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I will appear to testify conceming the qualifications of the above:named candidate and
wili produce ali documents in my possession which will further develop ar corroborate
‘my testimony. 1 understand testimony must be available at the Public Hearing.



In regard to intended testimony, | will offer information as to the following:

STATEMENT OF FACTS:

The Honorable Tarita Dunbar presided over this hearing in Greenville County. The
original complaint for change of custody was filed in May 2014 by Abbott {mother). The
hearing in question was scheduled by the guardian ad litem {(GAL) as a *Second
Temporary Hearing.'

In this case two mothers combined efforts filing complaints almost simultaneously to
gain an advantage and custody of their children from Defendant Guion (father). In the
Abbott case, although the divoce agreement officially said sharad custody, father had
been the primary provider/custodian for the child’s entire fife,

The second mother was represented by Kimberly Dunham, also in Greenville County.
The two cases are separate with very dissimilar circumstances. Secord mother lived
locally, divorce occurred two year prior to the original complaint and father was awarded
50/50 shared custody in final orders. Dunham’s client fited shortly after Abbott,
Although the change of circumstance sllegations were stili pending at the time of this
hearing, they were eventually disproven at final hearings.

This ‘Second Temporary Hearing’ was requested by Guardian ad litem, Howard after a
similar hearing request was denied for the mothier. At the time the hearing was
requested by GAL, there were two Rule to Show Cause hearings pending; mother filed
in June and Father filed in August.

During final hearings, father suffered a stress related heart attack. He survived the first
surgery, but later died from complications. This complaint is being submitted by Cynthia
Glenn, stepmother, widow and witness to the events.

My observation of Tarita Dunbar's performance of her duties revealed many violations of
Rules, SC Code of Laws and Court Crders through her actions and the conduct she
permitted by attomeys under her jurisdiction. She has shown an unwillingness to treat
persons in her coUrtroom with civility, faimess, and respect.

it is my beliave that Judge Tarita Dunbar violated Professional Rules of Conduct and
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Code of Judicial Conduct by failing to maintain ORDER AND DECORUM,
ABANDONMENT OF RULES AND LAWS and being susceptible to COERCION and is
not fit for service and should be disqualified as a judicial candidate.

CLAIM ONE: ORDER AND DECORUM:
Tarita Dunbar's courtroom showed a complete disregard for decorum. The proceeding
unfolded with chaos and without order which robbed the family of due process and a fair
hearing. Dunbar appeared to be a pawn in her own courtroom, used as a mockery of
the system,

Judge Dunbar was unable to control the environment and thereby allowed hearings to
proceed outside of rules with obvious bias and misconduct from attorneys. She aliowed
misconduct of lawyers and the Rule of Professional Conduct to be repeatedly broken,
Despite her admitted recognition of legitimate arguments made by the defendant and
lack of evidence established by the plaintiff, she appeared to cower lo the harassment
and persuasion of the attorneys in her courtroom.

in & fifteen minute hearing, Dunbar allowed attorneys to interrupt her and each other on
more than 10 Separate occasions. She conducted a hearing that was unruly and
chactic. The most significant incident occurred with Kimberly Dunbar insisted on
testifying over the objection of Defendant's counsel. Dunbar did not rule on any
objections and Dunbar insisted: “MS. DUNHAM: Your Honor, let me finish before |
was so—{rudely] interrupted;...” (tr. pg. 23 L.22)

Transcript pg. 18 L. 19 :

Transcript pg. 15 L. 6

Transcript pg. 20 L. 21

Transoript pg. 21 L. 10-12

Transcript pg. 22 L. 24

Transcript pg. 23 L. 10-11, 22, 25

Transcript pg. 24 1.7,13

Transcriptpg. 25 L. 4,6

Judge Dunbar appeared to have prepared for court and was famifiar with the case, she
argued with the GAL over some obvious inconsistencies but did not insist that Rules be
followed. The lack of enforcement only sscalated the mood of the courtroom and
eventually it erupted info chaos. (Tr. pg. 6 L. 9-13, pg 7 L. 8-10)

At one point, Judge Dunbar pointed out an obvious lack of Candor toward the Tribunal
when neither the Plaintiff nor the guardian could decide where the child had rasided for
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13 years and who had been the primary caregiver. She acknowledged the mother was
coercing the child with home school, Yet, even after noting the lack of candor, she
allowead the case to continue with the charade.

Transcript pg.14-15

18 THE COURT: I'm Just concernad that could it be gossible, ard TR ask the ghardian o chime in,
19 that this ehild might have beon upset that the mother had moved and wmaybe this is part of
20 i, that be was upset that she wmowed 4nd thal—iTn Just & it cancomed, ma'sm, that the
1 only resson you camia back {s becauss of your husbend's father, that ho was skek and not
22 eomes back bhecsise of your ohifd.

23 MS. ABBOTT: i was irot—

24 THE COURT: Ant! maybe that chifd was Just upsed, ioso foolings-? don't fmow,

25 1 oot » peychalogist oF 8 psychiatrisi—

1 M5 ABBOTT: f understand.

2 THE COURT: —and the child could have besn missing you and maybo that

# upheaval cavsed some imbatance bacause the child had sort of an arrangement how yaly
4 worn dolag Shings and he was fine at that point. And theis whan yoit soved this i3 when

& the prablems came, and af #is age-i don't Know, Fay Just saying.

{Exhibits: Vransceipt Aug 18, 2008 pp. 15 L.25-py. 18 L4, Exhibit 10:

Marsh Transeript Nov. 15, 2016 pg.

44 1.21-29

Transedpt pg. 17 L. 8 We of

11 coirso are vory concarned with the Fact that P hos eluded o the fact that he dasan't
#1 want i go to sohool and that mont Is going o ailow him to attond onfine school or be

12 home schooked.

(Exhibit 5: Transcript Aug 18, 2018 pg. 17 L. 9-12, Exhibit 2: Second Temp
Qrder by Dunbar 3.(d}}

CLAIM TWO: ABANDONMENT OF RULES AND LAWS

In addition to being unable to maintain order and Decorum, Dunham's court operated
outside of the SC Code of Laws, SC Supreme Court orders and Rules. The attomeys
were allowed to ‘ad-hock’ their evidence and submissions without following standard
rules of svidence and due process, it was the lack of rules that created & courtroom
without decorum as al} parties fought for their own aganda without the oversight of a
competent judge.

A. Rules For Temporary Hearings
Judge Dunbar’s primary mistake was that she allowed a ‘Second Temporary Hearing’
request by the GAL. It was this etror that escalated into chaos.
1) A ‘Second’ Temporary Hearing does not foliow South Carolina Supreme Court
orders or SC Code of Laws. '

! Byrsuart to Anticle V, Baction 4 of the Sauth Carolina Canstitution,

Tarta Dunbar. Abbott v. Guion 4



a. This hearing was scheduled 168 days after the ﬁhng of the ongmat motion
Violation SG Supreme Cﬁuﬁ Orders, “in ent ia z WG

b, GAL repart and munselor mates were not submitted until the moming of
the hearing as well as text messages from a rule fo show cause submitted
during the hearing and the ENTIRE CASE file for Kimberly Dunham’s
client reviewed AFTER the hearing. These actions violate Rules of
Service and admissible evidence,

2} A 'Second Temporary Hearing’ had already been justifiably denled when
requested by the Plaintiff less than one month before it was requested by the
GAL. (ex. 12

3) The GAL showed no just cause for the need of the hearing. The Final hearings
were not scheduled for 7 months (at the end of the school year) and the actual
Final Hearing did not occur for more than 12 months. (Tr. pg. 5 L. 3)

4) There were two open Rules to Show Cause hearings when the GAL filed his
Moation. The Contempt should have been addressed and resolved BEFORE the
hearing would have been appropriate. {Ex. 11, 12)

5) The GAL had barely begun his investigation. He had not yet addressed major
issues in the complaint or counterclaim that;

&. Drug use of Plaintiff and Stepfather (Tr. pg. 21 L5-9, 18, EXHIBIT 6: GAL
report pg. 7, Exhibit 7: Affidavit of Guion, Exhibit 8: GAL drug email.
Exhibit 9: Medlin/attorney email. Exhibit 10: Marsh Transcript Nov. 18,
2016 pg. 40)

b. Arrest records of Plaintiff including DUI and selling alcoho! to a minor {tr.
pg-21L. 6, 18,Ex 6,7, 8. 16)

¢. The GAL also seemed to have an inability to ascertain where the child had
lived for the past 13 years. The GAL took advantage of Dunbar's
unwillingness to follow rules and showed lack of candor to the tribunal by
stating that the mother “reluctantly agreed for the child {o reside with the
Defendant/Father” when she left town as if the child had been living with
her prior to the move. The GAL does admit that the mother didn't even
move 1o the child's town until he was in 1st grade.

IT I3 ORDERED that the feilowing procedures shall apply to ali Temporary Hearings scheduted after the date of this Order

1. Hearings an Motinns for Temporary Fielisf shall be set as quickly as possible, bt in no svent later than four weeks of the filing of
the malion...ds aedar for bith 515 to have adaquate fime ta prapava for the temparary haanng, sarviee of the Motion for Tamparary

Relisl should be completed as expeditiously o5 possible...6. All routine Termporary Heanngs shall bo allotied fitean minutes ang
gach party shali ba limited to oight peges of afiidavits,...
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{GAL report pg. 2 par. 8)
d. The mother and stepfather’s instability with employment and residence.
{tr. pg 21 L.5}

8) Temporary hearings are set for 15 minutes. These hearings set the groundwork
for all parties to prepare and return for a final hearing with testimony, witnesses
and hearings. Defendants are not able to prepare a proper defense fora I5
temporary hearing because they are not allowed to have wilnesses, discovery
and substantial evidence. Additionally 15 minutes is an insufficlent alistment of
time o determine the fate or placement of a child. By allowing the ‘Second’
Temporary Hearing to proceeded, Dunbar undermined the integrity of the

serves only 10 violate the Defendant's Due Pracess Rights and gives an unfair
advantage to one party, {Exhibit 1: Original Complaint Cover Letter, Exhibit 2:
Second Temp Order by Dunbar, Exhibit 3: SC Supreme Court Order Code of
Laws, GAL Repott, Rule 21)

Not Only should the hearing have bsen dismissed per rules; but Dunbar allowed a torid
of other unethical conduct at the hearing.

B. Guardian ad Litem Laws and Orders (Ex. 14, 15, 3)

1) South Carolina Code of Laws do not recognize a private guardian ad
litems authority to request a hearing as a party, especially when the
hearing has already been denied after the request of a true party of
interest. Dunbar allowed the GAL to usurp the authority of a different
judge who had already denied the request.

2) SC Code of Laws states that the GAL must submit his report 20 days prior
to final hearings. There is no authority for a 'Second’ Temporary Hearing;
therafore the rules for Temporary Hesrings and rules of evidence should
be upheld.? (S8C Code SECTION 63-3-830) The “Second” hearing is an
unethical tactic used by the GAL and approved by Judge Dubar.

3} Once inside the courfroom, the GAL had and additional ‘sticky note'
report. The GAL reported that the child reported having been grabbed
and carried by the throat, yet the GAL didn't bother 1o atiempt to gain ANY

2 SCRFC RULE 21 TEMPORARY RELIEF (a} Motion far Temporary Retlef. A written rollan for tamporary esllef, and notice of the
heating thereul, shialk be served not later than five days before the tme specifiad for the hearing, urless a different perod is fined by
wrdar of tha court. In-2n emgrgency situation, auch order may be made on ex pans sppication, ) Evideite st Hedring. Evidance
ecaived by the cowrt 51 temporary heatings shall be confined to pleadings, affidavite, and financial declarations unlass good cause
ig shown i0 the court why additional evidence o bestimoty may be necessary.
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verification of the event. He did not question either parent or interview
grandparents and family members who were present. (trs. Pg. 4 L.15,19;
pg.11 L.18-24)

4) The GAL took advantage of Dunbar's unwillingness to follow rules and
showed lack of candor to the tribunal by stating that the mother
“reluctantly agreed for the child to reside with the Defendant/Father” when
she left town as If the child had been living with her prior to the move. The
GAL does admit that the mother didn't even move to the child’s town untit
he was in 1st grade (GAL report pg. 2 par, 8),

5) GAL report and counselor notes were not submitted until the moming of
the hearing as well as text messages from a rule to show cause submiftad
during the hearing (ir. pg. 24 L. 13-14) and the ENTIRE CASE file for
Kimberly Dunham's client reviewed AFTER the hearing. These actions
violate Rules of Service and admissible evidence. {Exhibit 1: Original
Comgplaint Cover Letter, Exhibit 2: Second Temp Ordar by Dunbar, Exhibit
3: 8C Supreme Court Order Code of Laws, GAL Report, Rule 21)

€. Rules of Evidence

1. LAWYER AS WITNESS?, In addition fo conducting an unsanctioned hearing,
Dunbar again violated Rules when she allowed a lawyer witness into the
courtroom. Kimberly Dunham was atiowed to speak freely in the courtroom with
hearsay affidavits regarding her client in a differant case. Under no
circumstances should unproven aliegations have been allowed to bias the
hearing; testimony from opposing counsel is a clear conflict of interest and
prejudices the case (Transcript pg. 4 L.3-7)

The Judge in the case involving Ms. Dunham’s client had the fortitude to recuse
herself from serving on both cases; yet Dunbar aliowed the attarney to testify and
consuited the case file. This is gross negligence and prejudice to the case
(Recusat Exhibit 4)

¥ RULE 2.7: LAWYER AS WITNESS (2} A lawyer shiall ot act as advocats 51 a trial in which the lawyes is [kely 1o bs a necessary
witnesa uniess: 1) the testimony relates to an unconlestes isue; {2 e lestimony seletas Lo the nalure ana valus of legal sariess
fendarad in the case; or {3} disgualification of e lawyer would werk subatantias hardship on the diien,

(B} A lawyer may act as atvocsts in 2 tal i which anotive: lawyer i the lewyer's fimi Is likely %0 be caliad a6 3 witness uniess
preciutied fom deing 80 by Rule 1.7 or Rule 1.9. Comimant {1] Combining the roles of advocate and winess can prejudics the
tribuinal andt the apposing party Bnd can alsa lmvolve & conflict of intenest betwaen the tawyer and cisnt,
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Brian Johnson even testifies on behalf of the counselor as to what he thinks she
meant by her notes, Tr. pg. 18: L. 11-18, Ex. 13)

Dunbar went as far as to write down the case # of Dunham's client and
agreed to review it prior to ruling. (Tr. pg 22 L. 8-7) And insisted the judge to
look at unproven allegation in a different case (tr. pg. 23 L. 25)
TRANSCRIPT pg.22-23

24 "NIS. DUNHAM: Your Honor, if ! con sey someihing. in reviewing the record if

28 you cotld M0 look Bt iy case, which is Marsh versus Gulon-—and this case Riasbor

Fg. 23

T it not be the actusl cese aumber—cusiody-my cifent amd Ms. Gulon had Joint custody

2 on 8 wotaiing schiedule, 2,2,3 schodula. Al a tomporsty hearing, Judpe Conits-d balfeve

3 it was. Judge Canfts-transfarrod custody to my clfent. 1 thiak it's imperating thet you

4 roviaw fhase notes because ! know the. Court's, lonking af wiether these partios can co

§ parent.

5 THE COURT: Yagh,

T MS, DUNHAM: «1145-2015, whether you carn co-parenil; these partes van o0

§ parent. Ard | tiiok there's a whol fot of fntormation in there about the fnabdlity--yet

§ can't co-perent with this gentiemsan. { mean 'y fost Hot-w

10 M§, MEDLIN: Your Hutior, I'm gonia hive to—Ms. Dunham ks not an atiorooy

11 of recond Iir this zase. So | hink to get foo tueh into that case Is really fust too rruch,

PG, 24 L. 11 "THE COURT: Thank y'all; like | £aid, I'm goting go over this inday and I'f have & daclsion

bafore 5:00 bevaurss §irow that's imporiant, ™
(Fult Discussion Trans pg. 22 1. 24 - pg. 24 L. 12) (Exhibit 4: Recusal Order of
judge from second case. Exhibit 5: Transcﬁpt_ Aug 18,2015 ps. 22, 23,24)

2. Submission of 'Counselor notes' in part and out of context without an affidavit or
any witness or opportunity for cross examination. Iranically these are the same
notes where the child divulges that he has been physically abused by the client
of Ms. Dunham. (Ex. 13, Tr. pg. 17 L.17-25, pg. 24 L. 9-10)

3. Allowed items from a Contempt hearing that had not yet been scheduled to
enterad into evidence without oppartunity for rebuttsl.

4. Allowed the Preliminary GAL Report to be submitted without proper notice and
not in affidavit form.

5. Allowed a ‘sticky note’ amendment to the report once inside the courtroom. An
amendment that the GAL admitted to having not verified (Trans. Pg.4 L.15,19;
pa. 11 L.18-25)

Dunbar's errors and lack of integrity resuited in loss of substantial rights to the parties.
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D. Falrness and Candor
Tarita Dunbar’s unwillingnass to enforce rules in the courtroom denied parties a
proper defense and falled o preserve, protect and defend the Constitution of this State
and of the United States. Her inability to maintain decorum was further compromised
when she did not enforce Rules of Professional Conduct and Fairness to Opposing
Counsel. The ‘Second’ Temporary Hearing was essentially an ambush without proper
notice. No tools are afforded for an opposing party to rebut testimony and evidence that
is submitted outside of the rules, especially within the 15 minute allotment.
1. Anger is mentioned 11 times in the transcript and Plaintif's attomey, Brian
Johnson even testifies on behalf of the counselor as to what he thinks she meant

by her notes, Tr. pg. 15;
MR. JOHNSON:
11 fidgun, e took the child to the therepist. Thae chile) sctisally fold
the thevapdst where kis anger came from. His anger came fram the lack of his tathor
12 spanding time, the fack of-—the deinking, e anger. And this tierapist octually mantioned
14 ihat the child and the fathoer have 8 lot of anger iowards sach otfver: Afghe
15 THE COURT; What's the enger that they have? What Iz that?
15 MR. JOHNSON: The anger sowards spch other?
17 THE COURT: Yash,
18 MR. JOHNSON: i think It primarily comos From the fact that tha father tends fo
18 choosa o spend more time with Ms. Gienn than him,

However, her notes are clear. She has diagnossd the child with “Detachment”
because “(Melissa) [Dunham's client]...started PHYSICALLY ABUSING him the
past couple of years... he doesn't feel anymore...” (Ex. 13, Trans pg. 15 L.12-14,
25; pg. 12 L. 19, 21-22; pg. 16 L.4)

2. GAL Report neglects to mantion any of the contempt accusations from either
parent, some of which resuited in police involvement and direct and wilifu
violations of the current temporary orders. (Ex 2)

3. The primary place of residence was debated by GAL no regard to legal
residency, school records and affidavits. They both resolved to rely upon the
child's concept of who he had decided was his primary parent; disregarding the
parent that he actually lived with and the one who made and applied ALL of the

ruias for his life, trs. Pg. 9
& Howevor, Fwould point cuf on page 8 of tha guardian’s report that the child
2 aciuelly (ol Me. Howard that he kad primacdly fived with my cliant undl she bed t
10 rejocate io Myrife Beach.

These actions were a clear attempt to mislead The Courl. Even after Dunbar
discovered their ploy, she allowed them to continue. (pg.12 L. 10,11, 1418, 18,
21, 22}

Dunbar allowed her courtroom to operate in lawlesshess and chaos. Her actions were
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prejudicial to the administration of justice; and were RECKLESS ENDANGERMENT
towards those she has been swom to serve.

CLAIM THREE: SUSCEPTIBLE TO COERCION

Although Judge Dunbar agreed with and even defended the arguments pertaining to
maintaining child placement; she allowed the attoreys to coerced her into breaking
rules, entertaining hersey and violating the rules of evidence by agreeing to using
unproven allegations from another court case in the pending proceedings.

Judge Dunbar allowed a temporary hearing to be set in her courtfroom with a special
order from a different judge. State law does not give GAL's authority to set hearings as
a party neither are they allowed to break 5C Supreme Court Crders for temporary
hearings. Yet Dunbar was unwilling to defend the law or adhere to the rules.

Not Only did Dunbar entertain the attorney as witness statements, she aliowed the
attomeys to virtually overtake the courtroom, she did not ruls on objections and allowed
inadmissible evidence. The above actions show that she has participated in and allowed
an assortment of misconduct:

1. Impartiality towards a party at the coercion of court actors *

2. Violations of Public Trust®

3. Acted without Integrity cowering to fear and favord

4, Not performed her Duties Impartialiy and Diligently ?

8. Acted with incompetence

8. Violated valid SC Suprems Court Orders®

* RULE 4.5: IMPARTIALITY AND DECORUM OF THE TRIBUNAL A fawysr shall rict: {a) seek to influence & judge, juror, member
of the jury venire oF other uificfat by means prohibited by 2w (d) ergage in conduct inlgnded to Serpt a binuns .

5 RULE 501 CODE OF JUDIGIAL CONDUCT PREAMBLE

Qur logal systom ls based on tha principle that an independent, fair and compatent judiclary will interprat and apply the
Lywes. thiat govern Mg, The role of the judiclary s cantral to Americen concepls of justice and the rule of law, Intringic to sl
sactions of this Gode ure the precapts thet judges. Individuslly end collectively, ramst respact and honor the fudiclal ofiey
% 4 public triat and atrive 1 enhante and maintain confidenc in our legas system. The judge Is 3n arblier of facts and
law for the resolution of disputes and a highly visible symbol of gtverriment under the nile of law.

& CANON 1 A JUDGE SHALL UPHOLD THE INTEGRITY AND INDEPENTIENCE OF THE JUBDICIARY

A, An indopendent and honorable judiclary is Indispensabie fo justice In our soulaty. & udge shiauld participate in
establishing, maintaining and endorcing high standards of conduet, and shall personally abserve those standasds so that
the Intagrity and independence of the Juticiary wiil ba pravorved. The provisisns of this Gate ar 16 b tonstrues and’
applied ta further that objective.

TCANON 3 A JUDGE SHALL PERFORM THE DUTIES OF JUDICIAL OFFICE IMPARTIALLY AND DILIGERYLY

8. Adjudicative Reaponsibifities. {(2) A Judge shall be fuithfol to the law® and maintain professionsl competencs In it A
judge shall not be swayed by partisan interests, public clamor or fear of criticinim. (3} A judga shall recquire® ordder and
dacorym In procesdings before the judge. (4] A judge shall be patient, dignifled and courteous to Hiigants, Jurers;
witnesses, lawyars 2nd ofhers with whom the judge desls In an official capacity, and shall requirs * aimiar condust of
lawyers, end of atafl, court offichis and others sublect ty the judyge’s dirsction and contrel,

¥ RULE 7. GROUNDS FOR DISCIPLINE; SANCTIONS IMPOSED: DEFERRED DISCIPLINE AGREEMENT
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7. Abandoned the Jutige's Oath of Office®

Judge Tarita Dunbar had the duty to hear all proceedings fairly and with patience. She
was inconsistent with that duty, to say the least. The hearing became more of a circus
and Tarith Dunbar was unable to maintain conirol.

Tarita Dunbar does not have the moral turpitude to fulfill her duties as a judge. She
allows others to break Rules and violate laws for their own benefit without holding them
accountable or upholding her oath of judicial intagrity.

THEREFORE: | respectfully ask of the esteemed South Carolina Judicial Merit
Selection Committee that they find Tarita A. Dunbar, UNQUALIFIED for continued
service and deny her application as a judicial candidate.

| certify that these statements are true to the best of my understanding. The information
I have provided herein is publically available at part of the records for Abbott v. Guion in
Greenville County Family Court. Portions of Marsh v. Guion/Glenn have been sealed
from everyone except parties, of which | am a Defendant. 1 have removed the
confidential info of minor children. Exhibit 6-b is attached separately and marked as
confidential because there were too many possible redactions to be effective; this
exhibit should not be shared cutside of the JMSC.

| havs no protection by the attorney-client privilege in the Dunbar case and | understand
that the Commigsion may question parties conceming the facts and issues of the case.

{4) Grounds R Dlecipline. it shafl be a ground for discipline for a judge to: (4} vinlate of attampt o violats the Code of Judicial
Conduct or the Rules of Professional Conduct or any other agiplicable otics sodes; [2) wiltiully violate @ vaRd arder of the
Suprame Court, Commiagien or panels of the Commission in a prosseding unider these rmles, willfully fall t appesr parsanally es
diractad, witifuly fall to comply with a sulpoesa issued under these wies. or knowingly fai 1o respond to a lawful demand from o
diaedplinary euthorily to include @ requast for a fesponse of appearanca under Rule AR Th 2] o (o4, .. {8) viclate the Judge's
Cath af Office containgd In Rule 502.1, SCACH,

S Rule 502, Judges's Ot Al members of the Unified Judicial System in Ihis siate shall take the following cath of ofice:
1 do stlesmnly swear (o affi) that: § am duly qualified, acsarding to the Constitation of this State, to exercise the duties of the office
0 whilch | have Sean appointed, and that § will, 1o tha beal of my ability, discharge thase duties and will presetve, protect and defend
the Constitton of this State and of ihe Lirket States; | pledge to uphatd the integrlty and independence of the judiclary; | plsdge, in
the discherge of my duties, to reat alf persons who enter the couriraans with civility, faimess, and raspect: | pledps o isten
courtacusly, sit impartially, st promplly, and rule afler careful and considerate defiberation; | pladge to seek fustice, and justice
gon; [So help me God]
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SERIREA T

Notary Public of South Carolina
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My commission expires: 7 y5- 2007
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