
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals
_____________________

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Daniel Hall, Circuit Court Judge
____________________________

Case No. 2019-CP-46-00310
Appellate Case No: 2019-000979

____________________________

Ex Parte, Ryan Powell,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . Appellant,

In re LB PARK, LLC,  . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Respondent,

v.

San Juan Holdings, Brett Osborne, the trustee; Brett Osborne as Trustee of San Juan 
Holdings; and John Doe and Mary Roe, representing all unknown persons having or 
claiming to have any right, title, or interest in or to, or lien upon, the real estate described 
as 25056 Timberlake Drive, York County, South Carolina, TMS 643-10-001-023, their 
heirs and assigns, and all other persons, firms, or corporations entitled to claim under, by 
or through the above named Defendant(s), and all other persons or entities unknown 
claiming any right, title, interest, estate in, or lien upon the real estate described as 25056 
Timberlake Drive, York County, South Carolina, TMS 643-10-01-023, . . . Respondents.

_________________________

Amended Return To LB PARK, LLC's 
Motion to Consolidate

_________________________

Appellant Ryan Powell ("Ryan"), replaces his original Return To LB PARK, LLC's Motion

to Consolidate that he filed on March 16, 2023 with this amended return.  This amended return is

made pursuant to Rule 240(e) SCACR to oppose Respondent LB PARK, LLC's ("LB PARK")

Motion to Consolidate this appeal with the appeal having the Appellate Case No 2022-001650

("2022 Appeal").  .

Mandatory Judicial Notice

All judges on this Court are to take mandatory judicial notice under 201(d) SCRE of the

following fact:  Ryan has registered his deed on February 23, 2023 in the York County Register

of Deeds office in book 20628, page 278 ("Registered Deed") thereby putting his property under
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the jurisdiction of this State and giving him the right to use the courts of this State to protect and

defend his property.  A copy of Ryan's Registered Deed is attached as Exhibit A and is fully

incorporated herein by reference.

Amended Return To Motion to Consolidate

First, it is fairly obvious that this Court and the Clerk of this Court ("Clerk") are working

hand and hand with Respondent's attorney to manipulate both this appeal and the 2022 Appeal.

Clerk has tried multiple times to defraud Ryan into making a mistake so that this appeal can be

dismissed.   For  instance,  Clerk  has  now  twice pretended  that  this  appeal  is  being  held  in

abeyance,  absent an order from this Court, hoping Ryan would fall for her fraud and miss a

deadline which would have given Clerk the authority to dismiss this appeal.  The latest attempt

by Clerk is evidenced by a letter she sent to the parties recently pretending that this appeal is

being held in abeyance,  without a court order, pending a decision on LB PARK's Motion to

Consolidate.  A copy of that letter is attached as Exhibit B and is fully incorporated herein by

reference.  

Any thinking person would have to wonder why so many fraudulent attempts have been

made to try to dismiss this appeal.  Ryan wondered that too until he finally figured out the grand

plan ("Grand Plan") that was crafted to manipulate both this  appeal and the 2022 Appeal to

achieve the desired goal.  The desired goal of the Grand Plan is to ensure that LB PARK does not

take any financial loss, that its own errors ensured it should take, by gifting Ryan's property to it.

The evidence suggests the Grand Plan consists of at least the following: 

1)  Judge Weaver would knowingly enter a void final quiet title order that was made self-

executing.  The reason it was made self-executing was because the Grand Plan would only work

if LB PARK could take possession of Ryan's property before the 2022 Appeal was decided.    

2)  Judge  Weaver  also  set  an  extremely  high  bond  amount  if  Ryan  wanted  to  stay  his

dispossession.  The bond amount was set so high with the hope that Ryan would either not be

able, or willing to post such a high bond.  This is the reason this Court absolutely refused to issue

a supersedeas, adjust the appeal bond amount, or issue an injunction to stay the facially void

"self-executing" final quiet title order.

3)  Since Judge Weaver's  final quiet  title  order was made without having subject matter

jurisdiction, it is null and void.  Accordingly, this Court's opinion for the 2022 Appeal will most

likely be to "dismiss" the appeal since the order on appeal is a nullity.  See for example "Because
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the master had entered an order and retained only the power to execute his order (the judicial

sale), the master did not have subject matter jurisdiction when he issued his order.  Accordingly,

this appeal is DISMISSED.", WACHOVIA BANK OF SOUTH CAROLINA v. Player, 512 SE

2d 129 (1999).

4) Since LB PARK will have taken possession of Ryan's property during the 2022 Appeal,

the appeal's dismissal will give LB PARK the ability to immediately sell Ryan's property.  That

will make LB PARK financially "whole" even though it leaves Ryan losing his property on a

null and void final quiet title order.

5)  Since the 2022 Appeal will most likely be "dismissed", there will be no need for this

Court to decide any other question raised in that appeal including, but not limited to, the fact that

LB PARK's claims are not ripe since it did not have possession of the property at issue when it

brought both of its defective cases.

6) Since this appeal does not suffer the issue of the order on appeal being null and void, as

the 2022 Appeal does, LB PARK's attorney is now attempting to get these two disparate appeals

consolidated so that this appeal can be dismissed along with the 2022 Appeal of Judge Weaver's

null and void order (see #3 above).  If this appeal is not consolidated, then this Court will have to

rule on the ripeness, or lack thereof, of LB PARK's claims and that ruling should reverse the

orders on appeal and should have LB PARK's claims dismissed with prejudice.  However, that

outcome does not fulfill the goals of the Grand Plan, so a consolidation will be ordered even

though there are no similar questions raised in the two disparate appeals that would allow for a

proper consolidation.

Nonetheless, the Grand Plan has one major weak point, that being if Ryan wised up and came

to understand what was going on he could record his deed and bring an independent action to get

relief from Judge Weaver's void order.  Ryan did wise up, he did record his deed, and he did

bring an independent action to be relieved of Judge Weaver's null and void final quiet title order.

Ryan was only able to bring an independent action because Judge Weaver acted without having

subject matter jurisdiction and the reason she did not have subject matter jurisdiction is because

of LB PARK's incompetent attorney, Andrew Rawl.  This weak point in the Grand Plan is the

reason why Mr. Rawl was fired from his law firm and is also the reason why LB PARK sought

new counsel to represent it and the other defendants after Ryan filed and served his independent

action (2023-CP-46-00607).  LB PARK had been a client of that law firm for at least the last
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seven years.  Clients do not usually leave law firms that just produced a 300% return on the

client's investment (i.e., that law firm cleared a title that was void ab initio, that was granted to a

non-existent entity, in a case that the plaintiff did not have standing, in a case that was not ripe,

and on property that has a present market value worth almost 300% of the amount of bid monies

paid for the property).

Second, LB PARK's attorney waited until the very day her initial brief was due to move for

consolidation.  After making two motions for an extension of time to file her initial brief, LB

PARK's attorney is clearly making her Motion to Consolidate at the time she filed it to cause

more unnecessary delays.   Three unnecessary delays are sanctionable behavior which should

cause this Court to strike LB PARK's Motion to Consolidate but that will never happen.

Third, LB PARK's attorney states the grounds for her Motion to Consolidate is "that the same or

similar questions are presented so as to warrant consolidation".  That is an outright lie.  Not only

are the questions presented entirely different between this appeal and the 2022 Appeal, but in this

appeal the only question that this Court will need to decide is whether or not it was error to deny

Ryan intervention in LB PARK's 2019 case.  But before that decision can be decided, this Court

must determine if LB PARK's 2019 case is justicible, and when it does that analysis it will find

that LB PARK's claims are not ripe.  The decision on justicibility of LB PARK's claims will be

the same for the two appeals as its non-ripe claims are the same in its two cases on appeal.

However, the issue of ripeness is not a valid ground for consolidating two disparate appeals with

entirely different questions presented because justicibility is a common analysis that must be

done in every appeal this Court hears and decides.

Finally, the consolidation of the two appeals does not reduce costs or time of either appeal but it 

absolutely facilitates LB PARK illegally and unlawfully taking Ryan's property when this Court now 

has the duty and obligation to protect Ryan's rights to his property.

Conclusion

For all the above reasons shown, LB PARK's Motion to Consolidate must be denied.

April 6, 2023 ___/s Ryan Powell______________
Ryan Powell, Appellant
c/o 25056 Timberlake Dr.
Fort Mill, SC 29708
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals 

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS 
CLERK 

V. CLAIRE ALLEN 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK 

 
POST OFFICE BOX 11629 

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA  29211 

1220 SENATE STREET 
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201 

TELEPHONE:  (803) 734-1890 
FAX:  (803) 734-1839 

www.sccourts.org 

March 21, 2023 

Ryan Powell 

25056 Timberlanke Drive 

Fort Mill SC 29708 

 

Re: Ex Parte Ryan Powell (LB Park, LLC v. San Juan Holdings) 

Appellate Case No.  2019-000979 

 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

 

The Court is in receipt of the exhibit that you wish to attach to your appellant's 

initial reply brief. If you would like for your exhibit to be considered by the Court, 

the document will need to listed in the designation of matter. Briefs cannot have 

attachments to them.  

 

The record on appeal was filed before the appellant's initial reply brief and is 

considered premature, therefore, it will not be considered. Both parties' 

designations of matter must be included in the record on appeal, pursuant to Rule 

210, SCACR.  

 

The timelines for perfecting this appeal will be held in abeyance pending a ruling 

on the motion to consolidate. 

 

Very truly yours, 

 

 

CLERK 
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cc: A. Parker Barnes, III, Esquire 

Sarah P. Spruill, Esquire 

Brett Osborne 
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____________________________________________
Certificate of Service For 

Amended Return to LB PARK, LLC's Motion to Consolidate
____________________________________________

I certify that I served Respondents with a copy of my Amended Return to LB PARK, LLC's 
Motion to Consolidate by and through their attorney of record by First Class Mail with 
proper postage affixed on the date below shown addressed as follows:

Sarah P. Spruill Brett Osborne
P.O. Box 2048 (29602) 190 Aviation Lane,
Greenville, SC 29601  Gold Hill NC 28071

_04/6/2023______ _/s Ryan Powell__________
Date Ryan Powell, Appellant

c/o 25056 Timberlake Drive
Fort Mill, SC 29708
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