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Bruce Wilson
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brucewilson23@gmail.com
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals
P.O. Box 11629
Columbia, SC 29211
South Carolina Office of Court Administration
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Columbia, SC 29201

Re: Bruce Wilson v. Rueban Hays
Appellate Case No. 2023-001985

Dear Clerk, Kitching:

On are about Saturday February 24, 2024, I received notice and a copy of the ordered transcript,
and I have included a copy of such ordered transcript and copied all parties.

Please see attached transcript.

If there are any other requirements related to the transcript, please inform, so I may correct such
deficiency.

Yours truly,

Bucce Wilosr

Bruce Wilson, Appellant

Enclosure
Cc: Ralph Gleaton, Esq
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PROCEEDINGS

THE COURT: The next case is in the interest of Bruce
Wilson vs. Megan Riegel. This is case number
2023-CP-23-03268.

Mr. Wilson, are you pro se, which means you're
representing yourself?

MR. WILSON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: I have Mr. Wilson here in a pro se
capacity. Then I have --

Is this Mr. Gleaton?

MR. GLEATON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I have Mr. Ralph Gleaton representing the
Defendant. Mr. Wilson is pro se.

This is Defendant Hays motion to dismiss; is that
correct, Mr. Gleaton?

MR. GLEATON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Give me a little background and
then I'1ll hear from you on the motion.

MR. GLEATON: Thank you, Your Honor.

[Indiscernible] --

THE COURT: Hold on a second. It looks like we've got
two named Defendants, Megan Riegel, president of the Peace
Center, and then Rueban Hays, who is the executive director
and founder of Juneteenth -- when was that founded? When

was that?
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MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible]. I might be wrong.

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Wilson, I'm reading your
Complaint, you drafted this Complaint yourself?

MR. WILSON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Let me hear from you.

MR. WILSON: I'm not sure [indiscernible] Mr. Quarles
is not listed [indiscernible].

THE COURT: Well, Mr. Quarles is not subject of
anything that was filed, so I need you to stay focused on
Defendant's motion to dismiss as it relates to Mr. Rueban
Hays.

MR. WILSON: Yes, sir. I was getting to the text
message that went to Mr. Quarles. I was not part of that
text message --

THE COURT: What text message?

MR. WILSON: The allegations that I'm claiming that Mr.
- well, it's not an allegation, he actually sent a text
message regarding me. So that's --

THE COURT: How is Mr. Hays involved in that?

MR. WILSON: He's one of the Defendants.

THE COURT: I know that. I can see that, but I'm just
saying counsel's motion is to dismiss Mr. Hays as a party,
so that's what I need you to address.

MR. WILSON: Mr. Hays, he's the one that saw the text

message, the individual that got it. This is not -- I think
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-- he's kind of conflated the situation [indiscernible].
This has nothing to do with the lawsuit that was involved
with the Peace Center and the contract.

THE COURT: Is that another lawsuit?

MR. WILSON: Yes.

THE COURT: That you filed?

MR. WILSON: Yes.

THE COURT: That's pending?

MR. WILSON: Well, it's over now.

THE COURT: Were you involved in that case?

MR. GLEATON: ©No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And some of the same allegations in that
case are contained in this case?

MR. WILSON: ©No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: That was a breach of contract case and this
is slander?

MR. WILSON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: You filed both of them?

MR. WILSON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Go ahead, let me listen to you as it

relates to Mr. Hays.

MR. WILSON: So the information -- so Mr. Hays sent a
text message regarding myself. I was not part of the
conversation. I didn't even know him --

THE COURT: Okay. What was the nature of the text
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message? What did it say?

MR. WILSON: Informed Mr. Quarles that you and Bruce
Wilson are hoe ass niggas.

THE COURT: Let me ask you this, how is Mr. Quarles
involved in this whole scenario?

MR. WILSON: That statement was to him.

THE COURT: Okay, but Mr. Hays sent Mr. Quarles a text
message?

MR. WILSON: So evidently, they saw one another
somewhere. I wasn't there. I wasn't around. I don't know
if it was a club or what, some type of event.

THE COURT: Does the text message exist?

MR. WILSON: It does exist, yes.

THE COURT: You got 1it?

MR. WILSON: Oh, yes.

THE COURT: Go ahead, let me hear the rest of it.

MR. WILSON: The text message went out.

THE COURT: To?

MR. WILSON: To Mr. Quarles.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. WILSON: Mr. Hays --

THE COURT: How do you know Mr. Quarles?

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: So Mr. Hays sent a text message to you as

well as Mr. Quarles?
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MR. WILSON: It never came to me, that's --

THE COURT: Sent to Mr. Quarles, but you found out
about it?

MR. WILSON: Yes, sir. So that's what the issue is. 1
was not part of the conversation. That's how he become the
third party. It was a text message, that's how
[indiscernible]. And he didn't send him that text message
calling me a hoe ass nigga because he wanted to send me a
Christmas present.

THE COURT: How does it get to slander? Because that's
what the allegation is.

MR. WILSON: Well --

THE COURT: How do you get there?

MR. WILSON: So I think it's defamation --

THE COURT: Defamation what?

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. WILSON: And some of the messaging or statements in
the Complaint speaks of defamation pro se. There was a
hearing regarding the same issue in front of Judge Morgan.

THE COURT: Judge who?

MR. WILSON: Yes.

THE COURT: Judge who? You said in front of Judge who?

MR. WILSON: Morgan.

THE COURT: Morgan. When was that hearing?
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MR. WILSON:

order back on the 27th.

Yeah, that was on the -- well, I got the

That order --

THE COURT: What was the nature of that hearing-?

MR. WILSON: It was the same as this, motion to
dismiss.

THE COURT: As it relates to who?

MR. WILSON: Riegel.

THE COURT: Okay. You got a copy of Judge Morgan's
order?

MR. GLEATON: I don't have it with me today, but I have
it. [Indiscernible].

MR. WILSON: That would be the defamation and
conspiracy. [Indiscernible]. But as to the defamatory
statement [indiscernible] I wasn't part of the text message.
It wasn't to me. It was to a third individual. I think
that is -- that meets all the elements.

THE COURT: This same -- this exact motion was argued

before Judge Morgan,

party,
MR. GLEATON:
THE COURT:
MR. GLEATON:
THE COURT:

to it.

MR. GLEATON:

the only thing, it related to another

is that what I'm hearing?

[Indiscernible].
And the text only went to Mr. Quarles?
[Indiscernible].

Paragraph 15 of his Complaint? Let me get

I'm reading.

[Indiscernible].
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THE COURT: That's not your guy, but the other --
Riegel, Riegel did that. The only thing that connects this

guy is this text message, that's the only thing that's out

there.

MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible].

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible]. The statement that was
made was outside of our presence. I wasn't around in the

text message, so Mr. Hays has done the exact same thing as

THE COURT: Tell me how you get to the defamation, Mr.
Wilson.

MR. WILSON: Well, that comment, the same comment that
was made --

THE COURT: Well, you know, there's a difference
between an insult and --

MR. WILSON: Your Honor, that same type of language has
been brought up --

THE COURT: I understand that, but since you're
representing yourself, I'm trying to get you to give me some
legal analysis -- hold on a second -- give me some legal
analysis as to why this gets to the level of defamation as
opposed to just being an insult.

MR. WILSON: Exactly, Your Honor. And our appellate
court --

THE COURT: What case, what case has the appellate
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court ruled on?

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible] exact same thing, Your
Honor, exact same thing --

THE COURT: Yeah, my problem, Mr. Wilson, is I can't
get to -- you know, if you look at the -- of course, you're
representing yourself, but I'm just trying to hear some
argument from you to take me from this being an insult to --

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: It pertains just to you, it's defamation?

MR. WILSON: It didn't come directly to me.

THE COURT: I understand that, but, you know, there's a
significant difference, like, in the previous case, it was
sent to the media, that's different. This is a text message
that was sent to Mr. Quarles.

MR. WILSON: Right. And if I was part of that text
message, we wouldn't be here --

THE COURT: But that doesn't necessarily make it
defamation, Mr. Wilson.

MR. WILSON: So the way I'm looking at this, Your Honor

THE COURT: I know the way you looking at it, but I've
got to look at it the way the law says. You know, I
understand what you saying, but what does the law -- I
operate not what you think and how you feel, I'm just trying

to get -- see if you can take me to anything connected with
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any case or anything as it relates to the law on defamation
that would get me from this being just an insult. Because
I'm really -- you know, I hate that this was said, but -- if
this was said to me, if I got that, whether I got it through
a third party or you got it through a third party, I
wouldn't think it was defaming me. I think it was just an
insult.

MR. WILSON: Well, Your Honor --

THE COURT: It's a bad insult, but it's an insult, you

know.

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible], Your Honor, it wasn't
explained.

THE COURT: And I think you should be upset about what
was said, but I don't think -- you know, from a legal

standpoint, I can't get past this just being an insult.

MR. WILSON: What happened [indiscernible], on the
Juneteenth event, when Mr. Hays took over the event, put up
some [indiscernible] about Greenville sponsoring the
Juneteenth event using white Americans backdrop for the
Juneteenth event. I was contacted by several media outlets
who were familiar with the fact that I had started the first
Juneteenth here in Greenville. I was outspoken about the
fact that I was disappointed that Mr. Hays would take that
opportunity of marketing to white Americans [indiscernible]

ethnic group (***). He took exception to that and was angry
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and upset during this whole time. I hadn't spoke to him.
So what Mr. Hays done was (***) --

THE COURT: Quarles, yes, sir.

MR. WILSON: Mr. Quarles, the way I'm looking at it,
would be the third party. The statement wasn't said because
he was trying to praise me.

THE COURT: Where did the statement go beyond Mr.
Quarles? Let me ask you this, where does the statement go
beyond Mr. Quarles?

MR. WILSON: Well, the statement was posted on Facebook
when Mr. Quarles was —-- Mr. Quarles —--

THE COURT: This statement was posted on Facebook?

MR. WILSON: Because he was upset about the comments
that Mr. Hays had made because Mr. Hays had talked about
[indiscernible] in it.

THE COURT: Who posted it on Facebook, Mr. Quarles did?

MR. WILSON: Yes.

THEH COURT: Mr. Quarles posted it, Mr. Hays did not?

MR. WILSON: Well, Mr. Hays sent it to Mr. Quarles.

THE COURT: I understand that, but Mr. Hays didn't put
it on Facebook, Mr. Quarles did.

MR. WILSON: Not that I --

THE COURT: Well, you don't know who put it on
Facebook. You said somebody put it on Faebook.

MR. WILSON: Mr. Quarles --
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THE COURT: I understand, but my question is simple, do
you have any proof that Mr. Hays or Mr. Quarles put this on
Facebook, yes or no?

MR. WILSON: No, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. So you can't make that allegation.

MR. WILSON: No. No.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Wilson --

You got any other argument?

MR. GLEATON: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Wilson, I've listened to
you and I think it's very unfortunate, matter of fact, I
think it's an ugly statement. You know, it's an ugly
statement. If somebody said that -- made a statement like
that and it was directed at me, I'd be upset just like you
are, I'd be upset, but my reaction to it probably would be
as -- maybe would be different than yours.

See, at the end of the day, I look just like you and
you look just like me, so, sure, I'm going to be upset about
that, but I'm going to view it one of two ways. Even as I
sit up here with this black robe on, I've been called that
before if the truth were known. I consider it just an
insult and I just move on.

I'm not going to-- I don't think it falls in the
category of defamation. You know, I think it's an insult.

Sometimes people get those things confused and it's okay to
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get it confused. I understand you're upset. But that's why
I was trying to see if you could take me to where the law
says --

You know, one thing I've got to do is I can't make
decisions based on whether something upsets me or not. You
know, I've got to make decisions based on what the law says.
You know, I can't -- and that's just the way it is and you
haven't taken me there for me to feel comfortable in
allowing the matter to go forward. I think counsel's
argument is a valid one. I think it's unfortunate that this
statement was made, but I don't think it takes me there.
Unfortunately, it doesn't take me there.

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: That motion is not before me. The only
motion before me is the one he filed and I'm inclined to
grant the motion.

I need you to do a formal order. I think Judge Morgan
probable had everybody to do a formal order last time. I
don't know if he did like Form Four --

MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: I'm going to put you to work, though.

MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: Form four?

MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible] conspiracy because --

THE COURT: Yeah, that order, I don't have anything to
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do with that order, but this order, it will say that the
motion to dismiss as it relates to Mr. Hays.

MR. WILSON: What I'm asking [indiscernible].

THE COURT: His motion was just to dismiss Mr. Hays,
right?

MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: Which one did you ask for?

MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: Well, that's what I'm giving you.

MR. GLEATON: [Indiscernible].

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: As it relates to Mr. Hays because Mr. Hays
is his client.

MR. WILSON: Right, but I guess what I'm asking the
Court [indiscernible] there's got to be [indiscernible],
right?

THE COURT: I can't do anything about Judge Morgan's
order. Only thing before me is the motion he filed. I
can't change anything about --

MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible].

THE COURT: Well, here again, I can't do anything about
Judge Morgan's order. The only thing before me today is the
motion to dismiss as to Mr. Hays that he filed, that's the
only thing I'm dealing with.

I need you to send me an order within -- can you get
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that within 20 days?

MR. GLEATON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT:
it to me. E-file if you can.
MR. WILSON: [Indiscernible].
THE COURT: Only for your review,

it, Mr. Wilson, just for your review.

MR. WILSON: Thank you.

Send a copy to Mr. Wilson before you send

not for me to change
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