁ:'-' A

& panel wers




Page

As requ;red by the rules, Judge Pircus

Rhenda Lewis Meisrier

er16, 2019
wWo -

and "'he Dnscsplm,ary Caunsel are: being

- notified of the aetion taken hy the investigative panel iay copy ef this le’rte,r

_'-JWG/

o Smc;erely, - o
o (ls M ; égﬁ IR o
. o v W, Gllham

E Admlnlstrattve ASS|stant

The Honarable Monet S, Pineus

Joseph P Tumet. .}rv, Esqunre
Sen;ar Ass;stan‘r l!ssip!mary Ceunsel

bt




The letter dated September 27, 2019 to the Office of Disciplinary Counsel and attachments
thereto have been removed to preserve confidentiality.



THIS OPINION HAS NO PRECEDENTIAL VALUE, IT SHOULD NOT BE
- CITED OR RELIED ON AS PRECEDENT IN ANY PROCEEDING
- EXCEPTAS PR()VII)ED BY RULE 268(d)(2), SCACR.

: 'I‘HE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA BT
In ’I‘he Cuurt of Appeals :

Rhonda MmsnerAppcllant

o Grant Memner ,Re,spondent

'_'AppenateCaseNo 2019-001383 e A L

. Appea] me RLchIand Ctmnty
Monét 8. Pmcus, Fa:rmly Caurt }udga

e

Unpubhshed Opimon NOLZQZZ UP-267
Subm,itted May 1, 2922 =~k 1led June 15y 2022

Rhon&a Melsner ﬁf BlythEWOQd pro se.

of Moote Bradley Myers PA,
K e Carruth Goede, af

CURI M Rhﬂ 4'd"'"'M isner (Wtfe) appeals a famﬂy court: oréer grantmg ,
e Mmszier 3 (Huf'band- mottén to dismiss Wife's petition for-an o:rdﬁ:r of
. 'Epmtectmn C)n ues the-family court erred. when i issed he
B dence of the abuse at the hearing, We affitm




L ragamst the ﬂndmg of the ffam

;2006} ("[W]hen an dppﬁlfanf nelthe)fraises aﬁ issue at trxal not thrca_u‘ h a
39(e), S{"RCP motmn, ‘lhe 1ssue is nat preserv’ed for appellate review."),!

'We held the: family court did not err by d;lsmrssmg Wife's patxtmn for an order of
protection becauise Wife's petition did ot include the date or time with detaile of
the alleged abuse as required by sectio 4-40(b) of the South Carolina Code
(2014). See Simmons v. Simmons, 392 8.C. 412, 414, 709 S,E,2d 666, 667 (2011)
("In appeals from the family court, this: [clourt.reviews fact
-novoi")' Lewis v Lewis; 392 8:C. 381, 36
appellant is not relieved of

2,709 8.E.2d 650, 655 (2011) ("[Aln
o demonsirate errot in the family ¢

findings of fact. Consequently, the fami y-court’s factual findings w
unless 'appellant satisfies this coutt thiat the preponderance of the o
| court,™ (quoting Finlay~. Cartwri

tence of al use fo: ahousahﬂld member, T must state the specitic

ils @f the abuse, and other facts and circumstances. upon which
grified.” (einphases added)). Moreover, Wife's.
wve been entitled to amend herpetition and the family

tpreserVe fﬂr rewew because t

, , 1; 90 (LA

N R We :ﬁ]rther npte that although the famlly conrt. dlsmlssed theapetitmn Wlth
B ;pre'uw ice; the family courfalso orde
- private divoree liti

that Wife could bring the-allegations m the'-

: ';AFFIRME])}: | SRR

L ;GEATHERS fmd mLL, JJ and LGCKEMY Ad, coneut.

tice 1t 'uuement ﬁnder section ”0-4 40 reterred tﬁ ﬂle proceeding,

: the jj}leadmgs Becaus,e these issues wcre ralsed for the ﬁrst tlme

£)

) 2 Wﬁ declde this case withnut 01a1 nrgument Ipursaant 1o Rul'e 215 SCA,CR

ual and legal fsSueS de

899Y)); § 20-4-40(b) ("A _pétition for rehef musr 3

o gation. This is consistent With qectmn 20»4-40(:1) of the Seuth _ 
_SCaroilnaCode(QQM) S [

ed b 'f‘ ili ng,_téad&res& her request for qeparate suppc-r*t and-mamtenance SRR




o | ) by Rule 221 (b) Of the ’South}-Carollna Ajﬁpellate Cc)urt Rules

‘.-.___ﬂutb f. F‘mmlma (!Enurt nf mae&[s

JENNYABBQTTKITGHINGSE : . o '.G_FFiCEBOXﬁBZQ

ﬂrbe

e ";Rhcmda Me;ﬁner
- PO.Boxess
B llythewood SC 29’@’1?’6' )

o ,_M_rs Sheﬂa MeNaix Robman Esqurre
L '“Mnofe Bradley Myer% Law Fl_ n, PA.

BT _f:).lfmnsb@m- s¢ 29186
L Re RhmndaMelsnerv Grrant Malsnﬁ:r Appella,te Casc—: No 2019—001383

_;_Dear Ceunsel a,nd Ms Mmsner

: 'Enclcssed isthe: declsl" 'f :th '-‘-C" rf?" 'The remitf:ltur will be sem as provided

. Verytaly yours,

oer Teanette W. McBride

B sttt Bed i s e A e o SO et et s S A L




