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To the Court of Appeals, 

 The Appellant comes before this court in “Objection” and Opposition to the Respondents “Motion to 

Dismiss”.  The Appellant contends that the Respondents attorney is guilty of the same thing he is asking the court 

to hold against the Appellant.. The Respondent is claiming that there was a problem with the service of the 

documentation in the case but the respondent was also sited for not supplying serving the platiniff with the 

appropriate paperwork as well. The Appellant contends that the Respondent served upon the court specific 

paperwork as Proof of Service but has not delivered any paperwork to the Appellant by email or by regular US 

Mail.  

 Appellant contends that the Respondent is still refusing to defend any of the statements that were clearing 

made in the appeal.. The Appellant will attempt to go over the motion to dismiss and reply back to the court on the 

issues and explain.  First the Appellant would like to bring to the courts attemtion that the defendnet is again using 

the same tacktics as he did in the other courts to try to overshadow the complaint with litigation and the complaint 

is never resolved or hear.. The Respondent in this case is trying to stop the court from seeing that his client is guilty 

of “Credit Card Fraud” and is doing everything to prevent the court from seeing the letter written to the city to make 

Mr. Adams home a Group Home and leave Mr. Adams with no where to stay.  Appellant fcontends that theh 

Respondent was served with all the paperwork that is now at the court house on file but has since made additonal 

copies of the paperwork as well as copies of the official transcript as it was delivered by the probate court unaltered.  

I.  

 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  ) 
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Appellant Objects: 

1. Appellant contends that the Respondent is asking the court for 2500.00 when Mrs. Ogbuneke has not paid 

any part of the taxes for the last 4 years.  

2. Appellant contends that for the last 18 years the Respondent has not contributed anything to the upkeep of 

the estate and has pain no taxes at all but is asking for lawyer fees. 

3. Appellant contends that he paid the taxes for 2022 this year and for the last 4 years as well while Mr. Joe 

L. Adams Sr. was transitioning and during year of the hearings as well as the through the appeals in this 

court and Mrs. Betty Ogbuneke and her lawyer have ignored any responsibility of the estate.. Please see 

EXHIBIT I. 

4. Appellant contends that the Respondent is guilty of Credit Card Fraud of which documentation is submitted 

and is available online at the Circuit Court of York County and more credit card fraudulent activity has 

been recently discovered. 

 
II.  

 

Appellant Objects 

1. Through the review of the Transcripts there is evidence that proves that the Appellant did present the issues 

on appeal and it is evident through the transcripts that were prepared by the Transcripts Department of the 

Circuit Court of South Carolina and cost 85.00. 

a. Appellant contends that the transcripts will prove that the issues were raised during appeal and 

because the judge was not fully prepared for court, he had not reviewed the documentation and had 

to be presented with the copies of the documents during open court. 

b. Appellant contends that he offed the Judge the transcripts and the judge did not acknowledge but 

ask the Appellant if could show where the court was in error then he would give him one shot.. the 
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Appellant stated in open court that he never got a chance to testify on his own behalf or show any 

of his evidence. But Judge McKinnon decided to go along with the other judge and not conduct 

any finding of facts for the case which cause the error of the Probate Court to be inherited into the 

Circuit Court of Appeals.  

2. Through the transcripts the court will be able to see clearly the unethical activities of Mr. Cyrus Corbit as 

well as the problems with the Probate Court Hearing that caused a spiral effect of injustice and prejudice to 

the Appellant. 

3. Appellant contends that in his Informal Brief he did state the issues on appeal and has also made a motion 

to amend the Informal Brief. 

III.  

 

Appellant Objects 

1. Appellant contends that there are many issues on appeal that are detailed in the Informal Brief.  

2. Appellant contends that the statement are clear to what the Appellants issues were and were identified 

as the form guide from the Appeals court presented. 

IV.  

 

Appellant Objects: 

1. Appellant did present to Judge McKinnon the issue of law that he did not get a chance to testify on his 

own behalf or show any of his evidence during the Probate Hearing..  

2. Appellants statements are outlined in the Transcripts prepared by the court system and detail every 

word that the Appellant and Respondent stated..  
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3. Appellant contends that to see the false testimony from Mr. Corbett to the court the court will need to 

review the original Transcripts from the Probate Court that: 

a. Appellant never was allowed a chance to present the evidence that was brought to court during 

the hearing 

b. Appellant never got a chance to do anything but ask questions as judge Woodruff stated that 

the Appellant during the beginning of the hearing could only ask question and to hold on that 

she would allow the Appellant a chance to testify at the later in the hearing..  

i. Appellant contends that shortly after that Judge Woodruff can be heard stating that she 

had to go because the Bailiff was on overtime.   

ii. Appellant contends that these statements are outlined in the transcript documentation 

of the Probate Hearing with Judge Woodruff at the Probate Court in York South 

Carolina prior to the Appeals hearing. 

iii. Appellant contends that the reason the appeal was submitted is because the judge was 

unfair in ruling from the Bench as the rule of civil procedures dictated that all evidence 

and testimonies should be heard before ruling from the bench. 

iv. Appellant contends that this caused a Great Prejudice and Suppression of Critical 

evidence as the Appellant is the “Interested Party” in the case due to the financial 

investment. 

1. Appellant contends that when the application was filed by the Respondent that 

the application was purposely falsified and reflected that there was no 

‘Interested Party” but during that time many other parts of the application were 

falsified as pointed out in open court by Judge Woodruff as reflected by the 

transcripts that she sent to the Appellant from the Probate Court. 
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V.  

 

Appellant Objects: 

1. Appellant contends that all the documents were served upon the Respondent in the onset of the first 

appeal to the circuit court as they were part of the Probate Hearing. 

a. Appellant contends that he served the Respondent with a Thumb Drive of all the evidence as 

well as submitted it to the Circuit Court Clerk for filing into the case as evidence. 

b. Appellant contends that if the appeals court were to review the court video that the appeals 

court will see that the Appellant had all the evidence at the court but was never given any time 

to present the evidence even during the Appellant testimony.  

c. Appellant contends that there was no opportunity to say anything to support his position as the 

Interested party. 

2. Appellant contends that no new evidence is being presented and ask that the court will review the dates 

of the submission of evidence and documentation that were submitted after service to Mr. Corbett in 

Chester South Carolina. 

3. Appellant contends that he recorded the service to prove that he served the Thumb Drive that contained 

all the evidence referred to in the Informal Brief but it is also online at the Circuit Court Website in 

York South Carolina under the Circuit Court Case Number..  
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a. Appellant contends that he had all the evidence to submit to the court as Evelyn Rodas (case 

manager from probate court) instructed the Appellant to bring his evidence to court and that it 

could not be submitted to the court prior to the hearing.  

b. Appellant contends that the letter from the probate court instructs the parties to bring the 

evidence to court but in the Appellant’s case the judge ruled from the Bench before she could 

hear any testimony or complete any Finding of Fact in the case. 

4. Appellant ask that the court review EXHIBIT I “York County Sixteenth Judicial Circuit Public Index” 

to see all the documentation that has been submitted as all the documents were served on the 

Respondent as well as preserved in the Court System in York South Carolina.  

5. All Exhibits are included in the filings. Nothing was presented new to the court but Judge McKinnon 

did not take time to review the evidence prior to the hearing.  

VI.  

 

Appellant Objects: 

1. Appellant contends that Mrs. Ogbuneke has not provided any proof of anything and her attorney has 

been able to manipulate the service of documentation and submit the documents to the court. 

2. Appellant contends that the Mr Cyrus Corbett has been standing in between him and his sister and has 

instructed the Appellant not to speak to his sister..  

3. Appellant contends that during the hearing Mr. Corbett can be heard coercing the respondent and 

making sure his services would always be needed. 

4. Appellant contends that Mr. Cyrus Corbett made false testimonies to the Circuit Court and is still 

performing unethically in this appeal effort. 

a. Appellant contends that Mr. Corbett contacted the court on January 26, 2023 and submitted a 

“Motion to Dismiss”. 
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b. Appellant contends that Mr. Corbett stated in the Proof of Service that he served the Appellant 

through Email and Regular Mail but he did not. 

i. Appellant contends that the submission to the court was not done in the format that the 

court instructed the Appellant to do which was to copy everyone involved in the case 

on the documents submitted to the Court of Appeals through the email. 

ii. Appellant contends that he has consistently submitted to all documents to the court 

with Mr. Corbett CC: on the submissions. 

c. Appellant contends that the Appeals court issued the Deficiency on January 30, 2023 and the 

Respondents attorney actually did not mail the hard copy according to the tracking information 

until January 30, 2023 not January 26, 2023 as the documentation that was presented to the 

Appeals Court in this motion states. 

d. Appellant contends that the Certified letter was never delivered but was misdelivered to his 

home on February 8, 2022.  

i. Appellant had called to the Court of Appeals after receiving the deficiency letter to see 

what submission was made that he was not copied on. 

ii. Appellant called again and spoke with the Court Clerk who informed him that the 

deficiency letter was sent because of the problem with service. 

e. Appellant contends that the information from the tracking number proves that the respondents 

attorney has been manipulating the court as he did during the Circuit Court Appeals Hearing.. 

i. Appellant contends that Mr. Corbett had his process servers to bring letters to his home 

and put them in the fence outside the house more than 75 ft from the front porch facing 

the road..  

ii. Appellant contends that he was never served during that time because the same process 

server can be seen on the security camera footage coming back and removing the 

paperwork before the Appellant could get home to receive it. 

iii. Appellant contends that because of the problems with the mailing that the service was 

never completed and the dates were misrepresented to the courts on purpose to cause 

the Appellant not be get the paperwork in time to respond. 

5. Appellant contends that the Respondents attorney singed the “Motion to Dismiss” for January 1, 2023 

which is also an inaccurate date on the appeal paperwork page. 

a. Appellant contends that since the document is signed for January 1, 2023 that the Appellant 

had not submitted the “Informal Brief” so there is no way that the Appellant should be held 

accountable for a document signed more than 25 days before it was submitted to the court. 
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b. Appellant contends that the “Motion to Dismiss” must have been written prior to receiving the 

Appellants “Informal Brief” which explains why the Respondent has failed to respond to any 

of the important issues brought in the “Informal Brief”. 

 

 

VII.  

 

Appellant Objects: 

1. Appellant submits to the court proof that the documentation was not mailed until after receiving the 

letter of Deficiency from the Appeals Court on the 30th. 

2. Appellant contends that there has been no electronic copies sent and there was no attachment to the 

original submission to the appeals court.  

3. Appellant contends that Mr. Corbett has been more open to conversations to other attorneys that he 

assumed were on the case than he is to the Appellant as he has ignored every single attempt at making 

some type of communication between the Respondent and the Appellant.  

4. Appellant needed help with the taxes and other expenses and wanted to just have a chance to speak 

during the time our father’s birthday and Father’s Day but nothing.  

5. Appellant contends that in this closing statement the court can see there is a problem with the dates 

and the statement of the electronic mail that was never sent. 
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6. Appellant contends that “Motion to Dismiss” was submitted to the court on January 26, 2023 but the 

Service to the Appellant date is January 30, 2023 but according the USPS the package was not 

delivered as of February 4, 2023 and was not received until February 8, 2023.   

 

In conclusion 

 Appellant ask that the court will not dismiss his claim and will give the claim a fair review. 

Appellant ask that if the court finds that there are deficiencies on the Appellants part that the Appellant 

will be given a chance to correct the problems. Appellant has had a hard time with the Respondent 

refusing to help with estate financial help as the taxes were paid again this year and for the last 4 years 

by the Appellant and the only reason the Respondent has ever offered any help but ask for money to 

pay attorneys and has not offered any refund for the thousands of dollars that have been paid by the 

Appellant. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Joe L. Adams Jr.   2/10/2023 
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EXHIBIT I 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Motion to Dismiss – UPS Tracking Information – York County Sixteenth 

Judicial Circuit Public Index 
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EXHIBIT II 

 

 

 

 

 

Taxes Paid 2019 – 2020 – 2021 – 2022 

 

 

 


































































