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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

 

COUNTY OF FLORENCE 

 

Dorthea Ryles, 

 

Appellant, 

 

vs. 

 

Leon Ryles, Willie N. Ryles, and Theresa 

Williams, 

 

Respondents, 

 

IN RE: 

 

The Estate of Edith W. Ryles, 

Estate File: 2018-ES-21-00899 

 
) 

) 

) 

 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

) 

 
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

C/A NO. 2021-CP-21-02467 

 

 

 

 

 

ORDER 

 

 THIS MATTER COMES BEFORE ME on an appeal of an Order of Judgment from the 

Florence County Probate Court which found the decedent lacked testamentary capacity to execute 

both a power of attorney and will.  In addition, the Probate Court ruled the power of attorney and 

will were the product of undue influence exercised by the appellant.  The Order of Judgment also 

held the appellant breached her fiduciary duty as power of attorney by gifting herself.  After 

reviewing the Order of the Probate Court and hearing arguments from the parties, I find there is 

an abundance of evidence supporting the findings and Order of the Probate Court.   

Two months before signing the power of attorney, Edith Ryles was found in the middle of 

the street on her walker in a bathrobe confused and disoriented, not knowing where she was.  

Several years before the execution of the power of attorney and will, Edith Ryles needed help with 

her day-to-day activities such as cleaning house, preparing meals, and handling her finances.  She 
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had personal hygiene issues and was confused to the point of believing her husband who had been 

dead for ten years was still alive.  She also thought she had another baby.   

 

No attorney was involved in the preparation and execution of both the power of attorney 

and will.  Dorthea Ryles came from her home in New Jersey under the pretense of helping her 

siblings with their mother’s care and transported her mother to a tax service for the preparation 

and execution of both documents.  The appellant did this without notifying her siblings.  When 

subpoenaed to the trial, the two owners and operators of the tax service invoked their rights under 

the Fifth Amendment and refused to answer questions.  The tax service was investigated by the 

South Carolina Attorney General’s Office which served a cease-and-desist letter charging the tax 

service with practicing law without a license.  Based on the above facts, the appeal of the Appellant 

is without merit, and, therefore  

 

IT IS ORDERED, the appeal in this matter is hereby dismissed. 

 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

 

[PREPARED FOR ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE] 
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So Ordered

s/ Clifton B. Newman, 2127
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