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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

)
)
)

IN RE: PROBATE AND TRUST ESTATES

OF WALTER STEPHEN STOVALL

Jayne L, Stovall, individually and as Co-
Trustee of the Walter Stephen Stovall
Trust Agreement dated December 28,
2012 and the Walter Stephen Stovall IRA
Trust dated July 2, 2013,

Petitioner,
v,

Paulette B, Stovall, individually and as
Co-Trustee of the Walter Stephen Stovall
Trust Agreement dated December 28,
2012 and the Walter Stephen Stovall IRA
Trust dated July 2, 2013; William Steven
Stovall; and Lisa Stovall Rodriquez,

Respondents.

vvuuvvvuuuvvquVu

vOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Petition in this action, of
which a copy is herewith' served upon you, and to serve a copy of your Answer to the said
petition on the subscriber at his/her office located at 201 Concord Rd,, Suite A, Anderson, South
Carolina 29621 within thitty (30) days after the service hereof, exclusive of the day of such
service; and if you fail to answer the Petition within the time aforesaid, the Petitioner in this

action will apply to the Court for a default judgment for the relief demanded in the Petition.

IN THE PROBATE COURT

Case No. 2018-ES-23-02556

FILED

Nov 012010

GREENVILLE COUNTY
PROBAYE COURT

SUMMONS

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]
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Qctober 31, 2019
Anderson, SC

Respectfully Submitted,

By: WC%

Nathaniel C. Farmer, 8.C, Bat No, 75976
FARMER LAW OFFICE, LLC

201 Concord Rd., Suite A

Anderson, South Carolina 29621

(864) 401-8040

Attorney jor Pelitioner
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE PROBATE COURT
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ) Case No, 2018-ES-23-02556

IN RE: PROBATE AND TRUST ESTATES
OF WALTER STEPHEN STOVALL FILED

Jayne L. Stovall, individually and as Co-
Trustee of the Walter Stephen Stovail
Trust Agreement dated December 28,
2012 and the Walter Stephen Stovall IRA
Trust dated July 2, 2013,

NOV 0 1 2019

GREENVILLE COUNTY
PROBATE COURT

)

)

)

)

)

)
Petitioner, )

) PETITION

V. )

)

Paulette B, Stovall, individually and as )

Co-Trustee of the Walter Stephen Stovall )

Trust Agreement dated December 28, )

7012 and the Walter Stephen Stovall IRA )

)

)

)

Trust dated July 2, 2013; William Steven
Stovall; and Lisa Stovall Rodriquez,

Respondents,

Petitioner woui& respectfully show unto the Court as follows:

PARTIES AND JURISPICTION

1. Decedeit Walter Stephen Stovall (“Decedent”) died on November 4, 2018. At the
time of his death, Decedent was a resident of Greenvitle County, South Carolina, An estate was
opened in the Greenville County Probate Court under Case No, 2018-ES-23-02556.

2, Decedent was survived by his wife, Respondent Paulelte B. Stovall (bereinafter
referred to as “Respondent™). At the time of Decedent’s death, Respondent was a resident of
Greenville County, South Carolina. Upon information and belief, Respondent is still a resident of

Greenville County.
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3, In addition to his wife, Decedent was survived by his three children: William
Steven Stovall, Lisa Stovall Rodriquez and Jayne L. Stovall,

4, Petitioner Jayne L. Stovall (hereinafter “Petitioner™) is a resident of Dalias, Texas.

5. Respondents William Steven Stovall and Lisa Stovall Rodriquez are named as
party respondents as they have or may have an interest in the probate and/or trust estates of

Decedent. No affirmative relief is sought against these respondents.

6. Jurisdiction and venue are proper in this court,
FACTUAL BACKGROUND
7. This action concetns the preparation, execution and administration of certain

testamentary instruments purportedly created by Decedent during the years 2012 and 2013,

8. On or about Decembes 28, 2012, the Decedent purportedly executed his Last Will
and Testament along with the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement. Despite attempts made,
Petitioner has been unable to obtain a copy of this version of such tust.

9, On ot about July 2, 2013, the Decedent purportedly amended the Walter Stephen
Stovall Trust Agreement.

10,  Additionally, on or about July 2, 2013, the Decedent putporiedly created the
Walter Stephen Stovall IRA Trust dated July 2, 2013,

11,  Petitioner and all individual respondents are beneficiaries under the foregoing
frusts.

12.  Petitioner is informed and believes that Decedent was suffering from various
medical conditions which inhibited his ability to understand the will and trusts which he
purportedly signed. As such, Petitioner is informed and believes that Decedent lacked the

requisite mental capacity to execute the Wilt and the trusts in 2012 and 2013,
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13,  Petitioner is further informed and believes thaf, due to his condition, Decedent
was sugceptible to undue influence and that Respondent unduly influenced the Decedent to sign
the Will and trusts,

14, Petitioner would further show that Respondent limited Decedent’s contact with
his family and, at times, sefused to allow Decedent to obtain the care which was necessary fox his
failing physical and mental conditions.

15,  Petitioner would further aliege and show that Respondent refused to allow
Petitioner 1o be involved with Decedent’s care and refused to allow medical personnel to
communicate with Petitionet.

16. Upon information and belief, shortly prior to Decedent’s death, Respondent
foreclosed upon and sold real property belonging to Lisa Stovall Rodriquez. Upon further
information and belief, this property was encumbered by debt which was to be forgiven pursuant
to the terms of Decedent’s trusts. The proceeds from the sale have yet to be accounted for.

17.  Following Decedent’s death, Respondent has fatled or otherwise refused to
communicate with Petitioner regarding Decedent’s probate and non-probate assets, including
{rust assets.

18.  Further, Respondent attempted via threats to have Petitioner resign as co-trustee
of the aforementioned trusts.

19.  Petitioner would allege and show that, as a co-trustee and beneficiary of the trusts,
she is entitled to receive information regatding the trust and its assets, and Respondent’s refusal

to provide such information is a breach of her fiduciary duties.
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20.  Petitioner would allege and show that, following a demand from Petitioner,
Respondent provided some information relating to trust assets, but Petitioner is informed and
believes that such information is incomplete.

FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Lack of Capacity)

01,  Petitionet incorporates by reference all prior and subsequent allegations consistent
hetewith.

92, Petitioner would allege and show that the Decedent lacked the requisite mental
capacity to execute a will, a trust, and other documents related to the transfer of assets at the time
they were putportedly exceuted,

23, Petitioner requests that the Will, the twusts and other documents related to the
transfer of Deceden;t‘s assets be set aside on the grounds that Decedent lacked the requisite
mental capacity to execute these documents. |

24. 1In the altetnative, Pelitioner secks actual damages against Respondeﬁt in an
amount equal to the diminished value of her inberitance.

TOR SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Undue Influence)

25, Pefitioner incorporates by reference all ptior and subscquent allegations consistent
herewith,

96.  Petitioner would allege and show that the Will, the trusts and other documents
relating to the transfer of Decedent’s assets should be set aside and declated void and of no effect

because of fhe undue influence which Respondent exerted upon Decedent.
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27.  Tetitioner also seeks the retumn of all of Decedent;s money and property which
she received as a result of the undue influence exerted upon Decedent, including but not limited
to distributions from frusts and proceeds from life insurance policies and retirement accounts.

28.  TIn the alternative, Petitioner seeks actual damages against Respondent in an
amount equal to the diminished value of her inheritance.

29, Petitioher seeks punitive damages against Respondent as a result of her wrongful

conduct.

FOR A THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(Constructive Trust)

10,  Petitioner incorporates by reference all prior and subsequent allegations consistent
herewith,

31, Upon information and belief, Respondent has. obtained assets which equitably do
not belong to her.

32, The Decedent’s probate or frust estafe is beneficially entitled to these assets.

33, Respondent cannot in good conscience retain or withhold these assets which were
obtained through undue influence, fraud or convetsion,

14, Petitioner would allege and show that Respondent is holding such property ina
constructive trust for the benefit of the rightful beneficiaties of Decedent’s Estate.

FOR A FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Accounting)

35, Petitloner incorporates by roference all prior and subsecuent allegations consistent
herewith.
36, Petitioner respectfully requests that Respondent account for all probate and non-

probate assets of Decedent which is or was in her possession and/for control,
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TFOR A FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Appointment of Personal Representative)

17, Petitioner incorporates by reference all prior and‘subsequent allegations consistent
herewith,

38,  Petitioner would allege and show that, in the event that this Court deems that
there are assets in Decedent’s probate estate, a porsonal representative would need to be
appointed.

49,  Petitiones requests that Respondent not be allowed to serve in such capacity.

40.  DPetitioner requests that she or such other person as this court deems just and
proper be appointed to serve as Personal Representative of Decedent’s Estate,

FOR A SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Removal of Respondent as Co-Trustee)

41, Petitioner incorporates by reference all prior and subsequent allegations consistent
herewith,

42,  For reasons set forth herein, and in accordance with 8.C. Code Ann. § 62-7-706,
Petitioner requests that Respondent be removed as co-trustee of the trusts referenced herein on
the grounds that Respondent refuses to cooperate with the other co-trustee and Respondent has
committed a serions breach of trust.

FOR A SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION
{Breach of Fiduciary Duty)

43.  Petitioner incorporates by reference all prior and subsequent allegations consistent

herewith,
44.  Petitioner would allege and Respondent has breached fiduciary duties owed to

Petitloner, Lisa Stovall Rodriquez and other beneficlaries of the probate and trust estates.
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45.  Petitioner seeks actual and punitive damages apainst Respondent resulting from

Respondent’s breach of her fiduciary duties,

TOR AN BIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Attorney's Fees)

46.  Petitioner incoxporates by reference alf prior and subsequent allegations consistent
herewith.

47. In addition to the damages get forth herein, Petitioner secks attorney’s fees
pursuant to 5.C. Code Ann. § 62-1-111,

WHEREFORE, having fuily replied to the allegations of the Potition, Petitioner prays for
relief as follows:

1. That Decedent’s Will and trusts be set aside.

2. That Respondent be rernoved as a co-trustee of the trusts.

3. That, to the extent a personal representative is necessary, that she be appointed to

serve as personal representative;

4, Fot Respondent to account for probate and non-probate assets, including trust
assets;

5. For a constructive trust as requested herein;

6, For actual and punitive damages against Respondent;

7. For interest, costs and reasonable attorney’s fees; and

8. For such other and further relief that the court deerns just and propex.

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]

Page 7 of 8

APP 009




Respectfully Submitted,

s Yl
ar No, 75976

FARMER LAW OFFICE LLC
201 Concord Rd., Suite A
Anderson, South Caroiina 26621
(864) 401-8040

Attorney for Petitioner
October 31, 2019

Anderson, SC
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Well, yeah, | think all the money and the transactions
someone really needs to look into that.

THE COURT:
All right. Thank you. All right.

MS. RODRIGUEZ:
Yes, sir.

THE COURT:
The law favors cases to be decided on their merits.
And although it appears that Discovery Responses by
Jayne Stovall were very limited all it takes is a
scintilla of evidence to demonstrate an issue of
genuine fact or genuine issue of material fact. The
affidavit aﬁd other documents filed by the moving party
were not filed two days prior to today's hearing and
under Rule 6(d). | will not consider them and so the
Motion for Summary Judgment is denied and welwill move
forward with the hearing on the merits of this case.
So, Ms. Jayne Stovali, we are now beginning the hearing
on your Petition and any amended Pleadings filed herein
as well as the counterclaims or counter Petition of the
Respondent. Paulette Stovall. So, Ms. Stovall, you may
¢all your first witness.

MS. JAYNE STOVALL:
My sister Lisa Rodriguez.

THE COURT:
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A1l right. Lisa Rodriguez, could you raise your right
hand please.
% E K Kok E Sk Kk % K o
LiSA RODRIGUEZ, being duly sworn to tell the truth, the
whole truth, and nothing but the truth of her own knowledge
concerning the matter herein, testified as follows:
ok K ’ ok S Kk ok %R R
THE COURT:
All right. Go ahead, Ms. Stovall. Jayne Stovall, you
may begin your questions.

EXAMINATION BY MS. JAYNE STOVALL:

Q. Lisa, can you tell me what you remember about -- about
dad in his -- in his final years?
A. Yes. My dad had a mental problems since the day 1 was

horn and he was violent with my mother. He was violent
to his kids. Later in his years he tried to run a car
into a side of a mountain and kill all of us.J He was
not stable. | remember one evening that | flew there
that my dad actually took his medicine and we talked
til! midnight that night. 1 know for a fact because
've seen it. Dad would go get his psychological
medicine from the shrink and he had closets of
medicine. Bottles. And he was proud of them. And |
got curious with dad one time and | said, "Dad, why do

you even bother buy them if you're not going to take
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them?” And he looked at me and answered that., He
said, "They make me feel funny." Well, that night he
took something. It's the first night him and | really
got along. There's mental stuff big time. Abuse in
the family since we were Kids. Wle had a sick, sick
upbringing. Everybody knows about a!l our upbringing.
And it concerns me because, you know, my dad said to
me, he said -- he said, "Honey, what in the worlid could
| give you to make up tO help you and to make you
happy?" He pulled (inaudible) his shoulder. | said,
"Dad, | would like if at all possible for my house to
get paid off," because | 'm was on disability. And dad
ended up doing it. | had 40,000 invested. My dad gave
me 45 grand. That house was paid. My mom gave me
26,000 to redo it. And it's sad to this day because on
the Wills that my dad did | was supposed to get my
house for free. Okay. And | 've been (inaudiblie).

Hold on. 1'm sorry. We had an emergency. And | had
gotten in trouble and dad did put a lien on the house.
He said, "Honey, it will protect you." | thought
something was fishy. But | said, you know, "That was a
gift to me." Thirty-years in my house. Raised my son,
raised my grandson. Every stick of furniture. | came
out with one suitcase, a |ittle suitcase of clothes for

30 years, because Paulette right after my dad had died
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called in that lien. And | know in my dad’s heart,
even if it isn’t in the Will, my dad wanted me to have
my house. And | have heen in hotels staying and 1've
been in people’s houses. And it breaks my heart really
that Paulette and my brother would want to hurt me |ike
that because they know down in their hearts they've
hurt me so, so bad. And | worked --

MR. PURIEFOY:
Your Honor. Your Honor, | hate to interrupt, but |
believe |'m going to have to make an ohjection for
relevance. Ms. Rodriguez has not filed any cross
claims in this case and it sounds as though --

THE COURT: |
Sustained. Your ohjection is sustained. Let's move on
to what's relevant to the Causes of Action asserted by
Ms. Jayne Stovall. And, Ms. Jayne Stovall, please ask
questions related -- related to your case. Go ahead,
Ms. Jayne Stovall.

EXAMINATION RESUMED BY MS. JAYNE STOVALL:

Q. Yes. | did -- they -- the last night | saw my dad --

THE COURT:
No, right now you're asking questions of Ms. Lisa
Rodriguez.

MS. JAYNE STOVALL:

Okay. Pardon me, Your Honor.
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Okay. Lisa, what else do you remember in conversations
you had with dad (inaudible) to visit?
PURIEFOY:
Your Honor, | have to object again. That's not a point
in question that tends to proves or disapprove any
efement of any claim that the Petitioner has brought.
COURT:
So it is objection of irrelevance?
PURIEFOY:
Yes, Your Honor.
COURT:
And, Ms. Stovall, what's the purpose of your question?
JAYNE STOVALL:
Just as to know what she -- she remembers about my dad.
COURT :
About what? What specifically?
JAYNE STOVALL:
|'m asking my sister, Lisa, what she -- and
specifical ly what she remembers about (inaudible) her
house and dad. | remember the house and then for years
Paulette took Lisa as a dependant on her income tax
form when she wasn't living there.
COURT:
| don't see how that's relevant to your Pleadings or

your claims asserted, so please remember what your --
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your case is about and let's ask questions that are
relevant to your case.

MS. JAYNE STOVALL:
All right.

THE COURT:
Go. ahead. Do you have any more questions for this
witness?

MS. JAYNE STOVALL:
No. No, Your Honor, | don't,

THE COURT:
All right. Thank you. Mr. Puriefoy, do you have any
guestions for this withess?

EXAMINATION BY MR. PURIEFOY:

Q. Ms. Rodriguez, you're not in possession of any medical
documents that demonstrate that your father was

incapacitated in July of 2013; correct?

A. | don't have medical documents on my dad’'s health. We
atl lived in hell.
MR. PURIEFOY:

Thank you, Your Honor,
A We all lived in hell and my dad unfortunately was nuts.
Q. So, Ms. Redriguez, directing you back to my original
question you're not in possession of any medical
records that demonstrate that your father suffered from

dementia or any lack of capacity in July of 2013;
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correct?
i do not have any papers, but, yeah, my dad had
problems. That's all | can say.
PURIEFOY:
Your Honor, no further questions.
COURT:
All right. Ms. Stovall, do you have any other
witnesses you would |ike To call?
JAYNE STOVALL.:
My mother, Joan Martin, is right here.
COURT:
|'m sorry. What is her name?
JAYNE STOVALL:
My mother, Joan Martin, is right here.
COURT:
All right. Could you point the camera toward her,
please?
JAYNE STOVALL.:
Atl right, Sit -- sit here,
COURT :

All right, Ms. Martin, could you raise your right hand?

* ok ok % K %ok ok R GR &k ok K L

JOAN MARTIN, being duly sworn to tell the truth, the whoie

truth, and nothing but the truth of her own knowledge

concerning the matter herein, testified as Tollows:
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COURT:

And could you please state your full name, please?
WITNESS: |

Joan (inaudible) Martin.

COURT:

At} right. And, Ms Jayne Stovall --

W1TNESS:
(Inaudible.)
COURT .
Hold on one moment. Ms. Jayne Stovali, could you spell

your mother’s name?
JAYNE STOVALL:

Yes. J-o0-a-n.

COURT:

Okay .
JAYNE STOVALL:

Martin. M-a-r-t-i-n.

COURT :

At! right. You may begin your questions. Ms. Jayne
Stovall, do you have any guestions for this witness.
JAYNE STOVALL:

Yes.

EXAMINATION BY MS. JAYNE STOVALL:

A.

(Ilnaudibte.) There are court records and (inaudible)
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in Family Court (inaudible) by Judge (inaudible)
everything that's going on. (Jnaudible) the truth
about what happened to her father's estate and she has
asked over and over for a special administrator to find
the money.
COURT:
Atl right. Any other questions?
And her brother has committed perjury to The Court and
has (inaudible) and has lied and we can prove it.
COURT:
All right. Thank you --
And has threatened --
And has threatened me to resign as Co-Trustee --
COURT:
No. Jayne Stovali, do you have any other questions for
this witness?
JAYNE STOVALL:
-~ (inaudible) my father died.
COURT:
No, you're not both testifying. Jayne Stovall, do you
have any more gquestions for this witness?
JAYNE STOVALL:
No, | do not, Your Honor.
COURT :

All right. She needs to remain seated.
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JAYNE STOVALL:
Okay.
PURIEFOY:
i don't have any questions, Your Honor,
COURT:
All right. Mr. William Stovall, any questions for that
withess’?
STOVALL.:
No.
COURT:
And | should have given you the opportunity, Mr.
William Stovall, did you have any questions for lLisa
Rodriguez?
STOVALL:
No.
COURT:
Al'l right. All right. Jayne Stovail, do you have any
other witnesses?
JAYNE STOVALL:
No, sir, | do not.
COURT:
And do you wish to testify?
JAYNE STOVALL:
No .
COURT:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

IN RE: PROBATE AND TRUST ESTATES

OF WALTER STEPHEN STOVALL

Jayne L. Stovail, individually and as Co-
Trustee of tho Walter Stephen Stovall
Trust Agreement dated December 28,
2012 and the Walter Steven Stovall IRA
Trust dated July 2, 2013,

Petitionet,
VvS.

Pauletie B. Stovall, indlvidually and as
Co-Trustee of the Waiter Stophen Stovall
Trust Agreement dated December 28,
2012 and the Walter Stephen Stovall IRA
Trust dated Jaly 2, 2013; Willlam Steven
Stovall; and Lisa Stovalt Rodriquez,

Respondents,

IN THE PROBATE COURT

Case No. 2018-H8-23-02556

FILED

JUL 28 2021

GREENVILLE COUNTY
PROBATE COURT

FINAL ORDER

e e S’ Nt Y Yt i et S N Nt e e e s B Yearat” S Sl N et S

DATE OF HEARING! July 7, 2021

PRESIDING JUDGE: The Honorable Clayton L, Jenoings

GUARDIAN AD LITEM: N/A

APPEARANCES: Jayne L, Stovall, Petitioner Pro Se
Devon Puriefoy for Respondent Pauleite Stovall
Tercsa Horton for Respondent Willlam Steven Stovall

Lisa Stovall Rodriquez, Respondent Pro Se

|
This matter came before the Coutt on Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment and

if necessary, a Final Hearing pursuant to Petitioner Jayne Stovall's (hereinafter “Petitloner”)

Summons and Petitlon, and Respondent Paulette Stovall’s (herelnafier “Respondent Stovall”)

Counter Petition,

i

Judge’s Initials; é .
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Present at the hearing were Petitioner as a Pro Se litipant; Respondent Stovall,
represented by her aftorney, Devon Puriefoy, Esq.; Jayne Stovall, Pro Te; William Steven
Stovall, represented by attorney Texesa Horton, bul appeating Pro Se for phrposes of the Final

Hearing; and Lisa Stovall, Pro Se (collectively referred to as the “Parties”),

Having considered the pleadings, evidence, and testimony of the Parties this Court makes

the following Findings of Fact and Conglusions of Law:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Decedent Walter Stephen Stovall (“Decedent”) died on November 4,2018. At the time of
his death, Decedent was a resident of Gresnville County, South Camlina. An estate was
opened in the Greenville County Probate Court under Case No, 2018:E8-23-02556.

5. Petitloner 1a a resident of Dallas, Texas and consented to the jurisdiction of this Court
through the filing of the instant action in the Greenville County Probate Court,

3. At the time of Decedent’s death, Respondent Pauleite B. Stovall was a resident of
Greenville County, South Carolina,

4. Liss Rodriquez (“Ms. Rodriquez”) is 4 named as a respondent, yet she has no interest in
the probate or trust estates of Decedent,

5.1 William Steven Stovall is a resident of Liberty Lake, Washiogton and consented to the

ll jurisdiction of this Court,

6. 1find that all Parties were propetly served and given or waived notice of the heating.

7. 1 find that Mg, Teresa Horton, attorney for William Stovall, was not served with the
Notice of Hearlng. However, the Court notified Ms. Horton By telephone at- the
commencement of the Final Heatlng at which time Ms, Horton stated-that she represented

M. Stovall in this action but felt comfortable with Mz, Stovall pmceeding pro se for
2

Judge's Initials: ﬁ:
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purposes of this hearing only. The Court accepted her clarification and moved forward
with the hearing without the particpation of Ms, Horton, |
8. I find the Respondent Stovall and Decedent were married for 43 years with Respondent
Stovall serving as Decedent’s primary carcgiver in Decedent’s final years.
9. On December 28, 2012, Decedent executed a Last Will and Testament (the “Will”) along
| with the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement (the “Living Trust™), with Respondent
* Stovall named personal representative by the Will, and co-trustee, along with Petitioner,
‘ of f;he Living Trust,
10. On July 2, 2013, Decedent amended the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement and
created the Walter Stephen Stovall IRA Trust (“IRA Trust”). Like the Living Trust,
Decedont named Petitioner and Respondent Stovall as co-trustees on the IRA Trust.

11, Authority to act under each of the respective trusts required unanimous consent of both

co-trusiees,

- CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

12. This matter is properly before the Court, and the Court has jurisdiction over the partles
and the subject matter. Additionally, venue is approptiste in Greenville County.
13?. All parties have been properly served with the pieaciings.
14‘. The Coutt heatd from Respondent on her Motion for Summary Judgment and without
l ruling of the merits of the arguments presented, denied Respondent’s Motion due to her
fuilure fo adhere to Ruls 6 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedute which requires,
: inter alia, affidavits to be submitted no less than two (2) days before the hearing,
15. Petitioner has brought seven (7) causes of action against Respondent Stovall: (1) Lack of

Capacity; (2) Undue Influence; (3) Constructive Trust; (4) Accounting; (8) Appointment

3
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16,

17,

18,
l

19.

20.

!

21,

of Personal Repregentative; (6) Removal of Respondent Stovall as co-trustee; and (7)
Attorney’s Fees,

Respondent Stovall has brought three counterclaims against Petitioner: (1) Breach of
Fiduciaty Duty; (2) Removal of Petitloner as Co-Trustee; and (3) Attorney’s Fees.

At the call of the case Petitioner presented her case-in-chief calling Joan Martin, and Lisa
Rodrique§ as witnesses. Petitioner elected to not testify,

At the conclusion of Petitioner’s case, Respondent Stovall presented her case-in-chief,
calling Petitioner, herself, and Mr. Stovall to testify,

This Court finds that Petitioner has falled to present any evidence to safisfy her burden of
proof regarding any of Petitionet’s claims set forth above in Paragraph 15, More
specifically, this Court finds Petitioner failed to present any evidence that Walter Stephen
Stovall was Incapacitated at the time of the creation and execuiion of the July 6, 2013,
Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement and IRA Trust. Testimony by both Petitioner’s
witnesses and Respondent’s witnosses demonstrated that there was no mention or finding
of diminished mental capacity of Walter Stephen Stovall before September 25, 2018,
some six (6) years after exccution of the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement and
IRA Trust,

Petitioner did not provide evidence that Respondent Stovall: (1) commitied a breach of
tfust; (2) failed to coopetate with Petitioner as co-trustee in such a manner that
substantially impaired the admindstration of the trust; (3) was unfit or unwilling to serve
as trustes; or (4) failed to administer the trust effectively.

By contrast, Respondent Stovall presented sufficlent evidence to satisfy the burden of

proof necessary to prevail on her claims for Breach of Fiduciary Duty and Removal of

4
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Petitioner as Co-Trustes, Mote specifically, the testimony presented to this Court
demonsirated Petitioner’s failure to effectively administer the trust through her repeated
refusals to issue the mandated yearly required minimum distibution related to the subjeot
LR.A.

22, This Court finds that, although Respondent Stovall has prevailed on her claims for
Breach of ¥iduciary Duty and Removal of Petitioner as Co-Trustes, Respondent is not

entitled to an awatd of attorney’s fees,
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED
AS FOLLOWS:

1. Respondent’s Motion for Sunmmary Judgement is DENIED,

2. Ms. Jayne Stova{l is hereby removed as Co-Trustee of each the trﬁsts identified
above, and Mr, Willlam Stovall is appointed successor Co-Trustee of each of the
frusts; and

3. The Parties shall bear the cost of their respective attorneys.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
I

: . T
. Clayton L. Jenbings ﬂ 0'

Associate Probate Judge
Dated; July o83, 2021
(reenville, SC

5
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA :
' IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
: )
COUNTY OF Greenvilie )
) . .
Jayne LaForge Slovall ) CIVIL ACTION COVERSHEET £ 3
Plaintiff(s) ) 2%1 CP e
h & - 5! 9 i®
) NG & it 230214 X
VS, ) B
) Y
Paylstte B. Stovall and Wililam S. Stovall ) u%; ;
Defendant(s) ) = ki
Subrmitted By: Jayne LaForge Sloval SC Bar ##: !
Address: 2197 Golden Oak Ct, Dallas, Tx, 75234 Telephone #:
Faxf:
Othex:
E-mail:

NOTE: The coversheel and information contained herein nelther replaces nor supplements the filing and service of pleadings or ather papers as required by
law, This form is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of dacketing cases that are NOT E-Filed. [t must be [illed out completely,
signed, and dated. A copy of this coversheel must be served on the defendant(s) along with the Summons and Complaint, This form is NOT required to

be filed in E-Filed Cases.
DOCKETING INFORMATION (Check all that apply)
*If Action is Judgment/Seitiement do not complete
[] JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint. [] NON-JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint,
[} This case Is subject to ARBITRATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules,
] This case is subject ta MEDIATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules.
] 'This case is exempt from ADR, {Certificate Attached)
NATURE OF ACTION (Check One Box Below)

: Conraets Torts - Professionnl Malpractice Torts-- Personal Injury Real Praperty
1  Constructions (100} 3 Dental Malpractice {200) [0  Coaversion (310) ] Ctaim & Delivery (400}
1  Debt Collection {110} []  Legal Malpractice (210) 1 Motor Vehicle Acoident (320) [ Condemnation (416)
3 General (i30) [J Medical Malpractice (220) £ Premises Linbility (330) [ Poreclosure (420)
O  Breach of Contract (140} Previous Notice of Tntent Case #f ] Products Liabiiity (340) 1 Mechanic's Lien (430}
[1  Fraud/Bad Faith (150) 0 N~ [?  Personal Injury (350} (O Partition (449)
[0  Failuce to Deliver/ {1 Notice/ File Med Mal (230 7 Wrongful Dealh (360) [} Possession (450)
Warranty (160} O Other 299 [ AssaulvBattery (370) C} Bulldlg Code Vioiation (466
[0  Empioyment Discrim (170) O  Sisnder/Libel (380) O other G
1 Employment (180) 3 Other (399)
1 Other (199)
Tnmate Petitions Administrafive Law/Rellef Judgments/Setilements Appeals

[0 PCR(500) ] Reinstate Drv. License (300} O Death Settlement (700) {1 Arbitration (900}
[l Mandamus {520) [0 Iudicial Review (810) [} Foreign Judgment (710} ’ Magistrate-Clvil (510)
[J Habeas Corpus (330} 1  Relief (820) ) Maglstrate’s Judgment (720) 0 Magistrate-Criminal (920}
[ Other (599) [J  Permanent Injunction (830) [ Minor Settlement (730} O Municipal (930)

O TForfeiture-Petition (840) {0 Transeript Judgment (740} B&  Probate Court (340}

[J  Porfeiture—Consent Order (850) [ Lis Pendens (750) £} SCDOT (950)

] Other (899) {0 Transfer of Structured [T Worker's Comp (960)

Scilement Payment Rights {0 Zoning Board (970)
Application (760} [0 Public Service Comm. (990}
Speclal/Complex /Other {3 Ceonfession of Judgment (770} (] sBmployment Security Comm (991)
J Environmentat {660} F1 Phammaceuticals (630} 3 Petition for Workers . :
[0 Automoblic Arb, (610) 0  Uninir Trede Practices (640} Compensation Seltlement 0 Other (999)
. Approval (780)
1 Medical (620) O Out-of State Depositions (650) [ ncepacitated Aduit
Setilement (790)
O Otker {699) [1  Motlon to Quash Subpoenainan [ Other (799)
Cut-of-County Action (660}

[ sexual Predator {510) [J . Pre-Suit Discovery (670)
[ Pennaneni Restraining Order (680)
(B

Interpleader {690)
ubmifting Party Signature: de L. S@M Date: 073142021
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Note: Frivolous civil proceedings may be subject to sanctions pursuant to SCRCP, Rule 11, and the South Cavolina Frivolous Civil
Proceedings Sanctions Act, S.C, Code Ann. §15-36-10 et, seq.

Lifective January 1, 2016, Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) is mandatory in all counties, pursuant
to Supreme Court Order dated November 12, 2015,

SUPREME COURT RULES REQUIRE THE SUBMISSION OF ALL CIVIL CASES TO AN ALTERNATIVE
DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCESS, UNLESS OTHERWISE EXEMPT.

Pursuant to the ADR Rules, you are required to take the following action(s}:

1. The parties shall selecta neutral and file a “Proof of ADR” fort on or by the 210" day of the filing of this
action. If the parties have not selected a neutral within 210 days, the Clerk of Court shall then appoint a
primary and secondary mediator from the current roster on a rotating basis from among those mediators
agreeing to accept cases in the county in which the action has been filed.

2. The initial ADR conference must be held within 300 days after the filing of the action.

3. Pre-suit medical malpsactice mediations required by S.C, Code §15-79-125 shall be held not later than 120
days after all defendants are served with the “Notice of Intent to File Suit” or as the court directs.

4. Cases are exempt from ADR under ADR Rule 3(b) upon the following grounds:

a. Special proceeding, or actions seeking extraordinaty relief such as mandamus, habeas corpus, of
prohibition;

b. Requests for femporary relief}

c. Appeals;

d. Post Conviction relief matters;

e. Contempt of Court proceedings;

£ TForfeiture proceedings brought by governmental entities;
g Mortgage foreclosures; and |

h. Cases that have been previously subjected to an ADR conference, unless otherwise required by
Ruje 3 or by statute. -

5. Cases may also be exempt from ADR under ADR Rule 3(c) upon motion to and apptoval by the cowt.

6. In cases not subject to ADR, the Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes, upon the motion of the court or
of any party, may order a case to mediation,

7. Application of a party to be exempt from payment of neutral fees due to indigency should be filed with the
Clesk of Court prior to the scheduling of the ADR conference.

Please Note: You must comply with the Supreme Court Rules regarding ADR.
Tailure to do so may affect your case or may vesuli in sanctions,

A
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2021-CP-23- 03]

)
) COMMON PLEAS CASE NUMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROCLINA )
)
COUNTY OF Greenville ) MAGISTRATE CIVIL CASE NUMBER
Jayna LaForge Stovail ;
APPELLANT(S) ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
V8. ) NOTICE OF CIVIL APPEAL
)
Paulette B. Slovall and Wiltlam S, Stovall )
RESPONDENT(S) )
The plaintiff/defendant (circle one), Plaintif hereby gives

notice of appeal from the judgment of the magistrate’s court in the above action, to the Circunit Court of

Common Pleas, in the county of Greenville

This notice of appeal is made subsequent o personal notice of the judgment which was received

on the 28 day of July L, 202

The appellant’s exceptions to the judgment of ihe magistrate are set forth as follows:

Lisa Rodrlquez Is a benaficiary. Does have Inferest In the maller, Her house laken by Defendant de son tort.

Defendant Willam Slovall commilled perjusy lo the court and hreatened Appellant In allempt to get her o resign as co-trustes,
At May 18th hearing, Judge mads Inapproplate parsenal remarks lo Appellant. Repeatedly told her she was golng to fose unless
she retalned another lawyer. No order was issued. :

Al July 7th hearing, Judge did not follow proper procadure. Did not allow Appellant to teslify or present evidential documents
already provided to the Court and Defendant's counsel before the hearing.

Appelfiant did not refuse to sign RMD's. Defendant was alternpting to cash out the IRA trust. No beneficlary ever disclosed,
Decedent was not first dlagnosed in Sepember of 2018, four weeks before he dled. He was dlagnosed and began trealmenl In
in the 1980's which continued untll his death. Evidentlal documents were provided to the courl before the July 7th
hearlng, but Appelianl was not aflowad to lestily.

Appellant never asked for rapiacement of the Personal Rapresentative and co-¥rustee, She asked for an Independent financial
adminlstrator and for a foresnsic audit to be obtalned, pald by the estate, ’

Olagre L. Stzvall

Dated: oo Appéilant (or his attorney)

SCCA/720 (Amended 8/1/20] 1) APP 028
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

[N RE: PROBATE AND TRUST ESTATES

OF WALTER STEPHEN STOVALL

Jayne L. Stovall, individually and as Co-
Trustes of the Walter Stephen Stovall
Trust Agreement dated December 28,
2012 and the Walter Steven Stovall IRA
Trust dated July 2, 2013,

Petitioner,
V8.

Panlette B. Stovall, individually and as
Co-Trustes of the Walter Stephen Stovall
Trust Agreement dated December 28,
2012 and the Walter Stephen Stovall IRA
Trust dated July 2, 2013; Willlam Steven
Stovall; and Lisa Stovall Rodriquez,

Respondents,

IN THE PROBATE COURT

Cage No. 2018-ES-23-02556

FILED

JUL 28 202

GREENVILLE COUNTY
PROBATE COURT

FINAL ORDER

et St et et s o s et S S S St st Nl St S Nt L

DATE OF HEARING: July 7, 2021

PRESIDING JUDGI: The Honorable Clayton L. Jennings

GUARDIAN AD LITEM: N/A

APPEARANCES: Jayne L. Stovall, Petitioner Pre Se
Devon Puriefoy for Respondent Paulette Stovall
Teresa Horton for Respondent Willlam Steven Stovall

Lisn Stovall Rodriquez, Respondent Pro Se

i
This matter came before the Court on Respondent’s Motion for Summaty Judgment and

if necessary, a Final Hearing pursuant to Petitioner Jayne Stovall’s (hereinafter “Petitioner”)

Summons and Petition, and Respondent Paulette Stovall’s (hereinafter “Respondent Stovall”)

Counter Petition.

i
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Present al ihe hearing were Pefitioner as @ Pro Se litigant; Respondent Stovall,
represented by her attorney, Devon Putiefoy, Esq.; Jayne Stovall, Pro ®e: Willlam Steven
Stovall, represented by attorney Teresa Horton, but appeating Pro Se for pnrposes of the Final

Hearing; and Lisa Stovall, Pro Se {collectively referred to as the “Patties™),

Having considered the pleadings, ovidence, and testimony of the Patties this Court makes

the following Pindings of Faat and Conclusions of Law:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Decedent Walter Stephen Stovall (“Decedent”) died on November 4,2018. At the time of
his death, Decedent was & resident of Greenville County, South Camlina, An estate was
opened in the Greenville County Probate Court under Case No. 2018:18-23-02556.

2. Petltioner g a resident of Dallas, Texas and consented to the jurisdictioﬁ of this Court
through the filing of the instant action in the Greenville County Probate Coutt,

3. At the time of Decedent’s death, Respondent Paulette B. Stovall was a resident of
Greenville County, South Carolina,

4, Lisa Rodriquez (“Ms. Rodriquez") is a named as a respondent, yet she has no interest in
the probate or trust eslates of Decedent,

5.1 William Steven Stovall is a resident of Liberty Lake, Washington and consented to the

i. jurisdiction of this Court,

6." 1 find that all Parties were propetly served and given or walved notice of the hearing,

7. 1 find that Ms, Teresa Horton, attorney for William Stovall, was not served with the
Notice of Hearing., However, the Court notified Ms. Horton By telephone at the
commencement of the Final Hearing at which time Ms, Horton statec-that she tepresented

Mr. Stovall in this action but felt comfortable with Me. Stovall proceeding pro se for
2
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purposes of this hearlng only. The Court accepted her clarification and moved forward
with the hearing without the participation of Ms. Horton. |
8. I find the Respondent Stovall and Decedent wete married for 43 years with Respondent
Stovall serving as Decedent’s primary caregiver in Decedent’s final yeavs,
9. On December 28, 2012, Decedent exconted a Last Will and Testament (the “Will”} along
| with the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agresment (the “Living Trust”), with Respondent
" Stovall named personal representative by the Will, and co-frusiee, along with Petitioner,
" of the Living Trust.
10, On July 2, 2013, Decedent amended the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement and
created the Walter Stephen Stovall JRA Trust (“IRA Trust”). Like the Living Trust,
Decedent named Petitioner and Respondent Stoval as co-trusees on the IRA Trust,

11. Authority to act under each of the respective frusts required unanimous consent of both

co-trustees,

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

19, This matter is propezly before the Court, and the Court has jurisdiction over the patties
and the subject matter. Additionally, venue is appropriate in Greenville County.
13:‘. All patiles have been properly served with the pleadings.
14 The Court heard from Respondent on her Motion for Summary Judgment and without
1 ruling of the meits of the arguments presented, denied Respondent’s Motion due to her
failute to adhere to Rule 6 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure which requires,

inter alia, affidavits to be submitted no less than two (2) days before the heating,

15. Petitioner has brought seven (7) causes of action against Respondent Stovall: (1) Lack of

Capacity; (2) Undue Influence; (3) Constructive Trust; (4) Accounting; (5) Appotnitment

3
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of Personal Repregentative; (6) Removal of Respondent Stovall as co-trustee; and (7)
Alforney’s Fees,
16, Respondent Stovall has brought three counterclaims against Petitioner: (1) Breach of
Fiduelary Duty; (2) Removal of Petitioner as Co-Trustee; and (3) Attorney’s Fees.
17.°At the call of the case Petitioner presented her case-in-chief calling Joan Martin, and Lisa
Rodriquefz as witnesses. Detitioner elected to not testify,
18|. At the conclusion of Petitioner’s case, Respondent Stovall presented her case-in-chief,
i calling Petitioner, herself, and Mr, Stovall to testify.
15, This Court finds that Petitioner has failed to present any evidence to satisfy her burden of
proof regarding any of Petltioner’s claims set forth above in Paragraph 15, More
specifically, this Court finds Petitioner failed to present any evidence that Walter Stephen
Stovall was incépacitated al the time of the creation and execution of the July 6, 2013,
Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement and IRA Trust, Testimony by both Petitioner’s
witnesses and Respondent’s witnesses demonstrateci that there was no mention or finding
of diminished mental capacity of Walter Stephen Stovall before Sepiember 25, 2018,
. some six (6) years after execution of the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust Agreement aud
’% IRA Trust,
20:. Petitionet did not provide evidence that Respondent Stovail: (1) committed a breach of
| tfust; (2) falled to cooperate with Petitioner as co-trustee In such a manner that
' substantially impaived the administration of the trust; (3) was unfit or unwilllng to serve
as trustee: or (4) failed to administer the trust effectively.
21. By contrast, Respondent Stovall presented sufficlent evidence to satisfy the burden of

proof necessary to prevail on her claims for Breach of Fidueiary Duty and Removal of

4
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Petitioner as Co-Trustes, More specifically, the testimony presented to this Court
demonstrated Petitioner’s failure to effectively administer the trust through her repeated
refusals to issue the mandated yeatly required minimum distribution related to the subject
LR.A. 7

22. This Court finds that, although Respondent Stovall has prevailed on her olaims for
Breach of Fiduciary Duty and Removal of Petitloner as Co-Trustee, Respondent is not

entitied to an award of attorney’s fees.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERILD, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED
AS FOLLOWS:

1. Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgement is DENIED,

2. Ms, Jayne Stovall Is heroby removed as Co-Trustee of each the trusts identified
above, and Mr, Willlam Stovall is appointed successor Co-Trustee of each of the
{rusts; and

3. The Parties shall bear the cost of their respective attorneys.

AND IT XS SO ORDERED.

! ‘
| | (o€ 1)
I Clayton L. Jenhihgs gy 0’

Associate Probate Jud

Dated: July 4,83, 2021
Greenville, SC
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Common Pleas

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Probate Court

Clayton L, Jennings, Probate Coust Judge

Probate Case No. 2018-B8-23-02556

Appellate Case No, 2021-CP-23-03689

JAYNE LAFORGE STOVALL,

Appellant,
PAULETTE B. STOVALL AND
WILLIAM 5, STOVALL,

Respondent

Motion to Dismiss Appeal

Devon Puriefoy (#102097)

TRULUCK THOMASON, LLC

3 Boyce Avenue

Greenville, South Carolina 29601
devon@truluckthomason.com
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Clomes now Respondent and respectfully moves this Coutt to dismiss the appeal. The
reasons for this motion are set forth in the accompanying memorandom.

Dated this 2nd day of November 2021,

PAULETTE B, STOVALL

s/Devon M. Puriefoy,

Devon M. Puriefoy

SC Bar No, 102097

Counsel for Respondent Paulette Stovall

THE LAW OFFICES OF

TRULUCK THOMASON, LLC

DEVCN PURIEFOY

3 BOYCE AVENUE

GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA 29601
R64-331-1751
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Probate Court

Clayton L. Jennings, Probate Court Judge

Probate Case No. 2018-ES-23-02556

Appellate Case No, 2021-CP-23-03689

JAYNE LAFORGE STOVALL,
Appellant,
W,
PAULETTE B, STOVALL AND
WILLIAM S, STOVALL,
Appellee

Appendix to Motion to Dismiss Appeal

Truluck Thomasen, LLC

s/ Devon M, Putiefoy
Devon M. Puriefoy
3 Boycee Avenue

Greenville, South Carolina 29601

(864) 331-1751
devon@trulnckthomason
Attorney for Appellee

APP 036

E9980EZdND12024#ISYD - SYTTd NOWNOD - TTUANIIHD - NV $&0} 20 AON 102 - OFTiH ATIVOINOY.LOZTE




TABLE OF CONTENTS TO APPENDIX

Orders
Order granting Motion to Clompel [Filed March 31, 202100000 TS PTPPIY 1
Final Otder [Filed July 28, 20217 e e tenerens TR TUTT NPT PPRPTTPPIIEL 4
Inferrogatories and Request for Production
Tnterrogatoties and Requests for Production (1ssued August 18,2020} i cisnniianinin and
Discovery Responses (Received April 1, 71175 FHPR VPRI PP PTP PP AISC LR R LML 22
Pleadings
Summons and DPetition[Filed Novembet 1, 2019 cvvversinniemmenae e TP 33

APP 037

SvI1d NOWAOD - ATIANIIED - Y +2-01 20 AON 1202 - Q314 ATTYOINOYLSZ

BROE0CEID1E0CHFISYD -




THIE

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In The Court of Common Pleas

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY

Probate Court

Clayton L. Jennings, Probate Court Judge

Probate Case No, 2018-ES-23-02556

Appellate Case No, 2021-CP-23-03689

JAYNE LAFORGE STOVALL,

PAULETTE B. STOVALL
AND WILLIAM 5. STOVALI

Appellant,

V.

Respondent

Memorandum in Support of
Motion to Dismiss Appeal

Devon Puriefoy (#102097)

TRULUCK THOMASON, LLC

3 Boyce Avenue

Greenville, South Carolina 29601
devon@truluckthomason.com
864-331-1751 (p)

Counsel for Respondent Paulette B. Stovall

APP 038

£8980€Z4D 1Z02#3SVYD - SV 1d NOWINCD - ITIUANIIHD - WY +2'01 20 AON 120¢ - a4 ATIYOINCH1DT T




TABLE OF CONTENTS
Table ofContentsu
Table ofAuthoutlesm
GHAtEIENE OF The CASC 1. 1r1ereerersrerriervissestherstss i aan i e r s a8 s o BT B LR e LT R s 1
Argument ... 2

Conclusion o e 2

APP 039

01 20 AON 120¢ - T 1id ATIVOINOE LIS

689808240 1E0Z#ASYD ~ SYATd NOWAOD - ITUANIIHD - NV e




TABLE OF AUTHORITIES
Cases
Lexecon Inc. v. Milberg Weiss Bershad Hynes & Lerach, 523 U.8. 26, 118 8. Ct, (1998}, 7
Pers Care, Inc. v. Theos, 426 S.C. 78, 85 (Ct. App. 2019)...coooiiiiiii i 8
Rules
R 208, SCACR . /11 ettt it ettt aesr e err s e it eara e e r g 7
R 209, SCACR .. v e e e
Statutes
S.C. Code §§62-1-307......0000ivvivinr. TN e 2

iii

APP 040

68980€24D L B0ZEISYD - SYId NOWWCSD - ITIANIIHD - WY #2:01 20 AON 1202 - AFHH ATIVOINOHLI=13




COMES NOW Respondent Paulette Stovall as a Co-Trustee of the William Stephen Stovall
Trust (“Respondent”) and would respectfully show the Court as follows in reply in support of its
Motion to Dismiss.
STATEMENT OF THE CASE'
On or about November 1, 2019, Appellant filed with the Greenville County Probate Court a
Summons and Petition seeking, /nfer alia, removal of Respondent Paulette Qtovall as a Co-Trustee

of the William Stephen Stovall Trust. {App. 1 99 41-42].

On July 7, 2021, the Greenville County Probate Court conducted a final merit hearing at
which time Appefiant was given an oppotiunity to present witnesses and evidence in support of the
averments contained in her summons and petition, In its July 28, 2021 Order, the Court found that
Appellant failed to present any evidence to satisfy her burden of proof regarding Appellant’s claims
1-7. [App. 3] [See App. 1 { 21-45]. The Court did find, however, that Respondent had presented
sufficient evidence to satisfy her bucden of proof related to her claims for Breach of Fiduciary Duty

and Removal of Appellant as Co-Trustee. [ApD. 3i.

On o about August 5, 2021 Appellant filed her Notice of Appeal with the Greenville

County Court of Common Pleas. [App. 4.

ARGUMENT
This appeal must be dismissed for three, independent reasons. First, Appellant failed to file
her Statement of Issues on Appeal with the clerk with proof of delivery on all parties within forty-

‘five (45) days after receipt-of the written order. Second, Appellant failed to file her Designation of

e ——————

L pecause the Record o Appeal has not yet been prepared, the documents relevant to this Motion are included in
{he concwsrently filed Appendix, which is cited as “App, .
1
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Matter to be Included in the Record on Appeal with the clerk with proof of delivery. Third, Appellant
failed to serve a copy of her initial brief on ail patties to the appeal and failed to file with the clerk
of the circuit court one copy of the brief with proof of service. 8.C. Code §§62-1-307(b) (d, and (e);
See also R. (208)(b)(1)(B), SCACR and R. 209, SCACR, This Court must apply the Appeltiate Court
Rules with the same fidelity that it applies the General Assembly’s statues. See e.g., Pers Care, Inc.
v, Theos, 426 S.C. 78, 85 (Ct. App. 2019), Under the plain text of the South Carolina Code, each of
the aforementioned procedural deficiencies are “must” or “shall” requirements. §§62-1-307(b) (d,
and (e). A statute’s use of the mandatory term: “shall” normally creates obligation impetvious to
judicial discretion, Lexecon Inc. v, Milberg Weiss Bershad Hynes & Lerach, 523 1.8, 26, 118 8, Ct,
956, 140 L, Ed, 2d 62 (1998). As a direct result of Appellant’s failure to strictly adhere to the South
Carolina Code, this appeal must be dismissed.
CONCLUSION
This Court should dismiss the appea! due to Appellant’s failure to abide by mandatory

statutory requirements,

Dated this 2" day of November 2021.

*RkSienature on following page*¥**
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PAULETTE B, STOVALL

s/Devon M, Puriefoy

Devon M. Puriefoy

S¢ Bar No, 102097

Counsel for Respondent Paulette B. Stovall

LAW OFFICES OF

TRULUCK THOMASON, LLC

3 Boyce Avenue

Greenville, SC 29601
devon@truluckthomason.com
864-331-1751
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i, the undersigned, served & copy of the fore

Proof of Serv

ice

going on the following this 2nd day of

November, 2021, by U.S. Mail, First-Class Postage prepaid:

Clayton Jennings

Greenville County Probate Court
301 University Ridge

Suite 1200

Greenville, SC 29601
Cljennings@gremwillecounty.org

Willtam Stovall

1305 North King James Lane
Liberty Lake, AL 99019
Stovall.maryk@gmail.com

APP 044

Jayne LaForge Stovall
3197 Golden Qalc

Dallas, TX 75234
Jaynestovall39@twe.com

Paulette Stovall

410 Fairview Drive
Greenville, SC 29609
pbstvl@gmail.com

s/Deven M. Puriefoy
Devon M. Puriefoy

SC Bar No, 102097
Aitorney for Respondent
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Greenville

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2021CP2303889
Jayne Laforge Stovall Paulette B Stovall et al
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
L__] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury, The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.
DECISION BY THE COURT, This action came to trial or hearing before the court,
The issucs have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
D ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):D Rule 12(b), SCRCP;D Rule 4i{a},
SCRCP {Vol. Nonsuit), D Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);
D Other
D ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASONJ:D Rule 40(j), SCRCP; D Bankrupicy;
D Binding arbitration, subject to right to reslore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;

D Qther

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

Affirmed; D Reversed; D Remanded;
Other

N

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING TN THIS APPEAL.
I'T IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ See attached order (formal order to foilow)[/] Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

This matter was before the Court on November 15, 2021 on Appellant Jayne LaForge Stovall's T
{"Appellant's’) appeal from Probate Court. Appellant sought to remove Paulette B Stovall
("Respondent”) as a co-trustee of the William Stephen Stovall Trust. Respondent has filed a Moticn
to Dismiss this appeal. After careful consideration, the Court has determined that Appellant has
failed to comply with 5.C. Code §§62-1 -307(b) (d, and (e). Therefore Respondent's Motion to
Dismiss is GRANTED. In the alternative, the Court AFFIRMS the decision of the Probate Court.

ORDER INFORMATION
This order ends D does not end the case. |:| See Page 2 for additional information,

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on 1116/2021 .

689608840 L202#3SYD - SvaTd NOWNOD - ITUANIIHD - Nd £2:2 L1 AON 1202 - G311l ATIVOINOHLOTTE

Probate Court

William S Stovalt for William S Stovalll

Jayne Laforge Stovall for Jayne Laforge Stoval
Jayne Laforge Stovall for Jayne Laforge Stovall
William S Stovall for William S Stovall

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 1 of2
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Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk’s
entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties, The clerlo will mail a copy of the judgment to
parlies who are noi E-Filers or who are appeaving pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP,

689808CdD 1e0c#ASVD - SYTTd NOWIWOD - ITHANIIHD - INd €22 L1 AON 202 - O34 ATIVIINOH 0T

SCRCP Form 4CE {08/31/2017) Page 2 of 2
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Greenvilie Common Pleas

Case Caption: Jayne Laforge Stovall VS Paulette B Stovall , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2021 CP2303689

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

o/Letitia H, Verdin, SC Judge 2162

Secironca y s gned on 2021-11-16 12:43:19  page 30f3
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THE STATE OF SQUTH CAROLINA

In The Court of Common Pleas & i
APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY PROBATE COURT i; LS o |
Clayton L. Jennings, Probate Court Judge ?‘::";:} .
Probate Case No. 2018-E$-23-02556 E.: i;;
Appellate Case No. 2021-CP-23-03689 | o )
JAYNE LaFORGE STOVALL, Appellant

V.

PAULETTE B. STOVALL AND

WILLIAM S. STOVALL Appellee

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION MEMORANDUM
Appellant Jayne LaForge Stovall hereby submits this memorandum In support of her Motion To
Reconsider the Order electronically signed on 11-16-21, electronically filed with this court on 11-17-21,
and a copy E-mailed to Appellant on 11-17-21, signed by Judge Verdin. This Order was based on the
clalms stated in the Motion To Dismiss Appeliant's appeal that Appellant had failed to comply with S, C,
Code 62-1-307 (b), (d) and {e). These clalms have been previously addressed and are unsubstantiated.

Records on fite with the Clerk of the Maglstrate Court, who evidently is also the Clerk of the Clrcuit

Court and Court of Common Pleas clearly show the dates, times and content of documents provided, All

documents with appropriate Authorities have also been submitted to The Courts and to the attorneys

involved,

Appeliant lists evidence which should have been consldered and was not in previous hearings as

Authorities 1 through 13 on attached List of Authorities,

Page 1 of 2

ENTERED COMPUTER
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Appeliant respectfully requests that her Motion for Reconsideration be heard specifically because the

Judge falled to rule on the issues on Appeal, Appeltant thanks the court for the opportunity to supply

this memorandum In support of her Motion For Reconsideration.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jaynhe LaForge Stovall, Appellant

20 ENRIQUE AGUILERA
AR Hotary iD 4133140910
o ol My Commission Expires

’Pof‘(d. June 4, 2025

Dallas, Texas

November ,JA. , 2021

Page 2
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Listing of Authorities for Probate Case No, 2018-£8-02556 and Appellate Case No, 2024-CP-23-03685

1

10

11,
12.

13.

AUTHORITIES
SCPC Article 7, part 10, Sectlons 62 ~ 710 - 01 through 62 - 710 - 09
SCPC 62 — 2~ 607 Order Restraining PR pertaining to Trustee, PR or Executor de son tort
wrongfully Interfering with distribution of a deceased person’s estate,
S. Carollna Code of Laws, Section 16910 (a) (1) Perjury Under Oath.
Canon 3 — A, sections 1, 2, 3, and 4, Code of Conduct in its entirety of the Unlted States Rules for
Judlclai Conduct.
Medical Report from W. Travls Wilson, M.D., dated August 16, 2010, Neurology Centers of the
Caroltnas PA, confirming eight {8) prescription medications and four (4) OTC's.
Medical Report from Roger C, Peace Outpatient Occupatlonal Therapy dated 7 —1-2011
describing patlent’s condition,
Photograph of note and card dated 12/2008 written by decedent, envelope addressed by
Defendant. '
Order in Greenville Familly Court dated Aprfl 26, 1973 containing defendant William Stovall's
testimony.
Social Services Admission Report to the Woodlands dated 9-26-18,
Danlel Casllas plctures and description of real estate still held by Trusts but never disclosed by
Defendant.
Section 62-7-813 of S. Carolina Trust Code. Duty to Inform and Report.
Correspondence from George W. Lohr to and from Truluck flrm 11/12/21 regarding time share
dated 11/12/21 _
Brief and letter to Judge Jennings previousty filed In Probate Court with copies to Truluek firm.
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First Opposition Brief for Judge Jennings and the July 7" Probate Court Hearing.
Case #2018€5-23-02556., Estate of Walter Steven Stovall,

To be filed tn response to Respondent Paulette Stovall's Motion for Summary Judgementfiled
on June 2, 2021 in Greenvlile County Probate Court,

INTRODUCTION; My Dad died two and a half years ago. in his Wil and two Trust documents |
afn a co-Trustee with Paulette Stovall, and fam a beneficlary of both Trusts, | received no
communication from Paulette Stovail before Dad’s death to date, other than through out
respective lawyers. | am now handling the case myself, as | have no more funds to pay another
lawyer. The Greenville Lawyer Referral Service denied pro boho counsel for me and for my
sister, Lisa Rodriguez, because they stated there was too much money In my Dad’s estate.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES:

Co-Trustee Paulette Stovall has failed to perform the duties of Co-Trustee as required by South
Carolina Probate Code rules: Article 7, Part 10, sections 6-27-1001 through 6-27-1009, and
specifically Section 6-27-1004, which reads  Trust should be restored to what It would have
been had the harm not occurred”. In this case, there are two Trusts Involved, See Trust
documents on file with the Court. '

Co-trustee Paulette Stovall has refused to release complete financial records, and refused 1o
agree to release of Dad's medlcal records citing HIPPA laws, although S. Caralina law provides
that medical records and financial records can be ordered by the court If relevant to the case,
see attached listing of the financial information 1do have

Co-Trustee Paulette Stovall foreclosed on my sister, Lisa Rodriguez’s home here in Dallas four
months BEFORE my Dad'died, sold it, and my sister has received nothing. My Dad had a
448,000 lien on the property that was to he forgiven at his death. Lisals owed the total
amount of money recelved for the sale of her house, which Is likely about $150,000, as she had
a lot of equity already In it before Dad pald off the balance of the mortgage, which was
$48,000.00.

My brother, Willlam Stovall, has committed perjury under oath, before this court, about his
relationship to my Dad, my Dad's history of liness, and my purported fack of cooperation with
paulette Stovall in this matter. He gave false Information as to my physical and mental health
which he knows absolutely nothing about, as well as comments about my Dad sending me
money when | requested it, knowing this Is not true, Thisis clearly a misdemeanor according to
5. Carolina Code of Laws, Section 16910, {a) (1).

My brother's wife, Mary Stovall, has been the person corresponding with Paulette Stovall
before and after my Dad’s death, advising her as to how to proceed: Documents provided on
PDE files sent FROM the Truluck firm to my attorney conflrm . There are over 100 pages of
garbage in that PDF, but several pages of partial reports from authorities in Greenville Including
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medical, mental, and physical assessments of my Dad on his admission for care at the
Woodlands two months before his death, confirming his fong history of physical and mental
lllness, and a police report showlng his arrest for domestic violence durtng his martlage to
Respondent Paulette Stovail. The intake documents from the Woodland Include Paulette’s
statements about the amount of money in Dad’s estate being “two mlllion dollars”, and that
she instructed the people taking care of Dad not to glve me any information about Dad’s
condition. The entire PDF from Truluck supposedly Is part of the Court file.

CONCLUSION: 1 have submitted ALL OF THE INFORMATION 1 HAVE to the Court and to three
attorneys at the Trutuck firm over these past two and a half years to date, | am asking the
Court to appoint an independent special administrator and to order a forensic accounting of my
Dad’s estate, to be paid for by the Estate. 1am also asking for reimbursement of my legal fees
from the Estate, per the instructions in the Trusts and my Dad's Will. | respectfully request that
Respondent’s Motlon for Summary Judgement in her favor be denled.

| declare under penalty of S, Carolina faw that the foregolng statements are true and correct,
The financial information ls all that | have been ahle to obtain. )

WM oL /0T/ N\

Jayne LaForge Stovall, Petitioner

_State of Texas
County of Dallas

Sworn to and subscribed bsfore me on this
day of _ FUmt- ,202_}

by FAYVE STpvadl

ry publlc signature

U, KEVIN R, GBANTHAM

( """-??:”,%Notaw Public, State of Texas
FLASE Comm, Explres 1113:2023
GRS Notary 1D 130439678

opemm————————

1,
()

T
A,

3
-
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF Greenville ) ' _
) CASENO. 2021 -CP--23-03689-_
)
Jayne Laforge Stovall ) MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
Plaintiff, ) FORM AND COVERSHEET
V5. )]
)
Paulette B, Stovall et al )
Defendant. )
{
Plaintiff’s Attorney: fx b Defendant's Attorney:
none, Bar No. “bglf e 50 Devon M. Puriefoy, Bar No, 102097
Address: Address: :
%},\;&\ag&\ ‘&g\\'é%\\i\ G(‘ 3 Boyce Avenue, Greenville, SC 29601
Phone: Fax i Phosne: 864-331-1751 Fax864~243-8115
E-mail: Other: 5124064004 E-mail; devon@truluckthomason,comOther:
MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS I and 11T
_JFORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS I and 1)

T IPROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORD

ER (complete SECTIONS 11 and I1T)

Mature of Motion: Reconslderation
Estimated Time Needed:

't

SECTION I: Henving Information

Coutt Reporter Needed: < FVES/Y NO .

<] Written motion attached
[ IForm Motion/Order

1 hereby move for relief or action by

Yo Setovag,

SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

the court as set forth in the attached proposed order,

Prg Se

Signature of Attorney for p¢] Plaintiff /| Defendant

Date submyitted

[ PAID — AMOUNT: §_A0. 00

SECTION XL Motion Fee

[ ] EXEMPT:
(check reason)
[} indigent Status

] Motion for Public:

[] Proposed order submitted at requ

1 Rule to Show Cause i
[} Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect

[] Sexually Violent Predator Act
[ ] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy

n Child or Spousal Support

[] State Agency v. Indigent Party
[ 1 Post-Conviction Relief

[ Motion for Exeoution (Rule 69, SCRCP)
est of the coutt; ot,

ation

“reduced fo writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions
Name of Court Reporter:
53 Other: In mall to clerk 11/22/2021

[ ] CONTESTED — AMOUNT DUE:

JUDGE'’S SECTION
[] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached JUDGECODE _____
order, '
[ Other: Date:
CLERIC’S VERIFICATION
6—"‘"‘_—" ’
- ) Siova |
Collected b Date Filed: ; N '
MOTIONFRE COLLECTED: $ £20.00 mﬁ% ert 9-83oN 353
$

SCCA 233 (11/2003)
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FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Greenville

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2021CP2303689
Jayne Laforge Stovall Paulette B Stovall et al
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

DISPOSITION TYPL (CHECIK ONE)
D JURY VERDICT. This action came before the coutt for a trial by jury, The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.
DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came fo triaf or hearing before the court,
The issues have been (ried or hgard and a decision rendered.
[}  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ JRule 12(b), SCRCP; [ JRule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); || Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled),
"] Other
D ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON}:E! Rule 40(j), SCRCP;[ ] Bankruptey;
!:[ Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;
[10ther

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT ({CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
HAfﬁrmed; [ |Reversed; || Remanded;

0o

Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF 'THE CIRCHUIT COURT RULING TN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ ] See attached order (formal order to fo]iow) Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

On 11/30/21, this Couri received a Motion to Reconsider filed by Appellant Jayne
Stovall. The Court has again reviewed all the files in this matier and finds that the
previous order addresses all of Appellant's arguments. Therefore, Appellant's Motion
to Reconsider is DENIED.

ORDER INFORMATION
This m‘der ends D does not end the case. D See Puge 2 for additicnal information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

‘This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as refiected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a
copy maiied first class to any party not proseeding in the Electronic Filing System on 12/06/2021 .

Probate Court

William S Stovall for William S Stovall

Jayne Laforge Stovall for Jayne Laforge Stovall
Jayne Laforge Stovall for Jayne Laforge Stovall
Willlam S Stovall for William S Stovali

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY WAIL

SCRCP Form 4CE {08/31/2017) ' Page 1 0f2
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Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgment is the
entering of the date of judgment above s not require
parties who ave not E-Filess or wha are appearing p

same dafe as reflected on {ie Elecironle File Stamp and the clerlds
4 in titose counties, The clexlowitl matt a copy of the judgment to
‘o se, See Rute 77(d), SCRCE. -

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017)

Page 2 0f 2
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Greenville Common Pleas

Case Caption: Jayne Laforge Stovall VS Paulette B Stovall , defendant, et al
Case Number: 2021CP2303689

Type: Order/Blectronic Form 4

So Ordered

of/Letitia H, Verdin, SC Judge 2162

Electronically signed on 2021-12-08 13:00:24 page3of 3
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO APPEAL
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals
{!n the Supreme Court}
APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Commen Pleas
Letitla H, Verdin, SC Judge 2162
Case No. CP2021CP2303689
IN RE: ESTATE OF WALTER STEVEN STOVALL, Probate Case No, 2018-E5-23-02556
JAYNE LaFORGE STOVALL Appellant
v,
PAULETTE B, STOVALL AND
WILLIAM S, STOVALL Appeliee
NOTICE OF APPEAL

Jayne LaForge Stovall appeals from the Order of the Honorable Letitia H. Verdin dated 12/06/2021
recelved by Jayne LaForge Stovail on 12/08/21. Appellant’s Motion To Reconslder Memorandum filed in
the Court of Common Pleas was not addressed. Appellant is beneficlary and co-Trustee of two trusts
and is entitled to complete financial information including beneflciary desighation documents according
to South Carolira Law, which have never been provided by Appellee.

})(ct,%(m Q. M)‘U“Cuuj

Jayne LaForge Stovall, Pro Se

3197 Golden Oak. Ct., Dallas, Texas 75234
Other Counsel of Record:
Truluek Thomason, LLC

3 Boyce Avenue, Greenville, S, Carolina 29601
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JURAT WITH AFFIANT STATEMENT
R B T S S G A B B S R R B T T A R

State of T\&Xﬂ\.S ' } .

County of Daﬂ,ias

[® See Attached Document (Notary to cross out lines 1-7 below)
[l See Statement Below (Lines -7 to he completed only by document slgner(s], not Notary}

9] SIJncture- of Document Signer No. 1 Slgnature of Document Signer No, 2 (If any) :

Subscribed and swotn to (or affirmed) before me

this JSH\/ day of ugggmlaw o) ny
Date Month Yeor

ngnc Iwrc’;rse, Siavmu

Nameof Signer No, 1

S

Nome of Signer No. 2 {if any)
Yopuns  Oondm”
4

Signature C@Notary Public

EMRIQUE AGUILERA
Netary 10 #133140910
My Commisslon Expires
Juns 4, 2025

Place Natary Seal/Stamp Above Any Other Required Information
(Residence, Expiration Date. elc,)

OPTIONAL

This section Is required for notarizations petformed in Arizona butfs optional in other states, Completing this
Information can deter alterotion of the document or fraudulent reattachment af this form ta an unintended document,

Description of Attached Document .
Titie or Type of Document: Notice op 'Inewé {o Qﬂvml The Stotr of Govdh Lol

Document Date; Number of Pages; 'j-

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above! ! >O

TR S T S e e B DB B B S B R e D B B
©2016 National Notary Assoclation

MH1304-06 (09/21)
Used for states (AL, AR, AZ, CQ, CT, 1D, IN, KY, LA, ME,
MS. NE, NV. NJ, NM, JRP R, BB83D, TN, TX, VA, WY)




The South Cavoling Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KIiTCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK COLUMBIA, SDUTH CAROLINA 20211
1220 SENATE STREET
V, CLAIRE ALLEN COLEMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 26201
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (603) 734-1890

FAX: {803) 734-10639
vy, scoouris.org

December 23, 2021

J ajzne L. Stovall
3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Dallas TX 75234

Re: Jayne LaForge Stovall v. Paulette v. Stovall
Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

Dear Ms. Stovall:

Upon reviewing your notice of appeal, the following deficiency or deficiencies
have been noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), and
any deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of the date of this letter or
your appeal will be dismissed:

¢ The required filing fee has not been submitted, The correct filing fee is
$250.00,

e A proof of service has not been provided. You must serve and file a proof of
service substantially in the format shown by Form 7 in Appendix C to part I
of'the SCACR.

Very truly yours,

V (Losne 02—

CLERK
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cc:  Devon Mare Puriefoy, Esquire
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The %uuth Caroling Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

GLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 20211
1220 SENATE STREET
V. GLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
GHIEF DEPUTY GLERK :

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1880
FAX: (603} 734-1839
WIW.SCCOUrtS.org

January 07, 2022

Jayne L. Stovall
3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Dallas TX 75234
Re: Jayne LaForge Stovall v. Pauletie B. Stovall
Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

Dear Ms. Stovall:
Upon reviewing your deficiency correction, the following deficiency or
deficiencies have been noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules
(SCACR), and any deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of the date of
this letter or your appeal will be dismissed:

e The accompanying proof of service is not in compliance with the SCACR.

Your proof of service should be substantially in the format shown by Form 7
in Appendix C to part II of the SCACR.

Very truly yours,
V (loine G0l
CLERK

cc:  Devon Marc Puriefoy, Esquire
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The South Carvolinag Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11620
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SGUTH CAROLINA 29201
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

TELEPHONE: {803) 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
www.sccourls.org

January 18, 2022

Jayne L. Stovall
3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Dallas TX 75234

Re:  Jayne LaForge Stovall v. Paulette B. Stovall
Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

Dear Ms. Stovall:

Our records reflect that the time for ordering the transeript has expired. Within ten
days of the date of this letter, you must file a copy of the letter showing that you
have timely ordered the transcript from the court reporter. If you have not timely
ordered the transcript, you must serve and file a motion requesting permission to
order the transcript outside of the filing deadlines set by Rule 207 of the SCACR,
along with a copy of your letter addressed to the court reporter.

Be sure to copy the Court, the Office of Court Administration and opposing
counsel with all correspondence concerning the transcript. The address for Court
Administration is as follows:

South Carolina Office of Court Administration
1220 Senate Street, Suite 200
Columbia, SC 29201

Please advise the Court of the status of the transcript within ten (10) days of the
date of this letter, or your appeal will be dismissed.
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CC.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

Devon Marc Puriefoy, Esquire

2
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
in The Court of Appeals

(In The Supreme Court)

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COQUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
{etitla H Verdin, SC Judge 22162

Case No, 2021-001504

Court of Appeals Case No. 2021-001504

Jayne LaForge Stovall Appellant
V. |

Paulette B. Stovall and Willlam S. Stovall Defendants
{Paulette B. Stovall, Respondent)

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FiLE TRANSCRIPT OR TAPES and TO ORDER
LESS THAN THE ENTIRE TRANSCRIPT

Jayne LaForge Stovall, Appeilant in the Court of Appeals case No. 2021-001504 respectfully
petitions the Court for an extension of time In which to file the transcript of the May 19, 2021
hearing in Case No. 2018-ES-2302556 in the Greenville Probate Court, All other hearings except
this one were followed by Orders from the respectlve Judges, and all were taped via Zoom. No
Court Reporters were In attendance in any of the hearlngs in the Greenville Probate Court or
the Greenville Court of Common Pleas, Zoom recordings cannot be used as evidence in that
access to these recordings can be obtalned by anyone, and erased or redacted, However, the
Court can subpoena a copy of the tape. Appellant requests an extension of time to aliow the
Court to review the matter.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| certify that | have served the Motion for Extension of Time to Obtaln Transcripts or Tapes on
Paulette B. Stovall by depositing a copy of it in the Unlited States Mail, postage prepaid, on
February 10, 2012, addressed to her attorney of record, Devon Puriefoy, at 3 Boyce Avenue,
Greenville, $. Carolina, 29601, and to Defendant Willlam S, Stovall, pro se, at 1305 King James
Lane, Liberty Lake, Washington, 99019,

Jayne LaForge Stovall
3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Pallas, Texas 75234
972-406-9028

Pro Se Appellant
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February 8. 2022

TO: V. Claire Allen, Clerk, SCCA
FROM: layne Stovall

RE: Appellate Case No, 2021-001504

There were no court reporters in the hearings in Probate Court or the hearing tn the Court of
Common Plea. All were taped on Zoom. | have questions, and also attached coples of what |
think | need to file with your office,

| have stated to you and to the Courts that{am handilng this pro se, as ! exhausted my savings
to pay Greenville lawyers for two and a half years, and had to take over by myself, | have also
stated that | have hard coples of everything that has transpired in and out of the courtroom for
the past three years, including depositions, affidavits, medical reports, and the little financlal
information which 1 have obtained through public records, | have provided coples to both
defendants attorneys as well as the respective courts. | have been treated as if | were the
Defendant in this case, not as Plaintiff or Appellant.

With regard to transcripts, the only proceeding which was NOT followed by an Order was the
hearing held on May 19% during which judge lennings made personal remarks to me, including
that | was “going to lose if | did not obtaln another lawyer”, That hearing lasted approximately
an hour. Because these hearings were ail Zoom recorded, there are only audio tapes. |am told
that these tapes have to be subpoen aed by the court and that the tapes, even transcribed,
cannot be constdered evidence, as itis possible for them to be altered, or redacted by anybody
who has access to the Zoom format, | was given an cost of $4.50 per page for an estimated 60
pages to obtain the tape of the May 19 hearing. | have exhausted my savings paying
incompetent lawyers, and those expenses should have been paid out of my Dad’s estate.
according to his Will and the Trusts, | am requesting that that tape be subpoenaed by the
court and checked to see If it contalns facts related to the case and specifically Judge Jennings’
remarks. | am also asking fora reasonable extension of the time limit to obtain this tape or the
transcript thereof.

| am aware that the Defendant’s attorneys have written the Orders for Judge Jennings and
Judge Verdin to slgn. | have been told that the Judges in your court prepare their own Orders
and hope this Is true, as the Orders signed so far have contained errors and blatant omissions. |
have repeatedly stated to the Court and defendants’s attorneys, specifically Devon Purifoy, in
writing and oraily in testimeny, that as Co-Trustee of the Trusts as well as beneficiary of both
Trusts, that, according to 5. Carolina and Federal laws, | am entitled to a complete accounting of
the assets, expenditures and disbursements of the Trusts which | have never recelved, whether
| am co-Trustee or only the beneficiary. All requests for an audit and accounting have been
ighored, and | have evidence as well as belief that the reason this information has been
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withheld Is because there are tax return falsificatlons, as well as failure to report real estate
transactiohs, among other illegalities.

| am sending a copy of this letter to Devon Puriefoy as well as a copy of the Motlon for
Extension of Time to obtaln transcript and/or tape of the May 19, 2021 hearing,

Jayne Stovali

P

&céevon Puriefoy

APP 067




The South (ﬂiarulina Court of Appeals

Jayne LaForge Stovall, Appellant,

V.

Paulette B. Stovall and William S. Stovall, Defendants,
of whom Paulette B. Stovall is the Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

ORDER

First, Appellant's request for an extension of time to order the transcripts is
granted. Second, Appellant is entitled to order less than the entire transcript of the
proceedings below; however, all parties must agree to order less than the entire
transcript in writing. See Rule 207(2)(1), SCACR. Within ten days of the date of
this order, Appellant shall "make satisfactory arrangements (including agreement
regarding payment for the transcript), in writing with the court reporter for
furnishing the transcript" for all hearings where a court reporter was present.
Appellant is reminded that "if appellant has not received the transcript within the
allotted time nor recéived notification of an extension within ten (10) days after the
allotted time, appellant shall notify the Office of Court Administration, the clerk of
the appellate court, and the court repotter in writing." Rule 207(a)(5), SCACR.

=z G T
/ FOR TAB coufy

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:
Jayne L. Stovall ' FILED
Devon Marc Puriefoy, Esquire Mar 10 2022
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The South Cacolina Court of Appeals

Jayne LaForge Stovall, Appellant,
v,
Paulette B. Stovall and William S. Stovall, Defendants,
of whom Paulette B. Stovall is the Respondent.
Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

The Honorable Letitia H. Verdin

Greenville County
Trial Court Case No. 2021¢p2303689

ORDER

Appellant has failed to make satisfactory arrangements (including agreement
regarding payment for the transcript) in writing as required by Court’s order dated
March 10, 2022 and Rule 207, SCACR. Accordingly, this appeal is

dismissed. The remittitur will be sent as provided by Rule 221(b), SCACR.

FOR THE COURT
CLERK
Columbia, South Carolina
ce. - e
Jayne L. Stovall M a[!:lzléEZ%ZZ

Devon Marc Puriefoy, Esquire
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Jayne LaForge Stovall, Appellant,

\2

Paulette B. Stovall and William S. Stovall, Defendants,
of whom Paulette B. Stovall is the Respondent,

Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

ORDER

This appeal was dismissed due to Appellant's failure to make arrangements for the
ordering of the transcript, pursuant to Rule 207, SCACR, and this court's order of
March 10, 2022. Appellant has now filed a motion to reinstate this appeal, stating
there is no transcript of the hearings below. Accordingly, this appeal is reinstated
and Appellant shall file her initial brief and designation of matter within thirty (30)

days of the date of this order.
yFOR THE COURI(

Columbia, South Carolina

CC: , .

' FILED
Jayne L. Stovall . ‘ 0
Devon Marc Puriefoy, Esquire _Jun 091 202
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The South Carvoling Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 28211
1220 SENATE STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 20201
CHIEF DEPUTY GLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890

FAX: {803) 7341839
waar.sceourls.org

June 22, 2022

Jayne L. Stovall
3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Dallas TX 75234

Re: Jayne LaForge Stovall v. Paulette B. Stovall
Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

Dear Counsel:

Upon reviewing your initial brief, the following deficiency or deficiencies have
been noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), and any
deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of the date of this letter or your
appeal will be dismissed:

e The initial brief is not accompanied by a designation of matter to be included
in the record on appeal as required by Rule 209, SCACR and shown by
Form 14 in Appendix C to part IT of the SCACR.

o Your table of contents and table of cases do not have page references as
required by Rule 208(b)(1)(A), SCACR.

e The document is improperly paginated. Specifically, your document is not
consecutively numbered.

e Vour initial brief must be substantially in the format shown by Form 13 in
Appendix C to part IT of the SCACR.
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CC!

Very truly yours,

V' (laine 02—
CLERK

Devon Marc Puriefoy, Esquire

2
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
in The Court of Appeals
{In the Supreme Court)
Case No, 2021-001504

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
Letitta H. Verdin, SC Judge 2162
Case No.2021-CP-23-0362

_______________________________________

JAYNE LaFORGE STOVALL APPELLANT

V.
PAULETTE B. STOVALL and RESPONDENT
WILLIAM S. STOVALL DEFENDANT

INITIAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT

Jayne LaForge Stovall
3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Dallas, Texas 75234
972-983-4712
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APPELLATE CASE NO, 2021-001504

TABLE CF CONTENTS
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INTRODUCTION

2, MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

3, CONCLUSION

4. AUTHORITIES AND POINTS
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Appeliate Case No. 2021-001504 Jayne LaForge Stovall v. Paulette B, Stovali- Inltlal Brief
INTRODUCTION:

My father, Walter Stovall, died on January 7, 2018, tn his Will and two Trust documents, | am Co-
Trustee with Respondent and beneficlary of two Trusts. | received no communication from Respondent
before my fathet's death to date, other than through our respective lawyers. Respondent directed
facilities and agencles not to give me any Information about my father’s condition or locatlon during the
tast weeks of his life. The Greenville Lawyer Referral Service denied pro bono counsel for me and for my
slster, Lisa Stovall Rodriguez, stating there was too much money in my father’s estate. 1 had to go pro se
when | exhausted my savings In 2020 paying attorneys’ fees,

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES:

Previous Wills and Trust agreements drawn previously to the obvious revisions In 2012 and 2013
were never provided by Respondent, although they did exist, In 2012 and 2013 when the
revised Wil and Trusts were supposedly drawn, | was 51 years old — not younger than 25 years
old — and William was 58. The orlginal trust document was likely drawn up sometime in the
1980’s, as Decedent had bought and sold several pieces of real estate over a period of time,
including some rental properties, between the time the original trust agreement was drawn up
in the 1980's and the time it was revised in 2012, Note there is a section In the Trust about
beneficlaries having the right to inhabit property as long as they maintain it and pay insurance
and taxes. 1t is my belief that several CD’s and bank accounts contain the proceeds from these
properties and are Trust assets undisclosed by Respondent. This would Iinclude the proceeds
from the house my sister, Lisa Stovall Rodriquez, owned, and was taken In foreciosure by
Respondent four months before my father’s death. A de son tort, Authority #2.

The change of spelling of Dad's middle name was made after a genealogy search was made by
Defendant’s wife, Mary Stovall in 2005, who obtalned a copy of my father’s original birth
certificate. My father always thought it was spelled “Steven” and that is what he used for
everything prior to 2005,

My father was Institutionalized in late 1960 for treatment for a psychotic episode and
continued to have problems leading up to the divorce In 1973, documented by Judge Ropet’s
Order. He continued to have problems which were diagnosed and treated over the years of his
marriage to Respondent, documented by the little Information obtained during discovery,
including a police report regarding the arrest of my father for spousal assault filed by
Respondent in 2005, My brother, Willlam Stovall, Defendant, was well aware of my father's
mental and physical conditions, and was actually 22 and a pre-med student at UT when my
father marrled Respondent — not 18, as he has stated.

Page 1
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The only medical records provided by Respondent were from 2016 and the entrance
evaluation on my father’s admittance to The Woodlands which just happened to include two
evaluations including medical records from August 16, 2010 and July 1, 2011 that | am sure
Respondent’s attorneys did not know were accidently included in one batch of documents they
actually provided in thelr Designation of Matter for the May 19th hearing. See Authorlties and
Polnts #t5 and #6.

The psychological evaluation which was maliciously used to threaten me, was obtained from
Respondent and given to Defendant, William Stovall. 1 obtained the evaluation in 2014 and
shared it with my father. My score on that evaluation was 80, within normal range, as the
range Is 15 points below and above 80, with anything 70 or below indicative of a problem. This
evaluation has been used by Respondent’s attorneys In an attempt to have me removed as co-
Trustee of both Trusts, in violation of my HIPPA rights. | do not have dementia or mental health
Issues. | am a Speclal Ed teacher, working, and taking care of my Mother who s terminally il.

As to my supposed failure to cooperate with Respondent, | was contacted by her lawyers only
twice in three years about signing two documents. The first was NOT TO AUTHORIZE RMD's
from the Trust of which 1 am heneficlary, butt to cash it In. The other was to sell a plece of
property which Is part of the Family Trust. Respondent tried to sell It without my signature, and
my attorney at the time, Nathan Farmer, advised that she had tried to sell it “behind my back”
and not to slgn it. | have submitted the evidence confirming to the Courts and to Respondent’s
lawyers several times. ! also have proof that Respondent handled all financlal transactions after
my father could not, and financial records would conflrm. See Authority 7 and #15. Lhave
kept coples of all documents regarding this matter, as it ls obvious that the Courts have not
reviewed them,

Defendant has full knowledge of my Dad’s mental and physical history and has lied about it. He
is also the person who told me about the disgraceful state of the home where father Hived and
his lack of proper care, It Is obvious that a person does hot develop mental iliness, diabetes,
Lewy's Body Dementia, Alzheimers, or any of the other conditions Dad supposedly suddenly
developed in 2016, and just diagnosed on his admission to the Woodlands in 2018, See A &P
#3. Perjury Under Oath.

Two hearings were held in Greenville Probate Court, one on May 19, 2021, and one on July 7,
2021, No Order was issued for the May 191" hearing, Judge Jennings made inappropriate
personal remarks to me on May 19t asking If | was “on something” because | was obviously
upset, He kept saying | was going to lose if ! did hot retain another Jawyer. On July 7th, I was
constantly interrupted and not allowed to speak or to guestion Respondent or Defendant.

Page 2 of 3 SCCA #2021-001504
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Evidence obtalned through discovery and by me, provided to the court prior to these hearings,
was not reviewed, including depositions and affidavits provided by my mother, Joan Martin,
and my sister, Lisa Rodriquez both of whom have essential tremor which affects thelr speech.
See Authorities #4 and #1.

Respondent has falled to perform the duties of Co-Trustee as required by S. Carolina Probate
Code rules. See Authorities #2 and #11,

Respondent has refused to release complete financial records related to my father's estate, or
relevant medical records related to my father's mental and medical conditlons.

Respondent states there is no money left in the Trusts in her response to 1ntérrogatorles. That
Is not true. See Authorities #10 and #14.

Respondent foreclosed on my sister Lisa Rodriguez’s Dallas home four months before my father
died, sold the home, and my sister has recelved nothing. Lisa is permanently disabled from a
back injury, Respondent has wrongfully interfered with distribution of the estate, a de son tort.
See Authority #2 and #15

CONCLUSION:

Recause Defendant William Stovall is not fit to serve as co-Trustee of either Trust beacause of his
false testimony, his threats, and his history of mistreatment of his sisters, and because
Respondent Paulette B, Stovall has not managed the estate according to S. Carolina Law, | am
asking the Court to appolnt an independent administrator and to order a forensic accounting of
my father’s estate, to be paid for by the estate, to cover the perlod from execution of the 2012
and 2013 documents to the date of my father’s death, as well as a full accounting of the Trust
assets from his death to date, As beneficlary, | am entitled to an accounting according to S.
Carolina laws, Including beneficlary designations. |am also asking that | be reimbursed by the
Estate for the legal expenses | have Incurred before having to go pro se, which | can document,
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DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE
INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals
{In The Supreme Court)
Case No. 2021-001504

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Letitia H. Verdin, SC Judge 2162
Casa No. 2021-CP-23-03689

JAYNE LaFORGE STOVALL APPELLANT

PAULETTE B. STOVALL RESPONDENT

| certify that this designation contains no matter which is irrelevant to this Appeal

June 27, 2022

Jayne LaForge Stovall
3197 Golden Oak
Dallas, Texas 75234
972-983-4712
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APPELLATE CASENO. 2021-001504
AUTHGRITIES

SCPC Artlcle 7, part 10, Sections 62-710-01 through 62-710-09.

. SCPC 62-2-607 Order Restraining PR pertaining to Trustee, PR or Executor de son tort:
wrongfully interfering with distribution of a deceased person’s estate, or de son tort.

. s. Carolina Code of Laws, Sectlon 16910 {a} {1} Periury under oath,

. Canon 3 — A, sections 1,2,3, and 4, Code of Conduct ih its entirety of the United States
rules for Judicial Conduct

POINTS

Medlcal Report from W, Travis Wilson, M.D,, dated August 16, 2010, Neurology Centers
of the Carolinas, PA, confirming 8 prescription medications and 4 OTC’s,

, Medical Report from Roger C. Peace Outpatient Occupational Therapy dated 7-1-2011
describing patient’s condition,

Photograph of note and card dated 12/2008 written by decedent, envelope addressed
by Respondent.

Order In the Greenville Family Court dated April 26, 1973 by Judge James Roper
containlng Willlam’s testimony, See attached transcript section marked as #16.

9. Soclal Services Admission Report to the Woodlands dated 9/26/18, pages 7 and 10 of 11.

10, Danlel Castllas pictures and description of real estate stilt held by the Trusts in 2021 but
pever disclosed by Respondent,

Page 1of 2
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11. Correspondence from George W. Lohr to and from Truluck firm 11/12/21 regarding
“time-share” Involved in Respondent’s handling of Estate matters. Written via E-Mall to
Truluck firm on day of hearing, inquiring as to status of heating.

12, Arrest Record for domestlc violence dated 4/4/05.

13. Brief and letter to Judge Jennings supposedly filed in Probate Court with coples to
Truluck firm,

14. Listing of Only Financial Information Obtained in Discovery,

15, Payoff of Lisa’s Mortgage of $50,000 to be forgiven as part of her inheritance.

CASE REFERENCES

1. S, Carclina case #2019-CP-23-02960,

Page 2
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals
(In The Supreme Court)

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
Letitia H, Verdin, SC Judge 2162

Case No. 2021-CpP-23-03689

Coutt of Appeals Case No: 2021-001504

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Tayne LaForge Stovall Appeilant
\Y
Paulette B, Stavall and Respondent
William S, Stovall Defendant
PROOF OF SERVICE

{ certify that | have served the Initial Brief and Designation of Matter on Paulette B. Stovall by depositing a
copy of It In the United States Matl, postage prepald, on June 27, 2022, addressed to her attorney of record,
Devon Puriefoy, at 3 Boyce Avenue, Greenvllle, S, Caroling, 29691, and to Defendant Willlam §, Stovall, pro
e, at 1305 North King James Lane, Liberiy Lake, Washington 99019,

Jayne LaForge Stovall
3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Dallas, Texas 75234
972-983-4712

Pro Se Appellant
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The South) Carvoling Conrt of Appeals

Jayne LaForge Stovali, Appellant,

v,

Paulette B, Stovall and William S. Stovall, Defendants,
of whom Paulette B, Stovall is the Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

ORDER

Respondent's motion to dismiss is denied. Respondent's request to strike
Appeilant's amended initial brief is granted. Within thirty days of the date of this
order, Appellant shall serve and file a second amended initial brief that omits
references to any matter not presented to the lower court and contains all required
content as' described in Rule 208(b)(1), SCACR, including a statement of issues on
appeal. Appellant is reminded that Appendix C of the South Carolina Rules of
Appellate Procedure contains Form 13 — Brief of Appellant, which contains the
proper form for an initial brief. Failure of Appellant to serve and file a proper
initial brief within thirty days may result in the dismissal of this appeal.

=577 72T
ﬂ/

FOR THI; COURT

Columbia, South Carolina

ol ' .
Jayne L. Stovall ' FILED .
Devon. Mate Puriefoy, Esquire " Sep 29 2022
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals
{In the Supreme Court)
Case No, 2021-001504

- v

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
Letitia H. Verdin, SC Judge 2162
Case No.2021-CP-23-0362

JAYNE LaFORGE STOVALL, APPELLANT

V‘.

PAULETTE B. STOVALL and
_ WILLIAM S, STOVALL , DEFENDANTS - . A
Of WHOM PAULETE B. STOVALL IS THE RESPONDENT

EMENDED INITIAL BRIEF .

RECEIW
OCT 17 2022
8C Court of Appeals

Jayne LaForge Stovall

3197 Golden Oak Ct.
. Dallas, Texas 75234

972-983-4712
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APPELLATE CASE NO. 2021-001504

TABLE OF CONTENTS
FOR
EMENDED INITIAL BRIEF

1. STATEMENT OF JSSUES ON APPEAL

2. STATEMENT OF HISTORY AND PROCEEDINGS

3. FACTS

4, CONCLUSION

5. LIST OF AUTHORITIES AND POINTS
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APPELLATE CASENO, 2021-001504
AUTHORITIES

SCPC Article 7, part 10, Sections 62-710-01 through 62-710-09.

| SCPC 62-2-607 Order Restraining PR pertaining to Trustee, PR or Executor de son tort:
wrongfully interfering with distribution of a deceased person’s estate, or de son tort,

. 5. Carolina Code of Laws, Section 16910 (a) (1) Perjury under oath.

. Canon 3 ~ﬂ, sections 1,2,3, and 4, Code of Conduct in its entirety of the United States
Rules for Judiciai Conduct

POINTS

. Medical Report from W, Travis Wilson, M.D,, dated August 16, 2010, Neurology Centers
of the Carolinas, PA, confirming 8 prescription medications and 4 QTC’s,

. Medical Report from Roger C. Peace Qutpatient Occupational Therapy dated 7-1-2011
describing patient’s condition,

Photograph of note and card dated 12/2008 writien by decedent, ehvelope addressed’
3y Respondent. ' ' '

Order in the Greenville Family Court dated April 26, 1973 by Judge James Roper
containing Willlam’s testimony. See attached transcript section marked as #16,

- 9, Social Services Admission Report to the Woodlands dated 9/26/18, pages 7 and 10 of 11.

10. Daniel Casillas pictures and description of real estate stll held by the Trusts In 2021 but
never qilsclosed by Respondent.

Page 1of2 ‘
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Appellate Case No. 2021-001504 ~ Page 2 of Authoritles and Points -

11. Corresponderice from George W. Lohr to and from Truluck firm 11/12/21 reéarding “time-
share” Involved In Respondent’s handling of estate matters, Written via E-Mall to Truluck firm
. on day of hearlng, Inqulring as to status of hearing.

12, Arrest record for domestic viclence dated 4/4/05.

13. Brief and letter to Judge Jennings supposedly filed in Probate Court with coples to Truluck
firm. ' .

14. Listing of Bniy financlal Information obtained in discovery.

15. Payoff of Lisa’s mortgage of $50,000 to be forgiven as patt of her inheritance,

16. CID #29024 Ascensus notification dated November 18, 2018 —year after death stating the
account would be penalized $17, 554,08 for failure to withdraw the RMD for 2018 and stating

- that 100% of the assets are available, and enclosing affidavit to ¢ash In, sent to Respondent.
Never relayed to Appellant.

17. CID#29024 Ascensus hotification dated July 20; 2020, again advising that 1009 was
available, requesting Appellant’s signature, sent directly to Appeilant from Ascensus.

18. Unidentified Pentagon account, amount and ID number not identified, but defendant and
children shown as beneficlaries, signed on 6/25/13.

19, E-Mall from Defendant William Stovall to Appellant datad 9/14/18 outlining current
medical information, - : )

20, Letter dated 12/11/18 from David L. McMurray to Appellant with notificatlon and
information regarding Trust agreements.

21. Statement read by Appellant as testimony In final hearing as her testimony.

CASE REFERENCES
1. 5. Carolina case #2019-CP-23-02960

Page 2 of 2
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o OCT 172022
 Emended Brief of Appellant for Case No. 2021—0'015_04 i SC Court of Appeals

STATEiVIENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL
1. Errors in and guestion of validity of Trust documents
2. Mishandling of Trusts by Paulette Stovall.
3. Failure of Paulette Stovall, Respondent to furnish a full accounting of Trust
assets and expenses. :
4, Removal of Appellant, as co-Trustee of the Trusts.
Appointment of Defendant Willlam Stovall as co-Trustee of Trusts.
6. lnappropriatejudrcna! conduct by Judge Jennings in May 18" and July 7
hearings.
'7. Erroneous Hstmg of Lisa Stovall Rodrlquez as having no interest in Trust and
sale of property belonging to her.

.U"

'STATEMENT OF HISTORY OF PROCEEDINGS:

Will and Trust copies obtained from David McMurray by my attorney, Justin
"Hamerick In December of 2018. Justin tried to obtain a settlement, but was not
dble to do so. Did not litigate cases and referred me to another firm, Retained
Nathan Farmer in October of 2019 who made errors in procedure and withdrei.

Retained Chace Campbell in December of 2020 who was unable to obtain
discovery information over a two-year period, over-billed, refused to adjust, and
withdrew. Reported him to Bar Assoclation on August 20, 2021,and receu/ed
acknowiedgement from them but no action to date.

Probate Court hea’rings were conducted by Judge Jennings. Jennings asked if |

. wanted him to recuse himseélf because of his firm’s association with Respondent’ S
firm. 1 did not. He then made Inappropriate comments to me during the first -

. May 19' 2021 hearmg .which have been outlined in my initial brief. Judge =
Jennings had the Declaration of Matter right in front of him, but obviously had not .
" looked atit. No Order was issued from this hearing. Zoom tape should confirm

but has obviously been heavily redacted or erased. The second hearing was on

luly 7, 2021 and was also improperly conducted. See Authorities #21 and 13.

Page 1 of 4 of Emended Initial Brief . . ;
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The first Appéal | filed was to the Greenville Court of Common Pleas in 2021. That -
.. Appeal was to again try to obtain the financial information and reports to which |
~was and am still entitled, and to object to my brother, Willlam Stovall replacing
me-as Co-Trustee. That hearing was scheduled three different times with three
- different judges. It was first scheduled on October 12™ with Gary Morgan. It was
then re-scheduled for November 12t with Judge Keesler, and then scheduled to -
be heard. byjnge Verdin instead on November 12. Judge Verdin basically said
. the matters should have been properly handled by the Probate Court, but did not
. remand the case back to the Probate CoUrt .

Of hote, *che orders which were v;rritten-for-the hearings were drawn up by
Respondent’s counsel and signed by the'judges. No court reporters were present
at any of the hearings and were only recorded on Zoom.

FACTS: ‘
Original Wills and Trust documents were never-provided by Respondent though
they did exist. New documents were obviously altered old ones.

"My father’s medical records were never provided by Respondent for the time

. period up to and during the time ,the‘ revised Will and Trusts were drawn In 2012
and 2013. These would clearly show the physical and mental condition of my
father, which was tragic and horrible, They would have also confirmed the fact
.that these conditions began to escalate back in the 1970's and 1980's, and did not
_just appear.in 2016. | was only able to obtain three pertinent medical records
which were inadvertently.included In a bulk transmission of information from
.Respondent’s attorneys’ offices to the court in their original Declaration of
Matter. See A&P #5 & #6 and #12. Note-that #12 shows that the history of
domestic abuse continued. A & P #7 shows my father’s inability to write in 2008,
and card is addressed by Respondent Paulette Stovall, the enclosed check also
'—sugned by her. :

Respondent Paulette Stovall has falled to comply with any and all of the
requirements outlined in S. Carolina Trust Code, specifically Part 8, Sections 62-7-
801 through 816 as Trustee of the two Trusts. .

Page 2 of 4 of Emended Initial Brief
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Defendant William Stovall has commlitted perjury under oath to the court
regarding his father’s medical history and mental faculties. Wiiliam had been told
by our father on several occasions that he was Executor of my father’s estate.
Willlam made two trips with his wife Mary to Greenville to assist with getting my
father into proper care and doing paperwork involved just weeks before my
father died. After those trips, William found out he was not Executor and he was
extremely upset. Willlam told me he had incurred. over $4,000.00 worth of
expenses for the trips and for some medical equipment he had purchased for the'
room which had been secured for my father at the Woodlands, thinking that he
would be reimbursed by the Estate. He and wife, Mary Stovall then proceeded to
threaten me in order to get me to resign as Trustee so he could become Trustee..
See A&P #3

CONCLUSION:
My father was not able to understand or read the revised documents he was

obviously coerced into signing in 2012 and 2013,

Respondent Paulette Stovall handled all financial matters for my father before his
death and to date which would be documented by a forensic audit. | belleve that
Respondent and her attorneys have not agreed to an audit because it would show
improper handling of Trust Assets by Respondent Paulette Stovall, There are
obvious red flags, as follows:

B

Numerous bank accounts, but no amounts. A & P ##14

Missing assets or those having been sold. A&P #10 and#11

3. Transactions involving trusts or estate with attorneys or associates;
specifically the forced sale of Lisa’s house through Sol Ballas our former
Dallas attorney who drew the initial documerits for the initial Trust
provision, as well as the sale of the property in 2018_See_A&P_#15

4, Failure to provide reports, accountings, or updates,

Reports lacking in substance or detall,

N

i
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Defendant William Stovall is now 69 years old, | am 61 years old, my sister, Lisa
Stovall Rodriguez is 63 years old . Lisa does have an Interest in the Trusts, is
permanently disabled, on $8I, with no other income or resources. Respondent
Paulette Stovall is 77 years old and not responsibly administering the Trusts.
Defendant William Stoval!, should not be allowed involvement in the Trusts other
than as a benef:ciary

Because of the ages of all parties involved, the existing circumstances, and the
fact that a good portion of trust assets consist of unsold real estate valued at
approximately a million.dollars, 1 believe it would be appropriate for the Trusts to
be turned over to the Trust Department of a local Greenville bank for a forensic
audit, assessment and administration. ! respectfully ask that an Order to this
affect be issued. /

I would also ask that | be reimbursed for my attorneys' Fees from my father's
estate in the dmount of $16,000.25, which includes 51,130.25 to Hamrick,
$1,680.00 to Farmer, and $13,800.00 to Campbell which were Incurred by me as
co-Trustee and a beneficiary of the two trusts. [ have itemized receipts for this
amount.

_ Page 4 of 4 Emended Initial Brief
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, Jayne LaForge Stovall, certify that on this date, October 11, 2022, a copy of my
Emended Initial Brief was served on Respondent Paulette Stovall and Defendant
William Stovall for whom Paulette Stovall is also Respondent via the U. S. Postal
Setvice mall, as follows: '

Devon M. Puriefoy, Attorney

Truluck Thomason, L1.C - RECEIVEI)

3 Boyce Avenue OCT 1% 2022

Greenville, S. Carolina 29601 .
SC Court of Appeals
William Stovatl

1305 North King James Lane
Liberty Lake Washington 99019

\aw 2 \mmﬂ)

JavneL Stovall
"'3197 Golden Oak Ct.
Dallas, Texas 75234
Appellant Pro Se

APP 091




z

s, Jayne Stovad
3197 Galden Ok
£ Datlias, TX 75234

RQ@H‘{V&'} =
Ogy J
SOOOU{[ 7?0.’2

¢f@% .

LaToule Bucns Appeals Specialish

5C (auch oF Appeals
12246 9 enode Syrgel

WLO\um\:i(l, 5C 25920}

T oy S g ,

A e

APP 092

R S

e J— [
- - — s



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROIINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY
Coutrt of Common Pleas
Letitia H, Verdin

Common Pleas Case Number: 2021-CP-23-0362

Appellate Case No. 2021-001504

JAYNE LAFORGE STOVALL,
Appellant,
V.
PAULETTE B, STOVALL AND
WILLIAM S. STOVALL OF WHOM
PAULETTE B, STOVALL IS THE
RESPONDENT,
Appellee

Motion to Dismiss or in the Alternative to
Strike Appellant’s Inifial Brief

Devon Puriefoy (#102097)

TRULUCK, THOMASON, LLC

3 Boyce Avenue

Greenville, South Caroling 29601
devon@truluckihomason.com
864-331-1751 (p)

Counsel for Respondent Paulette B, Stovall

APP 093



Comes now Respondent and respectfully moves this Coutt to strike Appellant’s appeal.
The reasons for this motion ate set forth in the accompanying memorandum.

Dated this 29% day of August 2022,

PAULETTE B, STOVALL

s/Devon M, Puriefoy

Devon M. Puriefoy

‘ SC Bar No. 102097
Counsel for Respondent Paulette Stovall

THE LAW OPFICES OF

TruLUCK THOMASON, LLC

DEVON PURIEFOY

3 BOYCE AVENUE

((REENVILLE, SCUTH CAROLINA 29601
864-331-1751
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CERTIFICATY OF SERVICE

1, Devon M, Puriefoy, certify on this date, August 29, 2022 a copy of
Respondent’s Motion to Strike and Memorandum in Support of Motion o Strike,
was served on the Jayne LaForge Stovall Appellant, via U.S. Postal Service mail,
addresses as follows:

Jayne LaForge Stovall
3197 Golden Oak

Dallag, TX 75234
Jaynestovall39@twe.com

William Stovall

1305 North King James Lane
Liberty Lake, WA 99019
Stovall,maryk@gmail.com

s/Devon M. Puriefoy
Devon M. Puriefoy
S.C. Bar #102097
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CoMES Now Respondent Paulette Stovall as a Co-Trustee of the Walter Siephen Stovall Trust
(“Respondent”) and would respectiully show the Couit as follows in reply in support of its Motion
{o Sirike,

STATEMENT OF THE CASE!

On or aboul November 1, 2019, Appellant filed with the Greenville County Probate Court a

Summons and Petition seeking, infer alla, removal of Respondent Paulette Stovall as a Co-Trustee

of the Walter Stephen Stovall Trust. [App. 8 Y 41-42].

On July 7, 2021, the Greenville County Probate Cowrt conducted a final merit heating at
which time Appellant was given an opportunity to present wilnesses and evidence in support of the
averments contained in lier summons and petition, Appellant called two witnesses and did not entey
a single piece of evidence into the record during the hearing, [App. 11-20]1. In its July 28, 2021,
Order, the Coutt found that Appellant failed to present any evidence to satisfy her burden of proof
regarding Appellant’s claims 1-7, {App. 24]. The Court did find, however, that Respondent had
presented sufficient evidence to satisfy her burden of proof related to het claims for Breach of

Fiduciary Duty and Removal of Appellant as Co-Trustee, [App. 24-25].

On or about August 5, 2021, Appeltant filed her Notice of Appeal with the Greenville County
Court of Cornmon Pleas. [App. 28]. On or about November 2, 2021, Appeliee filed her Motion to
Dismiss Appellant’s appeal and supporting Memorandum of Law. [App. 34 & 38]. Appeilee
argued three (3) independent bases in support of her Motion to Dismiss: (1) Appellant failed to file
her Statement of Issues on Appeal with the cletk with proof of delivery on all parties within forty-

five (45) days after receipt of the written order; (2) Appellant failed to file her Designation of

I' Becanse the Record on Appenl has not yot been prepated, the documents velevant to this Motion ave ncluded in
the concurrently filed Appendix, which is cited as “App. .
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Matter 1o be Included in the Record on Appeal with the clerk with proof of delivery; and (3)
Appellant faited to serve a copy of het initial brief on all parties to the appeal and failed to file
with the clerk of the cirouit coutt one copy of the brief with proof of service, each of which
constituted  violations of 8.C. Code §§62-1-307(b) (d), and (e); and by extension, R.
(208)(b)1)X(B), SCACR and R, 209, SCACR. [1d]. On November 17, 2021, the Greenville County
Coutt of Common Pleas dismissed Appellant’s initial appeal citing Appellant’s failure to adhere
to a single procedural requirement promulgated under South Carolina Code §§62-1-307(b) (d),
and (e). [App. 45]. A subsequent Motion to Reconsider was filed by Appellant which was
ultimately denied by the cireuit court on or about December 7, 2021, [App. 48 & 54].

The instant appeal was filed on ot about December 15, 2021, [App. 57}, On December 23,
2021, this Court provided notice to Appellant regarding deficlencies in her notice of appeal,
namely, failure to provide proof of service substantially in the format shown by Form 7 in
Appendix C to part 11 of the SCACR {App. 5 9.

On January 7, 2022, this Court provided notice to Appellant regarding deficiencies in her
notice of appeal, namely, that Appellant’s proof of service was not in compliance with SCARC,
which requires proof of service substantially in the format shown by Form 7 in Appendix C to patt
11 of the SCACR. [App. 61].

On January 18, 2022, this Court provided notice to Appellant that her time for ordering the
{ranscript had expirved and provided that within ten (10) days Appellant must file a copy of the

fetter showing that you have timely otdered the transctipt. [App 621.
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On or about February 8, 2022, Appellant requested an extension to file transoript with this
Court which was granted on or about March 10, 2022, [App. 68 & 69]. This Cout’s March 10,
2022, Order granted Appellant’s request for an extension and required Appellant to “make
satisfactory arrangements, in writing with the court report for furnishing the transcript.” [Id].

On or about March 28, 2022, this Coutt dismissed Appellanl’s appeal due to Appellant’s
fallure to make satlsfactory arrangements in writing; as required by the Court’s order dated March
10, 2022, and Rule 207, [App. 691,

On June 9, 2022, following a Motion to Reinstate the Appeal because no transciipt existed?
celated to the lower court’s dismissal of the circuit court appeal, this Court issued an Order
reinstating the instant appeal, [App. 70}

On June 22, 2022, this Court provided notice to Appellant regarding deficiencies related to her
initial brief, namely, that the initial brief needed to be corrected within ten (10) days efse the appeal
would be dismissed once again. The Court noted the following deficiencies:

(1) Inittal brief not accompanied by a designation of matier to be included on appeal

(2) Table of contents and table of cases do not have page references

(3) Improper pagination

(4) Brief was not substantially in the format shown by Form 13 in Appendix C to pact L of the

SCACR.,
-7

On or about June 28, 2022, Appeliant submitted an amended brief, [App. 731

2 A full transeript exists and is currently in Respondent’s possession.

3
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ARGUMENT

L The Court cannot consider matters referenced fn Appellant’s initial brief that

are not contained in the vecord.

Rule 210 (¢) reads, in pestinent part: “the Record on Appeal shall include all matter
designated to be included by any pacty under Rule 209 and shall comply with the requirements of
Rule 267. The Record shall not, however, include mattet which was not presented to the lower
court or tribunal. R, 210(c), SCACR and R, 209, SCACR,

The bages of Appellee’s Motion to Dismiss before the Greenville County Court of
Common Pleas was Appellant’s failure to adhere to §§62-1-308(b) (d), and (e)*, [App. 34].
Appellant’s failure to adh-ere 1o the above-cited statute meant that no Designation of Matter to be
Tncluded in the Record on Appeal was ever filed. [Id]. Rule 210(h) reads, in pertinent part: “The
Designation [Designation of Matter to be Included in the Record on Appeal] must cleatly identify |
what the party desires to have included on the Record on Appeal,” Rule 210(h), SCACR; (“[Tjhe
appeliate court will not consider any fact that does not appeat in the Record on Appeal.”); Helnts
Realty, Inc. v. Gibson-Wall Co., 363 S.C. 334, 339, 611 S.E.2d 485, 488 (2005) {explaining the
appellant has the burden of providing a sufficient record).

No hearing was conducted related to Appellee’s undertying Motion to Dismiss énd

Hherefore it cannot be argued that a record was established via in court proceedings.

3 A sorivenet’s crror is present in this Motion to Dismiss as Appellee inadvertently cited to
“§§62-1-307(b) (d), and (e)” rather than §862-1-308(b) (d), and ()

4
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Appellant’s failure to designate matters to be included on the record on appeal with the
lowet court precludes her present attempt to establish a record using documents that were neither
made part of the tecord at the merits heating, not presented to the lower coutt to be ncluded on
the record,

I Appellant has failed to provide Appellee with any intelligible statement of
issues on appeal, '

Tt is well settled that “a pro se litigant who knowingly elects to represent himself assumes
full responsibility for complying with substantive and procedural requitements of the law.” Stafe
v, Burton, 356 S.C. 259, S.E.2d 6, 9 (2003). As noted in this Cowmt’s June 22, 2022, deficiency
nolice to Appellant, Appellant’s brief was required to “be substantially in the format shown by
Form 13 in Appendix C to patt I of the SCACR.” Appellant’s revised brief contains two (2) of
the seven (7) teferenced headings found in Form 13, [App. 16]. While Appellant’s Table of
Contents does contain the headings “memorandum and poins of authority” it completely fails to
set forth a “statement of i.ssues on appeal,” as required by Rule 208(b)(1)(B). [App. 16]

The statement of each issue on appeal shall be concise and direct, and broad general
statements of issues may be distegarded by this Court. R. 208(YLY(B), SCACR. Ordinarily, no
point will be considered which is not set forth in the statement of the issues on appeal. Id. Bvery
ground for the appeal ought to be distinetly staté:d that the reviewing court may at once see the
point which it is called upon to decide without having to “grope in the dark” to ascertain the precise
point at issue. Forest Dunes Assocs. v, Club Carib, Inc., 301 8.C. 87, 89,390 S.E.2d 368, 370 (Ct.

App. 1990).
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Appellant’s initial brief consists of three (3) pages of exposition, and concludes with a
request that this Court, sitting in its appellate capacity, remove a co-lrustee — who is nof a party to
this appeal - and order the appointment of an “independent administrator” and “forensic
aCCOUI;Haﬂt,” [App. 16], Appellee is now left doing mental gymnastics to ease oul the bases of
Appellant’s appeal, an exercise Rule 208 explicitly seeks to prevent. Appellee’s attempt to
substantively respond to Appellant’s initial brief is further complicated by her repeated reference
to matters outside the record on appeal which requires Appellee to speculate as to whether these
‘matters outside the record form the bases, or are in any waf/ related, to the purported issues on

appeal.

CONCLUSION
This Court should dismiss the appeal, or in the alternative strike the appeal, due to
Appellant’s repeated references to matters outside the record on appeal and failwe to cleatly

articulate what she views as the issues on appeal,

Dated this 29" day of August 2022,

*#4Sjenature on following page***
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1, Devon M. Puriefoy, certify on this date, August 29, 2022 a copy of
Respondent’s Motion to Strike and Memorandum in Support of Motion to Strike,
was served on the Jayne LaForge Stovall Appellant, via U.S. Postal Service mail,
addresses as follows:

Jayne LaForge Stovall
3197 Golden Osgk

Dallas, TX 75234
Jaynestovall39@twe.com

William Stovall

1305 North King James Lane
Liberty Lake, WA 99019
Stovall.maryk@gmail.com

s/Devon M, Puriefoy
Devon M, Puriefoy
S.C. Bar #102097
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