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H. Statement of the Case 1:

The Appellants, Gloria Myers and Jerome Myers are now seeking on appeal requesting a
REMAND with an Equitable Tolling vice the "cast iron" use of the Statue of Limitations in SC
Code §15-3-530.

The Appellants are the sibling and now heirs to their father, Henry Myers' matters.

The Respondents; Cesar McKnight {also the attomey for Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-
Myers (wife) and Latonya Hobson (her granddaughter)} Ms Wlllle O.W. McFadden-Myers
became the estranged wife when she returned to llve in ngstee SC March 2007.

The above captioned civil action was brodghtito expose these r.Re:spondent's Collusion for
Forgery [on Henry Myers' General and Durab_le"'. Power of Attorney @TAB # 001]; Criminal

Conversion; and Fraud. and Misrepresentation by’nlShelly All ‘and her Law Firm [There was no

medical power of attorney by the estranged wtfe to be Jound with the RMC Offices in Charleston SC to date, yet it
could exist under a proper discovery.) )

I Statement of the Case 1; Six Prilﬁ_ary ls's(ies':

1) Did the circult celnt Judée M Dennils‘ et?@ith his Va\ssn'nlptions and his "cast iron" tolling
of the Statute of leltatlons SC Code §15 -3-530 when the circuit court should have
allowed the Appellants pro se l1t1gants at least the opportunity to speak and be heard in a

‘jhearmg for reconsrderatlon on February 11 2013; and then and only then, the circuit
‘court might have mor_e_ falrly applred an Equitable Tolling Theory?

2) Did the lower court érrz when.;i.t EOntinuonsly allowed Cesar E. McKnight to be the
attorney for hlS co- defendants and his clients about Probate during all times pertinent to
the forged Power of Attomey fraud act; with estranged wife Willie O.W. McFadden-
Myers and Mrs. Myers' granddaughter, Lotonya Hobson?

3) Appellants assert that the Law of the Case is that twice the case was adjudicated as being
timely filed by both the Honorable Stephanie P. McDonald and the Honorable W. Jeffery

Young; as both on the record declared this civil action by a Scheduling Discovery
ORDER and then ready for a Jury Trial; while the issue of 3 years was not a matter until

Defendant-Respondent McKnight continued a repetitive "forum shopping" of Circuit



4)

5)

Judges that unfairly tolled the statue of limitations of a series of frauds alledged by the

forgery and conversion and misrepresentation sections of the Complaint?

The last two transcripts before Honorable Judge Markley Dennis are provided in and of
itself ~as substitution of and proof that these Appellant's issues were "systemically
prevented" from being raised at the lower court --

a. Two each: Real Estate notarized-sales-contract has the same effect upon the 20
years Statute of Limitations for real estate mstruments in South Carolina? IT
is clear the motive was to prevent Henry Myers from completing his task to deed
his life-long property to his own chrldren'lkml— hg w&n{td for hig, Six children and
two transfers were completed before the forgery scheme began @TAB # 002 &
@TAB # 003

b. Did Judge Dennis' signing the ORDER/JUDGMENT on January 25, 2013
@TAB # 004 while a hearmg was scheduled and reluctantly held for the
Appellant's Second Motlon to Reconsrder @TAB # 005 on February 11, 2013

unfairly denying the Plamtlffs the om)ortumty to speak to the court below and

cause for the exnense of thrs verv Appeal"

Did the two Contract(s) for Sale of the Henry Myers famlly real property on Shrimp
Road @TAB # 002 @TAB # 003 that were created as a result of the forged Power of
Attomey -and notanzed by Attorney Mcnght fall into the 20 years Statute of

,errtatrons for real estate mstruments South Carolina Code (b). Within twenty years
6

Can the Appeal Court reach to apply the "Clean Hands Doctrine" in that the Respondent's
have commrtted the wrongful mtentlonal and malicious acts alleged by these Appellants
and bar them from appearances in the South Carolina Court's in the future? [This would

be in the best 1__nteqest of j justzce for all.]

-- this space is blank --



II.

Statement of the Case 2 :

Historical Statement of the Matter:

This civil action was brought against the Defendants, hereafier the Respondents; Shelly
K All Esq.; Cesar E. McKnight Esq.; Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers and Latonya Hobson
by the Plaintiffs Jerome Myers and Gloria Myers. The Plaintiffs are the children of Henry
Myers.

'

Our Father, Henry Myers was first married at,vour.;ernother. They had six Children
together; we live on Shrimp Road, Charleston, SC."-/

After our mother passed, our father mamed a second t1me to Wlllre O.W. McFadden-

Myers and in this marriage there were no- chxldren together

Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers has two grown ‘daughters herself from a former
marriage. Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden Myers moved mto the homestead on Shrimp Road
in Charleston, SC after the mamage to Henry Myers Ms Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers
moved to Charleston- from Klngstree SC where she was hvmg with her two daughters,

N

there.

Our Dad Henry Myers was up and doing for himself and his wife, Ms. Willie O.W.
McFadden-Myers Dad was keepmg up w1th his Doctors visits at the Veterans Hospital
(V A Yin Charleston, SC Our Dad was very active with his Church, his community and his
grandchlldren and great g_randchrldren, all about his homestead. He cut his own grass with

his own lawnmower. He drove his own truck up to the time of his leg surgery.

In February of 2007 Our Dad Henry Myers had vascular surgery done on one of his
legs at the Charleston Veterans Hospital in Charleston, SC. After being there for a few
days, the Doctor for the vascular surgery sent him to Ashley Crossing Drive, the Trinity
Health Mission Health and Rehab in Charleston, SC. He was staying there anywhere from
fifieen days to thirty days of the approval of the V.A. Hospital.

At the Trinity Mission Rehab, Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers, decided that our Dad
(Henry Myers) was not allowed to return to his homestead on Shrimp Road.



After, our father realized that he wasn't going home, because his wife decided that she
was returning back to Kingstree, SC with her children, and that she had decided to refuse to
allow us to care for our Dad at his home; our Dad became depressed after he realized that

his wife had moved back to her hometown and didn't want him in his homestead on Shrimp
Road.

Our father got depressed and stopped eating well and got some dehydration and was
sent out to the Emergency Room (E.R.) twice from Tri:ri'it;v;{fZ;Mission Rehab. On the second
time to the ER., The Doctors decided that he ne‘édedffto come to the V.A. Hospital in
Charleston, SC. T

When our Dad was placed at the Charle'ston V.A. Hospitéi,"he was moved upstairs to

the V.A. Hospital nursing home in the sam_eibu‘ilding.

Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers decided that he needed to be plaeea' under hospice

at the V.A. Hospital nursing home 'care"right here iri‘Ch'arleston.

During this time, Ms. W1111e 0. W McFadden-Myers used a forged (fraud) document
that was signed; rllegally L

We the Myers Chlldren and our Dad found out through the V.A. that she was using the
Power of Attomey Wthh the VA. Socnal Worker told us about and they did not know it
was a fraud and forgery e1ther 50 Ms erlre O.W. McFadden-Myers was able to use it.

We ‘SUSpeCted that the Power of Attorney had to be a fraud. We decided to go to the
Attorney Dennls J Chrxstensen whlch we hired him as our attorney (June !{», 2007) to care

of this matter of forgery of a Durable Power of Attorney that was filed on April 12, 2007.

Jerome Myers and‘ Gloria Myers went to the Charleston County Registrar and Means
and Conveyance Office (RMC) to get the Power of Attorney, Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-

Myers was using. Before we went to the RMC Office, we had an appointment with

Attorney Dennis J. Christensen to discuss the suspected fraud of the Power of Attorney.

We met with Attorney Christensen to discuss in his office taking the case of suspected

fraud. We brought in the documents believed to be illegal about the Power of Attorney and

(%]



legal documents showing our fathers signatures which he had signed in the past and present

as samples of our father's handwriting.

The suspected illegal document of the Durable Power of Attorney was signed or filed
on April 12, 2007. The signatures were not like our father Henry Myers. Our father did not

give anyone permission to sign any documents for him at all.

Attorney Christensen examined all of the documents which had signatures of our
father's that was legally signed and he compared them tofthe illegal signatures; Notary and
Witness of April 12, 2007. (RMC) date. J

Attorney Christensen agreed to take the case on because he beheved it to be fraud case,
assuring us that he could get justice through the court for our Dad Henry Myers and his
Children. So he made another appomtment for us to meet with him on thlS suspected fraud

case that was committed on Aprll 12, 2007 (RMC) date agamst us;and

We, the Myers' met with Attorney 'Dennis J Chﬁstensen and he introduced us to his
partner Shelly K. All on thrs second appomtment ‘We were expectmg that what Attorney
Christensen had: assured to us that Shelly K All will work w1th us on this fraud case.

Jerome Myers Glona Myers and Melba Myers-Taylor went into Attorney Shelly K All
office to drscuss thJS case w1th her even though we were expecting to continue this case

w1th Attomey Denms K Chnstensen \

We sat down and explamed what we wanted to happen in this fraud case. This meeting
was at the end of June 2007 The documents were again reviewed with Ms. All just like

with Mr. Chrrstensen before

We pointed out that-this Power of Attorney was signed filed April 12, 2007 (RMC)
date. by Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers and her granddaughter, Ms. Latoyna Hobson
as witnesses. Attorney Cesar McKnight was their attorney and notarized and witness this

suspected forged Power of Attorney signed filed April 12, 2007 (RMC) date.

These illegal documents was supposed to be signed by our Dad Henry Myers in the
presence of their (Respondents) Attorney Cesar E. McKnight who signed this document



himself and notarized it with Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers who signed and witnessed
along with her granddaughter, Latonya Hobson that came to Charleston, SC from Ohio to

be a witness signing the forged Durable Power of Attorney.

A fact is that, Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers used this document (Power of

Attorney) against our Dad and his children to get her way about the matters above and the

property on Shrimp Road.

In a meeting with Shelly K. All, we were prepa.re'dil_to féo on the witness stand for the
fraud that was committed & filed on April 12, 2007 (RMC) date against our Dad and his
six Children. Shelly All told the Myers Chlldren that we had to waxt on the right Judge to

be heard in front of about the forgery, When our hearing came up in front the Judge in

court; we_the Myers Children were not allowed {0) sneak before’ the court because there

was _closed meeting in the Judge s Chambers:- (There was no hearing and there does not

exist any transcript for attachmg to the Appellant's Record on Appeal) After our
Attorney Shelly K. All came out of the meetlng in the back of the Chambers; we ask her

when court was gomg to- sta.rt S0 we can go on the witness stand

Our Attomey Shelly K All adv1sed us %ml‘ shc w0uﬂgobac/(m,4v Hhe ‘)%“ (‘/unbc/ﬁ “Spe
with M kﬂ" mlAﬁer commg back and out a th1rd time she met with the Myers Children in a

room oﬁ‘ the court room

We the Myers Chxldren and Attorney Shelly K. All sat down and she advised us that
they came to an agreement in the Chambers that they dropped the illegally signed Durable
Power of . Attomey and had made Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers our Dad's

Conservator along with her Attomey Cezar E. McKnight; behind closed doors.

We told Attorney\Sh_"elly K. All we were not satisfied of what had taken place in the
Chambers without our even agreeing on this matter and we were looking to be heard in
court on the record. We felt it wasn't right after we hired their law firm to deal with the
forgery case that had been committed & filed on April 12, 2007 (RMC) date; by the same
Respondents (Defendants) while they were being heard in the Judge's Chambers, but not
the Myers Children being on the record.



Attorney Shelly K. All informed us, the Myers Children, that the decision has been

made and nothing we could do; after all, that was his wife and that their ruling stands.

Attorney Shelly K. All informed us that we could file a petition to become Guardian
and Conservator over our father, so we agreed since we didn't know what else to do. We
felt very encourage after finding out we could be a Guardian and Conservator for our father
as his own Children and the court and our Attorney made his wife the Conservator and
Appointed a Guardian and Guardian Ad Litem for ourDad Henry Myers, at this typically

"back room meeting" (without a hearing nor one h'eld”o:n'the record).

We, the Myers Children became very di‘_s_cli}ur,raged beéau§e we did not hire the attorney
All and her law firm to start out in a Probafe Guardian and Conser“vator for us and our Dad.

We wanted them to deal with the matter of the suspected fraud and forgerv documents

against those that committed the alleged crimes on Aprrl 12 2007. (RMC) date

Resultantly and instead we 'had“to \\zisit our father{'i'n five different nursing homes from

Charleston to Florence SC. We felt that no one was lrstemng and fighting for our justice or

rights of our father and hlS Chlldren

Our Dad He‘n'ry}Myers is a World WarH ‘{/eteran andi\‘)vorked all his life to accornplish
what he had Abeen hiessed.with'in his lifetirn‘e."‘}

So we dec1ded to. go to the Charleston City Police Department and explain what has
happened with the suspected fraud and forgery documents. The main Police Department
sent us to the West AshJey Pohce Department. So we went to West Ashley and there we
met with Sgt ‘bonald Daduivgan We explained to him that the documents of the Durable

Power of Attomey that we suspected were not signed by our father, nor had he consented to

have anyone sign any such documents for him.

Sgt Donald Daquigan assures us that he would keep in touch and agree to investigate
the matter concerning the alleged fraud and forgery of the Durable Power of Attorney that
took place on April 12, 2007 (RMC) date. Our Dad was at the Trinity Mission and Rehab,
West Ashley.



Sgt Donald Daquigan assured us that he would keep in touch with us, and then there

were a few weeks before we heard anything from him.

Through a phone conversation, when we called and Sgt Daquigan informed us that he
turned our case over to Ms. Elizabeth Spencer, Dept. of Elderly Support Unit, and
Charleston City Police Dept. He told us that Ms. Spencer would be able to help us in the

matter committed against our father's rights.

Ms. Spencer called us to meet with her at the’ .éharleston City Police Dept on
Lockwood Blvd. Ms. Spencer had set up a small. table and charrs in the middle of the public
lobby for our privacy-sensitive meeting about our criminal complamt We started with the
documents of alleged fraud and forgery of the Durable Power of Attomey filed April 12,
2007. (RMC) date. L

Before we left the meeting with Ms. Spencer we agreed that the documents given to Sgt

Daquigan that he faxed over to Ms.f Spencer were suspect of fraud and forgery.

We did not hearl from. Ms Spencer for a few weeks We tned to call her office number;
we left her messages “and these non-responsrve attempts to follow-up went on for a few

more weeks to 1o ava11

We: then called Sgt Daqulgan to ﬁnd out any progress and any new information from
Ms Spencer Smce Sgt Daqu1gan had tumed the case over to Ms. Spencer. And, he wanted

us to meet him at the’ mam Pohce Statlon on Lockwood Blvd so he could return all that we

had given to h1m and Ms. Spencer through him.

Sgt Daqu1gan‘~gave ’ujs a folder without any case number. We asked where the case

number was. The Sgt said,”...there was no number because there was not a case!."

We asked for a letter with the folder from Sgt Daquigan. His letter is dated November
7, 2008. @TAB#006.

We tried to present some more recent evidence from our Handwriting Expert received

October 18, 2008 @TAB#00. Neither Sgt Daquigan nor Ms. Spencer wanted to see it or



wanted to know about it. The Police Dept. would not take the Affidavit of the Handwriting
Expert.

Our Dad Henry Myers was diagnosed by the Veterans Administration with rating
decision completed December 15, 2008 as him being competent and that caused his
retirement payments to be returned directly to his control by the Federal Government. Our

Dad returned to his homestead with his Children March of 2009. @ TAB#007

We, the Myers Children have "tried diligently" fo-"féceive help with this matter of
fraud and forgery of the illegally used documents and new ev1dence of same. Everywhere
we turned -- we were turned away and there. was not any Justlce in this matter. @TAB#008

See the Hooper citation.
III. Arguments.

Expanded scope - - Six Issues on A'ppiealz-; 7

1) Did the circuit court Judge M. Dennis err with his avsbsﬁ:fnptions and his "cast iron" tolling
of the Statute of Limitations when the circuit court should have allowed the Appellants,
pro se litigants, at least the equal opportunities to speak and to be heara in a hearing for
reconsideration on February 11, 2013; and then and only then, the circuit court might

have more fairly applied an Equitable Tolling Theory? @TAB # 008 Hooper citation.

See Hooper v, Ebenveéér Senior Servzces and Rehabilitation Center, In the South
"'+ Carolina Supreme Court stated: Opinion No.26748 Filed December 14, 2009.

:  Equitable tolling is judicially created; it stems from the judiciary's inherent
~.\power to formulate rules of procedure where justice demands it. Where a
istatute sets a limitation period for action, courts have invoked the equitable
tolling doctrine to suspend or extend the statutory period to ensure
fundamental practicality and fairness.

The party claiming the statute of limitations should be tolled bears the
burden of establishing sufficient facts to justify its use.

It has been observed that equitable tolling typically applies in cases where a

litigant was prevented from filing suit because of an extraordinary event
beyond his or her control.

10



2) As detailed herein Question No.1 to show October 16, 2008 until March 17, 2011 is less

than 3 years time not lost after a time lost from June 28, 2007 that is solely attributable to

their delays and their lack of action by others who are certain Attorneys and a City Police

Department Elder Abuse Unit? @TAB # 006 Nov 7 2008 Police Letter.

1.

.

i

The Appellants have never had the opportunity to tell their story and

history via a timeline of events about the suspected and alleged Power of
Attorney forgery of their father's srgnature while Dad was a patient at the
Veterans Affairs Hospital in April of 2007 ‘and

The Appellants FILED their Summons & Complaint on March 17,

2011 @TAB # 009 which i is less ‘than three years when Equitably Tolled
from the date the Appellants had retained the "Dennis Christensen and
Shelly All Law Firm with’ a»payment on June 27-28' 2007. [Shelly K. All
was an orzgmal defendant & Plazntsz Appellant Attorneys and she and her
firm were never removed by a court s order]? @TAB # 0013 See

Carolina Truck Stop 20. "a written order is required”. see Judge Jeffry
Young's- hearmg and order @TAB # 0014 @TAB #0015

The ﬁrst "loss of tlme"/was 1 year 3, months and 18 days between

"retammg Denms Chrrstensen and Shelly K All Law Firm; whose

- mrsrepresentatlon ‘and mlsbehavror has caused their later inclusion into

o _,thls c1v11 actlon as defendants (Respondent); and

iv.

"

The endmg of "loss of time" continued: Up to the date on the

replacement counsel letter ; Oberman & Oberman Law Firm; whose letter

e  had recelved the Handwrltmg Experts Affidavit @TAB # 0011 for the

*"}:Appellants and mailed it out with their letter dated October 16, 2008.

@TAB #0012 This expert's affidavit is the "trigger" required to attach

with the Summons and Complaint against professionals and attorneys and
the same MUST comply with SC Code 15-36-100(B), (F), & (G)(2); and

The total time of this matter, the Appellants have met their burden to

have been "diligently" in pursuit of their cause of actions as required

by the Hooper citation... . recosseseressesesestsasnsnsnsasnsasssanass

See Magnolia North Property Qwners' Association, Inc.,
Respondent, v. Heritage Communities, Inc., Heritage

11



Magnolia  North, Inc., and BuildStar Corporation,
Appellants. (Opinion No. 4943 Heard December 5, 2011 —
Filed February 15, 2012 )

............ above and the three theories outlined in -- but were delayed only

by the failures of their initially retained attorneys. As Officers of the SC

Court_and futhered by the "brush-off' by Charleston SC City Police

Departments between the time of June 28, 2007 until October 16, 2008 of

the Appellants- Police employees who are also suffering enrichments as guardians
types and or conservators within Charleston County Probate Judicial System. ; and
even the time up to and including November 7, 2008 when the City
Police Dept letter was obtained by these Appellants; and

vi. The true total "loss of tifne;-' which actuallyi‘p_assed and calculated using
the Supreme Court's the Equltable Tollmg T heorles in Magnolia
between the Oberman & Oberman Law Flrm s letter ' tnggermg the tolling
of time formula" and the F[LED Summons & Complamt of the
Appeallant's on" March 17 2001 was but 2 years S months and 1 day.
Certamly less than that three years in SC Code §15-3-530 applied by

| udge Dennls. (thls is.a correctron to the Appellants calculations asserted in their

) Second Monon to Reconsider otherwrse demed by Judge Dennis Order January 25, 2013
recelved aﬁer the hearmg Notice ﬁJr February 11, 2013.)

3) D1d the lower court err when it contmuously allowed Cesar E. McKnight to be the
attomey for his-co- defendants and his clients about Probate during all times pertinent to
the forged Power of Attomey fraud act; with estranged wife Willie O.W. McFadden-
Myers and Mrs. Myers'* granddaughter Lotonya Hobson?
b. Is thlS repulsive attomey behavior also an "Ethical Negligence"; and
c. This appeal_ 1s to.show that Respondent Cesar McKnight, abused his duty and
intentionallﬂi- is eulpable the causes of attorney's professional negligence in this

matter; which continues even to today, until the matter is resolved about the

attempts to sale the home and land of Henry Myers heirs? The Real Estate Sales
Contract(s) using the forged Power of Attorney document that leveraged the

Probate Petitions, all later vacated. @TAB # 002 & @TAB # 003
4) Appellants assert that the Law of the Case is that tuvice the case was adjudicated as
being timely filed by both the Honorable Stephanie P. McDonald @TAB # 0013 and the

12



Honorable W. Jeffery Young @TAB # 0014 ; as both on the record declared this civil
action by a Scheduling Discovery ORDER and then ready for a Jury Trial; while the
issue of 3 years was not a matter until Defendant-Respondent McKnight continued a
repetitive "forum shopping" of Circuit Judges that unfairly tolled the statue of limitations

of a series of frauds alledged by the forgery and conversion and misrepresentation

sections of the Complaint?

d. Judge McDonald April 24, 2012 @TAB # 0013 told and scolded defendant-

respondent McKnight for his not answermg the Appellants discovery for 5
months @TAB # 0013. In FACT; the court below ordered McKnight to include
this charge in the proposed order. @TAB # 0013 The order @TAB # 0020 got
signed and served without th1s mclusron? The Plamtlffs never got to file its Rule
to Show before Judge Roger Young? (ref the order) @TAB # 0016

e. Judge Jeffery Young.-July 23, 2012 @TAB # 0014 transcnpt pg 8 - 9. is the
Respondent Cezar E. McKnlght belng told by the Court that there would be a trial
by jury about the forgery and fraud (end of ps. 1 y} ) @TAB #0013

f. The Appellants clarm that TF' they would have been allowed "to speak completely

at hearmgs to the court below" other than "to nart1allv speak" via their Motion to

Reconsnder -and thelr Second Motlon to Reconsider @TAB # 005 that the
- - Plaintiff- Appellants testrmony would have shown that Rule.40j consent to dismiss

vcertaln partles @TAB #0019 other ongmal defendants was SCRCP procedurally

o - flawed in that the rule requlres ALL the PARTIES to sign the stipulation; which
\ ;:vwas not perfected-,y_before_the Court can sign any Consent Order? @TAB # 0019

-c[at_tom_ey Christengen was then, not a party; however this is one of the reasons he
mut‘ate_él‘ his law.;l'lr‘m into a defendant-respondent] ; and

g AT the‘hearing‘r,.jnly 23, 2012 with Judge Jeffery Young, he held a "off the
record conference" with Respondent Cezar E. Knight then the hearing resumed
with instruction to McKnight about how to proceed with his forthcoming
Amended Answer ibid a Motion to Dismiss Rule.15(a). The Court did not give
legal advice to the Appellants. It taints the whole fairness of the judicial process
in the eyes of these pro se litigants. @TAB # 0014 last pgs this transcript. The

Appellant assert at this time -- had the Court given fair considerations in private

13



legal advice to all the parties -- then the Court was obligated to have also allowed
these pro se Appellants the Courts advice and private consultation on the needed
application for Equitable Tolling Theories as specifically applied in case

citation.

i. See Magnolia North Property Owners' Association, Inc.. Respondent, v.
Heritage Communities, Inc., Heritage Magnolia North, Inc., and BuildStar
Corporation, Appellants. (Opinion No. 4943 Heard December 5, 2011 —
Filed February 15, 2012 )

That the stipulation @TAB # 0019 removin‘g the City of Charleston Policemen

and NOT the two ex- Plamtrff—Appellant attomey s that were hired by the Plaintiff-
Appellants to pursue these forgery matters caused an UNDUE-DELAY that
cannot be fairly tolled agamst the Plamtrff-Appellants as pro se? MOOT'ed
motions cannot remove these defendants‘? @TAB 4 0013 transcrlpt Judge
McDonald. T

5) The last two transcripts beforeZHonorable Judgel\./'[a‘rkley Dennis are proyided herein as

substitution of and proof of Appel>lant_'s_issues were "systemically prevented" from being

raised at the lower court --

I

Did the’ two Contract(s) for Sale of the Henry Myers family real property on
Shrlmp Road @TAB # 002 @TAB # 003 that were created as a result of the

forged Power of Attomey\and notarlzed by Attorney McKnight fall into the 20

B years Statute of errtatlons for real estate instruments South Carolina Code (b).

Within twenty years

i §1.>—3-,7;20~ (b) an action upon a sealed instrument, other than a
sealed note and personal bond for the payment of money only

~ whereon the period of limitation is the same as prescribed in Section

133530~- leor-an-offer—to-buy-or-se

There \were two attempts to sale the homestead property Frrst w1th the Power of
Attorney and second with the challenged Conservatorship. This document to sale
real estate is still active until the South Carolina Court of Appeals makes IT's
determination? ? @TAB # 001 @TAB #002 @TAB # 003
i. THE Appellants assertion to be proved at a trial of the facts - is that two of the
parcels of Henry Myers land on Shrimp Road had already been deeded to two of
his children - the acts and motives of these Respondents was intended to prevent

the remainder of property from being deeded to the remaining Henry Myers

14



1V.

k.

children - thus the plot to prevent the remainder of the lands from being deeded
to the remainder of Henry Myers children was created starting with the Power of
Attorney forgery and this lead into the false Petition at Probate which was later
was vacated and Henry Myers returned his homestead on Shrimp Road March
2009; and
ii. IT is clear the Respondent's subterfuge, malicious intentions and motives was to
prevent Henry Myers from finishing & completing his task of deeding his life-
long held property to his own children bej"o;e;he died as a gifi. Six children and
two children’s transfers were completed defg;'e the Respondent's forgery scheme
began. SR .
Did Judge Dennis' signing the ORDER/JUDGMENT on January 25, 2013
@TAB # 004 while a hearing: was schedu]ed and re]uctantly held for the Second

Motion to Reconsider on February 11 2013 unfalrly denymg the Plaintiffs the

opportunity to speak to the court below and cause the expense of th1s very Appeal
Noticed on ? S
i. [Odd oo, is how Cesar Mcanght knew o ot even appear at the noticed
hearmg for Februarjy 11 th 201 3 ?] -

i

6) Can the. Appeal Court reach to apply the "Clean Hands Doctrine" in that the Respondent's

have commltted the wrongful mtent10nal and ‘malicious acts alleged by these Appellants

Vand bar them from appearances m the South Carolina Court's in the future? [7his would

be in the best interest of justzce for all ]

Conclusnon

a.

The Appellants my for the Court of Appeals to apply the arguments above and
the Plamtlﬁ‘s Statement to reverse the err caused by Judge Dennis having used the
"cast iron" three years Statute of Limitations, SC Code §15-3-530 when [I]t
should have used the more proper Equitable Tolling dates from either October
18, 2008 and or November 7, 2008 until March 17, 2011, when the Complaint
was filed; and to REVERSE or REMAND our ci;/il action for jury trial in

Charleston County Court Common Pleas; and
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. The Appellants pray for the Court of Appeals to correct the Stipulation reducing
the original Defendants as SCRCP 40j required ‘all the parties to sign for a

consent order' which it being signed by only the two Appellant's and Attorney

Dennis Christensen -- a lawyer -- does not meet the prerequisite 'all..' of the
SCRCP 40;. The other defendant did not sign any stipulation; and

To allow or to correct that Christensen and All Law Firm was retained to 'seek
civil action about the suspected forgery and fraud' when they misrepresented and
caused a probate case without any testlmony from the Appellants about the
forgery and the fraud being caused by the 1llegal General and Durable Power of
Attorney created by the Respondents Apr1l 12, 2007 (RMC) date; and

. To allow the Appellants for a credlt of the legal advice apparently shared between
Judge Jeffery Young and Respondent Attorney Cezar E Mcnght the
Charleston County Court has had plenty of time to have known better about

tolling, since the South Carolma Supreme Court Decision in Hooper v. Ebenezer

Senior Services and Rehablhtanon Center, In the South Carolina Supreme Court stated:

LE

(Opinion No 26748 Ftled December 14, 2009)
The Appellants pray for any other rellef the Court of Appeals deems necessary

and appropnate about these matters |

BY: L Gloria Myers

" Jerome Mye

2321 Taylor $tfeet,North Charleston,'SC 29406-6232
(843) 7476741
Other Parties and Attorneys of Record:

1.Shelly K. All, 260 W. Coleman BIvd Ste D, Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464

2.Cezar E. McKnight, 106 East Mam Street, Lake City, SC 29560 (843)374-4529
3. Ms. Willie O.W. McFadden-Myers, 301 Lexington Ave., Kingstree, SC 23556
4.Latonya Hobson, 3213 Oak Spring Street, Columbus, OH 43219
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