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II1.

IVv.

STATEMENTS OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

Did the Circuit Court err in its discretion in agreeing with the allowance and support of
the testimony of lay witnesses to give expert opinion as to the confusion of the decedent
at the time of the signing of the Last Will and Testament and Power of Attorney?

Did the Circuit Court err in finding that the Decedent lacked the testamentary capacity to
execute the Last Will and Testament and Power of Attorney, although the Decedent had
actual knowledge of the nature and extent

of her estate, the nature objects of her bounty, and to whom she wished to give her property
to?

Did the Circuit Court err in ruling that undue influence was found between the decedent
and Appellant?

Did the Circuit Court err in its ruling in finding that the Appellant breached her fiduciary
duty and in awarding the full amount of damages be reimbursed to the Estate?

v



The Appellant filed the Initial Brief of the Appellant on February 24, 2024 with the Soqth

Carolina Court of Appeals. In the Initial Brief of the Appellant, the Appellant argued the following:

I.  Did the Circuit Court err in its discretion in agreeing with the allowance and
support of the testimony of lay witnesses to give expert opinion as to the confusion
of the decedent at the time of the signing of the Last Will and Testament and Power

of Attorney?

II.  Did the Circuit Court err in finding that the Decedent lacked the testamentary
capacity to execute the Last Will and Testament and Power of Attorney, although
the Decedent had actual knowledge of the nature and extent of her estate, the nature

objects of her bounty, and to whom she wished to give her property to?

III.  Did the Circuit Court err in ruling that undue influence existed between the

decedent and Appellant?

Iv. Did the Circuit Court err in its ruling in finding that the Appellant breached her
fiduciary duty and in awarding the full amount of damages be reimbursed to the

Estate?

The Respondent then filed their Initial Brief of Respondents on April 16, 2024. However, the
Respondent’s brief is the exact same brief previously filed (R.P. ) in Common Pleas. In the
Respondents Brief, he argues against the initial arguments addressed in the lower court, due to it
being the same document, but does not however address the Arguments listed in the Initial Brief of

the Appellant filed in the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

The Respondent does not specifically argue or provide any new information nor retaliatory

arguments against the arguments in this current appeal, except to state his previously argued



. arguments against the Initial Brief of the Appellant filed in the lower court.

CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, Appellant respectfully submits that this Court should reverse
the Probate Court's Order, hold that the Power of Attorney of Edith Ryles and the Last Will

and Testament of Edith Ryles are valid, and reduce the amount of damages owed to the heirs

of the estate.
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