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• The magistrate court has jurisdiction in matters regarding

a sale of property.

• The respondent's evidence of a ~blank lease" presented to

the lower court is not considered substantial evidence in

proving the facts of the claims alleged and considered a

waste of courts time.

• The respondent's testimony along with witnesses testimony

is proven to be inconsistent with the evidence presented to

the court on record.

• The respondent's evidence is contradictory to the agreement

in pursuant to the evidence provided by the appellant

proving the alleged facts.
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2. On or about April 11, 2016 Chief Magistrate Judge Rebecca

Adams in 'Lexington County Irmo Magistrate Court made the 

decision that this court did not have personal or subject matter 

jurisdiction due to' the matter being a sale of property, whereby 

the state of South Carolina landlords code does not apply, and 

suggested that matter to be removed to amaster in equity or 

common Pleas Court on the basis that the substantial! evidence of 

receipt written out by respondent and entered onto the courts 

record by appellant was sufficient grounds of a mortgage and 

issue a dismissal. 

3. On or about February 2018 the Respondent filed a cause of

action the Lexington County Common Pleas Court. 

4. On or about November 5, 2018 the first hearing set for jury

trial November 5, 2018. 

5. On or about November 7, 2018 the jury had rendered a verdict

and final decision in favor of the respondent, contrary to the 

evidence which the respondent claims depend now proven to be 

insufficient. 
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL 

1. Does the Magistrate Court have jurisdiction over private

agreements between the parties regarding the sale of real and 

personal property? 

2. Can a claimant to a cause of action use a "blank lease"

contract as supporting evidence to prove his or her claim as 

fact an agreement made with failed performance in any competent 

court, especially if such specific evidence allowed by the 

inferior court has been properly objected to? 

3. Are notaries in the State of South Carolina required to

place their full seal, date, and witness all parties' signatures 

involved in any attestation in the presences of all whom 

signatures are required. 

4. If a certified member of the Board of Forensic Document

Examiners who is accredited by the Forensic Specialties 

Accreditation Board makes a determination that such evidence 

used to support a claim in action is fraudulent, will a 

competent court take consideration of such expert findings and 

allow a jury to make a determination which is proven on its face 

to be prejudice to the Appellant? 
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front carpet so he was going to replace that but you said you would 

put down wooden floors. 

ARGUMENTS 

It was clearly evident to the courts personal knowledge of 

the jury's noted confusion as to the parties to the case. The 

jury's confusion displayed substantial forms of incompetency or 

sufficient lack of understanding, that resulted in err in 

judging the evidence of fact before them and has caused extreme 

irreparable harm against appellant, James Reese. This fact of 

their confusion is detailed within the lower court's transcript 

that highlights as well the judge's confusion to the questions 

asked by the jury, with the judge's lack of and without effort to 

give the jury the opportunity to perhaps rephrase its question 

so that a more definite answer to their confusion can be availed 

to properly aid in doing justice by wholes and not by halves 

considering this confusion was presented to the court 3 days 

after litigation at 9:30 a.m. on the day of ruling. (see 

transcri. pt page 693 line 24 evidence "R-1" and page 694 lines 

1-25 evidence "S-1")
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