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May 27, 2022
The South Carolina Supreme Court

Re: In the Matter Of The Estate Of Thomas Gaddy MOORBCEWWj

The Appellant Michael Dennis Moore
vs.
The Respondent Thomas Paul Moore, et al. JUN 03 2022

Lower Court Case No.: 2016-CP-21-03062 S
Appellate Case No: 2018-001144 C Court of Appeals

The reason that I, Michael Dennis Moore, am writing this letter on 5-27-
22 to the South Carolina Supreme Court is because 1 am the personal
representative of my father, Thomas Gaddy Moore’s, estate. When my father was
living, I was also the Power of Attorney over him and all of his assets. My father
obviously had a lot of faith in his son Dennis Moore. I am writing the South
Carolina Supreme Court because I believe the South Carolina Court of Appeals
has erred incorrectly in so many ways with my father’s estate case.

I, Dennis Moore, as the personal representative of my father Thomas
Gaddy Moore’s estate case disagree with the South Carolina Court of Appeals
decision and I know for a fact they have made error in this case. Now I am filing
an appeal with the South Carolina Supreme Court on their decision. I had asked
the Court of Appeals for an investigation into this case but I was denied. I then
asked the Court of Appeals for a hearing in this case and once again I was denied.
One of my brothers also asked the Court of Appeals for a hearing and he was also
denied. Now what I do not understand about the Court of Appeals is that my
attorney, David Durant Jr., wrote a letter to the Court of Appeals asking them to
be released because he said I was making false accusations against him and his
law firm and he was granted his request. Now I would like to know from the
Supreme Court how that works? How will they grant an dttorney’s request but
deny a personal representative all of his requests? The appeals attorney David
Durant Jr. flat out lied to the Court of Appeals about false accusations and how
do I know that? Because I wrote the Court of Appeals telling them to send me a
copy of the false accusations that David Durant said I made and I never received

a copy.
For the reasons that are listed below in this letter, the Court of Appeals has

crr.

Statement of Issues:

1. Did the South Carolina Court of Appeals err in their ruling that a separate
envelope containing a document with instructions devising a piece of the
testator’s estate should be integrated into the testator’s separate Will when the
separate document was not connected to the testator’s Will, was not

COPY



referenced in the said Will and was not properly executed according to the
laws of the State of South Carolina? This document concerning the church
property was never signed by my father Thomas Gaddy Moore. There is no
date on it, no signatures on it, no one witnessed it, and nowhere in the Will
does it say that the property goes to Thomas Paul Moore. That is why I,
Dennis Moore, as the personal representative disagree with the Court of
Appeals to give this to only one person and not the others because they have
no evidence at all to prove that my father said to give the church property to
Thomas Paul Moore. How can the courts take my father’s property from the
rest of the siblings and just give it to one with no evidence that it shouldn’t be
divided equally? There is no proof from the deceased and this is not in the
Will.

. Did the Court of Appeals err again when they said in their letter to the
personal representative that the Court of Appeals is going to uphold the lower
courts decision? I can not believe that any courts would up hold any one
wrong doing. The Court of Appeals knows this case was unfair and unjust
according to the ethical rules that attorneys and judges have to go by. There
were so many rules of law that were broken in The State of South Carolina.
You mean to tell me that Dennis Moore, the personal representative of my
father’s estate, that it is legal for a Probate Judge, Mr. Scott, and the opposing
attorney, Mr. Cal Pierce Campbell, to rule on my father’s estate when both of
these gentlemen were from the same law firm and they both at one time were
shareholders in the same law firm. That is legal for him to rule on my father’s
case? Please help me understand this. The Court of Appeals knows this case
was a conflict of interest and misconduct on both of these gentlemen’s part. I
could never get a fair trial under those terms. Also knowing in the lower
court decision in their ruling that the Appellant Dennis Moore did not have a
chance in hell to win this case not when both of them are from the same law
firm. You know for a fact this Probate Judge was not going to rule against his
partner not when they both were from the same law firm and both were
shareholders. Also, knowing in the lower court decision in their ruling that
the Appellant Dennis Moore was account for loans to Moore’s Cars, LLC.
Based on the facts in this case that evidence was allowed to be submitted in
support of this judgement was ultimately brought to the attention of the
parties minutes before the hearing began which in turn prejudiced the
Appellant making him unable to prove a proper defense or counter to the
improperly submitted evidence. They brought checks into the probate court
room on the final day of the ruling. If you would, please look at the checks
exhibits that the lower court is charging he Appellant Dennis Moore for.
They said that I Dennis Moore got this money when my name is no where to
be found of any of the checks they are accusing me of. My name is not on the
front of the checks, the back of the checks, and they do not have deposit slips
where I ever received this money and put it in my business or my personal



account. You know why? Because it never happened! I would like for the
South Carolina Supreme Court to take a close look at the checks and the
exhibits that were presented in the lower courts and you will see that
someone made a copy of the front of the checks but did not make a copy of
the back of the checks. You know why they did not make copies of the back?
Because my name, Dennis Moore, is not on any of those checks that they are
charging me for in the lower courts. Every exhibit check was made to
Thomas G. Moore and deposited in Thomas G. Moore’s account and not in
Dennis Moore’s account. There were 2 separate accounts for Moore’s Cars.
My father banked with First Bank and Dennis Moore has never been in First
Bank. You can look on the signature card at First Bank and you won’t find my
name, Dennis Moore, on the account of none of the checks they are charging
me for. Yet with all of that said, the Court of Appeals is going to uphold the
decision of the lower courts. There is nothing in my father’s Will that says his
son Dennis Moore owes the estate one dime. The lower courts do not have
any evidence or proof from my father that I owe the estate anything. This
whole case was nothing but a scam and fraud between the Probate Judge Mr.
Scott and his partner the opposing attorney Mr. Cal Pierce Campbell. This
probate judge did not even go by my father’s Will. He took that himself and
threw it out the window basically. The just judged the Will for himself to suit
his partner’s client. If you notice, everything that his partner Mr. Campbell
asked for, the probate judge gave it to him and did not rule one thing in my
favor. Now you tell me that is not biased. Another thing I don’t understand is,
if I were guilty of all the lower courts are charging me for, do you really
believe that Mr. Campbell the opposing attorney would drop all charges
against me? Well, that is what he told my attorney at the time, David Smith.
Mr. Campbell called David Smith and told him to call Dennis Moore and tell
him that all charges would be dropped if 1 would be willing to take my
money in the estate and give it to his client, Thomas Paul Moore. That tells me
right there and it should tell the courts also that Mr. Campbell himself didn’t
even believe the way the Probate Judge ruled. Also, that sounds like Mr.
Campbell is also trying to bribe Dennis Moore with money. He was telling me
if I would give his client my money in the estate that he would drop all the
charges against me. I told my attorney, David Smith, to call him back and tell
him no thank you because I was not going to give my money to anyone when
my father wanted me to have it and knowing also I had done nothing wrong.
. Not only was this case a conflict of interest and misconduct by the probate
judge and his partner the opposing attorney Cal Pierce Campbell, but I also
got scammed 2 times by my own appeals attorney, David Durant Jr. and his
father David Durant Sr., in Surfside Beach, SC. My wife and I went to the
beach to David Durant’s law firm in January of 2017 to sit down and talk to
both of the attorneys and gave them the order that the Probate Judge Mr.
Scott had put on me for $699,388.00. When David Durant Sr. got finished



reading the Probate Court order, he looked at me and my wife, Crystal
Moore, and said “Dennis, you do you were ambushed by the good ole’ boys,
don’t you?” He also stated “that judge needs to retire anyway.” Well, then
David Durant Jr. and his father must be a part of the good ole’ boys and the
reason I say that is because David Durant Jr. nor David Durant Sr. ever told
me on the very first day we were in their law firm in 2017 that his other
son/Jr’s brother was working with and practicing law for the same law firm
that was suing me for $699,388.00. That was never mentioned to me or my
wife on that day. Now, David Durant Sr. did call me and tell me his son was
working and practicing law with the same law firm that was suing me AFTER
we had already gone to Circuit Court which was months later. At that time,
David Durant Sr. called and said he meant to tell me but he forgot. When he
called, he said now we have someone on the inside of Turner Padgett to give
us the scoop, like that was supposed to make me feel better. You know both of
them did not forget to tell me that their son/brother was working and
practicing law with the same law firm that was suing me. No, they both knew
it but they were not going to tell me that on the very first day in 2017
because they knew I would have never hired their law firm on those terms.
No, they waited until after the fact and after they took my money and then
they called me months later to cover their tracks. I told them also about the
Probate Judge and the opposing attorney and you know not one time did they
ever mention this to the judge or the courts, they kept that a secret also.
When I asked them about why they didn’t mention this to the courts and the
judges about what happened, David Durant Jr. said I told you I was not going
to mention anything about the Probate Judge or his partner the opposing
attorney, but yet his own father said I was ambushed by the good ole’ boys yet
David Durant Jr. did not want to mention their names. Here is the bottom
line: if they would have told us in January of 2017 that their own brother
was working and practicing law with the same law firm that was suing me, I
would not have hired them. They did not say anything about it upfront. Had
they done so, my wife and I would have left his law firm and not hired him.
There is no way I would have given him our money to represent me in this
case on those terms. Instead, they took my money to give me a call months
later to give me the bad news.

. Based on the facts and evidence, David Durant Jr. never submitted anything
to clear this matter up in Circuit Court. The reason I said that is because the
Circuit Court Judge, Thomas Russo, said in his order that the reason that I lost
the case is because my attorney, David Durant Jr., never brought in any new
evidence. I know for a fact that David Durant Jr. never argued the $450,000
checks to the judges because if he would have done so, he could have shown
him the back of the exhibit checks and this judge would have thrown this
case out, but he decided not to say a word about it. He decided to let them go
ahead and charge his client for the money his client never received and
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should not be responsible for. Then, David Durant Jr. writes the Court of
Appeals and told them that 1 was making false accusations against him and
his law firm when all I was doing was asking him why he didn’t tell me about
his brother before he took my money and also why he didn’t tell the judges
and courts about the Probate Judge and the opposing attorney. However, was
it because he knew his own brother worked with and practiced law for them
also? Is that the reason? I could have submitted more evidence and facts in
this case than was submitted by my attorney, David Durant Jr. My attorney
basically just took $30,000 of my money for nothing because all he did was
try his best to hide the facts and evidence of this case. That is not a false
accusation, it is accurate in that everything I asked him to do was not done.
Then he wrote the Court of Appeals and flat out lied on his client when he
said I was making false accusations when all I was doing was asking him to
do his job because I paid his law firm $30,000 for that purpose and he was
not defending me. Then, the Court of Appeals granted his request. Now since
he got by with the Court of Appeals and left his client with $30,000 of our
money. David Durant Jr. wrote Dennis Moore a letter and anyone is welcome
to read it. David Durant told me in 2022 in his letter he said if you go and get
a third party in this case, | and my law firm would be forced to sue you. Now
that sounds like a threat to me. He’s saying if I go get a malpractice attorney,
which would be a third party, that he would take action against me. Now if
David Durant did nothing wrong or he was not trying to hide something and
everything in this case was legal and he did his very best to win this case for
his client then it looks like to me that David would welcome a third party and
not try to threaten his client. I don’t like how an attorney can treat me in such
a way and take $30,000 of my money and left me out in the cold and didn’t
care what happened to his client. He had this case for 5 years and he never
said one word about false accusations until he knew he might be in trouble
for the actions he and his law firm took. The Court of Appeals let him off the
case for what he had done in the above letter. That is wrong of them to do
that. Also, as far as the crooked Probate Judge and his crooked partner the
opposing attorney trying to take everything I have ever worked for. I don’t
care what anyone says, they are dirty and dishonest because they know I did
not get that money. If they had won that case fair and honest, Cal Pierce
Campbell would have never made that offer in 2016.

The Probate Attorney Porter Stewart knew all about this scam and fraud
going on and he went right along with them and never not one time did he
himself ever tell Dennis Moore the Probate Judge and the Opposing Attorney
were from the same law firm. Now, tell me how dirty that is. Another
attorney that I am paying for nothing but to scam me out of my money. I just
asked Mr. Porter Stewart last week on May 18, 2022, did he know the
Probate Judge and the opposing attorney were from the same law firm and he
said yes. [ asked him why he didn’t pull me aside to tell me that the first day



we were in court because if he would have told me that I would have never
let them rule on my father’s estate case knowing that both of them were from
the same law firm. Then Mr. Porter Stewart said we need to hire another
attorney to help us out with this case and he did. Mr. Porter Stewart got the
attorney David Smith to help him with the case and come to find out later on
David Smith is not even a Probate Attorney. He also knew himself that he was
not supposed to take this case because he didn’t know anything about Probate
court, yet that was the attorney I was paying for. David Smith also knew
about the probate judge and his partner the opposing attorney and did not
say one word about it but yet he also took my money right along with all the
other crooked attorneys that I have dealt with in this case. All of these
attorneys knew what was going on because they were all from Florence, SC.
Mr. Porter Stewart knew it because he was the lead attorney in this case, Mr.
David Smith also knew it, and David Durant Jr. knew it too because his
brother worked with and practiced law with the ones that were suing me.
called David Smith in May of 2022 and asked him questions about this case.
He told his secretary to tell Dennis Moore that he could not talk to me
because it would cause a conflict of interest. Now he was telling me he can’t
speak to me because of a conflict of interest but yet he knew that there was a
conflict of interest earlier on in the estate case and did not tell his client about
it. For him to take a case that he didn’t know anything about because he is not
a Probate attorney and he did not tell me that upfront either is not right. I
have called him on three different occasions trying to talk to him about this
case and he will not speak to me or give me an appointment.

. 1 have never seen so many crooked and dishonest attorneys and a crooked
probate judge that is not even there any more and practicing law with
another law firm in my life. All you would have to do is read his order. He did
not rule on one thing in my favor. Everything went to his partner’s client and
that was not good enough for him. He even cut down the personal
representative’s commission to $50 AND said I had to pay every one’s
attorneys fees also.

. 1 hope and pray the Supreme Court would truly take a look at all the facts
and evidence in this case and overturn the Court of Appeals decisions where
they have err in this estate. No one went by the rules and laws of the State of
South Carolina. I hope and pray that the Supreme Court would dismiss the
whole thing for all that happened in this estate case. I hope you will go back
to the evidence and even the Will itself. [ have never heard tell of a Probate
Judge not going by what a Will reads within it. Also, have you ever in your
career or being a Supreme Court judge ever heard tell making a personal
representative pay back money? More than the estate itself is even worth.
have never heard of that before and I really never heard tell of a personal
representative paying back anything to an estate. If that were the case, why
were the appointed by the person to be in charge of it in the first place? I



hope you will give the personal representative commission back to him that
the laws call for. I hope you will make someone pay all my attorneys fees. I
am also asking the Supreme Court to please let someone do an investigation
into this case to see what I'm trying to tell the courts now and what I have
been trying to say all along. Give me the same chance that the Court of
Appeals gave to David Durant Jr. I beg of you not to deny this case.

Thank you,
Dennis Moore
Personal Representative of Thomas G. Moore’s, My father’s, estate



the Columbia Court House. It was purchased for the purpose of
building a new church on it.

Thomas G. Moore has three plaques that were awarded to him
tfrom Horrell Hill Baptist Church for his support and donations and
tithing in building of the church, plus his twenty-five years of
attending and supporting the church. He has continued payiﬁghis
tithes up to the writing of his LAST WILL AND TESTATMNT ON
FEBRUARY 6, 1998. |

If this church in Horrell Hill, SC is ever RENTED OR SOLD,
Thomas:G. Moore bequeaths his half INTEREST OR OWNERSHTP to
80 to Thomas P. Moore. I have paid one half of the land and-church
building on this land. i

My oldest son, Thomas Paul Moore, is a licensed minister ad if he
decided to or was asked to run or help pastor the church, AFTER Lester
P. Moore has DECEASED, I (Thomas G. Moore) would bequeath my
one-half interest to go-to Themas P. Moore (My-oldest son). If he does
HOl want to pastor at the church, I would bequeath my.one-half
interest or ownership in the church and land to my son Thomas P.

Moore, if the church is ever reated of sold. :
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RESOLUTIONS

The Cerporstion named on this resolutian resolves that, o )

(11 The Financial Institution is designated as a dopository for the funds of tha Corporation and to provide other financinl accommaodations indicatad in
this rasolution.

{21 This rasolution shall coniinuo to havo atfect until express wiittan notice of its roscission or modilication has baen received and tecorded by tha
Financial Insiitution, Any and all prior rasolutions adepted by the Boord of Dirsctors of the Corperation and certifiod 1o tho Financial Institution as
governing the oporation ol this corporation's accountis), are in full force and affoct, until tho Financial Institution receives and Mmfmloduos an
express writlen notice of its rovocation, modification or repl 1. Any re ion,: modification or repl it of 8 resolution must ba
accompanied by decumantation, satistactory to the Finoncial Institution, satablishing the authority for the changes.

{31 The signature of an Agent an this resolulion Is conclusive evidenca of their authotity 1o act on behall of the Corporation. Any Ao&r}l- 50 lang as
they act in a representative capacity as on Agent of the Corporafion, is authorized (o makse any and all other contracts, agreaments, stipulations and
ordors which they may doom advisabla for the effectiva oxarcise of tho powors indicated on page one, from time to time with the Financial
Institution, subject ta any restrictions on this rosolution or othorwise agread to in writing,

{4} All ransactions, if any, with respact (o any doposits, withdrawals, rediscounts and borrowlings by or on bahalf of the Corporation wilh the Financial
Institution prior 1o tha adopiion of this resolution are hereby ratified, approved and confiemed,

(5) The Corporation agrees to 1he torms aikl conditions of any account agreament, properly opened by any Agent of thu Corpuration. Tho Corporation
authorizes the Financial Instilution, a1 any time, to charge tha Corporation for all checks, drafts, or other ordars, for the paymont of money, that are
diawn on the Financial Institution, so fong as thoy contain the raquired number of signaturas for this purpose.

{6) The Corparati knowledges and agrees thet tho Financial Institution may furnish at its discretion automated access dovices 10 Agents of the
Corporation to facilitate those powers authorized by this resolution or other rasolutions in alfect at the time of issuance. The ferm “automaled
access device® includes, but is nat limited 1o, cradit cards, automated tefler machines (ATM), and debit cards.

(7} The Corporation acknowloiliges nnd agrees that the Financial Institution may roly on alternative signature snd verification codas issued 1o or
obtained from the Agent namad on this resolution. The term *alternative signaiure and verilication codes” includes, but is not fimited 1o, facsimile
signatures on file with the Financial Institution, parsonal identification numbers {PIN), and digital signatures. If a facsimile signature specimen has
been provided on this rasolution, (o1 that are filed separataly by the Corporation with the Financial institution from time to time) the Financial
Institution is authorized to Wreat the facsimila signature as the signature of the Agent{s) regardioss of by whom or by what means the facsiinile

signature may have been aflixed so long as it resembles the facsimile signature speciman on fila. The Corporation authorizes aach Agent to have
tody of the Corporation’s privato key used 1o creato a digital signature and to raquast issusnce of a cortilicate listing the corresponding public

key. The Financial Institution shall have no rosponsibility or fiability for unsuthorized use of shornetive signature and verification codas unloss
otherwise agreed in wriling.

Pennsylvania. The dasignation of an Agent daes nol creste a power ol altoiney; therefora, Agsnts are not subject 1o the provisions of 20 Pa.C.S.A.
Section 5601 et seq. (Chapter 56: Decedents, Estates and Fiduciaries Code) unless the agency was 1 by a separste power of atlorney. Any

pravision that assigns Financial Institution rights to act on behalf of Bny persan or enlily is not subject to tha provisians of 20 Pa.C.5.A. Section 6601
o1 soq. [Chaplor 66; Dacedents, Estates and Fiduciaries Coda),

EFFECT ON PREVIOUS RESOLUTIONS This rasolution supersedes resolution doted 4!9_5{22 I§ - It not comploted, all rasolutions remain in effect,
CERTIFICATION OF AUTHORITY

| futther cerlify that the Board of Diractors of the Corporation has, and at tha tima of adeption of ihis resolution had, full power and lawful authatity 1o
adopl the resolutions on page 2 and io conlar the powars granted above to the persons named who have [ull power and lawlul authority 1o exorcise
the same. {Apply seal bolow whara approprieto.)

) 1t ehecked, the Corporation is a non-protit corparaiion, In Witness Whaeraof, ).have subscribed my name to this dacumant and alfixed the saal

{dnta).

Socrelary

FOR FINANCIAL INSTITUTION USE ONLY

Acknowledged and recaivod on __4/05/2013 {date) by F$

linitials) B This resolution iaeup ded by resolution dated 4/05/2013

Commenis:

Carparate Auvthardaston

VLIPT fankars SystamaTv * /{r—r g :g;! qmm
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CORPORATE AUTHORFZATI&N RESOLUTION

First Bank o OCRE'S CARS LLC
Florence Second Loop Branch 1827 TRADE ST

452 2nd Loop Road FLORENCE, SC 29501-6961
Florance, SC 29505 i

Relorrod 1o in this documant as “Financial Institution® Roforrad to in this document as “Corporation”

1, MOORE'S CARS LLC « certify that | am Sacratary (clork) of the above named corporation organized undortha laws of
1827 TRADE ST » Faderal Employor 1.D. Number 582676377 . engaged in business undar 1he trada name of
FLORENC,@_SC 29501 . and that the resclutions on this docurnent are a colrect copy of the resolutions
adoplad a1 a masting of the Board of Diractors of tha Corporation duly and proporly called and held on 5105{2003 (date),

These resclutions appear in the minutes of this maeting and have not boen 10scinded or modiliod.
AGENTS Any Agent listed Lslow, subject 1o ANy wrillan limitations, Is authorizad to exarcisa the pownu‘grm ted s indicatod bolow:

Facsimila Signatura

Naina and Title or Position
(it used)

A. THOMAS G. MOORE/SIGNER

8. X X
C. X X
o. i X X
E. X X
F. X ) X

POWERS GRANTED (Altach ona or more Agants 1o oach pawor by placing the latler corresponding to their name in the srea before tach power,

Following each power indicate the number of Agent signaturas raquired to exercise the power.)
Indicate numbaer of

Indicate A, B, C, Description of Powor
D, E, andior F B signatuies required
A (1) Exercise all of the powers listed in this resolution. 1
{2) Open any doposit or sharo account(s) in the name ol the Corporetion, —_—
(3) Endorse chacks and orclers for tha payment ol monoy or otharwise withdraw o¢ transfer funds on deposit N ———
with this Financial Insiitution.
(4} Borrow manay on Lohalf snd in the nama of the Corporation, sign, execute and deliver promissory noles e S S
or othor evid ol indebtod
—_—_ |8) Endorse, assign, transfar, mor 1guge or pladgo bills receivable, worchouse receipts, bills of lading, stocks, R
bonds, 1cal oslata or othar proparty now awned or herealter owned or acquiled by the Corporation as
socurity lor sums borawed, and 1o discount the same, unconditionally guaraniee paymaeni of ail ills
recaived. nogoliated or discounted and 1o waiva demand,’ presentment, protest, notice of protast and
notice of non-payiment.
{8) Enter into a written lousa lor the putpose ol ranting, maintaining, accesaing and terminaling a Safe e et e S
Daposit Box in 1his Financial Institution,
{71 Other

LIMITATIONS ON POWERS Tha following are the Corporation’s axpross limitations on the powars grantad under this resolution.
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FIRST BANK

Account Number:
Capture Date:

Item Number:
Posted Date:

Posted Item Number:
Serial Number:
Amount:

381625051209
April 09, 2013
99014009035890
April 09, 2013
9035890

1050

39,640.00
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THOMAS Q. MOORE
1808 CHEROKEE ROAD
FLORENCE, 8C 20601
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r- Account Number: 381625051209

Capture Date: April 12, 2013
ltem Number: 99019009716640
Posted Date: April 12, 2013
I:IRS'I‘ BANK Posted Item Number. 9716640
Serial Number: 1051
Amount: 32,000.00
T T—
THOMAS G. MOORE 1051
1806 CHEROKEE ROAD

5 ’ First Bank
>053104568<
297000043600
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