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STATEMENT OF ISSUES

I Did the master-in-equity err reversibly in ruling that the Respondent has an
interest in the property subject of this partition action?

IL. Did the master err reversibly in finding against Appellant on her
counterclaim, when she proved that Respondent had made unauthorized use
of her property?

III.  Did the master lack subject matter jurisdiction of this case?





STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This is an appeal by Jamma L. W. Bradford (“Bradford”) of orders granting a partition
of real estate in kind to Roy Williams (“Williams”), the Respondent, and denying Bradford’s
motion to reconsider or for a new trial. (R. pp. 1-22.) On the merits, Bradford argued and
testified at trial that Williams had many years ago conveyed away his ownership interest in the
subject property and, thus, was not entitled to partition and had no standing to seek it. (R. p.
3,p. 89 In. 13-20, p. 95 In. 8-24, p. 98 In. 17-21, p. 99 In. 25 through p. 100 In. 9, p. 105 In. 7-
9, p. 108 In. 3-5, p. 134 In. 23 through p. 135 In. 1, p. 136 In. 2-6, p. 146 In. 19 through p. 147
In. 17.) She pointed to a deed from Williams to Emma Young in which Williams conveyed all
his right, title, and interest in and to a tract described as exactly the same as a larger tract from
which the subject property derives, except for a reduction in the amount of acreage in the
property description. (R. p. 3, p. 89 In. 13-20, p. 95 In. 8-24, p. 98 In. 17-21, p. 99 In. 25
through p. 100 In. 9, p. 105 In. 7-9, p. 108 In. 3-5, p. 134 In. 23 through p. 135 In. 1, p. 136 In.
2-6, p. 146 In. 19 through p. 147 In. 17, pp. 210-20, 224-25, 263-64.)

No new boundaries were given in this deed from Williams for the tract conveyed. (R.
pp- 5, 263-64.) The boundary description is exactly the same as that used in the older deeds
that described the entire larger tract. (R. pp. 5, 210-20, 224-25, 263-64.) Nothing in the words
of the deed indicates that Williams was carving out or otherwise retaining any interest in any
of the property. (R. pp. 263-64.) When Young, who was the grantee of Williams’ deed, deeded
her interest in the subject property to Bradford, her deed stated that the property Young was
conveying to Bradford included the interest that had been conveyed to Young by the deed from

Williams. (R. pp. 269-70.)





Despite this evidence, the master ruled that “[t]he acreage cited in the deed must
logically be taken as reflecting an intention by the Plaintiff-grantor to convey only a portion
of, actually much less acreage than, the tract owned by the Plaintiff.” (R. p.7.) Having decided
that a third of the subject property was owned by Williams, the master ordered division of the
property and partition in kind, and he granted judgment in Williams’ favor against Bradford
for two thirds of Williams’ attorneys’ fees. (R. pp. 8-10.)

In 1979, Lily Mae Jones deeded a tract of land in Richland County, South Carolina,
between the small towns of Gadsden and Eastover, to Lily Williams, who was also known as
Lillie L. Williams. (R. pp. 27, 214.) The acreage amount in the property description in that
deed was given as “52 acres, more or less,” and stated the boundaries of the tract. (R. pp. 5,
214.)

This Lily/Lillie Williams was the adoptive mother of both Williams and Bradford. (R.
pp. 12, 27, p. 113 In. 13-16.) She died intestate in 1981, and Williams and Bradford each
inherited a one-ninth interest in this undivided property from her. (R. p. 4.) Through various
conveyances over the next 37 years, ownership of this property was gradually consolidated.
(R. pp. 4-5, 200-70.)

A road bisects this inherited property. (R. p. 4, p. 84 In. 2-14, pp. 221-22.) The merits
of Williams’ claim in this case turn on his 1995 deed to Emma Young, which used the same
boundaries description of the property as did earlier deeds and does not contain any “less and
excepting” language or similar language indicating that the grantor was conveying less than
the entire parcel. (R. pp. 4-5, 263.) It describes the property conveyed as “now containing
approximately 42.92 acres[.]” (R. pp. 4-5, 263.) The deed does not speak to what happened

to the approximately 10 acres that were included in the tract; it just notes that the size of the





tract has become smaller at some point before Williams deeded away his interest in it. (R. pp.
4-5,263.)

About 20 years after Williams’ 1995 conveyance, a plat was prepared that divided the
property into tracts, including using the road as a boundary between tracts. (R. pp. 221-22.)
This 2015 plat, for the first time, identified the part of the property south of the road (the 5.64
acres subject of this case) as a separate parcel. (R. pp. 221-22.) That is the property subject
of this case. (R. pp. 1-10, 26.) If Williams conveyed his interest in this part of the property to
Young, then he does not own any interest in the property subject of this case. If his deed,
without stating it was doing so, actually did not convey his interest in the subject property, then
he is its co-owner solely with Bradford, since Young conveyed all her interest in this
subdivided tract to Bradford in 2016 in a voluntary partition. (R. p. 93 In. 3 through p. 96 In.
9, pp. 221-22, 269-70.) Young’s deed to Bradford lists the 1995 deed from Williams as one
of the sources of her title to the 5.64 acre subdivided tract. (R. p. 269.)

Williams brought suit against Bradford for partition, filing his summons and complaint
on June 2, 2021. (R. pp. 25-31.) Using magistrate’s court forms and acting pro se, on July 2,
2021, Bradford filed, but did not serve, an answer and counterclaim. (R. pp. 32-33.) She
denied the truth of the allegations of the complaint and counterclaimed for relief related to
Williams’ unauthorized use of her property. (R. pp. 32-33.)

On September 1, 2021, Williams’ attorney submitted a proposed order of reference to
the court, without providing a copy or other notice of that to Bradford. (R. pp. 195-96.) The
clerk of court signed and filed the proposed order, purporting to refer the case to the master-
in-equity. (R. pp. 23-24.) Only after the clerk had signed and filed that document was notice

of it given to Bradford. (R. pp. 291-92.)





Williams replied to Bradford’s counterclaim, and the case proceeded as though it had
been referred to the master-in-equity. (R. pp. 34-36.) Eventually, a trial was held by the
master, at which Williams was represented by counsel and Bradford was still pro se. (R. pp.
75-167.)

At the trial, Bradford and Williams testified, and the master received exhibits into
evidence, including deeds in the chain of title to the subject property. (R. pp. 75-167, 197-
279.) The master ruled in favor of Williams in all respects, ordering division of the property
in kind, ruling against Bradford on her counterclaim, and ordering Bradford to pay two-thirds
of Williams’ attorneys’ fees. (R. pp. 11-20.) The master issued an amended order that clarified
the amounts involved with regard to those fees, which were left blank in the original order in
an apparent error. (R. pp. 1-20.)

Bradford retained counsel and made a motion to reconsider or for new trial. (R. pp.
37-41.) The master heard this motion and denied it. (R. pp. 21-22, 168-93.)

This appeal followed.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

The idea that the number of acres stated in the deed from Williams to Young somehow
means that Williams did not deed away his interest in the 5.64 acre area, which was at that
time undivided by any survey from the larger tract and is not noted in the deed as being
retained, is a recent fabrication by Williams, made only in connection with this lawsuit. It
defies logic and good sense to conclude that Williams intended to convey only the part of the
property north of the road. It would have been so very easy for his deed simply to say so — if
that is what he had meant. No plat would have been needed to do that. All that would be

needed to convey only that portion of the property would have been a deed that described the





property being conveyed as the portion of the formerly 52ish-acre tract lying to the north of
the road.

That is not the deed Williams gave. The deed he gave contains no words at all to the
effect that any of that property is being retained by Williams.

Williams does not own any interest in the property subject of this case.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Since this is a partition action, it is an action in equity. Zimmerman v. Marsh, 365 S.C.

383, 618 S.E.2d 898, 900 (2005). In an action in equity, this court reviews the evidence to
determine facts in accordance with its own assessment of the preponderance of the evidence.
Id.

Whether an order is void is a question of law. See Chew v. Newsom Chevrolet Inc.,

315S.C. 102, 103, 431 S.E.2d 631 (Ct. App. 1993) (“question of subject matter jurisdiction is
a question of law for the court”). An appellate court reviews all questions of law de novo.

Transportation Ins. Co. v. S.C. Second Injury Fund, 389 S.C. 422, 427, 699 S.E.2d 687, 689

(2010); Verenes v. Alvanos, 387 S.C. 11, 15, 690 S.E.2d 771, 772-73 (2010).

ARGUMENT

L Established deed interpretation principles show the master was wrong about
how to read the deed from Williams to Young.

The master ruled that “[t]he acreage cited in the deed must logically be taken as
reflecting an intention by the Plaintiff-grantor to convey only a portion of, actually much less
acreage than, the tract owned by the Plaintiff.” (R. p. 7.) The master cited no case or other
law to support this interpretive proposition, and indeed his order cites no cases at all. (R. pp.

1-10.) His order is not required to cite cases, of course; however, had he looked for a case to





cite for that proposition, he would not have found one. No South Carolina reported decision
or other law supports such a notion as the master wrote down.

At the trial, Williams’ counsel cited two cases, Edgewater on Broad Creek Owners

Assn., Inc. v. Ephesian Ventures, LLC, 430 S.C. 400, 845 S.E.2d 211 (Ct. App. 2020), and

S.C. Dept. of Parks, Rec. & Tourism v. Brookgreen Gardens, 309 S.C. 388, 424 S.E.2d 465

(1992). (R. p. 157 In. 1 through p. 158 In. 1.) Neither of these cases help to support the
master’s conclusion. It seems there are none that do.

Williams cited Brookgreen Gardens for the proposition that, when the derivation clause

in a deed (e.g., “This being the same property conveyed to the grantor by deed of so-and-so
dated such-and-such and recorded on such-and-such date in the office of the register of deeds
....7) conflicts with the physical description of the property in the deed (e.g., “This being the
same tract, parcel, or plot of land being shown on such-and-such plat as being Tract XYZ . .
.”), the physical description controls. (R. p. 157 In. 15 through p. 158 In. 1.) This is of little
use to him and does not support the master’s decision. There is no conflict between the
derivation clause in Williams’ deed to Young and the physical description of the property in

it. (R. p.263.) An examination of the law, starting with Brookgreen Gardens, bears that out.

Williams’ lawyer was alluding to the following passage from the Brookgreen Gardens

opinion:

Both parties also agree that the discrepancy in description and
derivation is immaterial. Citing Brownlee v. Miller, both parties
ask this Court to reaffirm the rule that the legal description in a
deed governs conflicting derivation information. 208 S.C. 252,
37 S.E.2d 658 (1946). This appears from the cases to be a long
standing rule in South Carolina, and we will continue to accord
it great weight. See McNair v. Johnson, 95 S.C. 176, 78 S.E. 892
(1913); Norwood v. Byrd, 18 S.C.Eq. (1 Rich.Eq.) 135 (1844).
The conflict in the derivation of title should have no effect on
the state of the title. We hold that the legal description in the
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Deed of Real Estate, and Release, and the land as granted to
Brookgreen under the four separate conveyances, reaches all of
the land in dispute and comprises the boundaries of Huntington
Beach.

Brookgreen Gardens, 309 S.C. at 393.

Williams did not cite Brownlee to the master, and it is easy to see why. Brownlee did
not concern a situation of discrepancy between a derivation clause and a physical property
description. 208 S.C. at 254-66. Brownlee concerned a situation in which a deed gave a
physical property description with metes and bounds but also incorrectly stated the acreage
conveyed as being 77 acres less than the area that was within the metes and bounds in the
description. Id. at 254, 260. That informs another reason why it would not have been
strategically wise for Williams to cite Brownlee to the master. That reason is that Brownlee
states South Carolina law, adverse to Williams’ fundamental position about the whole case,
that is controlling on the merits of whether Williams has an interest in the subject property: “It
is of course a proposition too elementary for any citation of authority that boundaries govern
acreage and inaccuracies relating to the area of a tract are generally immaterial.” Id. at 260.

Williams’ entire case was founded on the notion that “inaccuracies relating to the area
of a tract” in his deed have great significance and mean that he actually did not convey away
his rights in the area his deed said he did. Id. Rules of deed construction dispose of this
argument. Id. The boundaries of the property set out in Williams’ deed to Young control what
property it conveyed. Id. The number of acres given as deeded is “immaterial.” Id. Under
the master’s analysis, the number of acres stated in the deed was very nearly the only material
thing from the trial — at least the thing upon which he put the most weight. (R. pp. 1-10.) The
master’s analysis is contrary to the law, and reversal is required if this court reaches the merits

(which, for subject matter jurisdiction reasons discussed below, the court might not do).





Nor does this court’s decision in Edgewater support the master’s analysis. The other
thing the master saw as material was testimony from Williams about what Williams meant to
do with the deed. (R. pp. 7-8, p. 118 In. 9 through p. 126 In. 22.) Edgewater, relevantly to the
instant case, is one of many South Carolina appellate decision that hold that extrinsic evidence
is unnecessary — even incompetent — where “the intention of the parties as to the legal effect
of the [deed] may be gathered from the four corners of the instrument itself.” 430 S.C. at 409-
10 (internal quotation marks omitted, brackets in original). There was no reason for the court
to hear Williams’ testimony about what he intended to do, as it makes no difference to the
interpretation of the deed. Id. Because of Brownlee and what the deed does say, the deed can
be logically and fully construed without ever having to look beyond the document. 208 S.C.
at 260. The only quirk in the deed was the amount of acreage stated. Brownlee supplies a rule
that tells us what to do with that quirk without looking beyond the text of the deed. Id. It was
error for the master to decide that, partly based on extrinsic evidence, the acreage recitation
discrepancy changed the meaning of what property the deed conveyed. See Edgewater, 430
S.C. at 409-10.

As this court again observed in 2023, “[t]he intention of the grantor must be found

within the four corners of the deed.” Vista Del Mar Condominium Assn. v. Vita Del Mar

Condominums, LLC, 441 S.C. 223, 892 S.E.2d 532 (Ct. App. 2023) (quoting Gardner v.

Mozingo, 293 S.C. 23, 25, 358 S.E.2d 390, 392 (1987)). The master did not do that, did not
undertake the proper analysis. (R. pp. 1-10.)
“The master is without authority to consider parties’ secret intentions|[,] and words

cannot be read into a deed to impart an intent unexpressed when the deed was recorded.”





Edgewater, 430 S.C. at 406-07 (quotation marks omitted). That — considering a party’s secret
intentions — is what the master did. (R. pp. 1-10.)

Applying established principles of deed construction to the deed from Williams at
issue, there is only one answer: Williams deeded away all his interest in the subject property,
has no such interest, and does not even have standing to bring a partition action, much less
entitlement to win one. S.C. Code Ann. § 15-61-10(A) (right to partition belongs to one who
is a cotenant in real estate with another). All the rest of what the master did — ordering partition,
awarding attorney’s fees to Williams — depended on the incorrect way he construed the deed
and must be reversed.

IL. Bradford proved her counterclaim.

The master found that Bradford failed to prove her counterclaim, but he was wrong.
Williams used Bradford’s property for years — and continues to do so — without her permission.
(R. p. 100 In. 8 through p. 102 In. 2.) He is her tenant at will, and she wants him out of there
and to pay her rent for the time he has been there. (R. p. 33, p. 100 In. 8 through p. 102 In. 2.)

“‘Tenant’ shall be construed to mean tenant at will, tenant for a term, tenant for years,
domestic servant, farm laborer, sharecropper and agricultural renter.” S.C. Code Ann. § 27-
33-10(8). “Every person other than the owner of real estate, excepting a domestic servant and
farm laborer, using or occupying real estate without an agreement, either oral or in writing,
shall be deemed a ‘tenant at will.”” S.C. Code Ann. § 27-33-10(3). A tenant at will might not
have agreed to pay rent, but that does not mean he does not owe any. “Failure to pay the rent
agreed upon when due, or a reasonable rent for use and occupation when demanded, shall
terminate all tenancies for a term, for years, from month to month and at will and the tenant

shall forthwith vacate the premises without notice.” S.C. Code Ann. § 27-35-140.
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Plus, at the very least, Bradford had an unjust enrichment claim against Williams, as
he received and realized a benefit from Bradford (use of her land), and it is unjust for him to

have had that use without paying its value. Regions Bank v. Wingard Properties, Inc., 394

S.C. 241,257,715 S.E.2d 348, 356 (Ct. App. 2011) (elements of unjust enrichment).
Bradford was at least entitled to some relief on her counterclaim. Indeed, she was
entitled to Williams’ eviction and a money judgment against him. Id.; S.C. Code Ann. § 27-
35-140.
The master erred reversibly in finding against Bradford on her counterclaim.

III. The master lacked subject matter jurisdiction. The purported order of
reference is void.

This was not a default case. Though Bradford actually did not serve her answer and
counterclaim, as Williams wrote in his return to her motion to reconsider, “when Plaintiff’s
counsel learned of Defendant’s Answer, Defendant was treated by Plaintiff, in all respects, as
an appearing party.” (R. p.291.) Under the law of the case doctrine, Judy v. Martin, 381 S.C.

455,458, 674 S.E.2d 151, 153 (2009); Ross v. Med. Univ. of S.C., 328 S.C. 51, 62,492 S.E.2d

62, 68 (1997), the master’s order precludes any contrary determination, as it found that
Bradford “served an Answer and a Counterclaim[.]” (R. p. 4.) Williams’ counsel — quite
commendably — does appear to have treated Bradford in all respects as not being in default.

That this was not a default case, though, reveals that the master never obtained subject
matter jurisdiction to hear the dispute. The purported order of reference issued by a deputy
clerk of court was done in the absence of any power of the clerk to make the reference. (R. pp.
23-24,195-96.)

Rule 53(b), SCRCP, provides as follows:

11





In an action where the parties consent, in a default case, or an
action for foreclosure, some or all of the causes of action in a
case may be referred to a master or special referee by order of a
circuit judge or the clerk of court. In all other actions, the circuit
court may, upon application of any party or upon its own motion,
direct a reference of some or all of the causes of action in a
case. Any party may request a jury pursuant to Rule 38 on any
or all issues triable of right by a jury and, upon the filing of a
jury demand, the matter shall be returned to the circuit court.

The parties did not consent to a reference. (R. p. 38.) This was not a default case. It
was not an action for foreclosure. (R. pp. 26-33.) The clerk of court lacked the power to refer

it to the master-in-equity. See S.C. Community Bank v. Salon Proz, LLC, 420 S.C. 89, 94-95,

800 S.E.2d 488, 491 (Ct. App. 2017).
This reveals a lack of subject matter jurisdiction. “A master’s authority to determine
issues referred to him by the circuit court is a question of subject matter jurisdiction[.]” Deep

Keel, LLC v. Atl. Private Equity Grp., LLC, 413 S.C. 58, 74-75, 773 S.E.2d 607, 616 (Ct. App.

2015); accord Bunkum v. Manor Properties, 321 S.C. 95, 99, 467 S.E.2d 758, 761 (Ct. App.

1995) (question concerning scope of master’s authority under order of reference was “issue(]

relating to subject matter jurisdiction”); Bonney v. Granger, 292 S.C. 308, 322, 356 S.E.2d

138, 147 (Ct. App. 1987) (“[b]y consenting to an order of reference without limitation, [the
appellant] submitted to the master’s subject matter jurisdiction to the same extent as if the
matter were before the circuit court™).

“When a case is referred to a master, Rule 53(c) gives the master the power to conduct
hearings in the same manner as the circuit court, unless the order of reference specifies or limits

his powers.” Deep Keel, 413 S.C. at 75 (quoting Smith Cos. of Greenville, Inc. v. Hayes, 311

S.C. 358, 360, 428 S.E.2d 900, 902 (Ct. App. 1993) (emphasis added). “Once an action is

referred, the master possesses all power and authority that a circuit judge sitting without a jury

12





would have in a similar matter.” Normandy Corp. v. S.C. Dept. of Transp., 386 S.C. 393, 688

S.E.2d 136, 142 (Ct. App. 2009) (emphasis added).
For a case to be referred to a master-in-equity, the order of reference must be valid, and
that requires notice of the application for the order of reference to be provided to all parties

who have appeared in the case. See Tryon Fed. Sav. & Loan Assn. v. Phelps, 307 S.C. 361,

362,415 S.E.2d 397, 398 (1992); Rule 5(a)&(b)(3). “If the judgment or order is taken without
notice, the absent party may rightly ignore it and assume that no court will enforce it against

his person[,]” because it is then void. Id.; accord Universal Benefits, 349 S.C. at 183. If an

order is void, relief from it must be granted; the order is a nullity, and there is no need for

further analysis. See BB&T v. Taylor, 369 S.C. 548, 552 n. 1, 633 S.E.2d 501, 503 n. 1 (2006).

The reference, indispensable to the master’s subject matter jurisdiction, never actually
occurred. Rule 53(b), SCRCP; see Salon Proz, 420 S.C. at 94-95. The master lacked subject
matter jurisdiction to do anything.

CONCLUSION

Reversal is required here. If the court determines — as it seems it must — that the order
of reference was void, the case must be remanded to the “regular” circuit court. If the court
determines the master had subject matter jurisdiction, this court must reverse and either a)

make its own findings that comport with the law and the evidence or b) remand for a new trial.
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES

I Did the master-in-equity err reversibly in ruling that the Respondent has an
interest in the property subject of this partition action?

IL. Did the master err reversibly in finding against Appellant on her
counterclaim, when she proved that Respondent had made unauthorized use
of her property?

III.  Did the master lack subject matter jurisdiction of this case?





The Appellant, Jamma L. W. Bradford (“Bradford”), submits this brief in reply to
arguments raised in the brief submitted by Roy Williams (“Williams™), the Respondent.

ARGUMENT IN REPLY

L Williams’ reasoning, like the master’s below, is speculation that defies the law
of how we interpret deeds.

Bradford will not repeat her brief here, but she calls the court’s attention to this state’s
law that a deed should be interpreted based on the content of the deed (its “four corners,” as
often stated) where possible, with extrinsic evidence admitted only when applying intra-deed

interpretation fails to provide a logical answer. Edgewater on Broad Creek Owners Assn., Inc.

v. Ephesian Ventures, LLC, 430 S.C. 400, 409-10, 845 S.E.2d 211 (Ct. App. 2020). Where

“the intention of the parties as to the legal effect of the [deed] may be gathered from the four
corners of the instrument itself],]” a court is usually not permitted to look to extrinsic evidence
to interpret an ambiguity. Id. (internal quotation marks omitted, brackets in original).

As described in Bradford’s brief, the law of deed interpretation provides a perfectly
sensible interpretation of the content of the deed from Williams to Young, that interpretation
being indeed exactly what that deed says it has done: Williams conveyed to Young all of his
interest in the area described in that deed, including the area subject of this case. (R. pp. 263-
64.) The deed took no measures to exclude the subject property from the ambit of what was
described as being conveyed. (And, given that the separating boundary would have been a
road, writing a description to reflect that would have been very easy.)

“The intention of the grantor must be found within the four corners of the deed.” Vista

Del Mar Condominium Assn. v. Vita Del Mar Condominums, LLC, 441 S.C. 223, 892 S.E.2d

532 (Ct. App. 2023) (quoting Gardner v. Mozingo, 293 S.C. 23, 25, 358 S.E.2d 390, 392






(1987)). Rather than conform to the law in this regard, the master’s decision was founded on
speculation about what Williams’ deceased lawyer might have been thinking. (R. pp. 1-10.)
That is what Williams continues to ground his argument upon. That speculation is about secret
intentions that may or may not be at the root of the acreage amount given in the deed, but “[i]t
is of course a proposition too elementary for any citation of authority that boundaries govern
acreage and inaccuracies relating to the area of a tract are generally immaterial.” Brownlee v.
Miller, 208 S.C. 252, 260, 37 S.E.2d 658 (1946). Also, “[t]he master is without authority to
consider parties’ secret intentions[,] and words cannot be read into a deed to impart an intent
unexpressed when the deed was recorded.” Edgewater, 430 S.C. at 406-07 (quotation marks
omitted).

Williams is not entitled to have a court ignore deed interpretation law to reach an
interpretation favorable to him. He is not entitled to have a court construe any ambiguity in
his favor at all.! The deed in question was his own document, a deed from him. (R. pp. 263-
64.) “Ambiguous language in a contract should be construed liberally and most strongly in
favor of the party who did not write or prepare the contract and is not responsible for the
ambiguity; and any ambiguity in a contract, doubt, or uncertainty as to its meaning should be
resolved against the party who prepared the contract or is responsible for the verbiage.” Myrtle

Beach Lumber Co., Inc. v. Willoughby, 276 S.C. 3, 8, 274 S.E.2d 423, 426 (1981) (quoting

17A C.J.S. Contracts § 324). If there is ambiguity, Bradford, not Williams, gets the benefit of

it. Id.

tIf there even is any ambiguity, and there does not appear that there actually is. Williams
writes that “[a]Jmbiguity of the deed was stipulated by Williams’ counsel” (Respondent’s
Brief p. 4 n. 4), but it was not stipulated by Bradford.
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IL. A defect of subject matter jurisdiction cannot be waived.

This is not a situation involving a mode of trial issue. No one demanded a jury trial in
this case, so no one was arguably deprived of trial of the type to which he or she was entitled.
The cases cited by Williams for the idea that Bradford should have appealed the order of
reference at some undefined earlier point are inapplicable.

Rather, what we have here is a situation in which the supposed basis of the master-in-

equity’s subject matter jurisdiction — the order of reference — was void. Tryon Fed. Sav. &

Loan Assn. v. Phelps, 307 S.C. 361, 362, 415 S.E.2d 397, 398 (1992); Deep Keel, LLC v. Atl.

Private Equity Grp., LLC, 413 S.C. 58, 74-75, 773 S.E.2d 607, 616 (Ct. App. 2015); Normandy

Corp. v. S.C. Dept. of Transp., 386 S.C. 393, 688 S.E.2d 136, 142 (Ct. App. 2009); Bunkum

v. Manor Properties, 321 S.C. 95, 99, 467 S.E.2d 758, 761 (Ct. App. 1995); Bonney v. Granger,

292 S.C. 308, 322, 356 S.E.2d 138, 147 (Ct. App. 1987). This is explained in Bradford’s
appellant’s brief.

The lack of subject matter jurisdiction may not be waived, even by consent of the

parties, and should be taken notice of by this court. Anderson v. Anderson, 299 S.C. 110, 115,
382 S.E.2d 897, 900 (1989). The law of the case is that Bradford had appeared and was not in

default at the time Williams secured a purported order of reference through ex parte means.

See Judy v. Martin, 381 S.C. 455, 458, 674 S.E.2d 151, 153 (2009); Ross v. Med. Univ. of

S.C.,328 S.C.51,62,492 S.E.2d 62, 68 (1997). The master found that Bradford timely “served

an Answer and a Counterclaim” (R. p. 4), and Williams did not appeal or otherwise challenge
that ruling. For a case to be referred to a master-in-equity, the order of reference must be valid,
and that requires notice of the application for the order of reference to be provided to all parties

who have appeared in the case. See Tryon Fed., 307 S.C. at 362; Rule 5(a)&(b)(3). That was
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not done. This defect in — really, absence of — the master’s subject matter jurisdiction could
not have been waived by Bradford. Anderson, 299 S.C. at 115.

CONCLUSION

Reversal is required here. If the court determines — as it seems it must — that the order
of reference was void, the case must be remanded to the “regular” circuit court. If the court
determines the master had subject matter jurisdiction, this court must reverse and either a)

make its own findings that comport with the law and the evidence or b) remand for a new trial.
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FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF RICHLAND
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 2021-CP-40-02672
Roy Williams,
PLAINTIFF

vs.
Jamma L. W. Bradford

DEFENDANTS.

Submitted by: Attorney for Plaintiff: Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.
- Jordan Law Firm

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a
verdict rendered.
DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been
tried or heard and a decision rendered. [[] See page 2 for additional information.
ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [] Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol.
Nonsuit); ] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [ ] Other -
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 40(j) SCRCP; [_] Bankruptcy;
B Binding Arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award;

Other —
STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[ Affirmed; [] Reversed; [] Remanded; [_] Other - -
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT,
TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS
APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [_] See attached order (formal order to follow); [] Statement of Judgment by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION

K O

oo 0O O

This order [] ends does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

2.92007dDT202#3SVO - SYI1d NOWIWOD - ANV THOIY - NV 0€:0T ¥2 Bny €202 - d311d ATIVOINOYL1D3 13

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. If there is no
judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against J::dgment Amount to be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)
Roy Williams Jamma L. W. Bradford

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
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or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counti . ill-electranically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.
497 §)ar )3
7

Gbm#&@uudgo— ™asia n Eﬁ Judge Code Date *
SCRCP Forth 4C (2/2017) ! 'gf )
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) AMENDED
vs. ) ORDER TO PARTITION
) REAL ESTATE
Jamma L. W. Bradford, )
)
Defendant. )
)

Pursuant to Rule 53 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, this case was referred
to the undersigned by Order of Reference to make appropriate findings of fact and conclusions of
law, with authority to enter a final judgment in the case. Any appeal from this final judgment shall
be to the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

Pursuant to the Order of Reference, a trial was held on July 17, 2023. The trial was attended
by the Plaintiff and his counsel, Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., and by the Defendant, pro se. Evidence,
testimony and arguments were offered and received; and after considering same, I find and

conclude as follows:
FINDINGS OF FACT

1. This is an action to partition real estate, which is located in Richland County and
which is specifically described in the Lis Pendens and in the Complaint filed herein on June 2,
2021.
2. The real estate, which is the subject of this action, is described as follows (the
“Property™):
All that piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being on the
Southeastern side of Griffins Creek Road, being a portion of that

property set out in that plat prepared for Jamma L. Williams and Emma

1
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Young by Darryl V. Cribb, R.L.S., recorded November 9, 2015, in
Book 2069 at page 2932. Said Parcel being described as Tract B being
5.64 acres, reference being made to said plat for an accurate depiction of
the propertybeing conveyed herein, all measurements being more or
less.

TMS No.: 36400-04-03

3. The Defendant served an Answer and a Counterclaim; and the Plaintiff served a
Reply to the Counterclaim.

4. Reference is made to the Complaint herein for a thorough recitation of the estates
and the various deeds exchanged by family-members whereby undivided interests in the 52-acre
tract (from which the Property derived) were exchanged.

5. The parties agree that the Property was a portion of a tract of “fifty-two (52) acres,
more or less,” owned by Lily Williams, a/k/a Lillie L. Williams, their adoptive mother, who died
intestate on October 5, 1981.

6. There is no dispute that each party inherited an undivided one-ninth interest in said
tract from the Estate of Lillie L. Williams, which is filed in the Office of the Probate Judge for
Richland County in Box 1207, Package 37,462.

7. There is also no dispute that the Defendant subsequently received the one-third
interest in said tract formerly owned by Frank Williams along with the one-ninth interest in said
tract formerly owned by Lillie Mae Jones, thereby increasing the Defendant’s share to five-ninths.

8. There is also no dispute that the Plaintiff received the two-ninths interest in said
tract formerly owned by Isaac Williams, Sr. and Charles E. Williams, thereby increasing the
Plaintiff’s share to one-third.

9. Importantly, the 52-acre tract is bisected by Griffins Creek Road. The larger part of

the tract lies on the north side of said Road, and the smaller part, including the Property, lies on
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the south side of said Road.

10.  The following deeds are the title transfers in dispute:

a. By deed dated June 27, 1995, and recorded in the Office of the Register of
Deeds for Richland County in Deed Book D-1264 at page 921, the Plaintiff deeded to
Emma Lou Young his one-third interest in certain property “now containing approximately
42.92 acres,” otherwise clearly being a portion of the said 52-acre tract, as the almost
identical legal description was used in previous deeds in the title chain to describe the
property being conveyed.

b. By deed dated March 16, 2016, and recorded in the Office of the Register
of Deeds for Richland County in Book 2114 at page 3043, the said Emma Lou Young
deeded to the Defendant her interest in the Property (Tract B being 5.64 acres).

11.  Relying on these two deeds, the Defendant claims to own the entirety of the
Property, asserting that the said 1995 deed from the Plaintiff conveyed the entirety of the Plaintiff’s
undivided interest in the 52-acre tract (which he inherited from Lillie L. Williams) to Emma Lou
Young, who then had a four-ninths interest in said tract, including the Property, which she
subsequently deeded to the Defendant by the said 2016 Deed.

12.  The Plaintiff denied the Defendant’s assertion, testifying that, by his 1995 deed to
Emma Lou Young, he only conveyed his undivided interest in a portion of the 52-acre tract, it
being his intention to make a gift to Emma Lou Young of that portion of said tract lying on the
north side of Griffins Creek Road, whereon the residence of Emma Lou Young was located.

13.  The Plaintiff explained that it was his intention to retain his undivided interest in
the portion of said tract lying on the south side of Griffins Creek Road, as he operated an ongoing

used car business on the south side of Griffins Creek Road, and that he did not intend, by this gift
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to Emma Lou Young, to adversely affect the operation of such business.

14.  The Plaintiff offered in evidence several deeds indicating that he owns (outright)
three (3) lots adjacent to the Property on the south side of Griffins Creek Road, to wit: TMS 36400-
05-01, 03 and 04, two of which he has owned since before 1995; and both parties discussed at
length the Plaintiff’s used car business, which has been conducted by him on the south side of
Griffins Creek Road for decades.

15.  The Plaintiff further testified that he discussed his intentions to make a gift of
certain real estate to Emma Lou Young with Shell Suber, Esquire, ! and that he relied upon Mr.
Suber to prepare the deed to Emma Lou Young conveying only a portion of said tract and reserving
his ownership interest in the portion of the 52-acre tract lying on the south side of Griffins Creek
Road (i.e. the Property).

16.  The Plaintiff further explained that he was unaware of how Mr. Suber determined
the acreage conveyed (cited in the deed as 42.92 acres) and that he assumed that the deed carried-
out his intention to convey only the portion of the 52-acre tract on the north side of Griffins Creek
Road.

17.  With said deed to Emma Lou Young involving only the portion of the 52-acre tract
on the north side of Griffin Creek Road, the interest in the Property which Emma Lou Young
conveyed to the Defendant in 2016 was only the one-ninth interest, which she inherited from Lillie
L. Williams.

18.  The Defendant disputes the Plaintiff’s claims, pointing out that there was no plat
subdividing the 52-acre tract until around 2015, which plat was referred to in the 2016 deed from

Emma Lou Young to the Defendant.

I Mr. Suber died earlier this year.
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19.  Notwithstanding that there was no plat in 1995 to assist in describing the real estate
gifted by the Plaintiff to Emma Lou Young, the Plaintiff’s explanation of his other ownership
interests and his expressed intention to avoid adversely affecting his on-going business, which he
was then actively conducting on the south side of Griffins Creek Road and which he conducted
long before and long after the said gift to Emma Lou Young, is quite compelling.

20.  The fact is that the acreage (42.92) cited in the disputed deed is significantly less
than the gross acreage (52) owned by the Plaintiff and is also significantly less than the Assessor’s
estimate of the net acreage of the tract (less the aforesaid three lots and the road right-of-way)
(48.76). The acreage cited in the deed must logically be taken as reflecting an intention by the
Plaintiff-grantor to convey only a portion of, actually much less acreage than, the tract then owned
by the Plaintiff. Interestingly, the difference between the Assessor’s estimate (48.76 acres) and the
said cited acreage (42.92) is 5.84 acres, which is quite close to the acreage of the Property (5.64
acres).

21.  The Plaintiff has requested an in-kind partition of the Property.

22.  The Plaintiff, in his Complaint, also requested “an award of reasonable attorney’s
fees and the costs and disbursements of this action, which should be an obligation of both parties
in accordance with their respective fractional interests in the said property;” and he has submitted
in evidence an Affidavit in Support of Attorney’s Fees and Costs. Said Affidavit, which provided
detailed services and costs through July 16, 2023 (the day prior to the trial), totaling $16,135.94.2

23. By her Counterclaim, the Defendant has requested “the harassment stopped as well

a (sic) full restitution and a punitive award at the court’s discretion.” The Counterclaim did not

2 By a Memorandum on Attorney’s Fees, filed by the Plaintiff as requested by the court, the
attorney’s fees and costs through the trial and the post-trial services requested by the court were
projected to exceed $18.750.00.
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elaborate on the facts or background related to such claims.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
Based on the record herein, I conclude as follows:

1. This court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject matter of this action
pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §§15-61-10, et seq.
2. The Plaintiff has proven by a preponderance of the evidence that he owns an

undivided one-third interest in the Property, with the Defendant owning the remaining undivided

two-thirds interest therein.

3. The Defendant has failed to prove by a preponderance of the evidence that her
position should be sustained and, therefore, the Counterclaim of the Defendant is denied.

4. As partition in-kind is favored when it can be fairly made without ipjury to the
parties, and as the Plaintiff has requested an in-kind partition of the Property to reflect the aforesaid
undivided interests, the Property should be partitioned in-kind.

5. Under S.C. Code Ann. §15-61-110, a court may fix the attorney’s fees in all
partition proceedings; and it may, as equitable, assess such fees against any or all of the parties in
interest.

6. Based upon the respective positions of the parties, the partition of the Property
could not have been accomplished without bringing this action; and both parties will benefit from
the actual partition of the Property.

7. The record before the court supports the attorney’s fees and costs submitted by the
Plaintiff ($16,135.94). The court is cognizant of the fact that the attorney’s fees and costs continued
to accrue through the trial and the post-trial involvement by the Plaintiff’s counsel, as requested

by the court; and after considering various factors including the nature, extent and difficulty of the
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legal services rendered, the time and labor necessarily devoted to the case, the professional
standing of counsel, the fee customarily charged in Richland County for similar services, the
beneficial results obtained, and the respective ownership interests of the parties in the Property,
the court concludes that the final amount of $18,750.00, as projected by the Plaintiff, is reasonable.

8. The court concludes that the Defendant should reimburse the Plaintiff for __ 2/3
two-thirds  of the said attorney’s fees and costs or § 12.500.00 , which amount should be
awarded to the Plaintiff.

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of law, it is
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as follows:

1. The court shall retain jurisdiction to do all necessary acts incident to this partition
action including any subsequent motion to enforce the terms of this Order and to ensure
compliance with the terms of this Order.

2. The court hereby Orders that the Property shall be surveyed and divided
(partitioned) into two or more parcels so as to allow the Plaintiff to have approximately one-third
of the Property and the Defendant to have approximately two-thirds of the Property.

3. Both parties shall obtain bids from surveyors for the job, and the surveyor with the
lowest bid shall be engaged to do the work. The cost of the survey and plat shall be borne by the
parties according to their said fractional ownership interests, which they each shall pay to the
surveyor in advance.

4. After the plat has been received by both parties, they shall have 10 days to suggest
any change to the proposed partition of the Property suggested by the surveyor, and the parties
shall have an additional 10 days to negotiate any final changes to the plat.

5. After the plat is agreed upon, the court shall issue deeds conveying unencumbered
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title to each party his/her respective allotment of the Property.

6. No party shall have any further right, title or interest in any portion of the Property,
except as has been deeded to him/her by the court.

7. The award of attorney’s fees and costs as aforesaid, shall be paid by the Defendant
to the Plaintiff; and if the Defendant fails to pay this obligation promptly, such award shall, without
more, constitute a judgment against the Defendant, which judgment shall be fully enforceable, and

shall accrue interest at the judgment rate until paid in full, as a typical money judgment.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. %——

— —

<{y/SEPH M. STRICKLAND
Master-in-Equity for Richland County

August 22, 2023
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs. ) ORDER TO PARTITION
) REAL ESTATE
Jamma L. W. Bradford, )
)
Defendant. )
)

Pursuant to Rule 53 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, this case was referred
to the undersigned by Order of Reference to make appropriate findings of fact and conclusions of
law, with authority to enter a final judgment in the case. Any appeal from this final judgment shall
be to the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

Pursuant to the Order of Reference, a trial was held on July 17, 2023. The trial was attended
by the Plaintiff and his counsel, Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., and by the Defendant, pro se. Evidence,
testimony and arguments were offered and received; and after considering same, I find and

conclude as follows:
FINDINGS OF FACT

1. This is an action to partition real estate, which is located in Richland County and
which is specifically described in the Lis Pendens and in the Complaint filed herein on June 2,
2021.
2. The real estate, which is the subject of this action, is described as follows (the
“Property”):
All that piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being on the

Southeastern side of Griffins Creek Road, being a portion of that
property set out in that plat prepared for Jamma L. Williams and Emma

1
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Young by Darryl V. Cribb, R.L.S., recorded November 9, 2015, in
Book 2069 at page 2932. Said Parcel being described as Tract B being
5.64 acres, reference being made to said plat for an accurate depiction of
the propertybeing conveyed herein, all measurements being more or
less.

TMS No.: 36400-04-03

3. The Defendant served an Answer and a Counterclaim; and the Plaintiff served a
Reply to the Counterclaim.

4. Reference is made to the Complaint herein for a thorough recitation of the estates
and the various deeds exchanged by family-members whereby undivided interests in the 52-acre
tract (from which the Property derived) were exchanged.

5. The parties agree that the Property was a portion of a tract of “fifty-two (52) acres,
more or less,” owned by Lily Williams, a/k/a Lillie L. Williams, their adoptive mother, who died
intestate on October 5, 1981.

6. There is no dispute that each party inherited an undivided one-ninth interest in said
tract from the Estate of Lillie L. Williams, which is filed in the Office of the Probate Judge for
Richland County in Box 1207, Package 37,462.

7. There is also no dispute that the Defendant subsequently received the one-third
interest in said tract formerly owned by Frank Williams along with the one-ninth interest in said
tract formerly owned by Lillie Mae Jones, thereby increasing the Defendant’s share to five-ninths.

8. There is also no dispute that the Plaintiff received the two-ninths interest in said
tract formerly owned by Isaac Williams, Sr. and Charles E. Williams, thereby increasing the
Plaintiff’s share to one-third.

0. Importantly, the 52-acre tract is bisected by Griffins Creek Road. The larger part of

the tract lies on the north side of said Road, and the smaller part, including the Property, lies on

2
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the south side of said Road.

10. The following deeds are the title transfers in dispute:

a. By deed dated June 27, 1995, and recorded in the Office of the Register of
Deeds for Richland County in Deed Book D-1264 at page 921, the Plaintiff deeded to
Emma Lou Young his one-third interest in certain property “now containing approximately
42.92 acres,” otherwise clearly being a portion of the said 52-acre tract, as the almost
identical legal description was used in previous deeds in the title chain to describe the
property being conveyed.

b. By deed dated March 16, 2016, and recorded in the Office of the Register
of Deeds for Richland County in Book 2114 at page 3043, the said Emma Lou Young
deeded to the Defendant her interest in the Property (Tract B being 5.64 acres).

11.  Relying on these two deeds, the Defendant claims to own the entirety of the
Property, asserting that the said 1995 deed from the Plaintiff conveyed the entirety of the Plaintiff’s
undivided interest in the 52-acre tract (which he inherited from Lillie L. Williams) to Emma Lou
Young, who then had a four-ninths interest in said tract, including the Property, which she
subsequently deeded to the Defendant by the said 2016 Deed.

12. The Plaintiff denied the Defendant’s assertion, testifying that, by his 1995 deed to
Emma Lou Young, he only conveyed his undivided interest in a portion of the 52-acre tract, it
being his intention to make a gift to Emma Lou Young of that portion of said tract lying on the
north side of Griffins Creek Road, whereon the residence of Emma Lou Young was located.

13. The Plaintiff explained that it was his intention to retain his undivided interest in
the portion of said tract lying on the south side of Griffins Creek Road, as he operated an ongoing

used car business on the south side of Griffins Creek Road, and that he did not intend, by this gift

3
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to Emma Lou Young, to adversely affect the operation of such business.

14. The Plaintiff offered in evidence several deeds indicating that he owns (outright)
three (3) lots adjacent to the Property on the south side of Griffins Creek Road, to wit: TMS 36400-
05-01, 03 and 04, two of which he has owned since before 1995; and both parties discussed at
length the Plaintiff’s used car business, which has been conducted by him on the south side of
Griffins Creek Road for decades.

15. The Plaintiff further testified that he discussed his intentions to make a gift of
certain real estate to Emma Lou Young with Shell Suber, Esquire, ! and that he relied upon Mr.
Suber to prepare the deed to Emma Lou Young conveying only a portion of said tract and reserving
his ownership interest in the portion of the 52-acre tract lying on the south side of Griffins Creek
Road (i.e. the Property).

16. The Plaintiff further explained that he was unaware of how Mr. Suber determined
the acreage conveyed (cited in the deed as 42.92 acres) and that he assumed that the deed carried-
out his intention to convey only the portion of the 52-acre tract on the north side of Griffins Creek
Road.

17.  With said deed to Emma Lou Young involving only the portion of the 52-acre tract
on the north side of Griffin Creek Road, the interest in the Property which Emma Lou Young
conveyed to the Defendant in 2016 was only the one-ninth interest, which she inherited from Lillie
L. Williams.

18. The Defendant disputes the Plaintiff’s claims, pointing out that there was no plat
subdividing the 52-acre tract until around 2015, which plat was referred to in the 2016 deed from

Emma Lou Young to the Defendant.

' Mr. Suber died earlier this year.

4
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19. Notwithstanding that there was no plat in 1995 to assist in describing the real estate
gifted by the Plaintiff to Emma Lou Young, the Plaintiff’s explanation of his other ownership
interests and his expressed intention to avoid adversely affecting his on-going business, which he
was then actively conducting on the south side of Griffins Creek Road and which he conducted
long before and long after the said gift to Emma Lou Young, is quite compelling.

20. The fact is that the acreage (42.92) cited in the disputed deed is significantly less
than the gross acreage (52) owned by the Plaintiff and is also significantly less than the Assessor’s
estimate of the net acreage of the tract (less the aforesaid three lots and the road right-of-way)
(48.76). The acreage cited in the deed must logically be taken as reflecting an intention by the
Plaintiff—grantor to convey only a portion of, actually much less acreage than, the tract then owned
by the Plaintiff. Interestingly, the difference between the Assessor’s estimate (48.76 acres) and the
said cited acreage (42.92) is 5.84 acres, which is quite close to the acreage of the Property (5.64
acres).

21. The Plaintiff has requested an in-kind partition of the Property.

22. The Plaintiff, in his Complaint, also requested “an award of reasonable attorney’s
fees and the costs and disbursements of this action, which should be an obligation of both parties
in accordance with their respective fractional interests in the said property;” and he has submitted
in evidence an Affidavit in Support of Attorney’s Fees and Costs. Said Affidavit, which provided
detailed services and costs through July 16, 2023 (the day prior to the trial), totaling $16,135.94.

23. By her Counterclaim, the Defendant has requested “the harassment stopped as well

a (sic) full restitution and a punitive award at the court’s discretion.” The Counterclaim did not

2 By a Memorandum on Attorney’s Fees, filed by the Plaintiff as requested by the court, the
attorney’s fees and costs through the trial and the post-trial services requested by the court were
projected to exceed $18.,750.00.
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elaborate on the facts or background related to such claims.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
Based on the record herein, I conclude as follows:

1. This court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject matter of this action
pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §§15-61-10, et seq.
2. The Plaintiff has proven by a preponderance of the evidence that he owns an

undivided one-third interest in the Property, with the Defendant owning the remaining undivided

two-thirds interest therein.

3. The Defendant has failed to prove by a preponderance of the evidence that her
position should be sustained and, therefore, the Counterclaim of the Defendant is denied.

4. As partition in-kind is favored when it can be fairly made without injury to the
parties, and as the Plaintiff has requested an in-kind partition of the Property to reflect the aforesaid
undivided interests, the Property should be partitioned in-kind.

5. Under S.C. Code Ann. §15-61-110, a court may fix the attorney’s fees in all
partition proceedings; and it may, as equitable, assess such fees against any or all of the parties in
interest.

6. Based upon the respective positions of the parties, the partition of the Property
could not have been accomplished without bringing this action; and both parties will benefit from
the actual partition of the Property.

7. The record before the court supports the attorney’s fees and costs submitted by the
Plaintiff ($16,135.94). The court is cognizant of the fact that the attorney’s fees and costs continued
to accrue through the trial and the post-trial involvement by the Plaintiff’s counsel, as requested

by the court; and after considering various factors including the nature, extent and difficulty of the

6
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legal services rendered, the time and labor necessarily devoted to the case, the professional
standing of counsel, the fee customarily charged in Richland County for similar services, the
beneficial results obtained, and the respective ownership interests of the parties in the Property,
the court concludes that the final amount of $18,750.00, as projected by the Plaintiff, is reasonable.

8. The court concludes that the Defendant should reimburse the Plaintiff for

of the said attorney’s fees and costs or

$ , which amount should be awarded to the Plaintiff.

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of law, it is
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as follows:

1. The court shall retain jurisdiction to do all necessary acts incident to this partition
action including any subsequent motion to enforce the terms of this Order and to ensure
compliance with the terms of this Order.

2. The court hereby Orders that the Property shall be surveyed and divided
(partitioned) into two or more parcels so as to allow the Plaintiff to have approximately one-third
of the Property and the Defendant to have approximately two-thirds of the Property.

3. Both parties shall obtain bids from surveyors for the job, and the surveyor with the
lowest bid shall be engaged to do the work. The cost of the survey and plat shall be borne by the
parties according to their said fractional ownership interests, which they each shall pay to the
surveyor in advance.

4. After the plat has been received by both parties, they shall have 10 days to suggest
any change to the proposed partition of the Property suggested by the surveyor, and the parties
shall have an additional 10 days to negotiate any final changes to the plat.

5. After the plat is agreed upon, the court shall issue deeds conveying unencumbered
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title to each party his/her respective allotment of the Property.

6. No party shall have any further right, title or interest in any portion of the Property,
except as has been deeded to him/her by the court.

7. The award of attorney’s fees and costs as aforesaid, shall be paid by the Defendant
to the Plaintiff; and if the Defendant fails to pay this obligation promptly, such award shall, without
more, constitute a judgment against the Defendant, which judgment shall be fully enforceable, and

shall accrue interest at the judgment rate until paid in full, as a typical money judgment.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

8
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Roy Williams,

Vs.
Jamma L. W. Bradford

FORM 4

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

CASE NO. 2021-CP-40-02672

PLAINTIFF

DEFENDANTS.

Submitted by:

Attorney for Plaintiff: Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.
Jordan Law Firm

verdict rendered.

OO0 X O

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been
tried or heard and a decision rendered. [ ] See page 2 for additional information.

ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [] Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol.
Nonsuit); [] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [] Other —
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 40(j) SCRCP; [] Bankruptcy;

[] Binding Arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award;

[] other —

[

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

[J Affirmed; [] Reversed; [ ] Remanded; [_] Other —
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT,
TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS

APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [] See attached order (formal order to follow); [_] Statement of Judgment by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION

This order [] ends [X] does not end the case.

Additional Information for the Clerk :

Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. If there is no

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX

judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount to be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)
Roy Williams Jamma L. W. Bradford
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If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest
or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the
clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

Circuit Court Judge
SCRCP Form 4C (2/2017)

Judge Code Date
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: Roy WilliamsvsJammal W Bradford
Case Number: 2021CP4002672

Type: M aster/Order/Partition and Form 4

It isso Ordered

s/Joseph M. Strickland, 3055

Electronically signed on 2023-08-21 11:19:06 page 10 of 10
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
Vs. ) ORDER DENYING MOTION
) TO RECONSIDER
Jamma L. W. Bradford, )
)
Defendant. )
)

This matter came before me on the Defendant’s Motion to Reconsider, which was filed on
September 7, 2023. A hearing was held on December 12, 2023, attended by Defendant and her
attorney, Parker E. Howle, and the Plaintiff and his attorney, Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.

Following a discussion of the issues raised by the Motion and the Plaintiff’s Return to
Motion to Reconsider, which was filed on September 26, 2023, I find and conclude that the
Amended Order to Partition Real Estate, which was filed on August 24, 2023, should remain
unchanged.

It is, therefore, ORDERED that the Motion to Reconsider be, and it is hereby DENIED.

Joseph M. Strickland
Master in Equity

Columbia, South Carolina
,202
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: Roy WilliamsvsJammal W Bradford
Case Number: 2021CP4002672

Type: Master/Order/Other

It isso Ordered

s/Joseph M. Strickland, 3055

Electronically signed on 2023-12-15 12:59:35 page 2 of 2
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )

Roy Williams,

Plaintiff,
ORDER OF REFERENCE
VS.

Jamma L. W. Bradford,

Defendant.

e N N N N N N N N N

IT APPEARING that the above-entitled action to partition real property situated in
Richland County is a proper matter to refer to the Master in Equity for Richland County, upon
motion of the Plaintiff, and

IT FURTHER APPEARING that the Defendant is in default, it is

ORDERED that the above-entitled action be, and the same hereby is, referred to the Master
in Equity for Richland County to make findings of fact and conclusions of law; dispose of any and
all issues and enter a final judgment in the case; hear and dispose of any issues after judgment and
to entertain and rule upon motions made pursuant to Rules 52(b), 59, and 60, SCRCP.

Any appeal from the decision of the Master in Equity shall be directly to the South Carolina
Court of Appeals.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

| SO MOVE: s/ Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.
Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.
Attorney for Plaintiff
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: Roy WilliamsvsJammal W Bradford
Case Number: 2021CP4002672

Type: Order/Referred to Master or Special Referee

So Ordered

s/Jeanette W. McBride, by VirginiaF. Belcher,
Chief Deputy Clerk of Court

Electronically signed on 2021-09-07 11:06:55 page 2 of 2
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams,
SUMMONS
Plaintiff, (Partition)
(Non-Jury)
Vs.

Jamma L. W. Bradford,

Defendant.

N N N N N N N N N N

TO THE DEFENDANT ABOVE-NAMED:

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complaint in this action, a
copy of which is herewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of your Answer on the subscribers
at their offices, 211 Veterans Road, Suite D, Columbia, South Carolina 29209, within thirty (30)
days after service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service; and if you fail to answer the Complaint
within the time aforesaid, the Plaintiff will apply to the Court for a judgment by default granting the

relief demanded in the Complaint.

s/Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.

Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., #3221
JORDAN LAW FIRM

211 Veterans Road, Suite D
Columbia, South Carolina 29209
(803) 726-1950 Tel

Columbia, South Carolina (803) 726-1951 Fax
May 20, 2021 ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams, )
) COMPLAINT
Plaintiff, ) (Partition)
) (Non-Jury)
Vs. )
)
Jamma L. W. Bradford, )
)
Defendant. )
)

The Plaintiff, complaining of the Defendant, Jamma L. W. Bradford, would show as
follows:

1. The Plaintiff is a citizen and resident of Richland County, South Carolina.

2. The Defendant, Jamma L. W. Bradford, is a citizen and resident of Richland
County, South Carolina.

3. This is an action, pursuant to §15-61-10, et seq., of the Code of Laws of South
Carolina, 1976, as amended, to partition certain real property, which is situate in Richland County
and described hereinafter.

4. The Court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject matter hereof.

5. The real property, which is the suit of this action, is described as follows:

All that piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being on the
Southeastern side of Griffins Creek Road, being a portion of that property
set out in that plat prepared for Jamma L. Williams and Emma Y oung by
Darryl V. Cribb, R.L.S., recorded November 9, 2015, in Book 2069 at
page 2932. Said Parcel being described as Tract B being 5.64 acres,
reference being made to said plat for an accurate depiction of the property

being conveyed herein, all measurements being more or less.

TMS No.: 36400-04-03

1
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TITLE CHAIN

6. By deed dated April 30, 1979, Lily Mae Jones conveyed a tract of land containing
52 acres, more or less, to Lily Williams, said deed recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds
for Richland County in Deed Book D-499 at page 728. The subject property is a portion of said
52-acre tract.

7. Lillie L. Williams (aka Lily Williams) died intestate on October 5, 1981, leaving as
her sole heirs-at-law her husband and six (6) children, as reflected in the Estate file, which is filed
in the Office of the Probate Judge for Richland County in Box 1207, Package 37,462, to wit:

Frank Williams (husband) (1/3)
Emma Lou Brown (1/9)

Issac Williams, Sr. (1/9)

Roy Williams (1/9)

Charles E. Williams (1/9)
Lillie Mae Jones (1/9)

Jamma L. Williams (1/9)

8. A Description of Real Estate, indicating the said 52-acre tract and the said heirs,
was recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Richland County on June 17, 1982, in Deed
Book D-612 at page 531.

9. The said Frank Williams died intestate on January 21, 1987; and by his Will, his
undivided one-third (1/3) interest in the said 52-acre tract was devised to Jamma L. Williams and
her son, Cliffton Williams, as reflected in the Estate filed, which is filed in the Office of the Probate
Judge for Richland County in Case No. 1987-ES-40-00181, and which is shown on a Description
of Real Estate recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Richland County on March 24,
1987, in Deed Book D-384 at page 729.

10. By deed dated December 30, 1993, the said Issac Williams, Sr. and Charles E.

Williams (each owning a 1/9 undivided interest in the said 52-acre tract) deeded their interests in

2
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said tract to their brother, Roy Williams, which deed was recorded in the Office of the Register of
Deeds for Richland County on September 23, 1994, in Deed Book D-1220 at page 973.

11. By deed dated June 27, 1995, the said Roy Williams conveyed his undivided
interest (being an undivided one-third (1/3) interest) in a portion of the 52-acre tract to Emma Lou
Young, which deed was recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Richland County on
June 28, 1995, in Deed Book D-1264 at page 921. This deed transferred Roy Williams’ undivided
interest in approximately 42.92 acres, which was the portion of the 52-acre tract situated on the
north side of Griffins Creek Road.

12. By deed dated February 24, 2012, the said Cliffton Williams conveyed his
undivided interest in the said 52-acre tract to his mother, Jamma L.W. Bradford (aka Jamma L.
Williams), which deed was recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Richland County
on March 1, 2012, in Deed Book 1745 at page 3080.

13. By deed dated February 29, 2012, the said Lillie Mae Jones conveyed her undivided
interest in the subject property to Jamma L.W. Bradford, which deed was recorded in the Office
of the Register of Deeds for Richland County on March 1, 2012, in Deed Book 1745 at page 3082.

14. By deed dated March 16, 2016, the said Emma Lou Young (fka Emma Lou Brown)
conveyed her undivided interest in a portion of the said 52-acre tract to Jamma L.W. Bradford,
which deed was recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Richland County on May 24,
2016, in Deed Book 2114 at page 3039. This deed transferred Emma Lou Young’s undivided
interest in approximately 26.91 acres, which was a portion of the 52-acre tract situated on the north
side of Griffin’s Creek Road.

15. By deed dated March 16, 2016, the said Emma Lou Young (fka Emma Lou Brown)

conveyed her undivided interest in a portion of the said 52-acre tract to Jamma L.W. Bradford,
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which deed was recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds for Richland County on May 24,
2016, in Deed Book 2114 at page 3043. This deed transferred Emma Lou Young’s undivided
interest in approximately 5.64 acres, which was a portion of the 52-acre tract situated on the south
side of Griffin’s Creek Road. This is the parcel, which is the subject of this suit.

16. Upon information and belief, the undivided interest of Emma Lou Young in the

said 5.64-acre tract was only a 1/9'" interest.

CAUSE OF ACTION

17. The Plaintiff is informed and believes that, based on the foregoing Title Chain, the
Plaintiff and the Defendant are the sole owners, in fee simple, of the subject property, in the
following fractions, as undivided interests:

Roy Williams 3/9or1/3
Jamma L. W. Bradford 6/9 or 2/3

18. The Plaintiff is further informed and believes that he is entitled to the partition of
the subject property; and as the said real property is unimproved acreage and is capable of being
partitioned in kind, the Plaintiff is further informed and believes that, pursuant to §Section 15-61-
50 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as amended, and Rule 71(f)(4), SCRCP, he is
entitled to have the property partitioned in kind.

19. As this is heir property, the property must be partitioned under Article 3, Chapter
61, Title 15 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as amended, unless the parties hereto
otherwise formally agree.

20.  The Plaintiff is further informed and believes that the Court should dispense with
the appointment of Commissioners, as provided in Rule 71(f)(5), SCRCP.

21. The Plaintiff is further informed and believes that, as provided in §15-61-110 of the
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Code of Laws of South Carolina, 1976, as amended, and Rule 71(d)(3), SCRCP, he is entitled to
an award of reasonable attorney’s fees and the costs and disbursements of this action, which should
be an obligation of both parties in accordance with their respective fractional interests in the said
property.

22. The Plaintiff stipulates that, pursuant to §15-61-25 of the Code of Laws of South
Carolina, 1976, as amended, the Defendant has the right to purchase the equity interest of the
Plaintiff at a price to be determined by the Court.

23. Should the Defendant elect to purchase the said property, the Plaintiff is informed
and believes that a Preliminary Hearing should be held by the Court to determine:

a. Whether the parties are able to agree upon a value for the property or if it is
necessary to appoint an appraiser as contemplated by the Act; and

b. Whether or not the Defendant wishes to exercise her right to the statutory
Right of First Refusal as specified in §15-61-25, §15-61-370 or §15-61-380 of the Code of Laws
of South Carolina, 1976, as amended.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff prays:

1. That the Court inquire into the matters alleged herein.

2. That the Court determine the interests of the parties in the property.

3. That the Court confirm the vested interests in the title to the property.

4. That the Court dispense with the appointment of Commissioners.

5. That the Court issue its decree of partition specifically dividing the property in kind

in accordance with the parties’ respective vested interests.
6. That the court make an award of Plaintiff’s attorney’s fees and costs, which award

shall be an obligation of both parties in accordance with their respective interests in the property.
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7. For such other and further relief as may be just and proper.

Columbia, South Carolina
May 20, 2021

s/Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.

Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., #3221
JORDAN LAW FIRM

211 Veterans Road, Suite D
Columbia, South Carolina 29209
(803) 726-1950 Tel

(803) 726-1951 Fax
ljordan@]ljordanlaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

6
Record on Appeal 031

2.92007dIT20Z#3aASYD - SY3ATd NOWINOD - ANVTHIIY - INd 8T 0 unf TZ0¢ - d3TId AT1VIINOHLO3 T3





CASE NO: 2021 - CP - 40 - 02672

. CIVIL CASE NUMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY oF  RICHLAND )
)
ROY WILLIAMS )
PLAINTIFF )
2776 GRIFFINS CREEK RD . )
STREET ADDRESS )
EASTOVER S.C. 29044 )
CITY, STATE ZIP )
) . -
TELEPHONE ) m = .
Vs. ) ANSWER 9% S F5-
JAMMA L. W. BRADFORD ) ' -,5 m & I
DEFENDANT(S) ) e L ey S
5593 SANDY TRACE DR. ) ot b ==
" STREET ADDRESS ) = - omE
DALZELL, SC, 29040 ) wE = U8
CITY, STATEZIP ) m o= 5
H: 803 - 499 - 5508 ; M: 803 - 968 - 2026 ) 0N = 3
TELEPHONE ) g o “<
% N
on _dJune 18, 2021 I was emailed a Complaint requiring me to answer within thirty days from the date of”
service. My Answer, which is hereby filed with the Court of Common Pleas is as follows:

CHECK ONE:

A. [] 1 contest the jurisdiction of the court based on the following: (use additional pages if necessary)

B. [_] Iadmit everything in the complaint and do not want a trial.

C. [J I admit that T am responsible, but not for the total amount claimed by the Plaintiff(s) because: (use
additional pages if necessary)

D. M1 deny  the plaintiff's claim because: (use additional pages if necessary)
the statements made in the summons are not true statements but merely a fabricated narrative to grant him

my entitlements that he’s been using illegally at my expense since 2016 for which | am seeking full restitution!

You must file this document with the Court within thirty days.

THE DEFENDANT STATES THAT THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS ANSWER IS TRUE AND

CORRECT TO THE BEST OF HIS KNOWLEDGE.
Dated: (J7 /@_Q /49302/ W%MM/

ature of Defendant(or his aTt'orney{/

KEEP A COPY OF THIS ANSWER AND BRING IT TO COURT
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CASE NO: 2021 - CP - 40 - 02672

CIVIL CASE NUMBER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) .
counTY OF RICHLAND ! IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
ROY WILLIAMS o ;

PLAINTIFF )
2776 GRIFFINS CREEK RD )
STREET ADDRESS ) L
EASTOVER S.C. 28044 ) .
’ CITY,STATEZIP ) 0og ®
. ) o 28
TELEPHONE ) 05 o v
, VS, : ) COUNTERCLAIM - &
JAMMA L. W. BRADFORD ) = S
' o DEFENDANT(S) ) A S
5593 SANDY TRACE DR. ) w= 5
STREET ADDRESS ) Sy =
DALZELL, SC, 29040 ) @E T
CITY,STATEZIP ) , s =
H: 803 - 499 - 5508 ; M: 803 - 968 - 2026 ) s o
TELEPHONE )

The defendant states shehas a claim against the plaintift in the zmount of §  9363.00 . The
counterciaimiis intended to &e parmissiva as it did aot arise out of the ransaction ar occurrence that is the subject
matter of the plaintiil’s clalr, but out of the unwarranted and prohibitad use of propsrty that | am and bave been
baaring the burden foz. Mr. Boy Witliams has a fenca and pate erectod or the tract that P'm rasponsible for as
wall as a building and mebile home thathe promised to mave bul hasn. Despilg 6 ysars of varitten natices.
the county assessor visits and written oginions, a court judaament for refisf in my favar. ha has bean enjoving
th

o benelits of a pseude owinarship of that which ! am bearing the financial burden, and { wanl it and the
harassmant stopped as well a full restitalion and a punitive award ai the courts dissretion.

The defendant states that the information contained in the counterclaim is true and correct to the best
of herknowledge. Defendant understands that shouldshe se successful in this.action and obtain judgment, and

if plaintiff does not appeal within thirty days, this judgment becomes final. The defendant cannot commence
another action involving the same parties and issues.

1 state under penaity of petjury that the above is correct and tenthful. '

A g & J%/Sgﬂ’(f WIQ-

Dated: O7 / 02 / K02/ S‘iﬁ"fure of Defendant (of his attdmey)

KEEP A COPY OF THIS COUNTERCLAIM AND BRING IT TO COURT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams,
Plaintiff,
REPLY
Vs.

Jamma L. W. Bradford,

Defendant.

N N N N N N N N N N

The Plaintiff, Roy Williams, hereby responds to the Defendant’s Counterclaim to the
Plaintiff’s Complaint, which was filed on July 2, 2021, and he would show this Honorable Court
as follows:

1. The Counterclaim has not been served as required by the Summons herein, which
was filed with the Complaint. The undersigned counsel for the Plaintiff found the Counterclaim
on the Clerk of Court’s website after being informed by the Defendant that she had responded.
There is no evidence on the website that the responsive pleading was mailed or otherwise delivered
to the Plaintiff or his counsel.

2. The Plaintiff generally denies the allegations of the Counterclaim.

3. Specifically responding, the Plaintiff admits making use of portions of the subject
real property, in which he holds a one-third undivided interest, and he denies any harassment of
the Defendant.

WHEREFORE, having fully replied to Defendant’s Counterclaim, the Plaintiff prays that
the Court dismiss the Counterclaim, with costs charged to the Defendant, and to grant to the

Plaintiff the relief requested in his Complaint.
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Columbia, South Carolina
September 2, 2021

s/Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.

Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., #3221
JORDAN LAW FIRM

211 Veterans Road, Suite D
Columbia, South Carolina 29209
(803) 726-1950 Tel

(803) 726-1951 Fax
ljordan@]ljordanlaw.com
Attorney for Plaintiff
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams,
Plaintiff,
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
Vs.

Jamma L., W, Bradford,

Defendant.

I N . T N T g S g

I, Kelly McVey, and employee of Jordan Law Firm, attorney for the Plaintiff, Roy
Williams, hereby certify that I have, this 2™ day of September, 2021, served a copy of the Reply
vupon Jamma L. W. Bradford, Defendant, by mailing a copy thereof to her, postage prepaid, at the
address indicated below:

Ms. Jamma L.W. Bradford
5593 Sandy Trace Drive -
Dalzell, SC 29040

(/Kelly McVey U
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
)
Roy Williams, )
)
Plaintiff, ) NOTICE OF MOTION AND
) MOTION TO RECONSIDER
VS. )
)
Jamma L. W. Bradford, )
)
)
Defendant. ) Case No.: 2021-CP-40-2672

Defendant respectfully submits this Notice of Motion and Motion for
Reconsideration pursuant to Rule 59(e), SCRCP. In support of this Memorandum,

Defendant would show the Court as follows:

PROCEDURE

Rule 59 of the SCRCP states that “a new trial may be granted to all or any of the
parties and on all or part of the issues (1) in an action in which there has been a trial by
jury, for any of the reasons for which new trials have heretofore been granted in actions
at law in the courts of the State; and (2) in an action tried without a jury, for any of the
reasons for which rehearings have heretofore been granted in the courts of the State.”
Rule 59, SCRCP. “A motion under Rule 59(e) long has been viewed as “motion for
reconsideration” despite the absence of those words from the rule. Elam v. S.C. Dep't of
Transp., 361 S.C. 9, 21, 602 S.E.2d 772, 778 (2004). “The purpose of Rule 59(e), SCRCP,
to alter or amend the judgment is to request the judge to reconsider matters properly
encompassed in a decision on the merits.” Id. at 22, 602 S.E.2d at 779. Hence, a party can

“call the court’s attention to a possible misapprehension of an earlier argument, but also
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Williams vs. Bradford
Case No. 2021-CP-40-2672
Notice of Motion and Motion to Reconsider

to revisit a previously raised argument.” Id. Accordingly, “a party is usually allowed to ask
the court to reconsider its decision even if it means rehashing all or part of an argument

previously presented.” Elam, 362 S.C. at 21, 602 S.E.2d at 778-9.

ARGUMENT

Defendant respectfully requests that this Court vacate the Order dated August 22,
2023 and provided to Defendant on August 28, 2023 because Plaintiff failed to put forth

sufficient evidence that:

L. Defendant failed to file an Answer within Thirty (30) Days of the
service of the Summons and Complaint.

The Summons and Complaint were served on Defendant on July 27, 2021, as
evidenced by the Affidavit of Service, attached hereto and referred to as “Exhibit A.”
Defendant’s Answer was filed on July 2, 2023, a copy of which is attached hereto and
referred to as “Exhibit B.” A copy of same would have been served on Plaintiff’s attorney,
as he was the counsel of record for Plaintiff as the time the Answer was filed. Plaintiff’s
Affidavit of Default was filed by his counsel, alleging that Defendant failed to provide an
Answer to Plaintiff, which is attached hereto and referred to as “Exhibit C.” Plaintiff’s
counsel would have been notified of the filing electronically, and service by traditional

means would not have been required, making the Affidavit inaccurate, at best.

2
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Williams vs. Bradford
Case No. 2021-CP-40-2672
Notice of Motion and Motion to Reconsider

II. Plaintiff failed to obtain the consent of Defendant before referring
the case to the Master-in-Equity for Richland County.

The case was referred to the Master-of-Equity by Order of Reference drafted by
Plaintiff’s counsel, filed on September 7, 2023. The Order states Defendant was in
default. For the above-stated reasons, it is Defendant’s position that she was not in
default, and, therefore, Plaintiff needed to obtain her consent before referring the case to
the Master. Defendant is informed and believes all actions taken after the Order of
Reference was incorrectly submitted should be set aside in the interests of justice and for
the failure of either Plaintiff or the Court to correctly present and/or interpret rules
regarding electronic service. A copy of the Order of Reference is attached hereto and

referred to as “Exhibit D.”

III. The Court failed to correctly consider the evidence or lack thereof
presented by Plaintiff regarding the “retained portion.”

Per the Final Order, the late Shell Suber of the South Carolina Bar prepared a deed for
a “portion” of the 52-acre tract. The explanation in the Order is Plaintiff did not know
where the 42.92-acre description came from, but he alleges Mr. Suber simply made up
the acreage himself without having a new survey prepared. Defendant is informed and
believes it was a scrivener’s error by Mr. Suber. There was no survey describing either the
42.92 acre or 5.64-acre parcels at that time. If Plaintiff was unsure as to how Mr. Suber
arrived at the 42.92 acreage, Defendant is further informed and believes he would have
asked for an explanation at the time of the conveyance. According to Mr. Suber’s obituary,
he died on May 8, 2023, which would have been after the Summons and Complaint was

filed but before the final hearing was held. Plaintiff could have obtained either a

3
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Case No. 2021-CP-40-2672
Notice of Motion and Motion to Reconsider

statement by Mr. Suber or depose him, as there was nearly a two (2) year gap between the
filing of the Summons and Complaint and his death. Mr. Suber’s obituary is attached
hereto and referred to as “Exhibit E.” Defendant’s position is the Plaintiff, as the moving

party, failed to carry the burden of proof regarding the new acreage.

IV. The Court improperly awarded Attorney’s Fees and Costs to
Plaintiff.

Rule 71(d)(3) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure states that an award of
attorney’s fees is appropriate if the underlying action and the Final Order benefitted both
parties. Defendant is unaware as to how any actions of Plaintiff’s counsel benefitted her
in any way. It is her position that she received no benefit from this action, as she believes
Plaintiff’s intent was to convey his entire portion in the Suber deed, regardless of his
statements as to the contrary. The rule clearly states that if counsel’s representation did
not benefit all parties, his or her fees shall be paid only by his or her client. Rule 71(d)(3)
also states that an award of attorney’s fees is appropriate from a common fund generated
by the partition. The Order does not state the award shall come from a common fund
generated by the sale of the parcel(s) but from Defendant directly. It was described in the
Order as “reimbursement, which is not the intent for SCRDP Rule 71(d)(3). The Amended

Final Order is attached hereto and referred to as Exhibit “F.”

CONCLUSION

For the reasons outlined above, Defendant respectfully requests the Court vacate the
Amended Order provided to Defendant on August 28, 2023, pursuant to Rule 59(e) of

the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure.

I SO MOVE:

4
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Case No. 2021-CP-40-2672
Notice of Motion and Motion to Reconsider

Columbia, South Carolina

September 7, 2023

5

S/Parker E. Howle

PARKER E. HOWLE

Dial, Grimm and Rupert

Attorney for Defendant

S.C. Bar No. 77878

121 Executive Center Drive, Suite 218
Columbia, SC 29210

Telephone: (803) 828-7661
Email: phowle@dgr.law
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams, )
)
Plaintiff, )
) NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION
Vs. ) TO DETERMINE SUFFICIENCY
) OF DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO
Jamma L. W. Bradford, ) PLAINTIFF’S DISCOVERY REQUESTS
) TO DEFENDANT
Defendant. )
)

TO: DEFENDANT, JAMMA L.W. BRADFORD

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff, by and through his undersigned
attorney, will, on the tenth (10'") day after service hereof, or as soon thereafter as counsel may be
heard, move before the Honorable Joseph M. Strickland, Master in Equity for Richland County,
pursuant to Rules 33, 34, 36 and 37 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, for an Order:
(1) determining the sufficiency of Defendant’s discovery responses; and (2) awarding to Plaintiff
his reasonable costs and expenses, including attorney’s fee, incurred by him in bringing this
Motion. The undersigned attorney hereby certifies that Plaintiff’s counsel has communicated with
Defendant in an effort to resolve the issues raised in this Motion and that it appears that a hearing
will be required.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

This is a partition action filed by Plaintiff on June 2, 2021. Defendant’s Answer, which
constitutes no more than a general denial, was filed on July 2, 2021 (See Exhibit “A”). Plaintiff’s
counsel served Plaintiff’s Discovery Requests to Defendant on November 16, 2021 (see Exhibit
“B”). On December 13, 2021, Defendant mailed a response to the aforesaid discovery requests

(see Exhibit “C”). On December 16, 2021, Plaintiff’s counsel mailed a detailed letter to Defendant

1
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requesting a good faith response from her by December 30, 2021 (see Exhibit “D”’). On December
30, 2021, Defendant responded that she would not comply with Plaintiff’s counsel’s requests.
FIRST REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

Reference is made to Nos. 2, 3,4, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the First Requests for Admission.
Even after being afforded a second opportunity to properly respond, Defendant has done no more
than make the identical, general objection to each of these Requests. Under Rule 36, SCRCP,

[t]he answer shall specifically deny the matter or set forth in detail the reasons why

the answering party cannot truthfully admit or deny the matter. A denial shall fairly

meet the substance of the requested admission, and when good faith requires that a

party qualify his answer or deny only part of the matter which an admission is

requested, he shall specify so much of it as is true and qualify or deny the remainder.

An answering party may not give lack of information or knowledge as a reason for

failure to admit or deny unless he states that he has made reasonable inquiry and

that the information known or readily obtainable by him is insufficient to enable

him to admit or deny. A party who considers that a matter of which an admission

has been requested presents a genuine issue for trial may not, on that ground alone,

object to the request; he may, subject to the provisions of Rule 37(c), deny the

matter or set forth reasons why he cannot admit or deny it.

INTERROGATORIES

Reference is made to Interrogatories Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 7. Even after being afforded a
second opportunity to properly respond, Defendant has done no more that make the idenitcal,
general objection to each of these Interrogatories. Interrogatories Nos. 1-5 are “Standard
Interrogatories” under Rule 33(b), SCRCP, and are therefore approved as reasonable requests,
which must be answered by an adverse party.

Interrogatory No. 7 (explain answers to the First Requests for Admission which you

refused to admit) is a reasonable inquiry, to which Defendant has refused to provide a good-faith

response.

2
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REQUESTS TO PRODUCE
Reference is made to all 8 of Plaintiff’s Requests to Produce. Even after being afforded a
second opportunity to properly respond, Defendant has made no effort to respond to any of these
Requests, each of which make reasonable requests for tangible information to which Plaintiff is
entitled. Defendant has done no more than make the identical, general objection to each of the

Requests.

ARGUMENT
Defendant’s responses do not even rise to the level of being evasive or incomplete.

Defendant has made no effort whatsoever to serve proper responses to the discovery requests, as

required by Rules 33, 34, 36 and 37, SCRCP.
Rule 37(a)(4), SCRCP, provides that, if the discovering party’s motion to compel is
granted, the court “shall require the party . . . whose conduct necessitated the motion or the party

or attorney advising such conduct or both of them to pay the moving party the reasonable expenses

incurred in obtaining the order, including attorney’s fees.” (emphasis added) See also Ball v.
Canadian Am. Exp. Co., Inc., 314 S.C. 272, 277, 442 S.E.2d 620, 623 (Ct. App. 1994) (“Under

Rule 37(a)(4), SCRCP, the court shall require the payment of reasonable expenses incurred in

obtaining the order compelling discovery, including attorney’s fees.”) (emphasis added)
Defendant’s refusal to properly respond to Plaintiff’s discovery requests is in no way justified. See
Thornton v. Thornton, 294 S.C. 512,366 S.E.2d 37, 39 (1988) (Only litigants offering ““substantial
justification” or other circumstances making an award of fees inequitable can escape the
imposition of fees).

Defendant has failed to offer any dispute or justification for her refusal to respond fairly to

3
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Plaintiff’s discovery. As Plaintiff has fully complied with the South Carolina Rules of Civil
Procedure, Defendant’s conduct merits the imposition of an award of attorney’s fees and costs.
This Motion is supported by the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, relevant case

law, and any discovery, affidavits, or memoranda presented.

s/Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.
Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., #3221
JORDAN LAW FIRM
211 Veterans Road, Suite D
Columbia, South Carolina 29209
(803) 726-1950 Tel
(803) 726-1951 Fax
ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Columbia, South Carolina Attorney for Plaintiff
January 6, 2022
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CREEL COURT REPORTING, INC.
williams v bradford - Vol. I

Page 1
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) C/A No. 2021-CP-40-
02672

Roy Williams,
Plaintiff,
V.

Jamma L.W. Bradford,

~— — ~— — — ~— ~— ~— ~—

Defendant

HEARING

Kk kK Kk )k k%K

Friday, July 17, 2023
2:30 p.m. - 4:21 p.m.

The hearing before the Honorable Joseph M.
Strickland, Master-In-Equity for Richland County, was
taken at 1701 Main Street, Columbia, South Carolina
on the 17th day of July, 2023 before M. Sean Cary,
Court Reporter and Notary Public in and for the State

of South Carolina.

1230 Richland Street | Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 252-3445 | contact@creelreporting.com
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APPEARANCES

Leonard R. Jordan,
JORDAN LAW FIRM
211 Veterans Road, Suite D
Columbia, South Carolina
Attorney for Plaintiff

Jr., Esquire

29209

Also Present:
Jamma L.W. Bradford, Pro Se Defendant
Roy Williams, Plaintiff

INDEX

CALL TO ORDER:
The Court.

PLAINTIFF'S POSITION:
Mr. Jordan

DEFENDANT'S POSITION:
Ms. Bradford

JAMMA BRADFORD:

The Court. QUESTIONS

ROY WILLIAMS:
Mr. Jordan

Ms. Bradford CROSS-EXAMINATION

JAMMA BRADFORD:

Mr. Jordan CROSS-EXAMINATION

PLAINTIFF'S CLOSING:
Mr. Jordan

DEFENDANT'S CLOSING:
Ms. Bradford

DETERMINATION OF THE COURT:

The Court.

Certificate

DIRECT EXAMINATION.

Page 2
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67

81

85

90
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1230 Richland Street |
(803) 252-3445 |

Columbia,
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EXHIBITS

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 through 9 were marked prior to
the hearing, introduced as follows, and retained by
the Court.)

Court's Exhibit Number 1
(Defendant's Statement)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 1
(Group of Deeds)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 2 . . . .
(Plat done between 2012 and 2016)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 3
(Tax Map)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 4
(Group of Deeds)
Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 5

(Grouping of Title Transfers)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 6

(Deed)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 7

(Plat)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 8

(Deed)

Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 9

(Affidavit)

Page 3
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Page 4

1 (Plaintiff's Exhibits 1 through 9 were marked prior

2 to the hearing and introduced as follows.)

3 CALL TO ORDER

4 THE COURT: This 1is civil action number 2021-CP-40-

5 02672, Roy Williams vs. Jamma Bradford. And

6 this is a Partition, according to my notes. 1Is
7 that correct?

8 MR. JORDAN: That is correct, Your Honor. It is a

9 Partition Action. The -- the two parties

10 sitting here today claim to have ownership

11 interests as tenants in common in this

12 property.

13 THE COURT: Okay.

14 MR. JORDAN: ©Now to be clear, Ms. Bradford, who is

15 the defendant, claims that my client doesn't

16 have any interest in the property. So, we're
17 com- —-- competing, in that regard.

18 THE COURT: Okay.

19 MR. JORDAN: But if you're ready for us to start,
20 I'll be happy to get started.
21 THE COURT: Ms. Bradford?
22 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, Your Honor. I'm here because I
23 have two dee- -- I have a deed for this
24 property that was divided, probably in 2016, so
25 where Mr. Williams surrendered his rights to

1230 Richland Street | Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 252-3445 | contact@creelreporting.com
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1 Emma Young at that time, so I have a deed for

2 that property.

3 THE COURT: From Emma Young?

4 MS. BRADFORD: Sir?

5 THE COURT: A deed from Emma Young?

6 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, where he surrendered -- he

7 surrendered all his property to Emma Young and
8 prior to that.

9 THE COURT: Emma Young gave it to you?

10 MS. BRADFORD: No, he separated the property. We

11 were heirs, we were all heirs. It was -- it

12 was six of us, I believe. And it got to where
13 some heirs had given their property to Roy.

14 And my mother gave her property -- well, my

15 birth-mother gave her property to me. So then
16 Emm- -- somehow Roy put all of his property in
17 -- he surrendered all his property to Emma

18 Young and we got it divided when Emma Young was
19 the owner -- while Emma Young was the owner.
20 THE COURT: And that was in this Court?
21 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.
22 THE COURT: Okay.
23 MS. BRADFORD: With Warren Herndon was -- was the
24 attorney.
25 THE COURT: Okay. All right. Mr. Jordan, tell me

1230 Richland Street | Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 252-3445 | contact@creelreporting.com
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Page 6
1 what's going on.
2 MR. JORDAN: All right, Your Honor.
3 THE COURT: You can sit down.
4 MR. JORDAN: Part of what Ms. Bradford said is
5 correct. But we need to kind a get the whole
6 picture started back a little, little farther.
7 And I have prepared notebooks for everybody so
8 you can follow along.
9 THE COURT: Okay.
10 PLAINTIFF'S POSITION
11 MR. JORDAN: We've got various documents that I have
12 pre-marked and -- and the court reporter has
13 them for identification only at this point.
14 But I'd like to go through the -- the group.
15 Under Tab 1 is a group of deeds that convey the
16 property back and forth basically out of a lady
17 named Lily Williams. Now she's the -- she's
18 the ancestor of these parties among other
19 people. And she owned a tract of land
20 described as 50 acres more-or-less which she
21 acquired in about 1946. And then, the -- the
22 50 acre tract was deeded to Lily Mae Jones who,
23 I believe, is your mother. 1Isn't that correct,
24 Ms. Bradford?
25 MS. BRADFORD: That's my birth-mother.

1230 Richland Street | Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 252-3445 | contact@creelreporting.com
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Page 7
MR. JORDAN: Birth-mother, deeded it to her.
MS. BRADFORD: That was my birth-mother.
MR. JORDAN: And then, Ms. Jones deeded it back to
Lily Williams. So -- so it was titled back the

way it was. And then Lily, when Lily Williams
died, and her estate information is at the back
part of that same Tab 1, which indicates that
her property was divided among -- it was in
intestate estate and it was divided among her
heirs which included her husband, her husband
would have taken a one-third interest, and six
children including the two people sitting here,
each taking one-ninth interest. So there's
six-ninths to the children, one-third to the
husband. So that -- that is the hundred

percent interest conveyed that was devised or

inherited by those particular heirs. Then, as
indicated -- well, let- -- let's take —-- let's
go to Tab 2. And I -- Tab 2 is actually a plat

that was done in, let's say, between 2012 and
2016 by Darryl Cribb. I've got two pages of --
of the same plat effectively, except the second
plat is a little bit more detailed with the
required measurements and that type a thing, so

I did include both of them. But it -- it still
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1 -- we're looking at the same tract of land

2 which is the same property, that was owned by

3 Lily Williams and described as 50 acres. Now

4 the plat from Mr. Cribb tak- -- Cribb here 1is

5 not 50 acres, but it -- it's -- no, 1t is the

6 same property. The problem with it was, until
7 Mr. Cribb surveyed the property, in -- in the

8 time frame of 2012 to 2016 there was no survey
9 done. And we have -- we've never been able to
10 find a plat or anything like -- like that. So
11 up until Mr. Cribb got involved it was all

12 estimation or guess as to what the -- what the
13 acreage was to the property. But I don't think
14 there's any question among the parties as to

15 what the property, described as 50 acres,

16 entailed. And it was a property that extended
17 -—=

18 THE COURT: You -- you can't -- she raised her hand.
19 I told her I'd give her a chance to speak, you
20 know, when you've finished.
21 MR. JORDAN: Okay, when I finish, she can come in.
22 This property extended north from the Southern
23 Railway, so in other words railroad tracks on
24 the south side of this tract, and it ran -- ran
25 north for, as I say, somewhere approaching 50
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1 acres, and that -- that's the property that
2 we're talking about. Now there's a -- a
3 relatively large road now bisects this property
4 called Griffins Creek Road. And it's shown on
5 this plat near the southern part and the -- if
6 you'll then flip over to the Tab 3, I've
7 highlighted at that point the tax map showing
8 the property in question. Now this property is
9 on the south side of Griffins Creek Road. It's
10 -—- it doesn't say it on this tax map, but it's
11 5.64 acres according to Mr. Cribb and according
12 to the previous plat that we've just discussed.
13 So that is -- is our property that -- that
14 today we're -- we're trying to work on a
15 partition. And let me point out while we're
16 here that there are four lots carved out of the
17 southern part of the tract on the southern part
18 of Griff- -- Griffins Creek Road. Four
19 individual lots, and -- and I will point out
20 that three of the four lots are owned by Mr.
21 Roy Williams who's seated with me here. He's
22 the Plaintiff in the case. One of the lots 1is
23 -- 1is owned by a fellow named Ray Stewart who's
24 unrelated to anybody. He just happens to be an
25 owner. So three -- three of the four -- four
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1 properties here that are shown on that number
2 three would be owned, and there's no -- no
3 issue as to -- as to, you know, sharing the
4 ownership of those lots. So those are clearly
5 owned of record by Roy Williams or Ray Stewart,
6 and all we're dealing with is the property that
7 is -- has been outlined in orange on Tab 3. So
8 that's -- that's the property that we're
9 talking about today. Now under Tab 4 we've got
10 a group of -- of deeds, and they're four --
11 four different lots in this sect- -- in this
12 section of the binder, and those are the four
13 lots. And all of these lots were deeded out by
14 Lily Wim- -- Lily Williams, the ancestor who
15 died leaving this 50 acres. She'd already
16 deeded out the four acres, in other words, she
17 dee- -- she owned 50 acres less 4 lots
18 effectively. And these four lots were, as I
19 say, acquired ultimately by Roy Williams and
20 Mr. Ray Stewart. Now so —-- so those -- those
21 properties were not part of the properties
22 inherited by the various heirs from the estate
23 of Lily Williams. She'd already disposed of
24 those so that's -- that's not an issue. Now
25 the north side of Griffins Creek Road, all of
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1 that property, you know, was -- was all -- all
2 the same property that she had owned
3 previously. So that part -- that part of the
4 50 acres is completely unaffected. Now if you
5 go to Tab 5, this is a grouping of the title
6 transfers of the property after it was
7 inherited by the various owners and various
8 inheritors or beneficiaries of the estate of
9 Lily Williams. This is how, for instance, the
10 defendant, Ms. Jamma Williams, or Jamma
11 Bradford, acquired some additional property
12 that she received from Frank Williams who was
13 the -- the spouse of Lily Williams and -- and
14 the father, of course, of Ms. Williams. So --
15 so she acquired, she and her son, Clifton
16 Williams, acquired each -- an interest in the
17 father's estate and then ultimately Clifton
18 Williams conveyed that interest to his mother.
19 So, at that point, the -- the defendant owns a
20 one-ninth interest that she had acquired from
21 the mother, Ms. Lily Williams, plus another
22 three-ninths that she had -- had gotten
23 indirectly from Frank Williams. So that's
24 four-ninths, and then ultimately she got
25 another one-ninth from Lula Mae Jone- -- Jones.
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1 So that' now -- that's five-ninths. And then,
2 the final deed was a deed from Emma Young, who,
3 Ms. Bradford has already mentioned, conveying
4 her interest to her. So now she owns six-
5 ninths or two-thirds interest in -- in the
6 property, okay. Now the property, as she would
7 claim it to be, was the entire 50 acres. But,
8 obviously, I don't think there is any -- any
9 dispute that the four ac- -- the four lots that
10 we've talked about are always gonna be carved
11 out a that 50 acres. But, nevertheless, we
12 have a two-thirds interest in the defendant and
13 a one-third interest claim by the Plaintiff.
14 Now if the Plaintiff gets his one-ninth from
15 Lily Ma- -- Lily Williams and then he received
16 a deed that's in this grouping here from two
17 brothers, Charles and Isaac Williams, who
18 conveyed him their interests, each one-ninth,
19 so that's two-ninths plus one-ninth, and that's
20 one-third Mr. Roy Williams claims. So that's
21 -- that's where we are with regard to the title
22 transfers. Now the deed that is the most
23 important deed in this whole collection of
24 deeds, is a 1995 deed from Roy Williams to Emma
25 Lou Young that's, as I say, is -- is in that
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1 particular grouping, and we'll be discussing

2 that one when Mr. Williams gets on the stand.

3 But that was a deed signed by Roy Williams back
4 in 1995. And again, that is -- that is the

5 disputed document. That -- that's what Ms.

6 Bradford claims gave Ms. Emma Young the

7 entirety of this property, all of the inherited
8 property, when the Plaintiff's position is that
9 it was never intended to -- to do that. So

10 that -- that's where we are with regard to all
11 of the deeds. And I -- I would say, at this

12 point, I'll -- I'll stop at that point and give
13 Ms. Bradford an opportunity to jump in, if she
14 wants, and then I'll call Mr. Roy Williams to
15 the stand.

16 THE COURT: Okay, Ms. Bradford?

17 DEFENDANT'S POSITION

18 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir. I'd like to present this

19 to you.
20 THE COURT: Yes, ma'am. What is this?
21 MS. BRADFORD: This is my statement what I'm gonna
22 be reading, or telling you about. This is the
23 same situation sort of, but not 26 -- starting
24 at 2016, when it hap- ---
25 THE COURT: Do you have a copy for me?
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1 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.

2 THE COURT: For Mr. Jordan?

3 MS. BRADFORD: He should have most of this but I

4 have a copy.

5 THE COURT: Okay. Let me make this a Court's

6 exhibit. Is that okay, Ms. Bradford?

7 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.

8 (Court's Exhibit Number 1 was marked for

9 identification purposes.)

10 THE COURT: All right. Go ahead.

11 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.

12 THE COURT: Okay, go ahead.

13 MS. BRADFORD: To what Mr. Jordan was telling us,

14 prior to 2016, most of what Mr. Jordan was

15 saying 1is irrelevant to what -- to why we're

16 here today. But I'd like to let you know that
17 Roy Williams surrendered all of his interest in
18 land he had inherited from Lily Williams and

19 acquired from Isaac and Charles Williams to
20 Emma Young. He did it from an undivided tract.
21 The tract was one piece at that time. It was
22 an undivided, as he said, I think it was 40, he
23 said 50 or less, more or less. It was 50 more
24 or less, one tract at that time. And
25 regardless of what the County, it -- its road
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pass through now, the County road, okay? And
Roy —-- the tract -- regardless of what the
County 1is passing -- Roy passing through
without recording a survey. So we don't have
a survey. On undivided land, a blade a glass
-- blade a grass, is among its owners until
it's at a plat, of a plat. So Mr. Williams is
aware of this because he already had his own
properly surveyed property plat. And situated
within the which he -- in situated in which he
surrendered which is located on the southern
side of the road. In fact, that he surrendered
it, however, did not change behavior of him
scattering junk cars throughout it on both
sides of the road. It just changed the status
where from a owner to the deliberate diligent
tenant at will. 1In fact, I receive a Jjudgement
in my favor from this Court where back taxes
from he and Emma Young just completely ignored
paying, and if they were unaware of how -- as
if they were unaware of how funding actually
worked -- action in this County actually work,
but kept taxes current on his property. So,
from then on I bear the burden and was left

foolish and ashamed.
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1 MR. JORDAN: Your Honor, she just basically said

2 that she got a judgement or some order from

3 this Court that she doesn't, you know, doesn't
4 show us anything about that. What is -- what

5 is it that you ---

6 MS. BRADFORD: Everything -- everything I -- I'm

7 speaking of, I gave to him in discovery and

8 it's numbered. I gave -- I don't have my --

9 well, I have a copy for you of everything, and
10 I gave Miss -- I —-- this is all been

11 documented, notated -- bear with me -- this is
12 everything ---

13 THE COURT: Everything's been marked?

14 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir. It was ---

15 MR. JORDAN: Will you show it to me?

16 MS. BRADFORD: 1It's not written in my exhibits, but
17 it happened -- it was 2008, July 7th. But I

18 can't -——-= I -——- I can't -- I don't have the

19 exhibit.
20 THE COURT: Okay. I'm -- I'm gonna swear you in and
21 let you testify in narrative form. 1Is that all
22 right?
23 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.
24 THE COURT: Please raise your right hand.
25 MS. BRADFORD: (Witness complies.)
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COURT REPORTER: Do you solemnly swear the testimony

MS.

you are about to give will be the truth, the
whole truth and nothing but the truth so help
you God?

BRADFORD: I do.

COURT REPORTER: Thank you, ma'am.

MS.

THE

THE

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

BRADFORD - DIRECT EXAMINATION BY THE COURT:

COURT: Now 1is everything you said up to now the
truth?
Yes, sir.

COURT: And you swear to it?
I swear to it.

COURT: Okay.

JORDAN: Your Honor, if she'd explain what

she's saying.

COURT: Okay.

JORDAN: She said something about an order of
this Court. That's all she said.
Your Honor, I was -- he was allowed to speak
now it's my turn and ---

COURT: Give her -- I'll give you a chance to
talk after she finishes.
And as I stated before, I received a judgement
-- now let me find my place. I apologize, I

just got off track. TI'll go on from -- I got
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confused somehow.
COURT: Take your time.
Okay. TIll restate. I can't find exactly where
I started at, but I'll restate that I received
a judgement from this Court for unpaid tax,
property taxes, and Emma Lou Young was the
defendant of this same 48 acres or less -- 50
acres or less property, and it was in this

Court, and if I'm not mistaken it was July 7th,

2008.
COURT: You have a case number?
I -- I don't have a case number, Judge.

COURT: Do you have a copy of anything from the
case? Who were the parties to the case?
It was Emma -- Emma -- I -- her name was Emma
Brown at the time. But Emma -- Emma Brown and
Jamma Bradford.

COURT: You were the -- you -- you were involved
in the case?
Yeah, I was -- yes, sir.

COURT: Okay.
I was the Plaintiff.

COURT: Okay. I'll look it up.
Okay. So like I said, I was -- I was burdened

and so -- and ashamed with myself. So I got
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myself together and I asked the Court to
partition. And the result was a series of
negotiations and eventually a partition
settlement that Mr. Williams was physically

present for, step-by-step, with Emma Young.

THE COURT: All right. I thought you said you got a

A:

judgement.

Sir?

THE COURT: I thought you said you got a

judgement.

Well yes, a judgement for property taxes that

was unpaid, at the time, before this partition.

This was prior to -- that was prior to the
2016. Remember when he was -- Mr. Jordan was
talking all the things that transpired in
before 20167

THE COURT: Right.

A:

Well that judgement was in 2008, where we were
going back-and-forth not paying the taxes and
I was paying the taxes. So, I came to the
Courts to get monies back from the taxes. So
I -- I sued Emma Lou Brown, and I -- I was
awarded the -- the amount that they -- that I

said that was owed to me.

THE COURT: I misunderstood. I though you said
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there was a partition in 200- ---

No, no, no, it was not a partition.

THE COURT: That was in 2016.

A: Yes, sir. 2016 is when the partition actually
happened.

THE COURT: Now how -- how is the -- the case you
won in 2008, how is it relevant to this?

A: Because Roy and Emma, at that time, Roy and

Emma owned the property and they -- it's
relevant to this because, at that time, Roy and
Emma owned the property and taxes weren't being
paid on it. So they were -- they were heirs as
well, as I and the rest of the people. So Emma
Lou and -- and we were just only heirs, Emma
was the only heir. He had already surrendered
his land to Emma. And so it -- it's relevant
because Emma Lou owned a share and I owned a
share. So we were the only two heirs at that
time, because Roy -- and I'm sorry, Isaac and
Charles had surrendered their property to Roy.
My father, Frank Williams, and my birth-mother,
Lily Mae Jones, had surrendered their property
to me. So Roy, in turn, had surrendered all of
his property to Emma Young. So now it was just

Emma and I who had to decide on the taxes at
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that time.
THE COURT: Okay.
So, at the -- okay. After ignor- -- okay. I
asked the -- I asked the Court for partition in
206- -- you know, it went on before 2016. But

that -- this is when the -- we got the deeds
for the property in 2016. I believe it was
March 2016 is when I got my deed and Emma got
her deed from the whole tract. And Roy
assisted Emma the whole way. Okay. And that's
why I said he -- he was physically present
every step of the way. That didn't mean Mr.
Roy -- Mr. Williams that he shouldn't not have
scattered junk car- -- cars what had become my
property that surrounded his. After him
ignoring repeated requests of mine to move his
things I asked code enforcement to help -- to
talk to him about organizing, but it didn't go
well apparently because they discovered several
cars that had been reported stolen. Then that
is when it occurred to him to convince Mr.
Jordan, his lawyer, and he -- that he is
unaware that he was being operate- -- he was --
he had been operating a business on the grounds

year after year that aren't free. And Mr.
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1 Jordan can convince this Court of the same. I
2 have my receipts if anyone is interested in

3 where I paid taxes prior to the division if you
4 -- if you need them.

5 THE COURT: Tax -- taxes prior to what division?

6 A: Prior to -- prior to and after 2016 when we --
7 when the division happened. The partition

8 happened between Emma Lou Young and Jamma

9 Bradford March 2016. That's when the land was
10 divided from the -- from the whole, whatever

11 was left, 48 or 47 acres were left, how many

12 acres it was, more or less. It was divided at
13 that time. And when I got my deed they gave

14 them to me in two -- they gave me two deeds

15 instead of the one because the road divides the
16 property, and that's the only reason there's

17 two deeds versus one. The -- the plat that Mr.
18 Jordan was showing you earlier, it's -- I have
19 a right-a-way -- a 50 feet right-a-way, you
20 know, going to that property. So, back to what
21 we're saying.
22 THE COURT: Well ---
23 A: Roy -- sir?
24 THE COURT: Go ahead, I'm sorry.
25 A: Roy, I mean, in the foll- (cough) excuse me, --
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in the following -- following statement -- the
following is a statement of my defense and
assertion of my counterclaim which is Exhibit
B being and is marked, against Roy Williams'
partition action filed by Leonard Jordan. 1In
their suit, Mr. Jordan is blatantly extracting
the word partition from the deed and redefining
to fabricate the narrative to that at my
expense that his client should have one-third
of the rural tract that I am entitled to free
and clear if I don't opt to surrender it or pay
-- or buy it back. Mr. Jordan is label it
apportioned, which did not actually become one
until 20 years after his client surrender all
his interest in his property. This happened 20
years after.

THE COURT: Did the Plaintiff surrender his interest
in writing?

A: There are deeds -- the deeds were transferred,
I wanna say, in 1995 is when he transferred the
deed to Emma Young.

THE COURT: This was done in writing?

A: It's a deed. I haven't -- I mean, I don't --
yes, sir, the deed -- he signed the deed.

THE COURT: And you have it?
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A: I have the booking of the deeds. I have the
THE COURT: Mr. Jordan, you know anything about
this?

MR. JORDAN: The deed -- the deed she's talking

about is under Tab 5 in the notebook towards

the back of the pan- -- of that section.
THE COURT: And do you —-- you have the deed where he

surrendered his interest in the property?

MR. JORDAN: No, I've got a deed that involves a
conveyance of property by Mr. Williams to Mr.
and Mrs. Emma Young.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JORDAN: We're not -- we're certainly not
stipulating that it is the entirety of the
property. In fact, if you read the deed, you
will conclude that it is not.

THE COURT: Okay. I'm sorry, go ahead Ms.

Bradford.

MR. JORDAN: 1I'll give you a copy of it, Judge.

THE COURT: Yeah, I do have it. All right,

thank vyou.

A: As I stated previously, prior to him
surrendering all of his interest to Emma Young

it was one tract. And so what Mr. Jordan has
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labeled as a portion which did not actually
become one until 20 years after his client
surrender all of his interest in what was a
single tract of land that later became 3. And
the reason I say it was three is because they
gave me two deeds and they gave Emma Lou Young
one. I have a deed for -- I have the deed for
and that his client has been a belligerent

tendant for seven years and counting.

THE COURT: You said a tenant?

A:

Well he had cars all over it he doesn't keep,
you know, all over the property. He -- he has
a trailer on my property that he admitted that
he would move. After we got -- when we were
talking -- after we -- after ee got the line
divided, I thought everything was good. And he
said I'll move it by June is what he said to
me. I can't prove that because he said it to
me. But it never got moved, and until I spoke
with code enforcement and asked code
enforcement to help me because his cars are all
over the, you know, on both sides the road, all
over the property, he would not move them. He
has a gate. You know, I couldn't even use one

access to it because he has a gate to the -- to
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it, which -- which the plat shows that it's

actually my 50 feet right-a-way that belongs to

my deed that I own and I been paying taxes on,
you know, since 2016. And so that's why I say
he's trespassing and a tendant because I -- I
sent them certified letters with no response
before, you know, trying to get him to the tax
office. I had a -- I tried to get agriculture
use for both parts of the property and they
denied it because they said I was running a
business on the property which was Roy's
business, it wasn't my business. So they, of
course, they would not allow me to have
agriculture use for that property so my appeal
was denied because of that fact. So while I'm
-- while I waited for him to move his
belongings as he promised, I forwarded the
denial letter -- the denial letter I received
from Richland County tax assessors, and that
was in 2018, denying my appeal for the

agriculture use tax rate. And so my property

surrounded his that she granted me my adjoining

property tract citing his storage cars as the
reason, that's the reason the tax told me they

wouldn't, you know, they denied my appeal. I
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didn't get any response from him nor reasonable
rent. I wait -- I -- I wait -- the wait came
to an end after he began deliberately harassing
the forest con- -- forestry contractors who had
been harvesting timber and preparing my
adjoining tract for replanting. Going so far
as telling them -- telling them that the forest
was his, and calling the sheriff department on
-- on the forester.

JORDAN: Your Honor, she's obviously getting
this information from somebody other than
Mister ---

I am trying to ---

JORDAN: --- Williams because she's -- would you
allow me to —---

COURT: Hold on -- hold on a second. Listen to
the Court.

JORDAN: So I'm objecting to hearsay, that's
what I'm objecting to. She's ---

COURT: Okay.

JORDAN: --- just talking about what other
people are telling her.

COURT: All right, sustained.

By calling the sheriff department, sheriff

deputies out to make a scene, I -- and Judge,
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just -- just to make you aware, when I was in
this Court before and you gave me -- I was
going out the country and you gave me time to
get my discovery to them, the sher- -- the

forester called me in the middle of the morning

in Indonesia because -- well call my son in
Indonesia because -- it gets night over there
when it's day here -- because they were having

-- it wasn't hearsay. I was on the other line
when the ---

JORDAN: It's absolutely hearsay, Judge.

COURT: Hold on a second. I sustain the

objection.

I was on the other line with the -- while my
son -- we had to look up a deed on the phone
and send out to the forester for the police
officer and then -- now this is hearsay, the
forester said ---

COURT: Now hold on a second, hold a second.
--- the forester said ---

JORDAN: Objection ---

COURT: Hold on a second, hold on a second.
--- the forester said that ---

COURT: You hold a second, please.

Okay, I'm sorry.
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JORDAN: I'm objecting to anything the forester
has to say unless he's here.

COURT: Okay, objection sustained.

All right.

COURT: This may be a good time for me to ask.
Is this a partition of heir's property?

JORDAN: Judge -- Your Honor, I -- I know what
you're getting at, and the ---

My answer is no, sir.

JORDAN: --- Clemente Pinckney part of the code,
and I don't think it applies.

COURT: All right. And Ms. Bradford says the
same thing, she doesn't think it applies
either.

JORDAN: Yeah, I don't think it ---

COURT: 1It's not heir's property.

It's not heir's property because this property
been -- I -- it went -- I -- when my mother
passed we went through Probate Court, and it
was Frank Williams et al, which was her living
husband at the time she died. And then he
willed his portion to my son and me, and then
when he passed, then it became my name et al is
how when I -- when I was in Probate Court with

it. So, then it was the one tract sale, and we
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-- when I mentioned to you earlier when I was
having the issues and I applied -- I went to
the partition and it was properly no- --
negotiated and we got -- between Emma -- Emma
Lou Young and myself, it was properly
negotiated between Emma's lawyer, and Roy --
Roy's name was nowhere on the property, the
whole tract, because he had deeded all -- he
had surrendered all his property to Emma Young.
So his name -- it was me and Emma Young, and my
lawyer was Warren Hern- -- Herndon, and I can't
think of her lawyer right now, it's just
passed my mind. But anyway, they renegotiated
and then came to an agreement and that's when

I acquired two deeds that I have and Emma
acquired the deed that she has for the whole

entire, which equals to the whole entire tract.

THE COURT: Emma Young is deceased —---

A: No -- no, Emma Young is alive. Emma Young is
his natural, his birth-mother.

THE COURT: Where -- where is she today?

MR. JORDAN: Your Honor, I have met with Ms. Young

and determined that she really doesn't have a
-- a sufficient recollection about things that

happened 30 years ago, and we made the decision
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1 not to bring her to Court.

2 MS. BRADFORD: That's hearsay too.

3 THE COURT: I -1 —-——-

4 MS. BRADFORD: Your Honor, I think that's hearsay.

5 And if she ---

6 THE COURT: Hold on a second.

7 A: --- Emma Young, she functions on -- on, I mean,
8 with some he- -- with some assistance so ---

9 THE COURT: Hold on ---

10 A: I can't say that she ---

11 THE COURT: --- hold on a second.

12 A: I can't say that she can recollect but she

13 definitely is ---

14 MR. JORDAN: Did you bring her today?

15 THE COURT: And -- and don't address your comments to
16 her.

17 MR. JORDAN: All right. Your Honor, I will point

18 out that nobody brought Emma Young as a witness
19 today. Both sides could have easily done so if
20 they determined that she was effectively, let's
21 call it, would be an effective witness.
22 THE COURT: Okay. Well, this -- this case is gonna
23 turn on whether or not Mr. Williams has any
24 interest in the property.
25 MR. JORDAN: Your Honor, and determine -- and it's
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1 going to determine completely on what his

2 intentions were in signing the deed that he

3 signed. The wording of the deed will determine
4 that.

5 THE COURT: Okay, and you have that ---

6 MR. JORDAN: And that's the way it has to work.

7 THE COURT: --- and you have that deed here?

8 MR. JORDAN: We have -- you have -- I gave you a

9 copy of it.

10 THE COURT: The deed, okay.

11 MR. JORDAN: So, that -- that deed and -- and we --
12 we need to discuss it at length. My -- we're
13 kind a doing this ---

14 THE COURT: What ---

15 MR. JORDAN: --- whole case backwards. My client

16 should have been on the stand already.

17 THE COURT: All right. The deed is -- is -- did you
18 mark it already?

19 MR. JORDAN: 1It's been marked for identification,
20 yes, sir, as part of -- part of number five.
21 MS. BRADFORD: Your Honor, may I speak for a second?
22 THE COURT: Now, hold on a second.
23 MS. BRADFORD: Okay.
24 THE COURT: Okay. Ms. Bradford, you may —-- you may
25 continue.
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I -- as I stated earlier, when Emma and I went
to court to partition this property, it was
only the two of us because of the fact that Roy
Williams had surrendered all his property at
that time. And if that wasn't the case, why
was he there to assist her doing the whole way
of it? So I'm stating to you that the word
portion has been pointed out. There's no way
-- there's no way it could be stated that if in
fact there were some property, which there
isn't, because he surrendered all of his
property, how -- how would we tell which tract
would be a part -- a part of what he decided
that he didn't sign over when he surrendered

all of his interest?

THE COURT: Okay. Anything further, Ms.

Bradford?
One -- I -- I just need to finish this and I'll

be finished, sir, if that's okay?

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

A:

All right. Mr. Jordan hire the attorney their
attorney Roy has hired undoubtedly with what he
owes has extract that word pro- -- proportion
from a deed in which Roy granted all of his

three -- one-third interest to Emma Young, and
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the identical portion granted to Lily Williams
that he received interest in as an heir in --
to her estate as well as the interest he
received from two oth- -- others, which was
Isaac and Charles Williams, and redefined it to
mean -- redefined it in a false narrative he
originally filed in the Court of Common Pleas
that my ex- -- at my expense he's going to give
Roy, who's been ten- -- a tenant-at-will
because he won't pay any property taxes on what
he says is his he's not paying property taxes
and he's not paying me rent for having his cars
and his mobile home and other items on my

property. So, my tract of land has been

encroached on -- and encroaching on it entirely
(cough) if (cough) -- if I don't opt, you know,
give it to him or -- or pay him for it. Roy

granted all of his interest to Emma Young in a
different -- in -- Roy granted all of his
interest to Emma Young is different than the
acreage stated in the deed of Lily Williams,
and he is acting -- asking it upon himself to
labor the difference apportioned by implying it
was set forth in the deed, which is the --

which in the absence of a survey plainly isn't
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true. So it was an undivided tract when Roy
granted his interest to Emma Lou, and it wasn't
divided into portions until 2016, Emma Young
and me. If any mysterious interest is now
claimed was uncounted for in the deed, then he
should take that up with Emma -- Emma Young
because she is the one who we -- I divided it
with her and we came up with a solution of the
por- -- of the partition. And so my
counterclaim is for back taxes and rent and the
debris cleanup completion and eviction.

THE COURT: All right. You want -- you want him to
pay taxes on property he owns or property you

own?

A: Well, the property I own because he is using it

and I was not allowed to get agriculture use
which is a lower tax rate when you -- if it was
agricultural -- culture use as my other acreage
is, it's a lower tax rate. So he's using my
property since 2015. He's been using it at his

will. So, yes, sir.

THE COURT: You wan- -- you want him to pay taxes on
property —-- you've paid the taxes.

A: Yes, sir. I mean, I want him to pay a portion
of the taxes because he -- if he -- well, first
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1 of all, he -- he's not paying me rent. Rent --
2 he doesn't -- rent is not being paid for him to
3 use- -- the usage of my property because I

4 didn't agree to, you know, for him to be on it,
5 using it.

6 THE COURT: Okay. All right. Thank you so much.

7 MR. JORDAN: Your Honor, at this point, I would ask

8 that the Court strike the what amounts to a

9 letter dated today that has just been read by
10 Ms. Bradford. Since —-- since she's read it,

11 it's on the record, but the letter itself

12 should not be accepted as any kind of evidence
13 of anything. And I will certainly point out to
14 you that the last part of this letter is quite
15 concerning where it says my counterclaim is for
16 back taxes, rent, debris cleanup and complete
17 eviction. And I'll hand you, Judge, a copy of
18 the counterclaim that she has filed which makes
19 no mention whatsoever of those things.
20 THE COURT: Okay. I think I've seen it.
21 MR. JORDAN: And that's -- that's the primary ---
22 THE COURT: Yes.
23 MR. JORDAN: --- reason I'm moving to strike this
24 because that is, you know, that's not her
25 counterclaim, number one, and I certainly don't
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1 want to be having it construed as a last-minute
2 amendment to her counterclaim. This 1is the
3 first time I've been aware she's going to take
4 this position because this -- I've been relying
5 on her counterclaim to mean what it says.
6 THE COURT: Your motion's denied.
7 MR. JORDAN: All right. ©Now if we could talk to --
8 let me talk to Mr. Roy Williams on the stand,
9 and we can kind a move this along ---
10 THE COURT: All right.
11 MR. JORDAN: --- in the right order.
12 THE COURT: All right. Now he doesn't have to take
13 the stand, I mean, unless you want him to sit
14 right there and talk to him.
15 MR. JORDAN: You wanna sit right there or you wanna
16 -- how about for the -- are you okay if he sits
17 here?
18 COURT REPORTER: (Nods head.)
19 THE COURT: All right. Mr. Williams, please raise
20 your right hand.
21 MR. WILLIAMS: (Witness complies.)
22 COURT REPORTER: Do you solemnly swear the testimony
23 you are about to give, to be the truth, the
24 whole truth and nothing but the truth so help
25 you God?
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1 MR. WILLTAMS: I do.

2 COURT REPORTER: Thank you, sir.

3 MR. WILLTAMS - DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. JORDAN:

4 MR. JORDAN: All right. And Mr. Williams, that --

5 that's your name, Roy Williams?

6 MR. WILLIAMS: Roy Williams.

7 MR. JORDAN: Now you are —--—-

8 THE COURT: You can sit down too, Mr. Jordan, if you
9 want to.

10 MR. JORDAN: Thank you, Judge. Now a lot of -- a

11 lot a what I was gonna ask you has already been
12 discussed. So, I'm gonna try to go through

13 pretty rapidly here. Your relationship to Lily
14 Williams was you are -- she's your adopted

15 mother.

16 A: Adopted mother.

17 Okay. And you were the -- inherited, as a

18 child, the part of her estate that her children
19 got which was each a one-ninth interest.
20 A: Of the property, right.
21 Q: Okay. And at that point in time -- well she
22 died in 1981, at that point in time did you
23 already own two lots?
24 A: When she die- -- when she pass, I own two lots
25 already.
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Now those two lots were in -- within the -- the
parcel, or tract, known as 50 acres more or
less.
More or less, yes, sir.
But the deeds that -- that came out from the
estate of Lily Williams, and subsequent to the
estate of Lily Williams, all said 50 acres more
or less.
Yes, sir.
Is that correct? Okay. Now I'm gonna hand you
a -- a deed that you received from Isaac
Williams and Charles Williams, that's under,
notebook number five. Do you recognize that
deed?
Yes, sir.
Is that what, the property you received from
your two brothers?
Correct.
And they had inherited the property, or an
interest in the property, from Lily Williams as
well?
Correct.
And they -- they were deeding you the interest
that they owned-?

Yeah, they deed me the interest, yeah.
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And -- and the property was described briefly
how?
Back during that time it was described as, I
wanna say, 52 acres.
Well look at it, you've got ---
Yeah, end up with -- it was 52 acres more or
left -- or less I think like when they deeded
it out, but that 52 acres was ---
Well I've been saying 50, I think, but it's ---
52 acres.
--- 52 acres.
Yeah.
52 acres, Judge, is what it should be and not
-- when I was saying 50 I was mis-speaking.
But you got -- when you got the title from your
broth- -- both of your brothers, it reflected
the property that they were conveying was 52
acres.
Correct.
And that's the same way you got the property
from Lily Williams.
50, yes.
So at that point in time you owned a one-third
interest in the 52 acre parcel.

I own one -- one-third interest in all her
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property.
One-third interest. Okay, but you already
owned two lots ---
On the south side -- on the south side I own
two lots already.
They are on the south side of what?
Griffin Creek.
Okay. Now Griffin Creek Road bisects the
tract?
Yes, it bisects in the center of the tract ---
All right. Let me ---
--- far as I concerned.
--- let me flip over here to number seven in
the book. All right. I'm gonna ask you to
refer to a tax map as shown on that plat. Does
it -- does it show the tract in question?
It shows the tract 36400-0403.
Okay. You gonna have to speak a little louder
and a little slower if they gonna have if -- if
he's gonna be able to understand what you're
saying about the tax map number. So, say the
tax map number again.
36400-04-03.
Okay. So that's the -- the tract in question,

we refer to it as 52 acres or whatever, that's
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the tract.
That's the tract.
Okay. Now that tract also shows the four lots

on the -- on the south side of Griffins Creek.

THE COURT: 1I'll give you a chance —---

MS. BRADFORD: Okay.

THE COURT: --- to ask questions in a minute.

Q: It shows four lots on the south side of
Griffins Creek Road, correct?

A: Yes, sir.

And those -- those are the lots that you own
three of and -- and Ray Stewart owns the
fourth.

A: Yes, sir.

Q: And that is also the parcel on the south side
of the road that is the subject of this
lawsuit.

A: Yes, sir.

Okay. Now what -- what does the tax map show
as the acreage of that particular tract?

A: Well the tax map shows on a lot. It's ---

Q: No, the tract.

Oh, the tract, oh, 48.76 acres on the lot on
the north side of the road.

Q: Okay. So they -- they've accommodated for, or
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adjusted for lots being conveyed out I'm
assuming. So instead of 52 acres it was
referred to 48.76.
48.76.
Okay. All right. So when -- when various
deeds were signed conveying 52 acres, they
weren't actually conveying 52 acres were they?
No, they didn't have 52, they had 48.76.
Okay. All right. So let -- let's shift gears
then and go to 1995. At that point in time,
that was the year you signed your -- this deed
to convey property to Emma Lou -- Emma Lou
Williams, or what's her name ---
Young.
--- Emma Young.
Yeah.
Emma Lou Young, correct?
Yes, sir.
Okay. Now what did -- what was the reason for
your conveying this property to her?
Well, I gifted my mom that property. I didn't
actually use that property on that side, I used
the property on the south side of the road
because I had business on that side, running a

used car business. So I didn't have any need
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for that property over there because it's a
wetland. You can't do anything with that on
that side a the road.
Now does Emma Lou Young live on the north side?
She lives on that side.
Did anybody else live on the north side?
My son live in the back of her.
Okay. But back in 19957
I think my uncle lived back -- well my brother

lived back there at one time. That house

burnt.
Okay. But when she -- she and you discussed
your giving her a -- a, I guess, a bigger

interest in the tract, is that what the deal
was?

That's what it was, we giving her a bigger
interest because Jamma was raising so much
devil with her, I thought I'd give her, gift
her that property so she can have something
like a equal value, but it -- it don't seem to
work out it the way I thought.

Okay. So you -- you discussed with her -- what
was your intention with regard to this
property? Were you gonna sell it to her?

No, I gifted it to her.
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All right. So, you gave -- you gave it to her
as a gift.
As a gift.

All right. But what did you give her?

I give for her the use of that property for a
homestead to last her ---

What property did you give her?

I give her the north side of the -- the Griffin
Creek Road, not, like I said, I didn't give
anything on the south side because I was
running a business out of that side.

Okay. So, that was your intention. Now what
did she tell you to do with the regard to
getting a deed prepared?

She told me to go -- she called Mr. Suber,
that's who the attorney was, and told him that
I was gonna come over there, and she wanted him
to draw up the deed. And when I got over there
he drew the deed up and he said on this side of
the road he was gonna put a portion in to help
accommodate this side so it won't affect the

other side, the north side of the road.

THE COURT: Okay. Tell me his name again, sir?

MR.

JORDAN: Your Honor, this is Shell Suber. He

died ---
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Okay.
--- about six weeks ago, I think.
Yeah, I know -- I knew Mr. Suber, yeah.
Yeah.
I didn't hear what he said.
So -- so that -- that's obviously why
not here today. But to -- to be honest

you, I don't know if he'd a remembered

Page 46

30 years ago about it anyway. But that's

-- that lawyer, Mr. Shell Suber, was —-- was

Emma

Okay.

Lou Young's lawyer.

So you -- you called Mr. Shell Suber and

talked to him about what you wanted.

Yes,

Okay.

sir.

So what happened next?

He drew up the plat and -- and the deed and

told me to come by his office and sign

everything.

this

side of the road everything it best be

And I got illustrated, he said on

listed as apportioned instead of putting it on

this

side so we wouldn't have no problem. We

never thought we would have got to this like

this.

business on the side of the road.

But -- but anyway, I was running a car

no need ---

There wasn't
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Just -- just to clarify a little bit. You're
talking about deeding -- that your intention
was to deed the property on the north side of
Griffins Creek Road to Emma Lou Young and
retain the property on the -- on the south side
of the road?
Correct. That's what I did, yeah.
Now I'm gonna hand you the deed, also in
section 5 of the notebook. And here -- here's
the deed in question, 1995 is when it was
recorded. Let's see, it was dated June 27,
1995, okay. Now did -- when you went to Mr.
Suber's office to sign the deed, did he meet
with you and discuss the deed or what?
He talked with me about this deed and he told
me, as it read right there, it says right
there, my interest as a certain portion. That
-- that's what I was doing with the property
down there. So we agreed and I signed
everything and that was it.
All right. What did this -- what did the deed
say with regard to the acreage that you were
conveying?
42.92 acres.

42 .92 acres. Now yeah, we previously described
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this property as 52 acres, right?
Yes, sir.
And you previously stated that the -- that the

County has described it as 48.76 acres.

County did, yes.

So, it's obviously not that map, those amounts.
So it's less than what the County has shown and
less -- less than what all the previous legal
descriptions have shown. So is there any --
any chance that you would have been
misunderstanding him about the -- the fact that
you are conveying out all of your interest in
this property?

Well that -- I didn't convey all my interest
out. I needed to keep the south side for my
personal use on that side.

Did you have any idea how he came up with the
number 42.92 acres?

I think he must of estimate this because this
ain't even coming out right. I don't think a
survey was involved so I don't know how he come
up with this 42.92 acres.

Well if -- if he had granted any portion of the
property across the Griffins Creek Road, would

it have it affected your ability to do
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business?
If it -- say again.
Would it have -- have affected your abil- --
ability to do business ---
Yes.
--- if -- if you had signed over the title on
the south side of -- of Griffins Creek Road?

It would have eliminated my business.

Okay. Now next I want to look at what has been
marked as Exhibit 8 in the notebook. And I
want -- I want you to look, again, at the legal
description that has been highlighted. The
first one is the deed that -- that your
brothers deeded their interest to you.

When they -- when -- when my brothers gave mine
to me, they was got a road with 52 acres.

All right. So they were deeding out 52 acres.
Now if you'll flip to the next page with the
deed, the Emma Lou Young deed, also been
highlighted, okay. So what -- instead of
saying 52 acres, what does -- what does Shell
Suber put in there?

Mr. Suber got it's now containing approximately
42.92 acres.

Okay. Now other than that is that -- is that
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legal description the same as the deed that
your brothers gave you?
No.

Okay. Is says ---

MR. JORDAN: I mean it's highlighted, so, Judge,

I'll point out, to you in -- in your notebook,
and again, it's the last two pages in the
notebook. The highlighted portion of the -- of
these two deeds reflect the only differences
between the legal descriptions on the -- on the
deed from Roy Williams to Emma Lou Young. It
-— it was clarified in the first line that the
-- his interest that he was conveying to her

was a one-third interest.

But the 52 acres that he -- and it's obvious
it's -- these are the only changes that he --
he used the previous deed as his -- as his

starting point to prepare the legal description
on this deed. So the only changes of any note
would be the fact that it's approximately 42.92
acres rather than 52 acres. Now if you're
saying that that is the saying that you are
conveying the same property that you inherited,
you must not be able to read. I mean, it's --

it's abso- -- absolutely clear as it can be
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that some amount of acres less than 52 was
being conveyed in this deed rela- -- relative
to the 52 acres described in all of the deeds
previous to this deed. So when -- when he
asked you to sign the deed and explained it to

you, you signed the deed.

A: I signed the deed.

Q: And you -- you gave -- gifted the property to
Emma Lou Young. And she's -- she has -- has
owned the property that she received by that
deed since then.

A: Yes, sir.

Q: Okay. She still lives on the property, right?

A: Still lives on the property.

Q: Okay. All right. Now the -- no.

MR. JORDAN: Judge, what we -- what we would like is
that the -- the Court declare that it was the

intention of Mr. Williams, based on his
testimony and based on the deed itself, to deed
her only a portion of the property that he had
acquired from his -- his mother and two
brothers, and the deed clearly bears that out.
And -- and we want the Court to partition the
property so that he would have the benefit of

a one-third interest and Ms. Bradford would
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have the oth- -- have the two-thirds interest
in the property. We would ask that the
property be divided in kind rather than sold so
that he would get the value of equal to one-
third of the total. And, in addition to that
Judge, we are asking that the Court, we asked
this in the complaint, that the Court also
award attorneys' fees and costs for this
action, apportion that among the, or between
the two parties. And I'm going to show Mr.
Williams that affidavit that I -- the

affidavit I prepared.

Q: And you have previously reviewed that
affidavit?

A: Yes, sir.

Q: Okay. And you -- and you're satisfied that it
is accurate?

A: It's accurate.
And all of the invoices that are attached to
that have been sent to you previously and paid
in full by you in fact?

A: Yes, sir. All of them paid in full.

Q: Okay.

MR. JORDAN: So we would ask that the -- the Court
accept this affidavit into evidence. 1I'll give
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Ms. Bradford a copy. So, Judge, you know,
we're asking that Mr. Williams be declared the
-— the owner of a one-third interest in the
subject property described in the complaint.
We're asking that --- that the property be
partitioned by in-kind so that he would obtain
a portion of the property equal to
approximately one-third of the value. We're
asking that the Court assess attorneys' fees
and costs so that the defendant would be
obligated to share in the cost of this lawsuit.
And that's the Plaintiff's case, Judge, except
I would like to offer into evidence all of the
exhibits that I have pre-marked for
identification.

COURT: Okay. The motion's granted.

JORDAN: Thank you, Judge.

(Plaintiff's Exhibits Number 1 through 9 were entered

into evidence.)

THE

MS.
THE
MR.

MS.

COURT: Okay. You have any questions for Mr.
Williams?

BRADFORD: Yes, sir.

COURT: You can sit down if you want to.

WILLIAMS - CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MS. BRADFORD:

BRADFORD: Mr. Williams, you stated that you
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didn't intend to deed all of your property to
Emma in 1995, I mean, two thou- -- 2016.

I didn't deed all my property to her. I gave
her ---

You sta- -- you stated that you didn't intend
to ---

No.

--- give all your property. So, what where is
written, where is it shown that you -- was it
one tract at that time? Was it -- was the
property one tract at the time you surrendered
your portion of the property-?

What -- what you said, what -- what now?

Was the property one tract? Was it one tract
of property? And we obviously are undecided
about whether it's 52 or -- or 48 acres at the
time, but was it one tract at the time you
surrendered your property to her?

Well we had two tract, one on both side the A
and B on both side the road.

Was it, at the time, 2016 -- I mean, in 1995
when you surrendered your property to Emma
Young, was it one tract?

Well, I can't answer that question because I

don't know whether it was one tract or not back
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in 1995.
Well ---

That's 30 years ago.

BRADFORD: Your Honor, the deed -- the deed

stated that it was one tract in 1995, that it
only became two to three portions in 2016.

Prior to that ---

THE COURT: Are you testifying or are you asking

questions?

Okay. So -- so when -- when you went to Mr.
Suber to surrender your portion of the
property, did he -- did he give you any deed
that showed where you thought you wouldn't
surrender all your property?

He did not give me a deed. He give Emma the

deed.
So where is the evidence that said -- that
shows that we -- where's the evidence that

shows that you intended to only deed her on the
south -- on the north side of the highway.

Well I couldn't deed her the -- the south side
because I was running a used car lot out a
there.

Where is the deed that shows ---

I don't have any evidence of that, but that's
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-- I couldn't a deed that out because I used
that for a car lot.
Exactly, you using the whole property ---
I've been using ---
Roy ---
--- I been using no property. I got property
on that end.
COURT: One second, one second. You ask the

question and ---

Okay.

COURT: --- you stop talking.
Okay.

COURT: You answer the question and you stop
talking.

Okay, yes, sir.

COURT: All right. ©Now ask the guestion again.
Ms. Bradford?
Mr. -- Mr. Williams, where is the deed that
indicate you only wanted to surrender the north
side of the property to Emma Young?
I don't have a deed, ma'am.
So —---

JORDAN: Your Honor, that ---
Is it a fact that ---

COURT: Oh, my goodness.
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MR. JORDAN: Your Honor, we have already placed the
deed into evidence.

THE COURT: That's right. That's right. That's
fine.

Q: Is it -- is it the fact that you surrendered
your property to Emma Young in 1995 when the
property was one portion, it was one tract?

A: I don't -- I don't understand what you want me
to say because it wasn't one tract, it was two
tracts A and B. And also south side. She got
the north side. I kept the part of the -- my
property on the south side because I was
running a used car lot and the cars you're
speaking of was on my property.

Q: I've already ---

MS. BRADFORD: Judge, Strickland, I've already
submitted D, and this shows where cars are all
over all the property over there. But there
was one —---

Q: Mr. Williams, in 1995 there was one tract that
was -- was one tract left to the six siblings
and your father, Frank Williams, upon his
death?

A: Was it one tract left to him?

No. Was it one tract when your father died and
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we probated to the six siblings at the time of
your father's death.

We didn't have any Probate. I wasn't notified
of the Probate. You took care of all that. We
wouldn't never -- no- nobody would've probated,
just you.

Was it one tract when our parents died? Was it
one tract when our parents died?

You're talking about 30 years ago. I don't --
I -- well I don't see where it could be no one
tract when you got the south side of Griffin
Creek Road and the north side of Griffin Creek
Road.

Well, Mr. Williams, the deeds that I have shows
that it was one tract, and I have a deed that
you deeded your property Emma Lou on ---

On the north side I did.

No, it -- it doesn't say the north side. It

said you deeded your interest to Emma Lou.

This is my -- you —---
BRADFORD: I sent you all this stuff in -- in
the discovery, Mr. -- Mr. Jordan. I ---

JORDAN: Well that don't mean I'll bring it with
me to the Court.

BRADFORD: Well if I could have that back if you
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don't mind.
But that's the deed that Mr. Williams signed
from the one tract. And after you signed that
deed, when ---
JORDAN: No ---
COURT: Hold on a second.
JORDAN: Mr. Williams signed ---

BRADFORD: Mr. Williams ---

COURT: Hold -- hold on a second. Let me look
at that.
JORDAN : This i1is -- this is not a deed Mr.

Williams signed.

BRADFORD: But this is the deed. 1It's not the
one he signed, but it's the deed that I --
where Emma Lou and I divide it, and the other
two sides are here.

COURT: How is this deed relevant to this case?

BRADFORD: Because Emma Lou and I, when we
divided the property in 2016, this is her
portion, and this too became my portion. So
the one tract became three in 2016. Prior to
that it was one tract. The 50 acres ---

COURT: So your point -- point is he gave up all
of what he owned.

BRADFORD: He gave up all of what he owned
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1 because it was one tract. There was no -- we

2 -— we ——-

3 THE COURT: Was it surveyed or anything?

4 MS. BRADFORD: Yeah. The surveyor, Darryl Cribbs

5 did the survey for these deeds.

6 THE COURT: See, I see the quit claim deed.

7 Q: That's after she signed -- af- -- after we --

8 after he -- or after we granted -- after the

9 partition, when we did the partition, her

10 lawyer was Suber and my lawyer was Warren

11 Herndon.

12 THE COURT: Warren Herndon.

13 Q: And Warren Herndon represented me, Suber

14 represented she -- her, and this was the result
15 for me, those two pieces, and Emma Young got

16 that portion when -- after partition.

17 THE COURT: you're saying -- your saying that it was
18 one tract and he conveyed all of his interest
19 to that one tract so he doesn't have any in- --
20 he doesn't own anything now.
21 MS. BRADFORD: He doesn't own -- he -- he owns his -
22 - no, I'm not saying he doesn't own anything.
23 He owns the portions he had, the one that Mr.
24 Jordan was talking about prior, you know, the
25 one that's always cut out or whatever. He --
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1 he doesn't own anything -- he ---
2 THE COURT: Y'all don't own anything together is
3 what you're saying.
4 MS. BRADFORD: We don't own anything together, no,
5 sir. He conveyed all -- he surrendered all his
6 property to Emma Loung -- Young in 2016. So we
7 don't own -- he don't own anything other than
8 his -- I don't know if it's a half acre or acre
9 that sits in between, and those other two ac-
10 -—- pieces that Mr. Jordan showed you ---
11 THE COURT: 1Is there -- is there a plat to that?
12 MR. JORDAN: Your Honor, there's plats of the lots,
13 the four -- the -- there's actually one plat
14 before Mr. Cribb's plat of one of the lots.
15 But other than that, no plats exist.
16 THE COURT: Okay.
17 MR. JORDAN: So. But the -- the problem that I
18 foresee here is that the argument that Ms.
19 Bradford is making is that you can't possibly
20 subdivide a tract of land without involving a
21 surveyor, which is hogwash. You can, you know,
22 if -—- 1f there are natural divisions of a tract
23 that you can describe one side or another by
24 reference to a national -- or natural monument
25 or some other division, you know, you don't
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1 have to have a surveyor to do that. I mean,
2 the road itself, this is a 66 foot right-of-way
3 that cuts the property in, you know, two parts.
4
5 THE COURT: 1Is —-- is there a plat of the property
6 that you're asking to be partitioned today?
7 MR. JORDAN: Judge, number -- number 3 on —-- in the
8 booklet is, shows the property in gquestion.
9 And it shows on the very north side of the
10 subject property is the Griffins Creek Road
11 which, you know, bisects the property.
12 THE COURT: All right. This says Richland County
13 Internet mapping. So this isn't a survey.
14 This is -- this is what the County has in its
15 records.
16 MR. JORDAN: Yeah, that's the tax map so, I mean,
17 but it -- it's the best evidence of what --
18 what this property involves. Now if you flip
19 over to number 2, it's gonna show the
20 surveyor's property, the 50 plus or minus
21 acres, and it will show the same designation,
22 he calls it 5.04 acres. So, it's the same --
23 same that the County has.
24 MS. BRADFORD: Again, Your Honor, if you don't --
25 with your permission, Mr. Jordan continues to
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1 say that Mr. Williams did not intend to sign
2 his -- surrender his property. However, there
3 is no documentation. The only documentation we
4 have is where he surveyed -- he surrendered his
5 property Emma Young, which it was, at the time,
6 one tract of land. So he's saying the survey
7 doesn't matter, but if -- you can't intend to
8 not -- I can't sign my land over to a person
9 and not intend to give it all up to them if
10 it's one tract of land. He gave all of his
11 interest ---
12 THE COURT: You can't do that?
13 MS. BRADFORD: Well, if you -- I mean, not without
14 this specifying, I mean, how -- not without
15 specifying what property is given.
16 THE COURT: He said a third of his -- his one-third
17 interest was what was conveyed. You're saying
18 that it has to be a plat that shows exactly
19 what he -- what he conveyed.
20 MS. BRADFORD: Well, no. The deed didn't say he
21 conveyed one-third -- he -- if the deed said --
22 well, the deed -- he -- he conveyed his one-
23 ninth interest, at the time, he conveyed it to
24 surrender to Emma Young. Because this was one
25 tract. It wasn't divided at the time. It was
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1 -- I don't know exactly how many, but it was
2 roughly like 47 point something acres because
3 our mother had previously sold those other 4
4 acres, or 2 acres or half acres that was out --
5 cut out of the property. So it was approximate
6 the 47 point whatever it is at the time. And
7 I - I -- so at the time it was one tract when
8 Mr. Williams surrendered his one-ninth to Emma
9 Young. And there after that is when, in 2016,
10 when we decided to do a partition, he had no
11 interest in the tract at all. It was Emma
12 Young and me. And that's when Emma Young and
13 I -—— I ca- —-- forced the partition, she had her
14 lawyer, I had mine, and when they did the
15 partition they -- I ended up with the two deeds
16 with the south side portion and the north side,
17 and then Emma Young, her -- her whole portion
18 is on the north side.
19 THE COURT: Do you have any more questions for Mr.
20 Williams?
21 MS. BRADFORD: Well, no, sir, but I don't think I
22 should pay for his Court fees or any of his
23 Court fees. I -- he brought this suit against
24 me for, you know, this is a belligerancy suit
25 because we, you know, we had properly divided,
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1 partitioned this property. There was no reason
2 to think that it was any on the south side that
3 was his. Only he was using it and never
4 stopped using it. So, that's it.
5 THE COURT: Okay. Let -- let me ask a question.
6 Mr. Williams, did you pay taxes on the property
7 you own?
8 MR. WILLIAMS: Yes, sir.
9 THE COURT: You did?
10 MR. WILLIAMS: Yes, sir. I paid taxes
11 consecutively. She's coming up with these
12 things that I didn't pay the property. She's
13 the individual that didn't pay any taxes, and
14 she's always delinquent with taxes. I just
15 recently had to pay the taxes on the property
16 in gquestion.
17 THE COURT: Wait, wait, wait. You paid taxes on
18 property that you owned.
19 MR. WILLIAMS: Well, I understand that, yes.
20 THE COURT: Did you own that ---
21 MR. WILLIAMS: But yeah but I didn't wanna pay the
22 delinquent so I had to go pay the property, and
23 she got the delinquent fees.
24 THE COURT: This is property that you say you owned
25 -—=
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1 MR. WILLIAMS: Together.

2 THE COURT: --- together.

3 MR. WILLIAMS: Together, yeah, our property, yes,

4 sir. But I know I got to pay on property that
5 I own. I understand that, yes, sir.

6 THE COURT: Okay.

7 MS. BRADFORD: I have my —-- I have my tax receipts

8 where I paid property on the taxes they send

9 the bill to me. And I pay it on time. And

10 since 2016, when -- when I acquired the

11 property, I've been paying taxes from that day
12 and I have the re- ---

13 THE COURT: On -- on this property that -- that

14 we're talking about today?

15 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.

16 THE COURT: You've paid taxes. And you've paid

17 taxes on the property in question?

18 MR. WILLIAMS: Yes, sir.

19 MS. BRADFORD: I have my receipts —---
20 MR. JORDAN: Your Honor, I'd point out that her
21 receipts ---
22 MS. BRADFORD: I -- I have my receipts —---
23 MR. JORDAN: --- will clearly reflect that ---
24 THE COURT: Hold -- hold on a second. Let me hear
25 what Mr. Jordan is saying.
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1 MR. JORDAN: Yeah, what -- what she's referring to
2 is her tax receipts all of which were mailed to
3 her attention with her name solely on them and
4 no -- no notice like that was given to my
5 client, so and -- and no -- no, you know,
6 demand was made by Ms. Bradford for him to pay
7 them so he didn't.
8 MS. BRADFORD: Mr. Jordan, did they send ---
9 MR. JORDAN: No, will you allow me —---
10 THE COURT: Hey, hey, hey. Speak to me. Don't
11 speak to her.
12 MR. JORDAN: The 2022 taxes on this property were, in
13 fact, paid by Mr. Williams, so. But I would
14 like the opportunity to cross—-examine Ms.
15 Bradford if I can have that opportunity, Judge.
16 THE COURT: Sure.
17 MR. JORDAN: Okay.
18 THE COURT: Ms. Bradford, he's gonna ask you some
19 questions.
20 MR. JORDAN: And I -- and I'll try to be brief as I
21 can on this thing.
22 MS. BRADFORD - CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. JORDAN:
23 Q: Now first question I have, Ms. Bradford, is
24 that you were represented by Warren Herndon ---
25 A: Yes, sir.
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Q: --—- correct? Do you have any evidence that he
had the title examined to this property so he
would know the interest that Roy Williams would
claim to have?

A: I have deeds where he partitioned the property.
I have the deeds and the -- at the end result
is what I have.

Q: Okay. I'm gonna show you those deeds. Here's
a copy. Three deeds.

MR. JORDAN: Judge, I'll hand you a copy of three
stapled together but there are three deeds.

Q: Now those, in fact I'm sure, are the deeds that

you're talking about, correct? Are you looking

at them?
A: These are those deeds.
Q: Okay. You're saying those are the -- those are

the three deeds in question. One that went to
Emma Young and two that went to you, correct?
A: One went to Emma Young and two were came to me.
Q: Is that -- is that the full extent of what the
partition accomplished for you dividing this
property up so Emma Lou Young would have one
tract, you would have one tract and you would
have the subject parcel based on the deeds?

A: Pardon that -- pardon me -- repeat.
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You would have -- you would have, or -- or Emma
Lou Young would have one tract, you would have
another tract on the north side of the road,
and then you would have the subject parcel on
the south side of the road.
Now this -- I -- I don't know how the end
result came because Warren Herndon was my
attorney and we met and he met with Emma Lou's
attorney and it was only Emma Lou and I -- me
involved. So at the end of our partition Emma
Lou agreed on what they -- he came up with her
and he told me what she came up with and I
agreed. So how it became two parcels for me,
I can't answer that because it was only one
parcel when we started, as I've stated. It was
only one parcel of land. And when they -- they
did the -- the road divides the property has
been the whole time I've ever lived there. And
it's always been one parcel until 2016 when we
did the partition.
Okay. But you did, in fact, get two deeds?
I got two deeds.
There were two parcels that you received.
They divided my portion into two parcels.

One on one side of the road, one on the other
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side of the road.
That's the road divides the property, yes.
Okay. Now my question -- first question to you

was what evidence do you have that Mr. Herndon
checked the title to this property.

I don't have any evidence.

In fact, if you will look at what I highlighted
on all three deeds, what does it say?

It says title not examined by Herndon.

All right. That's the first deed, flip to the
next deed.

It says the same thing.

And third, the third deed.

It says the same thing.

No, it doesn't say the same thing.

Where it says title not examined by Herndon or
Suber.

Okay.

So ---

So nobody --- none of these lawyers checked the
title to this property.

But the title wasn't -- there wasn't a lien or
anything on the property. The title wasn't the
problem.

We're here because the title's a problem.
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We're here because Roy surrendered all his
property to his birth-mother Emma -- I'm gonna
finish -- he surrendered all of his property to

his birth-mother, Emma Young, when it was one
portion, and Emma Young and I did a partition
and got it divided into these. Now, I can't
answer why my lawyer that I had or her lawyer
didn't search the title. I -- I can't answer
that.

Okay. But you know more than them, I'm sure.
I -- I am not a lawyer, but I do know right
from wrong and I do know how to read.

All right. But you asked a question earlier,
or made a statement earlier, that Roy Williams
was not party to the partition action.

I made a statement.

You made the statement that Roy Williams was
not a party to the partition action.

Roy Williams had no interest in the property.
That's ---

Well, if you checked the title you might have
found out that he did.

Well, if Roy -- well who -- who -- Roy signed
all of his portion, surrender all his one-ninth

to Emma Young in 1995.
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Okay. Let's look at that deed. You kept --
you said that at least a dozen times, okay?
Now let's look at the deed. What does the deed
say in the way of the acreage?
The acreage, like you said, about the survey --
I'm just asking you a simple question. What
does this say?
And my answer is you have said numerous of
times that was 50 acres. You said on that deed
it said 42 point something, 42.9. But Suber,
you -- you said Suber wrote that in -- in that
-- that deed. But that doesn't show any -- any
part that Roy didn't sign over.
Well, it's clearly not 52 acres, right?
Well, it couldn't be 52 because my mother sold
land before she passed.
Well ---
So it definitely wouldn't have been ---
--- when she passed -- when she passed, you
were personal representative of her estate,
right?
I was.
And she -- everything that had come out of that

estate and subsequent to that estate said 52
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acres. You started the system.
I didn't start the system.
You were the personal representative.
I was -- I didn't record these numbers in deed

books. All I can do is pull the deed books.
No, you were the personal representative who
signed the -- the description of real estate
that said 52 acres was what was being
distributed.

And I was the person who signed when Emma Lou
divided her portion with me and I became sole
owner of the two portions that I have deeds for
and she became the owner of that one.

All right. We're not talking about 2016.
We're talking about 20- ---

Well, that's irrelevant.

We're talking about 198- ---

We're not talking -- that's irrelevant.

1981.

THE COURT: Hold on a second, Mr. Jordan. Let him

ask the question ---

A: Okay.

THE COURT: --- and let him finish. Then you answer
the question.

Q: In 1981, the legal description was 52 acres
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more or less, correct?
That's irrelevant to the case today. Which
part of this from 2016 ---

Will you answer my question please?

THE COURT: You have to answer the question. I mean

Repeat your question.

In 1981, when you were personal representative
of the estate of Lily Williams, the deed of
distribution indicated that the property was 52
acres more or less, correct?

I don't remember what I did in 81. So, I was
the per- -- I was the representative and --
and T was young and I did sign. So I don't
remember what the deed exactly said at that
time.

All right. Now, let's talk about a more recent
one. In 1994, the brothers of Roy Williams
signed a deed to him conveying their interest
in 52 acres. 1Isn't that right?

I -- I wasn't there when they did that.

Well, you've seen the deed. So the question
is, is that what they deeded out? You're --
you're saying that the deeds don't matter.

Deeds matter.

1230 Richland Street | Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 252-3445 | contact@creelreporting.com

Record on Appeal 149





CREEL COURT REPORTING, INC.

williams v bradford - Vol.

I

o O W N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

o ¥ © ¥

Page 75

Mr. Jordan, I'm not saying deeds matter. You

can drill -- you're drilling to me this 52
acre. We -- you, Roy, we know that's not fact.
There were not 52 ea- -- acres. If that -- it

said that, if in fact if it said that on the

deed, it is not 52 acres of property here at --

it wa- -- when we started this.
Okay.
Not even in -- not even in 1981 when she

passed. It was not 52 acres.

All right then. Let -- let's flip -- flip to
the, I think it's number 6 on the binder. Flip
-- flip to number 6 and see what it says. Now
that's -- is that 6? Well, then 7. Okay.
There's your tract of land. No question about
that being your tract of land. What is the
acreage shown on that tract of land?

Well, at -- at the top it says 48.76.

Okay.

That sounds more correct.

That sounds more correct. And that -- and
that's what the County est- -- estimated it to
be, right?

If that's the estimate.

Okay. All right. If Mr. Suber was going to
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grant a deed to -- to what he owned, what Roy
Williams owned, wouldn't he have put something
like 48.76 acres?

You or I can't answer what Mr. Suber -- what he
did is what he did. We can't answer what he
had or would have done. I can't answer that.
Okay. Well, he didn't do 48.76 acres, correct?
He did 42.92 acres.

So how did he come up with that number because
that's not correct.

Well who's to say that's not correct based on
the information he had?

I - I can't answer for Mr. Suber in his
absence and nor can you.

You've heard Mr. Williams say that his
intention was to convey the portion of the
tract on the north side of the road. That's
his intention. Why doesn't the deed that says
42 .92 acres actually reflect that intention?
Why doesn't it reflect that intention? Why
didn't it reflect the intention? You can't
reflect intentions, so you would have to have
it written. And it's written no where other
than when he signed his -- surrendered his

portion to his mother or his birth-mother?
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Right.
If -- if -- he surrendered all of his portion
is what it says.
You've said that now at least a dozen times.
How is 42.92 acres all of his portion?
How can we determine that it's not?
Well, don't answer my question with a question.
COURT: Hold a sec, hold a sec. I'm trying to
follow this. He says he didn't surrender all
of his portion and he has the deed that says he
surrendered his third -- his one-third
interest.
JORDAN: He surrendered his one-third interest
to his -- to Emma Lou Young in 42.92 acres.
COURT: Right. We have that in writing.
JORDAN: Which -- which is the recorded deed.
COURT: Right. Okay, now —---
JORDAN: I£f 1T -——-
COURT: --- Ms. Bradford. You say he
surrendered all of it.
BRADFORD: Yes, sir.
COURT: All right. Do you have a deed that
shows that?
BRADFORD: I only have a deed -- was it the 42 -

- I —— I don't know where that 42 acres come --
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1 come from. When I -- when -- when I search and
2 found it as well, I have no clue where that 40
3 -— where that number 42 -- I don't know why
4 that was put there because it's only 5 acres
5 .64, or something, on the tract that he claims
6 to own a portion of. So that wouldn't --
7 that's when -- that definitely wouldn't
8 actually add up to -- that wouldn't be a equal
9 part. So I -- I can't answer where that --
10 that 42 came from. Obviously it was a mistake
11 somewhere.
12 THE COURT: No, you're saying -- you're saying he --
13 he conveyed all of his interest.
14 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.
15 THE COURT: And I want you to show me where he
16 conveyed all of his interest so he doesn't own
17 anything now. He says he owns something with
18 you and he wants to partition it. That' why
19 we're here today.
20 MS. BRADFORD: Right. But ---
21 THE COURT: But you're saying that he doesn't own
22 anything Dbecause he gave all of it away, gave
23 it to Emma Lou Young. Emma Lou Young, is that
24 her name?
25 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, Emma Lou Young.
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COURT: All right. Right.
BRADFORD: So I -- I'm saying this deed -- I
think this is where he -- I need to make sure

of the date. You know, this is the deed where
he -- I had put it into

COURT: Okay, one moment please. I thought this
was in Eastover.

BRADFORD: It is.

COURT: This deed talks about the town of

Gadsden.

BRADFORD: Well when -- years ago they rerouted
the -- the property. Like years ago when I was
little it was -- it was called Gadsden and

then, I don't know the date that they changed
it when they did the rerouted of it and made it
say

COURT: Who is Ellen Butler?

BRADFORD: I don't know those are before my
time.

COURT: Okay. Thank you.

JORDAN: Now what is that, Judge?

COURT: That -- that's a deed showing him where
he owned interest ---

BRADFORD: That's the same ---

COURT: -—— or some of it near the town of
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1 Gadsden.

2 MR. JORDAN: Yeah that -- that -- that's the one

3 that has a plat to go with it. Well, Judge,

4 since we're keep beating around the fact that

5 the acreage matters. And I've got a

6 suggestion. This is completely nothing but

7 work product here. This is not an ex- --

8 exhibit that's -- that's factually something

9 that I could put in evidence. But this is my
10 calculation of how he came up, he being Shell
11 Suber, came up with the 42.92 acres. And I

12 would ask that the Court review that and

13 consider that because it is absolutely as close
14 as you can get to it -- to how he came with 42
15 9, 42.92 acres.

16 THE COURT: Ms. Bradford, you object to that?

17 MS. BRADFORD: I object. Yes, because we -- I can't
18 -—- we can't determine how Mr. Suber came up his
19 figures.
20 MR. JORDAN: I'm not saying this is what he did.
21 MS. BRADFORD: I -—- I object.
22 MR. JORDAN: I'm saying this is how he could have.
23 THE COURT: Right. Sustained.
24 MR. JORDAN: Okay. All right.
25 THE COURT: Any more questions for Ms. Bradford?
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1 PLAINTIFF'S CLOSING

2 MR. JORDAN: I don't think I need to ask her any

3 more questions, Judge. I Jjust, I will tell you

4 that, you know, she's trying to claim damages

5 at the last minute and hasn't really proved

6 damages. So I would -- I would say at this

7 stage that, you know, there -- there is no

8 compensatory damages that she's entitled to

9 that she's produced any evidence of. So I

10 would say, you know, what matters here and --
11 and I do have -- I do have one thing I want to
12 bring up if I can find my -- find my notes on
13 it. Here we go. Judge, this is basically the
14 law, I think, in this case. It says the

15 question as to the construction of a deed, the
16 Master must first determine whether the

17 language of the deed is ambiguous. And I'll

18 stipulate right now that the language 1is

19 ambiguous. So that way the Court, of course,
20 can accept the testimonies of witnesses with --
21 with regard to clearing up the ambiguity. It
22 does go on to say the construction of a clear
23 and unambiguous deed is a question of law for
24 the Court. Thus the initial determination 1is
25 for the Court to determine whether the
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1 agreement is ambiguous. The language in the

2 deed is ambiguous 1f it is reasonably

3 susceptible to more than one interpretation.

4 In making this determinta- -- determination,

5 the Master must con- -- consider the language

6 of the entire deed rather than the effect of an
7 isolated clause. The Master is without

8 authority to consider parties' secret

9 intentions and words cannot be read into a deed
10 to impart an intent unexpressed when the deed
11 was recorded. And then I'll go on and -- and
12 Judge, that's -- that's from the Edgewater on
13 Broad Creek Owners' Association versus Ephesian
14 Ventures, LLC, a 2020 Court of Appeals case at
15 430 South Carolina 400. And -- and next I have
16 a —-- a case, a Supreme Court case from 1992,

17 that says the rule is that the legal

18 description in a deed governs conflicting

19 derivation information. It appears from the
20 laws from the cases to be a long-standing rule
21 in South Carolina and we will continue to
22 accord it great weight. The conflict in the
23 derivation of title should have no effect on
24 the state of the title. And that's South
25 Carolina Department of Parks versus Brookgreen
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1 Gardens 309 South Carolina 388. So really the
2 -— the bottom line on this whole argument
3 Judge, is that the -- the deeds -- the four
4 corners of the deed matters. What the deed
5 says 1f it can be supported by the testimony of
6 witnesses and certainly the grantor is the only
7 one who's intention matters. It' not anybody
8 else involved as far as who intended to do what
9 other than the grantor especially when the deed
10 is the result of a gift. 1It's not a sale of
11 property. It's not a negotiation that -- that
12 started with a contract of sale or something of
13 that nature. It's totally a gift. And Mr.
14 Williams claims that he gifted her, his mother,
15 or intended to gift to his mother, the property
16 in the tract in question on the north side of
17 Griffins Creek Road retaining to himself the
18 south side of the road which he had his own
19 active business and still has a business there
20 and owned three lots in -- in that area as
21 well. It would make no sense, in my view, to
22 have him deed -- deed the property on the south
23 side a the road to his mother when she had no
24 need for it whatsoever and the north -- the
25 north side a the road being where her home was
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1 -- was and still is today. So Judge, I think

2 it's clear that the Court's obligation here is
3 to evaluate what the intention of the grantor

4 was. And Mr. Williams has testified in that

5 regard and -- and that his intention was that

6 he -- he was gav- -- giving only the property

7 on the north side of the road. And that being
8 the case, you know, signed the deed. And

9 clearly the deed does not do what Ms. Bradford
10 said it does which was convey all of his

11 interest that he had inherited from his -- his
12 mother, and that's, you know, just an

13 unsustainable point of view. And again, since
14 she's continued to harp on the fact that it's
15 a single tract, this tract was divided clearly,
16 clearly divided, and I've pointed out on that
17 -— on that number seven in the book that the

18 road clearly bisects this property severing the
19 north side from the south side on either side
20 of right-of-way of Griffins Creek Road. So
21 whether there's a surveyor involved or not, and
22 whether there's plat drawn or not, this
23 property, you know, is really no- -- nobody can
24 say 1t's a single tract because it's clearly
25 divided. The road itself is not owned by the
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1 owner of the tract. The road itself is owned

2 by either the state of South Carolina or the

3 County, and it's clearly nothing that can be

4 claimed by this Williams' family that -- that

5 they can today sustain any kind of claim to.

6 So the property is clearly two tracts, one on

7 the north side of Griffins Creek Road, one on

8 the south side of Griffins Creek Road, and we

9 are talking about Mr. Williams' business on the
10 north -- on the south side of the road that he
11 certainly would not give away property which

12 was involved and still is involved today in his
13 business. So we think it's clear that the --
14 that the property is held by the parties one-
15 third to Mr. Roy Williams, two-thirds to Ms.

16 Bradford, and we are asking that this Court

17 partition the property.

18 THE COURT: All right.

19 MR. JORDAN: Thank you, Your Honor.
20 THE COURT: Ms. Bradford?
21 DEFENDANT'S CLOSING
22 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir, Judge. Clearly I, as I've
23 said previously, it was one tract. The road
24 went through the one tract years ago I guess
25 when I was a little girl. It's definitely the
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1 road -- all roads -- paved roads are basically,

2 if you don't pave them yourself it's owned by

3 the County or the State. But that road went

4 through there sometime when I was very young.

5 I -—-— I can't even tell you when. The property

6 was one tract and was not divided into two

7 portions previous to 2016. That happened in

8 2016 when Emma Lou and I did the partition.

9 That is when the property became three parcels.
10 It became three parcels at that time. Would be
11 Roy, Mr. Williams, intention I -- I think the
12 paperwork, the deeds, show what happened. I
13 can't say whether he intended to do. All I can
14 say 1s he surrendered his property to Emma
15 Young in 19- -- I believe in 1995, and it was
16 at that time it was one single tract. It --

17 the road was through there -- they didn't put
18 the road there in 2016. That road was through
19 there and there was one tract. So when the --
20 we did the partition, I can't answer why Mr.
21 Herndon and Suber came up with two tracts for
22 me. And it does not, even with that two

23 tracts, it doesn't equal to whatever that

24 misprint was for the 42 acres. Maybe I can't
25 say Jjust how Mister -- Mr. Jordan has been
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1 saying 50 acres the whole time. It could just
2 been a mistake, I don't know that. But I know
3 that 42 acres has no bearings on any total

4 amount of any property over there at this time.
5 And I'd like to section 21 from the South

6 Carolina -- from legislator if let's just --

7 and again I need to make you aware of

8 everything I presented to you I forward to Mr.
9 Jordan and called his office to make certain he
10 got everything he needed and everything he --
11 and I -- I confirmed to make certain I had done
12 everything I should've done prior to coming to
13 this Court. Okay. Section 27-35-40, use of

14 premises without agreement or permission by

15 tres- -- trespass when -- and it has when a

16 person ends upon or uses the premises of

17 another without agreement or without the

18 permission of the owner or by trespassing, the
19 owner may, at his option, weigh such tort or
20 treat and deem such person a tenant-at-will.
21 And that's why I've been saying that he was a
22 tenant-at-will because he paid no rent. The --
23 the property taxes come to me. I -- I pay the
24 property taxes since 2016. I have two deeds,
25 and I don't think they would send -- if we --
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1 if -- if he shared the property, his name is
2 nowhere on my deeds. And his name was nowhere
3 on any of the paperwork when Emma Young and my
4 -— and Suber and me and Mr. Herndon did the
5 partition. And we agreed to Emma having the
6 portion that she has on the north side and they
7 divided my portion into two sides. And it does
8 say —-- the County does say it's contingent when
9 -- when I was trying to get the agriculture
10 use. The County says it's contingent, and the
11 only reason they didn't do it is because of the
12 business on the -- on the property. And
13 (cough) excuse me, as Roy has stated, that he's
14 been running that business. The County told me
15 that -- it's, the property's rated RR and it
16 should not have that type of business on it.
17 So that's how code enforcement served Roy and
18 had Roy -- he moved most of the -- most of the
19 cars on the property. And somehow they changed
20 hands in the -- in the -- in that office -- in
21 the code enforce office because they told me
22 that I had to wait and give him enough time to
23 get all of his vehicles off of the property.
24 He moved the majority of them to the other
25 portion, which is -- which is Emma Lou Young's
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1 or —-- or to his other -- the -- the pieces that
2 -— other portions that he has on there. He

3 moved the majority of them. He did not move

4 the mobile home and other structures and stuff
5 that he have on my property. So again, Mr.

6 Williams surrendered all of his interest to

7 Emma Young in 1995. And in 2016, Emma and I

8 agreed on the partition that she have the

9 portion that she has and I ended up with the

10 two portions, which one's the north side and

11 one on the south side. Clearly I ask this

12 Court to -- to please understand and see that
13 I can't -——= I can't say he didn't intend to do
14 anything, but I can't say he did -- he intended
15 to. I don't know because we don't have

16 anything to show that he in- -- didn't intend
17 to give Emma other than what he is saying

18 today.

19 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. And this partition in
20 2016 was a settlement, right?
21 MR. JORDAN: Yes, sir. It did not got to a Court or
22 hearing or anything like that.
23 THE COURT: That's correct?
24 MR. JORDAN: Un-huh.
25 THE COURT: That's correct?
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1 MR. JORDAN: It was -- it was resolved by the deeds

2 that were exchanged.

3 DETERMINATION OF THE COURT:

4 THE COURT: Okay. All right. Based on the

5 testimony and evidence presented I find for the
6 Plaintiff on the complaint. As far as the

7 counterclaim, I likewise find for the

8 Plaintiff. As far as the attorneys' fees, Mr.
9 Jordan, if you would write a memorandum of law
10 and submit a proposal order. I'm -- I'm

11 troubled by awarding attorneys' fees to the

12 Plaintiff in -- in a partition-in-kind as

13 opposed to a partition-by-sale with funds being
14 generated. So if you would write a memorandum
15 making the case for that, I'd like to see that
16 incorporate your intention in your proposed

17 order.

18 MR. JORDAN: Thank you, Your Honor, and if you would
19 afford me a little extra time. I'm starting a
20 vacation next week and -- and I won't be back
21 in town til August the 2nd.
22 THE COURT: Okay.
23 MR. JORDAN: So I will certainly get it to you as
24 quickly as possible after that.
25 THE COURT: That's fine.
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MR. JORDAN: Okay.
THE COURT: Thank you all so much.
MR. JORDAN: Thank you, Your Honor.
(There being nothing further, the hearing concluded

at 4:21 p.m.)
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CERTIFICATE

This is to certify that the within hearing
consisting of ninety-one (91) pages, is a true and
correct transcript of the testimony given by said
witnesses after being duly sworn; said hearing was
reported by the method of Stenomask with Backup.

I further certify that I am neither employed by
nor related to any of the parties in this matter or
their counsel; nor do I have any interest, financial
or otherwise, in the outcome of same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my

hand and seal on March 1, 2024.

M. Sean Cary

Court Reporter

Notary Public for South Carolina

My Commission Expires: May 2, 2033
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Williamsy. Bradiord 1211213023
1 PROCEEDI NG
2 THE COURT: This is Cvil Action Nunmber
3 2021- CP- 40-02672, Roy WIIlianms versus Janma
4 Br adf or d.
5 The matter before the Court is a notion to
6 reconsider the Court's ruling in a partition
7 action. How long ago was this?
8 MR. JORDAN: The hearing, Judge, was in July.
9 THE COURT: This past July?
10 MR. JORDAN: This past July.
11 THE COURT: Al right. The noving party may
12 pr oceed.
13 MR. HOALE: Yes, sir.
14 Your Honor, again, we filed this notion for
15 reconsi deration back in Septenber based on a few
16 grounds, obviously, requesting the Court grant a
17 new trial.
18 Oiginally, the allegations we had were
19 that -- that Ms. Bradford was incorrectly held in
20 default; that the plaintiff failed to obtain
21 consent from defendant before referring it to the
22 Master-in-Equity; there were sone allegations
23 about the Court's incorrectly considering the
24 evidence regarding the plaintiff's retained
25 portion of the property; and also the award of
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1 attorney's fees that were granted in that origina
2 heari ng, Judge.

3 And, again, like |I said, you know, |
4 apol ogi ze for speaking before we went on record.
5 But, again, like | said, our notion, you
6 know, was filed and M. Jordan has -- has filed
7 his return to that notion, Judge. And nothing has
8 come up -- ny client hasn't conme up wth anything
9 that wasn't either part of the original hearing or
10 for our notion, obviously, that we can present to
11 the Court today.
12 | do believe Ms. Bradford naybe has sone
13 things that she wants to address to the Court.
14 But like |I said, we would just like -- me
15 personal ly, our case, we'd like to be able to
16 stand on the notion that we filed. And | do
17 believe Ms. Bradford has some things that she'd
18 like to bring to the Court's attention
19 THE COURT: Ms. Bradford, please raise your
20 ri ght hand.
21 Wher eupon,
22 Jamma Bradford, being adm nistered an oath of
23 affirmati on or duly sworn and cautioned to speak
24 the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
25 truth, testified as foll ows:
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1 THE COURT: You nmay proceed.
2 MS. BRADFORD:  Your Honor, M. Jordan -- as
3 to nme failing to answer within 30 days, M. Jordan
4 filed his summons on June 2nd, '21. And | -- and
5 | -- he asked an attorney that | hadn't spoke to
6 in five years to retain ny service. And, of
7 course, who gives Jordan the right to ask an
8 attorney to retain nmy service, when | hadn't even
9 spoke to the -- to the attorney?
10 So | responded back to the attorney that
11 he -- he sumoned and -- on the 28th of -- on the
12 28th of July, '21. But that's when | got the -- |
13 responded on the -- on June 2nd. | didn't get
14 Jordan's sunmmons until 28th of July, '21. And on
15 behal f of the attorney that he asked to have ne
16 retain. And, Your Honor, | have a letter that --
17 where he -- it -- if -- if I -- that he wanted ny
18 -- that he asked for my -- the attorney | used
19 prior to retain ny services.
20 THE COURT: kay. Hold on a second, please.
21 This is my copy?
22 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.
23 THE COURT: kay. Thank you.
24 Okay. He asked -- he asked Warren Herndon to
25 accept service for you?
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MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.
THE COURT: Ckay.
MS. BRADFORD: And, also, on the -- where

| -- 1 failed to obtain the consent of defendant

for Master-in-Equity, on February 3rd -- in the
February 3rd hearing, | asked you to dismn ss
for -- this claimfor a frivolous | awsuit because

M. Jordan clainmed that nmy -- that his client --
in 1996, he didn't own the property. It only cane
in effect in 2016.

And, also, where it says | correctly -- the
evi dence -- the evidence or the |ack thereof, Your
Honor, the plaintiff said in this Court during the
hearing that he had deeded all his -- he deeded
all his interest to Emma Young, and -- and he
intended to -- he did it because he thought it
woul d give sone sort of share advantage over
the -- over ny inherited interest. And during
that hearing, he nentioned on the record -- |
have the -- | have the record where | sued her and
won the case. And -- and -- and you asked, and |
didn't have it at the tine, the judgnment, where
you awarded nme, where | sued Emma Lou for back
taxes, Emma Lou Young, because it was ny property

and they weren't paying their taxes. And | do
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1 have a copy of that judgnment as well.
2 THE COURT: Ckay.
3 MS. BRADFORD: And, | mean, how can ny
4 client -- your -- M. Jordan's client profess to
5 owni ng this property, when he hadn't paid taxes on
6 it in 28 years? And if | hadn't paid taxes, it
7 woul d have been lost to the delinquent tax within
8 two years. So it wouldn't be any property.
9 THE COURT: Wit a minute. Wit a mnute.
10 You said that | ruled in your favor?
11 M5. BRADFORD: Yes -- yes, sir, against Emua
12 Lou Young. And he was there.
13 THE COURT: In what court?
14 MS. BRADFORD: I n common pleas court, |
15 believe, if I'"'mnot mstaken. That's the --
16 THE COURT: You handed up a judgnent froma
17 magi strate.
18 M5. BRADFORD: Magistrate court.
19 THE COURT: Ckay. |I'mnot a nmagistrate.
20 M5. BRADFORD: Ckay. Well, nmy -- | beg your
21 par don.
22 THE COURT: Right, right.
23 MS. BRADFORD: But Roy was with Emma Lou
24 Young at that day. She admits -- Roy and Emma Lou
25 Young and her lawer was in court that day when
803.749.8100
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1 this ruling took place.
2 THE COURT: kay. This was a ruling -- a
3 judgnent by a magistrate in 2007.
4 MS. BRADFORD:  Uh- huh.
5 THE COURT: -- agai nst Enmma Young.
6 MS. BRADFCRD: For property taxes, yes, sir.
7 THE COURT: It doesn't say -- it doesn't say
8 any -- it doesn't say what it's for. It just says
9 the anpunt for -- you said it was for property
10 taxes -- $969.52, which includes other relief and
11 then costs and final attorney's fees. And it's a
12 pl acement judgrment. The placenent judgnment was
13 i ssued on Cctober 25th, 2007.
14 Okay. This was before the nmagistrate, not
15 before ne.
16 MS. BRADFCRD: Yes, sir. Sorry. Pardon ne.
17 THE COURT: Ckay. Pl ease proceed.
18 M5. BRADFORD: Ckay. Then, before the --
19 okay, Your Honor, how can M. Roy choose
20 M. Jordan -- M. WIlIlianms choose M. Jordan to
21 hel p sue me for land that he's been trying to use
22 for free and bring it to court of equity that I
23 can convinced the court of equity that | should
24 pay it? Before 2016, M. WIlIlians asked me to
25 park a nobile hone on ny property, which | agreed
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1 on the 17th, that | had paid for. And -- excuse
2 nme -- after the 2016 partition, when the property
3 was divi ded between Emma Young and Janmma Bradford
4 at that tine, M. WIllians asked ne for tine to
5 nove his nmobile home fromthat property, the same
6 nmobi l e home, and | agreed. But | can't renenber
7 refusing anything he's asked nme to do as |ong as
8 ' ve known him
9 So | don't understand why, in good, honorable
10 intention and good faith, why hasn't he nade good
11 on the tax burden he had been avoiding and not try
12 to work this out anmong oursel ves?
13 And that's all | have, sir.
14 THE COURT: Al right. Thank you
15 M. Jordan?
16 MR, JORDAN. Your Honor, obviously, these
17 things were, in part, brought up in the hearing in
18 July or could have been brought before the Court
19 at that hearing and either were not or, you know,
20 certainly not appropriate to be bringing up at
21 this tine with regard to the notion to reconsider
22 But let ne respond to a couple of the things that
23 she said.
24 Warren Herndon was was her attorney that
25 represented her when she acquired various
803.749.8100

Record on Appeal 177

www.souther nrepor ting.net





Williamey. Bradord 121313023
1 interests in the subject property from ot her
2 people, but primarily Enma Lou Young. And | could
3 not find Ms. Bradford to serve her, so | decided
4 if I could get M. Herndon involved and have him
5 accept service, then | would acconplish that.
6 But going back to the issue of whether or not
7 she tinely answered or tinely served anything in
8 this case, | think the facts are absolutely clear
9 that she did not serve any of her docunents at any
10 point intine inthis lawsuit. She didn't serve
11 anyt hi ng.
12 She didn't serve the answer and counterclai m
13 that | received because | found it online. She
14 didn't serve me any of the letters that she sent,
15 ex parte letters, to Your Honor, | think five
16 different letters to you, sonme -- | think one or
17 two of which has ended up on the Court's record of
18 the case, because Your Honor's office filed
19 them-- filed those.
20 But she didn't send those things. She didn't
21 have any -- any nmethod to -- in place to give ne
22 notice of anything. She indicated just now that
23 she filed her response to ny sunmons and conpl ai nt
24 about three weeks before she was even served with
25 ny summons and conplaint. So, | mean, there would
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1 certainly be no way for ne to expect that she had
2 filed an answer, because she hadn't been served
3 yet. She files an answer in the court, but it's
4 not served on ne.

5 | nmean, and | got to tell you, I'msure I'm
6 not the first one to conplain about this e-filing
7 system and when what they call non-traditiona
8 filers file things, they kind of drop through the
9 cracks. | nean, everything that Ms. Bradford has
10 filed in this case basically got -- got sent to
11 nowhere; okay? | nmean, you can see it on the
12 court's record there's no NEFs, notice of
13 el ectronic filing. No -- none of those filed on
14 behal f of Ms. Bradford, other than after the
15 i nvol venmrent of M. Howl e on her behalf. And then,
16 they get filed, of course.
17 So the problemis that she nmade no effort to
18 make sure that | received anything. Even her
19 letters that she -- she sent to you never got
20 copied to ne or anything. So fromthat
21 perspective, she's just not follow ng the rules.
22 Now, the rules don't say you have to file an
23 answer within 30 days; it says you have to serve
24 it within 30 days. And she's yet to serve her
25 answer .
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1 But all that being said, is | conpletely,
2 100 percent treated her as an answering defendant.
3 She filed an answer, it contained a counterclaim
4 and | replied to her counterclaim | served her
5 with discovery requests. W actually had a
6 hearing on her failure to respond to my di scovery
7 requests.
8 So she cane before you, Your Honor, and at no
9 point in time did she raise the issue about Your
10 Honor havi ng, you know, an inproper reference to
11 you or sonething of that nature. She contacts you
12 through -- through five letters, as | nentioned.
13 At no point does she conplain at that point that
14 you have -- you know, that the reference to you
15 was not appropriate.
16 We had a hearing scheduled in this natter, a
17 final hearing scheduled in June of this year. She
18 noved, ex parte, to you to continue to case. And
19 you did continue the case, and it was reschedul ed
20 for sonetine in July.
21 VWhen we had the hearing, she appeared at the
22 hearing. W had a full-blown hearing. It wasn't
23 like we're sitting here today, just -- just
24 basically arguing. W had -- we had a hearing
25 with testinony. But at no point intine did
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1 she -- did she conplain that you didn't have the
2 authority to be hearing this case.

3 So the only conplaint that we've heard from

4 her was after she got an adverse ruling, when --

5 when you issued your order that is the subject of

6 this notion.

7 So, you know, right -- right now, you know, |

8 don't know what | need to be doing to try to --

9 try to correct anything wong with the e-filing

10 systemwith the clerk of court's office -- and

11 this isn't the only county with this problem but,

12 you know, the clerk of court's office is accepting

13 filings without evidence of any, you know,

14 proof -- proof that the filing docunent, the

15 docunent being filed, has been -- has been served

16 or sent to the other parties. They just take the

17 docunent in, file it, and that's the end of it.

18 It doesn't get sent through e-filing to -- to, you

19 know, the participants on the e-filing system

20 That would be nme, in this case.

21 So, | mean, it's clear fromthe -- fromthe

22 records in this case that that never happened,

23 okay? The clerk's office never sent a single

24 thing that Ms. Bradford filed to anybody.

25 And so, that -- that whole argunent is just
803.749.8100
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1 really bogus -- the two argunents. The fact that,
2 you know, that she wasn't, for some reason, given
3 the same treatnment as a -- as a typical defendant
4 is conpletely bogus. She got all the benefits of
5 bei ng an appearing party in this lawsuit. And
6 from-- frombeginning to end, she's gotten all of
7 those benefits. And you know, at no time did | --
8 did | treat her any nore -- any different than
9 anot her answering defendant, except with regard to

10 the order of reference, which | subnmitted for

11 filing when |I considered -- | thought that she was

12 in defaul t.

13 And, you know, again, it was -- it was

14 properly submtted in good faith and -- and was

15 issued. It was nmailed to Ms. Bradford. She had

16 no comment about it. Al these other

17 correspondence and hearings we've had, she's had

18 no coment about it. | think that's a noot point

19 t here.

20 And with regard to the -- the hearing in July

21 on the issue, you know, what we have here is a

22 deed that is somewhat -- let's call it curious,

23 fromthe standpoint there is a -- is a recitation

24 of the ampbunt of acreage that was conveyed by

25 M. WIllians, ny client, to Ms. Emma Lou Young,
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and it -- and it described the property as a
portion of 52 acres. And then, it's stated that
would -- it contained 42.92 acres. And as we

di scussed at the -- at the hearing in July, we
don't know where that figure came from M. Shel
Suber, the | awyer who prepared the deed, canme up
with the figure. And -- but, you know, it's
certainly unanbi guous that the deed was conveyi ng
a portion of 52 acres.

It was -- as indicated in ny return to the
notion to reconsider, there's a, | think, a very
pl ausi bl e expl anati on of how that figure cane
about. | also argued at the hearing in July that
it came -- canme about, you know, nore than likely
fromthe fact that the assessor's office had a
figure of about -- something over 48 acres that,
you know, the whole 52-acre tract was down to
48 acres because of the road coming through and
all of that. And this was a -- this is a public
hi ghway that cuts the property into two parts.

But at the end of the day, the testinony of
M. WIlliams was as to what his intent was. He
i ntended to convey a portion of the 52-acre tract
that he owned. And that's what the -- that's what

the deed says. And Your Honor ruled that, in
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1 fact, that was a plausible rationale for his, you

2 know, intention to deed only a portion -- only the

3 portion of the property on one side of the

4 hi ghway -- and retain the other portion, which

5 i ncludes the subject parcel, which is the

6 acreage -- acreage in question that was

7 partitioned.

8 So, Your Honor, the -- you know, the evidence

9 is clear. They -- you -- you know, at this point

10 time, just like last -- in July, you could be

11 tal ki ng about, you know, there must have been a

12 scrivener's error or -- you know.

13 But again, nothing's been suggested as to

14 what was neant instead of that nunber. Wat was

15 meant -- what was -- what was M. WIIlians'

16 intention? | mean, the best way to rule on that

17 Istolisten to what M. WIllians said in his

18 testinony. He -- he intended to convey the

19 property that was on the south side of the

20 hi ghway, and not the property on the north side,

21 where -- where the grantee's house was. She had

22 to reason to want the property on the other side

23 of the highway. And he had a lot of reason to

24 want the property on the south side because he had

25 three other -- two or three other parcels that he
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1 owned in that area that's adjacent to the
2 particul ar property that's the subject of this
3 action.
4 So we get -- we get into the fourth point,
5 which is the attorney's fees and costs, which, you
6 know -- | mean, to ne, the issue is, does the
7 Court have jurisdiction or authority to decide to,
8 you know, that -- you know, to award attorney's
9 fees in a partition action?
10 The statute in question, which is cited in
11 the order, nakes it absolutely clear. And I'm
12 going to read it here, Section 15-61-110. It
13 says, "The Court of Common Pl eas nay fix
14 attorney's fees in all partition proceedi ngs; and,
15 as may be equitable, assess such fees against any
16 or all of the parties in interest.”
17 Period. The end. That's all it says.
18 Now in the notion to reconsider, it was
19 rai sed that Rule 71(d)(3) in sone fashion applies.
20 And it -- it actually tal ks about attorney's fees
21 being paid froma comon fund. But we didn't have
22 a common fund here, so | don't think that rule
23 even applies. But even if it -- even if was worth
24 consi dering, you know, we've got a statute that
25 says one thing and a rul e that says another thing.
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1 And the law is clear that the statute overrides
2 the rule if there's any conflict.
3 And |"'mgoing to cite a case for that. And
4 the case Mari Chris, LLC v. Derrick, and it's at
5 384 S.C. 345, a 2009 case. And the court in that
6 case said, "In interpreting a statute and a rule
7 of civil procedure, we follow the cardinal rule
8 that legislative intent nust prevail if it can be
9 reasonably di scovered in the | anguage used, and
10 t hat | anguage nust be construed in light of the
11 i nt ended purpose of the statute or rule.”
12 And then, the court goes on to say that, "A
13 rule of civil procedure may not linit the
14 provisions of a statute.”
15 And, Judge, | nean, that statute could not be
16 nore broad, that the court has absolute authority
17 to award attorney's fees in a partition action.
18 And it can be against any of the parties or
19 all of the parties. And that's what Your Honor
20 did in this case. | nean, there was a gross
21 amount of attorney's fees of $18, 750, and the
22 attorney's fees were apportioned so that
23 two-thirds woul d be paid by Ms. Bradford, who was
24 the owner of a two-thirds interest in the
25 property, and M. WIllianms would pay the other
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1 one-third. Wich, of course, he'd already paid
2 all of the attorney's fees.
3 But, you know, at the end of the day, what --
4 what we're | ooking for here is -- is the Court to
5 basically sustain its order, which | think in
6 all -- all respects, you know, could not be nore
7 t horoughly, you know, clear as to what the Court
8 has decided to do. You know, give M. WIIlians
9 one-third and |l eave a two-thirds interest to
10 Ms. Bradford.
11 And that's what -- you know, | nean, it's a
12 pretty sinple matter. And at this point, | don't
13 thi nk anyt hing's been raised to change -- change
14 that order one bit.
15 THE COURT: kay. Ms. Bradford?
16 MS. BRADFORD: Yes, sir.
17 Agai n, as he spoke about the -- the property
18 and what M. WIlianms intended, we have no way of
19 knowi ng what M. WIllians intended. And it was
20 one portion, that -- like he said, nobody knows
21 where that 42 acres came fromthat was on that
22 deed.
23 And at that tinme in 2016, when the property
24 was partitioned, where | used attorney Warren
25 Her ndon, it was one portion, approximately 47,
803.749.8100
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1 48 acres of property. It was not a north side and
2 a south side. Wien | was granted the portion that
3 | was granted, they gave nme two deeds, which was
4 one on the south side and north side. | don't
5 know why that came about. But
6 when M. WIllians -- there was not -- M. WIIians
7 didn't own any property. That went to a partition
8 with Emma Lou Young and ne. | was Janmma Bradford
9 at the time.

10 So and as to the attorney's fees, | should

11 not be responsible for himconversing with his

12 attorney and to pay for him-- his attorney when

13 he's has bring a suit against ne for ny property,

14 property that he -- he conveyed over to Emmma Lou

15 Young, deeded over to Emma Young.

16 And when the partition happened, it was just

17 Jamma Bradford and Emma Young, were the two people

18 i nvol ved. He was -- he had al ready deeded all of

19 his portion to Emma Young. And that's how

20 obt ai ned the portions that | have.

21 So -- and again, | don't believe I owe

22 M. WIlians any attorney fees because he brought

23 the suit against ne for the property that

24 al ready had partition for. And it had been

25 divided. He agreed that he was going to nove his
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1 things off ny property, which he did not. In
2 turn, he brought an action against nme for a third
3 of his interest on the south side.
4 There's no way of knowi ng without M. Suber
5 bei ng here -- and besides, he had years to ask
6 M. Suber why that 42 acres was there. And he did
7 not .
8 THE COURT: M. Suber is deceased, isn't he?
9 MS. BRADFCRD: Yes, sir. But before -- he
10 was alive when he brought this action against ne.
11 Very much alive.
12 THE COURT: Ckay.
13 MS. BRADFORD: So | -- | don't believe that
14 we owe any attorney fees and | don't believe that
15 M. WIllians should obtain the property that | was
16 in apartition wwth Emma Young. And they divided
17 the property. They gave ne the portion that | was
18 due and Emma Young the other portion. So
19 that's -- yeah. That's ny...
20 THE COURT: Ckay.
21 MR. JORDAN:  Your Honor, to respond to that,
22 Ms. Bradford keeps bringing up M. Herndon. And
23 M. Herndon was her attorney that handl ed that
24 that partition action that was handl ed previously.
25 But, you know, we put into the record al ready
803.749.8100
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Hearing Page 23
Williamsv. Bradford 12/12/2023
1 deeds that were prepared by M. Warren Herndon's
2 office that clearly says "Title not exam ned by
3 Whodwar d, Cothran & Herndon or Graydon and Suber."
4 Ckay? So they didn't even check the titles. So
5 how t he heck do they know whether or not there's
6 any claimthat M. WIlianms has to anything at
7 all? But we've already been through that. W' ve
8 put that into evidence already.
9 The -- the attorney's fees here in issue
10 is -- Ms. Bradford, in all fairness, you know,
11 basically just took control of all the property
12 and excl uded everybody el se that night have an
13 adverse cl ai magainst the property. The only way
14 that this matter could have been resolved is by
15 this court proceeding and this lawsuit. And, you
16 know, ultinmately the Court has determ ned that she
17 does not own three-thirds of the property, she
18 owns -- owns two-thirds of the property.
19 So it is clear that we could not have gotten
20 to this stage without this lawsuit. This |awsuit
21 effectively benefited both parties. She doesn't
22 like the result, but it benefited both parties to
23 get us to where we are today, which is a partition
24 of the property in accordance with the records in
25 the courthouse.
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1 So, you know, that's where we are on that.
2 Now, M. Shell Suber died this year. He,
3 obvi ously, did not participate in the hearing of
4 this case. But, | nean, to even think that an
5 88-year-old nman -- and that was his age at the
6 tinme of death -- would renenber what his thought
7 process was when he prepared a deed in 1995, 27
8 years earlier, is -- you know, | mean, that's just
9 not realistic. | nmena, you know -- so, you know.
10 So we -- we concluded that he was not sonebody
11 that woul d be hel pful to anybody at a -- at a
12 hearing in this case, so he was not contacted.
13 It's as sinple as that.
14 But at the end of the day, M. WIIlians
15 relied on M. Suber to prepare the deed in
16 accordance with his instructions. He testified
17 what his instructions were with regard, you know,
18 to wanting to keep property on the south side of
19 t he hi ghway.
20 And, you know, M. WIllianms is not a | awer.
21 He's just -- he's not that famliar with deeds and
22 that type of thing. He wouldn't know whether to
23 question sonmething or not with regard to the
24 42.92 acres or anything el se.
25 So, you know, where we are, Judge, is we're
803.749.8100
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Williamey. Bradord 12/13/3023

1 just trying to rehash the sanme issues that were
2 all put on the table and di scussed back in July at
3 the hearing. Your Honor made the ruling. |If
4 they're not happy with that ruling, then I guess
5 they're going to have to appeal, you know?
6 So, | nean, at this stage of the gane,
7 don't see anything that's been said today that
8 shoul d make any -- that should warrant any change
9 to the particular order that you signed back in
10 July.

11 Thank you, Your Honor.

12 THE COURT: Anything further?

13 Al right. The notion is denied.

14 M. Jordan, if you could prepare the order and

15 file it electronically.

16 ok kK K K K K

17 The hearing was concl uded at

18 approxi mately 4:02 p. m

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

803.749.8100
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

CERTI FI CATE

Be it known that the foregoing
proceedi ng was taken by Brenda L. Jones, CVR-CM

That | was then and there a notary
public in and for the State of South Carolina-at-Large;

That the witness was sworn by ne or
adm ni stered an oath of affirmation to testify the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,
concerning the matter in controversy aforesaid,;

The foregoing transcript represents
a true, accurate and conplete transcription of the
testinony so given at the tine and place aforesaid to
the best of ny skill and ability;

That | amnot related to nor an
enpl oyee of any of the parties hereto, nor a relative
or enpl oyee of any attorney or counsel enployed by the
parties hereto, nor interested in the outcome of this
action.

Wtness ny hand and seal this 5th day of

February, 2024

enda L. Jones, CVRfCM
Notary Public for So rolina
My Conmmi ssion Expires: July 16, 2028

This transcript nay contain quoted nmaterial. Such
material is reproduced as read or quoted by the
speaker.

803.749.8100
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams,
Plaintiff,
AFFIDAVIT OF DEFAULT
Vs,

Jamma L. W, Bradford,

Defendant,

PERSONALLY appeared before me Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., who, first being duly sworn
deposes and says: that he is the attorney for the Plaintiff above-named; that Defendant, Jamma L.
W. Bradford, was served with copies of the Summons and Complaint, personally, as shown on the
proof of service filed herein; that he has not received an Answer from Defendant; and that

Defendant is now in default.

Leonard R. Jor an, Ir
SWORN to and subscribed before me

this 30'“"day of August, 2021

CQ/ Iy s,

No\ary Publidfgr Soutﬁ*Canohgj
My Commission Expires: 6/17/2024
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Certificate of Electronic Notification

Recipients

Leonard Jordan - Notification transmitted on 09-01-2021 08:47:54 AM.
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Freexx IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]

A filing has been submitted to the court RE: 2021CP4002672

Official File Stamp: 09-01-2021 08:47:41 AM
Court: CIRCUIT COURT
Common Pleas
Richland
Case Caption: Roy Williams vs Jamma L W Bradford

Document(s) Submitted: Proposed Order/Referred to Master or Special
Referee

Affidavit/Default

Affidavit/Non Military Service

Filed by or on behalf of: Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.

This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.
The following people were served electronically:

Leonard R. Jordan, Jr. for Roy Williams

The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:

Jamma L W Bradford for Jamma L W Bradford
Jamma L W Bradford for Jamma L W Bradford
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Exhibit
1.

2.

Deeds conveying 52 acres (through Estate of Lillie L. Williams)

2015 Plat
Tax Map of Subject Parcel and other properties

Tax Parcel summaries along with Deeds of Four (4) Small Parcels adjacent to Subject
Parcel conveyed by Lillie Williams as follows:

36400-05-01 (1.00 Acre) 10/3/1959 (now owned by Roy Williams)
36400-05-02 (0.50 Acre) before 3/7/1963 (now owned by Ray Stewart)
36400-05-03 (0.57 Acre) 3/7/1974 (now owned by Roy Williams)
36400-05-04 (0.52 Acre) 12/17/1975 (now owned by Roy Williams)

e o

. Title transfers including Subject Parcel after inheritances from Estate of Lillie L.

Williams
Tax Bills (2009 —2017) on large tract: 48.76 acres
Tax Map of 48.76 acre tract

Examination of legal description in 1995 Deed from Roy Williams to Emma Lou Young
(comparison to deeds conveying 52 acres)
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Instrument Number: 2016036609 Boc‘)k/Page: R 2114/3043 Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:133

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) QUIT-CLAIM DEED

) (Title not examined by Woodward,

COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) Cothran & Herndon or Graydon & Suber)

TO ALL WHOM THESE PRESENTS MAY COME:

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that EMMA LOU YOUNG (hereinafter
termed "Grantor") for and in consideration of the sum of Five Dollars ($5.00) and

settlement of all claims arising in that suit, Jamma L.W. Bradford vs. Emma Lou Young,
(2011-CP-40-4846), to Grantor paid at and before the sealing of these presents by
JAMMA L.W. BRADFORD (hereinafter termed "Grantee") (the receipt of which
consideration is hereby acknowledged) has remised and forever quit-claimed, and by
these presents does remise, release and forever -quit-claim unto the Grantee, her heirs
and assigns all right, title and interest in and to the following property:

All that piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being on the
Southeastern side of Griffins Creek Road, being a portion of that property
set out in that plat prepared for Jamma L. Williams and Emma Young by
Darryl V. Cribb, R.L.S., recorded November 9, 2015 in Book 2069 at Page
2932. Said Parcel being described as Tract B being 5.64 acres, reference
being made to said plat for an accurate depiction of the property being
conveyed herein, all measurements being more or less.

This conveyance is subject to a 50’ easement for ingress and egress from
Griffins Creek Road to Lot D as shown on said plat, said easement being

described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the southeast side of Griffins Creek Road at the
point where Grantor's and Grantee’s property adjoins that of John H.
Goodwin, thence turning and running S 0° 07’ 24” W for 333.01" to a point,
thence turning and running N 89° 52’ 36" W for 50’, thence turning and
running N 0° 07’ 24" E for a distance of 315.35' to Griffins Creek Road,
thence turning and running N 70° 40’ 25” E along Griffins Creek road for a
distance of 53.03' to the point of beginning. Be all measurements a little

more or less.

This being a portion of the property conveyed to Emma Lou Young by deed
from Roy Williams recorded June 28, 1995 in Book 1264 at Page 921;
reference also being made to deed recorded in Book D612 at Page 531
(Estate of Lillie L. Williams) and deed of Issac Williams, Sr., Charles E.
Williams, et al. recorded September 23, 1994 in Book 1220 at Page 973.

TMS No.: Portion of 36400-04-¢o3
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TOGETHER with all and singular the rights, members, hereditaments and

appurtenances to the said premises belonging or in anywise appertaining.
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Instrument Number: 2016036609 Book/Page: R 2114/3044  Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:133

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all and singular the said premises before mentioned
unto the said GRANTEE, her heirs and assigns, forever -- so that neither the said
GRANTOR nor her heirs, nor any other person or persons, claiming under her any right or
title to the aforesaid premises or appurtenances, or any part or parcel thereof, forever.

WITNESS the Grantor's Hand and Seal this [&tﬁ day of [ﬁaccé in the

year of our Lord Two Thousand Sixteen (2016), and in the Two Hundred and Fortieth
(240‘“) year of the Sovereignty and Independence of the United States of America.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence of:

#Jw A . L Yorna___
itness No. 1 / EMMA LOU YOUNG Zg

ss No. 2

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )
PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness and made oath that

(s)he saw the within-named EMMA LOU YOUNG sign, seal and as her act and deed,
deliver the within-written deed; and that (s)he with the other witness subscribing above

witnessed the execution thereof.

Witness No. 1

befz'e me this j@_ﬁﬁ

, 2016.

. ,
Klotépy Public for South Carolina
My Commission Expires: /0 /7-30/9

wch: 10-8183
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Instrument Number: 2016036609 Book/Page: R 2114/3045 Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:133

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF Vi(pland ) Affidavit

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned, who being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1.

2.

o

I have read the infonnation on this affidavit and I understand such inforrnation.

~ The prOperty being transferred is located at - le%ﬁns Coecy_Rd

~ Bearing 2 CllllCl/ld . County Tax Map Number 03 , was transferred by
,gmma m-Uﬁ\m SN - ‘to}(}{a‘mmi o (_:_*ml” Rycglfagd  on

Check one of the followmg The deed is: : i ‘
(a) ] ‘subject to the deed recordmg fee as a transfer for consrderatron pard or to be pald in money or

money's worth.

(b) subject to the deed recording fee as a transfer between a corporation, a partnershrp, or other

~entity and a stockholder, partner, or owner of the entlty, or is a transfer to a trust or as a distribution to a

) trust beneficiary.
(c) ﬁ exempt from the deed recording fee because (see 1nformatlon section of affidavrt)
R (44 exempt please skrp items 4 - 7 and go to

item 8 of this affidavit.) -

Check one of the following if either item 3(a) or item 3(b) above has been checked (see information section of this
affidavit):

(a) The fee is computed on the consideration paid or to be paid in money or money's worth in the
amount of ) N

(b) The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty which is

© . The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty as establlshed for property tax

_purposes which is

Check Yes or No X to the following: 'A lien or encumbrance existed on the land, tenement, or
realty before the transfer and remained on the land, tenement, or realty after the transfer If "yes" the amount
of the outstandmg balance of thlS llen or encumbrance is: :

The deed recordmg fee,ts computed as follows.
(a) - --Place the amount listed in item 4 above here:
(b) Place the amount listed in item 5 above here:
(If no amount is listed, place zero here)
(c) Subtract line 6(b) from line 6(a) and place result here

The deed recordm0 fee due is based on the amount llsted on lme 6(c) above and the deed recordmg fee due is:

As required by Code Section 12-24-70, I state that [ am a responsxble person’ who was connected with the
transaction as: 5’4\ {)Q(L pumcuet. ..

I understand that a person requ1red to furnish this affidavit who willfully furnishes a false or fraudulent
affidavit is guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, must be fined not more than one thousand dollars or

imprisoned not more than one year, or both. M

SWORN to before me this
/3% day of Mﬂoa/ , 200

; o e e rycre
otary Public for South Carplina
:ll 423

My Commission Expires:

i\(\ﬁ\(\(\bﬂ (“" ceo
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Instrument Number: 2016036609

Book/Page: R 2114/3046  Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:133

Woodwérd Cothran & Herndon
Attorneys at Law j(y- |

218 E. Main Street, Suite 2
Lexington, South Carolina 29072

FORMATION

Except as provided in this paragraph, the term "value”™ means “the consideration paid or 1o be paid in money or maney’s worth for the realty.” Consideration paid or
to be paid in money's worth includes, but is not limited to, other realty, personal property, stocks, bonds, partnership, interest and other intangible property, the
forgiveness or cancellation of a debt, the assumption of a debt, and the surrendering of any right. The fair market value of the consideration must be used in

value of the cansideration. In the case of realty transferred between a corporation, a partnership, or other entity and a stockholder, partner, or owner of the

entity, and in the case of realty transferred to a trust or as a distribution to a trust beneficiary. "value” means the realty's fair market value, A deduction from .
value is allowed for the amount of any lien or encumbrance existing on the land, tenement. or realty before the transfer and remaining on the land, tenement, or
realty after the transfer. Taxpayers may elect to use the fair market valye for property tax purposes in determining fair market value under the provisions of the

law.

Exempted from the fee are degds:

)
&)

®

4)

)

(6)

(N

(3)

%)

(10)
an
(12)

transferring realty in which the value of the realty, as defined in Code Section 12-24-30, is equal to or less then one hundred dollars;
transferring realty to the fedgral government or 1o a state, its agencies and departments, and its political Subdivisiéns, including school districts;
that are ot_herwisé exempted pinder the laws and Constitution of this State or of the United States:

transferring realty in which no gain or loss is recognized by reason of Section 1041 of the Internal Revenue Code as defined in
Section 12-6-40(A);

transferring realty in order to partition realty as long as no consideration is paid for the transfer other then the interests in the realty that are )
being exchanged in order to partition the realty; e .

transferring an individual grave space at a cemetery ownéd'bvy a éerﬁélery company licensed -undcerh:apte;' 55 f Title 39,

that constitute a contract for the sale of ti

transferring realty to a corporation, a partnership, or a trust in order to become, or as. a stockholder, partner, or trust beneficiary of the entity
provided no consideration is paid for the transfer other than stock in the corporation. interest in the partnership, beneficiary interest in the
trust, or the increase in value in such stock or interest held be the grantor. However: the transfer of realty from a corporation, a partnership, or a
trust to a stockholder, partner, or trust beneficiary of the entity is subject ta the fee cven if the realty is transferred to another corporation, a

partnership, or trust; ... e,

transferring realty from a family partnership to'a partner or from a family trust to a beneficiary, provided no consideration is paid for the
transfer other than a reduction in the grantee's interest in the partnership or trust. A "family partnership” is a partnership whose partners are all-
members of the same family. A *family trust” is a trust, in which the beneficiaries are all members of the same family. The beneficiaries of a
family trust my also include charitable entities. "Family” means the grantor and the grantor's spouse, parents, grandparents, sisters, brothers,
children, stepchildren, grandchildren, and the spouses and lineal descendants of any the above.-A "charitable éntity” means an entity which
may receive deductible contributions under section 170 of the Internal revenue Code as defined in Section 12-6-40(A); : .

transferring realty in a statutory merger or consolidation from a consfituent‘cbrpormion to the cdminqing' or new ‘c'or'poration;

transferring realty in a merger or consolidation from a constituent partnérship to the continuing or new partx_;eréhip; and

that constitute a corrective deed or a quitclaim deed used to confirm title alrea y vested in the grantee, provided that na consideration of

any kind is paid or is to be paid under the corrective or quitclaim deed; |, .

(13)

(14)

(15)

transferring realty subject to amortgage to the mortgagee whether by a deed in lieu of foreclosure executed by the mortgagor or
deed executed pursuant to foreclosure proceedings; .

transferring realty from an agent fo the agent's principal in which the realty was purchased with funds of the principal, provided that a
notarized document is also filed with the deed that establishes the fact that the agent and principal relationship existed at the time of the
original purchase as well as for the purpose of purchasing the realty, ' o

. “transferring title to facilities for transmitting electricity that is transferred, sold. or exchanged by electrical uﬁlities,' ‘municipalities,
electric cooperatives, or political subdivisions to a limited liability company which is subject to regulation under the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. Section 791(a)) and which is formed to opérate or to take functional control of electric transinission assets as defined in the Federal Power
Act. . B R
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Instrument Number: 2016036609 Book/Page: R 2114/3047  Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:133

‘Richland County

Register of Deeds

1701 Main St.
Columbia, SC 29201
803-576-1910

ASIS
- /lARSSIvg QWWC ,AO(OIMSI.

***¥Document will need to be corrected and re-recorded***
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Instrument Number: 2016036608 Book/Page: R 2114/3039  Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:040

Book 2114-3039
2016036608 05/24/2016 10:38:38:040 Quitclaim Deed
Fee: $10.00 County Tax: $0.00 State Tax: $0.00

2016036608 John T. Hopkins Il Richiand County R.0.D.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) QUIT-CLAIM DEED :
~ (Title not examined by Woodward,
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) Cothran & Herndon or Graydon & Suber)

TO ALL WHOM THESE PRESENTS MAY COME:

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that EMMA LOU YOUNG (hereinafter
termed "Grantor") for and in consideration of the sum of Five Dollars ($5.00) and
settlement of all claims arising in that suit, Jamma L.W. Bradford vs. Emma Lou Young,
(2011-CP-40-4846), to Grantor paid at and before the sealing of these presents by
JAMMA L.W. BRADFORD (hereinafter termed "Grantee") (the receipt of which
consideration is hereby acknowledged) has remised and forever quit-claimed, and by
these presents does remise, release and forever quit-claim unto the Grantee, her heirs
and assigns all right, title and interest in and to the following property:

All that piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being on the
Northwestern side of Griffins Creek Road, being a portion of that property
set out in that plat prepared for Jamma L. Williams and Emma Young by
Darryl V. Cribb, R.L.S., recorded November 9, 2015 in Book 2069 at Page
2932; said Parcel being 26.91 acres and being described as follows:

Beginning at a point on Griffins Creek Road at the intersection of grantor's
and grantee’s property and property now or formerly of John H. Goodwin
and running S 70° 40’ 25" W for a distance of 53.02’; thence turning and
running N 0° 06’ 53" E for a distance of 1,286.21’ to a point; thence turning
and running S 89° 19’ 44” W for a distance of 101.12’ to a point; thence
turning and running N 53° 00’ 47" W for a distance of 589.56’ to a point;
thence turning and running N 0° 43’ 49" W for a distance of 1,460.63’ to a
point; thence turning and running N 77° 28’ 24” E for a distance of 660.29’
to a point; thence turning and running S 0° 06’ 53" W for a distance of
3,225.91" to the point of beginning.

This being a portion of the property conveyed to Emma Lou Young by deed
from Roy Williams recorded June 28, 1995 in Book 1264 at Page 921;
reference also being made to deed recorded in Book D612 at Page 531
(Estate of Lilie L. Williams) and deed of Issac Williams, Sr., Charles E.
Williams, et al. recorded September 23, 1994 in Book 1220 at Page 973.

TMS No.: Portion of 36400-04-$03

TOGETHER with all and singular the rights, members; hereditaments and
appurtenances to the said premises belonging or in anywise appertaining.
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Instrument Number: 2016036608 Book/Page: R 2114/3040 Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:040

- -

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all and singular the said premises before mentioned
unto the said GRANTEE, her heirs and assigns, forever -- so that neither the said
GRANTOR nor her heirs, nor any other person or persons, claiming under her any right or
title to the aforesaid premises or appurtenances, or any part or parcel thereof, forever.

WITNESS the Grantor's Hand and Seal this [é day of Waraé in the
year of our Lord Two Thousand Sixteen (2016), and in the Two Hundred and Fortieth
(240“’) year of the Soverelgnty and Independence of the United States of America.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence of:

w/éef AL b e Acorns.
KZ No. 1 EMMA LOU YOU[(I}

ss No 2

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

)
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness and made oath that
(s)he saw the within-named EMMA LOU YOUNG sign, seal and as her act and deed,
deliver the within-written deed; and that (s)he with the other witness subscribing above

witnessed the execution thereof.

Witness No. 1

SWORN tg before me this Zém‘

ublic for South Carolina

My Commission Expires: /0 ~/9-24/9
wch: 10-8183
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Instrument Number: 2016036608 Book/Page: R 2114/3041  Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:040

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF 2 {(iatanal ) Affidavit

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned, who being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1.

I have read the infonnation on this affidavit and I understand such information.

2. The property being transferred is located at Pm,,?(\,\g Cotel vd. 4 -
" Bearing_ Q]( Inlone | . County Tax Map Number pn 6(9U05—Qu- O 06 , was transferred by
'aﬂmklm A lh)(\%). — " _ »t‘o)'\(]mmm L bJ @\Laclpw(cL on
3. " Check one ofthe followmg The deed is: L S '
' (a) ' ‘subject to the deed recordmg feeasa transfer for consrderatron pald or to be pald in money or
money's worth,
(b) subject to the deed recordmg feeasa transfer between a corporatlon a partnershlp, or other
--entity and a stockholder, partner, or owner of the entlty, or is a transfer to a trust or as a distribution to a
. trust beneficiary.
(©) ﬁ exempt from the deed recordmo fee because (see mformatlon sectlon of afﬂdavrt)
(Ifexempt please skrp items 4 - 7 and go to
item 8 of this affidavit.)

4. Check one of the following if either item 3(a) or item 3(b) above has been checked (see mformatton section of this

affidavit):
(a) The fee is computed on the consideration paid or to be paid in money or money's worth in the
amount of _ L
(b) The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty which is
(c) ... The fee is computed on the fair market value of the realty as establrshed for property tax
_: purposes which is .

S. ~ Check Yes , or No X to the following: A lien or encumbrance existed on the land, tenement, or
realty before the transfer and remained on the land, tenement, or realty after the transter If" yes" the amount
of the outstandmg balance of thrs lren or encumbrance is: :

6. The deed recordmg fee_rs computed as follows:

: (a) - - Place the amount listed in item 4 above here:
(b) Place the amount listed in item 5 above here:
(If no amount is listed, place zero here)
(©) Subtract line 6(b) from line 6(a) and place result here
7. The deed recordm0 fee due is based on the amount llsted on lrne 6(c) above and the deed recordmo fee due is:
8. As required by Code Section ]2-24-70, I state that I am a respons1ble person who was connected with the
' transaction as: : S ..

9. I understand that a person required to furnish this affidavit who willfully furnishes a false or fraudulent
affidavit is guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, must be ﬁned not more than one thousand dollars or
imprisoned not more than one year, or both. :

SWORN to before me this

25__ day ot)/{w-\, , 20&2_

i;\/_nm,\/\
o]

tary Public for South Carolina
Commission Expires: 7{9)

0NN Ywexo-
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Instrument Number: 2016036608

lawe - ¢

Book/Page: R 2114/3042  Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:040

Woodward Cothran & Her
Attorneys at Law'{(_}%?%%n

?18 E. Main Street, Suijte »
Lexmgton, South Carolina 29072

NFORMATION

Except as provided in this paragraph, the term "value” means “the consideration paid or to be paid in money or money’s worth for the realty.” Consideration paid or
to be paid in money's worth includes, but is not limited to, other realty, personal property, stocks, bonds, partnership, interest and other intangible property, the
forgiveness or cancellation of a debt, the assumption of a debt, and the surrendering of any right. The fair market value of the consideration must be used in
calculating the consideration paid in money's worth.. Taxpayers may elect to use the fair market value of the realty being transferred in determining fair market
value of the consideration. In the case of realty transferred between a carporation, a partnership, or other entity and a stockholder, partner, or owner of the
entity, and in the case of realty transferred to a trust or as a distribution to a trust beneficiary, "value" means the realty's fair market value. A deduction from .
value is allowed for the amount of any lien or encumbrance existing on the land, tenement. or realty before the transfer and remaining on the land, tenement, or

realty after the transfer. Taxpayers may elect to use the fair market value for property tax purposes in determining fair market value under the provisions of the

Exempted from the fee are degds:
[0)) transferring realty in which }hg value of the realty, as defined in Code Section 12-24-30, is equal to or less then one hﬁndred dollars;

(2)  transferring realty to the federal government or to a state, its agencies and departments, aiid its political subdivi'siéns, including school districts;

. (3)  thatare ot_herwis_é exempted under the laws and Constitution of this State or of the United States;

4) transferring realty in which no gain or loss is recognized by reason of Section 1041 of the Internal Revenue Code as defined in
Section 12-6-40(A);

(5 transferring realty in order to pahin’ori reé]ty as long as né'consideration is paid for the transfer other then the interests in the real_tj/ that are

" (6) transferring an individual grave spacé at a cemetery owned by a demetery company licensed under ‘Ch-apter:' 55 of Title 39;

being exchanged in order to partition the realty,

() that constitute a contract for the sale of timber to becut, .

- (8) transferring realty to a corporation, a partnership; or a trust in order to become, or as. a stockholder, partner, or trust beneficiary of the entity

provided no consideration is paid for the transfer other than stock in the corporation. interest in the partnership, beneficiary interest in the
trust, or the increase in value in such stock or interest held be the grantor. However: the transfer of realty from a corporation, a partnership, or a
trust to a stockholder, partner, or trust beneficiary of the entity is subject to the fee even if the realty is transferred to another corporation, a
,:.par;ne;ship.oytrust; 3 P P . : . RN
(9)  transfering realty from a family partnership to a partner or from a family trust to a beneficiary, provided no consideration is paid for the
transfer other than a reduction in the grantee’s interest in the partnership or trust. A "family partnership” is a partnership'whose partners are all
members of the same family. A "family trust” is a trust, in which the beneficiaries are all members of the same family. The beneficiaries of a
family trust my also include charitable entities. "Family” means the grantar and the grantor’s spouse, parents, grandparents, sisters, brothers,
children, stepchildren, grandchildren, and the spouses and lineal descendants of any the above.-A “charitable entity" means an entity which
may receive deductible contributions under section 170 of the Internal revenue Code as defined in Section 12-6-40(A); : :

(10) transferri;lg-reahy in al statutory merger or consolidation from a constituent corporation 16 the cénf;‘nding’ or new corporation;

(11). transferring realty in a merger or consolidation fro_mﬁ constituent p_:_a‘}_tr_lership to ;lye c;mt,inuih.g_'ur- n‘e.w.pa.ng_ers'l;li‘p;.‘at.ld

(12)  that constitute a corrective deed or a qu;'tclaim déed used to conﬁrx;l title already vested in the grantee, provided that no considérarion of
- da"Y__F:in’ i,s“‘paid or is to:b.e pe}id un:d_e{ (h; corrective or quitclaim deed; S T : N

(13) transferring realty subject to a mortgage to the mortgagee whether by a deed in lieu of foreclosure executed by the mortgagoror = .

deed executed pursuant to foreclosure proceedings;

(14)  transferring realty from an agent to the agent's principal in which the realty wasvpnrchased with ‘funds of the principal, provided that a
otarized document is also filed with the deed that establishes the fact that the agent and principal relationship existed at the time of the
original purchase as well as for the purpose of purchasing the realty; ’ ‘

(15) . - transferring title to facilities for transmitting electricity that is transferred, sold. or exchanged by electrical uﬁlities,' ‘municipalities,

electric cooperatives, or political subdivisions to a limited liability company which is subject to regulation under the Federal Power Act (16
U.S.C. Section 791(a)) and which is formed to operate or to take functional control of electric transinission assets as defined in the Federal Power
Act. S ST e A A )
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Instrument Number: 2016036608 Book/Page: R 2114/3043  Date Time: 05/24/2016 10:38:38:040

p

Richland County

Register of Deeds
1701 Main St.
Columbia, SC 29201
803-576-1910

AS IS

"M ZéSE/LJa Cﬂfowc}tt )4&[%”6(%
&A

***Document will need to be corrected and re-recorded***
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) TITLE TO REAL ESTATE
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that LILLIE MAE JONES (hereinafter
termed "Grantor") for and in consideration of the sum of Five and no/100 ($5.00) Dollars,
Love and Affection to Grantor paid at and before the sealing of these presents by JAMMA
L.W. BRADFORD (hereinafter termed "Grantee") has granted, bargained, sold and
released, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell and release unto subject to
existing easements and restrictions of record shown on recorded plats, unto the Grantee,
her heirs and/or assigns:

All my right title and interest in and to:

All that piece, parcel and tract of land, situate, lying and being in what was
formerly School District 9 and is now School District 11, of the County and
State aforesaid, about one and one-half (1 1/2) miles from Kingville on the
old South Carolina Railroad, containing fifty-two (52) acres, more or less,
and butting and bounding on the North and South by lands of Madeline
Bradford; on the East by Etleo Bradford and on the West by J.S. Collins;
the above described land being a part of the land of Estate of W. R.
Bradford, deceased.

This being the identical property inherited by me from the estate of Lillie L.
Williams, reference being made to that Probate Court Description of Real
Estate recorded June 17, 1982 in Book D612 at Page 531.

TMS No.: 36400-04-03

By acceptance of this deed, the Grantee and Grantee's heirs and assigns hereby
assume payment of all assessments, now or hereafter becoming due, by any property
owners' association having jurisdiction over the above described property, if any.

Grantee's Address: 5593 Sandy Trace Drive, Dalzell, SC 29040

TOGETHER with all and singular the Rights, Members, Hereditaments and
Appurtenances to the said premises belonging, or in anywise incident or appertaining.

TO HAVE AND HOLD, all and singular the premises before mentioned unto the

Grantee, her heirs and assigns forever.

Book 1745-3082
2012015923 03/01/2012 11.47.39:447 Deed

Fee:$10.00 County Tax:$0.00 State Tax: $0.00

A

John T. Hopkins If Richland County R.0.D.
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-

AND THE GRANTOR hereby binds Grantor, Grantor's heirs and assigns to warrant
and forever defend all and singular the premises unto the Grantee, Grantee's heirs and
assigns against Grantor, Grantor's heirs and against every person whomsoever lawfully
claiming or to claim the same or any part thereof.

WITNESS the Grantor's Hand and Seal this ’ZC‘\ day of RBNG/\/ , in the
year of our Lord Two Thousand Twelve (2012), and in the Two Hundred and Thlrty-S|xth
(236th) year of the Sovereignty and Independence of the United States of America.

Signed, Sealed and Delivered
in the presence of:

WltnesW LILLIE MAE JONES

Witness No. 2

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

. )
county of_Rienla )

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

I, the undersigned Notary Public do hereby certify that the member of LILLIE MAE
JONES signing above personally appeared before me and as her act and deed executed
the within written deed.

—
WITNESS my hand and official seal this 24 day of RL)WO’ L, 2012

[OFFICIAL SEAL] Print Name: \\@rre~§. \;\fm PUINED
' Notary Public for South Caroli
My Commission Expires: T?L \7

wch:10-8183
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State of Sbuth Cérolina, ) L PN ==~ S T e

/]

COUNTY OF RICHLAND, ) { ?; MW TAX COLLECTOR'S-FAX-TITLE
CONCERN:

TG ALL, WHOM THESE PRESENTS MAY

WHEREAS, W. s a5 Tre: . . s . :
» W. M. Mobley, as Treasurer of Richland County, did issae, in accordance with the faws of and in the namic of, the State of South Carolina, a rertain war

mn;{ or exectition agaiqst.....)w, y-¥ K"‘P‘A—k 7 ?/}Zo/d‘—ﬂ.‘ 2
-3

iy Aas 20 T M TN e o v v e Qefatitiig taxpayer of the County
, State of South Carolina, d!.".‘-mn“ and COMIBNGmE ELLEXN L BUTLER as 'l‘ax‘tollec(or of Richland County to levy, by distress and saie, <o much of the taxpayer’;

‘ as may he sufficient to satisfy the taxes, State, School, County and special, of such defaulter; and

-+ Further directing that under and

estatd, real, personal, or both,

by.virtue of such warrant or execution that ELLEN I, BUTLER as Tax Collestor of the County of Richland do iake exclusive posses.

Si(;li of 56 much of the defaulting taxpayer's estate ; . L 27 i
s DR s , real, petsonal, or both, as may be necessary to raise and collect the sum of $éo g of which§. ALY
is costs and penalty, in order to pay the taxes due thereon by the said defaulter, for the year commensing January 1, 192.4_; and, ”L‘iz——. 7«‘ /9 ¢3

“ % - WHEREAS, by virtue of said warrant or execution ELLEN 1, BUTLER as Tax Collector of the County and State aforesaid, did, on the......... YA SS—

—

: h‘“ , 19..*% seize 22 take possession of the real property of,),\_@ﬁ,«. ﬁﬁn{’w 0’2} Mt fa B3 ,a"‘"‘-(" ., which is hereinbelow deseribed : and,
; 3 T EY ‘ T
WHEREA"&. at a sale made on th%-uv.‘-‘?‘.-ﬁ-—-mzday of ”ﬁ < - s 19.!;‘([, during the usual hours of sale, after due advertisement, did sell the

’ . . - ] L
property of the defaulting taxpayer to(2% A (2_72. R SN A4
P bemg e s g taxpaye saﬁgnd , the purchaser thereof, for the sum of $.&.5% 7 ﬁ

; ’h W."Igl:sEAS, ‘the safid purchasex" duly complied with the terms of the sale, and whereupon ELLEN L. BUTLER as Tax Collector of Richland County issued him his receipt
or the.purchase money, with said duplicate warrant, and endorsement thereon annexed in accordance with the laws of the State of South Carviina; and the period of twelve (12}

mog:,ths.hnv.ihg clapsed since the day of said sale, and the defaulting taxpayer, or other party interested to rederm said property so sold for taxes, having not redeemed the same,
as provided by law; ’

'’ NOW, THEREFORE, 1, ELLEN L. BUTLER, as
Legislature entitled, *An Act to Pro
perisation and to telieve the Sheriff o

. ; "Tax Collector in and for the County of Richland, State of South Carolina, acting hy and pursuant to an Act of the
vide for the appointment of a Tax Collector for delinquent Taxes in the County of Richland; to fix his duties and powers and to fix the com-
f the Duties of Collecting Taxes on Execution,” Approved the 26th day of March, 1932, now incorporated in the 1942 Code as Section 2878-2,

. . 3 ¥ > . . !
inAonsideration of the premises, and in further consideration of the sum of $£“°-[¢9 ........ , good and lawful money of the United States, to me iu hand paid by the said
. a
. MM“ A
4 A

N
barg sell and release, unto the sai

Al). that plece, parcel znd“iract of land, situate, lying end being in what was formerliy School District
9 and ir dow School Districi 10, of .the County and State aforesaid, about one’and one-half miles from
Kingville on the old South Carolina Railroad, camtaining fif ty-two (52) acres, more or iess,
anld butting anmd bounding on the North aml South by lands of Hadeline Bradfor ; on the East by

e (Etleo) Bradford apd an the West by J. S. Collins; the above described tract being a part of the

‘ d-of: Eatzte of W. R, Bradfard, deceased; being the same property formsrly conveyed to McKee
bHredford by deed of Madeline Bradford, et al, dated 28th Apri}, 1913, anl recorded in the Office
of ‘the:Clerk of Court far Richlanmd County, S. C., in Deed Bock "BD" at page 531,

STATE OF 20UTH CARCLINA

CUUNTY OF RICHLARND f
This is to certily that I Inive thia gl day of - 194 ,l'o

STy exclwive posseesion ue -l dcisin of the property ahove described 1o
e parchuser{s) above uwaiued, by delivery of thi~ dead upon the premises

/CQ K/- @ﬂ)ég'\ . Seal
@uz‘@;ﬁ CZ{ for Richiard County &

the Forfeited Lood Commission

‘f.: TOGETHER with alt and singular the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances to the said premises beznginior in anywise ir.cidcnt or %ﬂiﬂing.
i 'M'Q HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singular the premises hereby granted, with the appurtenances, unto the said?ke ; .

A

,,,,,,,,,,,,, heirs and assigns forever, according to the gnn, force and effect of the laws and usages of the State

?dﬁthAChroﬁn_&in"sticll_.ic'ases-n\ade apd provided

iy "ha.u,d'.:él:ld:éél: this..3.7. day of CJ/QQ&‘&AA—@-M ,A. D 19%., and in the L24.72 year of the

dence of the United States of America: C?
Lo 9 Rutle, ¢ S
&
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State of South Carciing,
COURTY OF RICHLARD A 319930403

Rfros

1, LILY WILLIAMS, otherwise known
as LILLIE WILLIAMS,

- in consideration of the. "
Dol ars -and lave and affection -
'.éqﬁ"es'b
¢ aiw:h s hereby acknowledged,

sed, and by these presents do geant, bargain, sell and relezse unto the said

ONES, ‘HER MEIRS AND ASSIGNS:

d:tract of land, situate, lying nd .being.'in what wes
Sciiool. Diskrict 16, the County and
f miles -from Kingyil] : L
ifty-two (52) acres; mo -
ands: ade1in:
‘ahd on..the West by V.
the land of Estate of |
serty heretofore conveyed to" the Grantor heregin .by.deed
Colla¢tor. of Richlan tounty, -State of .South Carolina,.
rded-in the .0Ffice:of. the Clerk of Court’ for
1946, .in Deed. Beok GJ, at Pz2ge ‘550, o

to.al) easements, corditions, restrictions, -
hich. may affect ‘the-above destribed -






g or
1yv‘

{ every
réign

oo

agmns
car-of the*Sove

b/

d premisés: bel

i

e 5

{0
upto the'sa

rtenanices.
aises

and appu
Ppr

"ile;gfl;t:.mg\u

it

the

3
e

5}

N
L

3T
122

3
m K
s

o
A0

AL
MR

Lt
AR






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA. }
RICHLAND Cousty. )
Virginia L. Wiggins

 PexsoNALLY appeated before e
LILY WILLTANS

and made sath that sha saw the within-nzired
jgn,weal and, a3 her act and deed, deliver the within-written Deed for the uses and purposes therein e
wilnesead The

Carl L. Holloway, Jdr.y

| SWORN fobejore me this  29th

¢ . July, 1976
HAW (L.S.)
~ - Notary'Paplic of 5. C.
ission Expives:_ 3192/7]
SOUTH CAROLINA, - } )
L ol : 0 RENUNCIATION OF DOWER
NECESSARY, GRANTOR A WEEAR

County.

, do heezby certify

g privately and seprrately examined by me, did declare that she does frecly,

r fear of.afiy person or persont whorhsoaver, renounee, release and for-
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State of South Carolina,

COUNTY OF.c. . REGHLAND - nwremmmes oo semewmamenm — ﬂPR 30 4 o0 PH .,lg St Y

it o
KNOW ALL MBN BY THESE PRESENTS, That 1 141y aae Joneg, ..; . o ',.,._; s 2
in the State aforcsaid, for and 7rARS | SARTLE iy consideration of the

sum of Five ($5.00)
to me  paid by Lily Williams, otherwise known as Lillie Williams
in the State aforesaid

bave granted, bargained, sold and released, and by these presents do grant, bargain, sell and releasc unto the said

LILY WILLIAMS, otherwise known as LILLIE WILLIAMS, HER HEIRS AND ASSIFS:

All that pilece, parcel and tract of land, situate, lying and being in what was formerly
School District 9 and is now School District 10, of the County and State aforesaid, about

one and one~half (1 1/2) miles from Kingville on the old South Carolina Railroad, containing
fifty-two (32) acres, more or less, and butting and bounding on the North and South by lands
ST TEdeTIne Bradiord; on the Bast by EtlLeo (Etleo) Bradford and on the West by J.S. Collins;

the above described land being a part of the land of Estate of W. R. Bradford, deceased.

This being the same property Nerervivie vuuveycd Lo Dhé Grantoer by d3ad of Lily Willicoe,
otherwise known as Lillie Williams, dated July 29, 1976, and recorded in the Office of the

Clerk of Richland County onm August 3, 1976, in Deed Book D 333, al page 55,

Grantee's address: Route 2, Box 205, Eastover, South Carolina 29044

TogerHER with all and singular, the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances to the said premises belonging
or in anywise incident or appertaining.
To HAVE AND T0 Horp all and singular the premises before ioned unto the said

LILY WILLIAMS, otherwise known as LILLIE WILLIAMS, hex

Heirs and Assigns forever.
And 1 do hereby bind myself and my "Heirs, Exccutors

and Administrators, to warrant and forcver defend all and singular the said premis¢s unto the said
LILY WILLIAMS, otherwise known as LILLIE WALLIAMS, her

Helrs and Assigny, against pygelf and oo ‘ Heirs and against every
person whomsoever Jawfully claiming, or to claim, the same or any part thereof.
WITNESS gy Hand  and Seal  this 32+ dayof Ao/
in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and seventy-nine
and In the two hundred and  goureh year of the Sovereignty

and Independence of the United Stales of America.
SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED

IN THE PRESENCE QF v %)\)‘1—/

e« e e ew . . .(SEAL)

oo L.

PR
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DESCRIPTION OF REAL ESTATE

Lillie L. Williams

| L T Y T —— rfl

OWNED BY peceAsed | L

Loousest Tn Mivhinud County R

FILED BY Jamma L. Williams, Administratrix . 5 .
. ; “
T Bt I et o i adrer ; 2
‘ 52 Frank Williams 1/3 Rt. 2, Hox ‘205 Eastover, S.C. | !
Emma Lou Brown 1/9 Rt. 2, Box 205, Eastover, S.C.
Issac Williams, St. 1/9 Rt. 2, Box 205 Eastover, 5,G. ||
d Roy Williams 1/9 Rt. 2, Box 205 Eastover, S.C. [-
By Charlee E. Williams 1/9 Rt. 1, Gadsdenm, 5. C.
” Lillie Mae Jones 1/9 Rt. 2, Box 207, Eastover; S.C. )
117 Jamma L. Williams 1/9 Rt. 2, Box 205, Eastover, S.C. -
i,
1%

DESCRIPTION, GIVING BOUNDARIES, MEABU{REPIJENTS AND DERIVA_TI_C_)N .

Tk i gy
_ D e

All that certain piece, parcel and tract of land, situate, lying and being -in
what was formerly School District 9 and i now School District 1, of the County
of Richland, State of South Carélina, approximately one and one-half (1l 1/2)
miles from Kingville on the old South Carolina Railroad, containihg fifty-two &
(52) acres, more or less, and abutting and bounding on the North and South by k
lands now or formerly of Madeline Bradford; On the East by lands now or

formerly of Etleo Bradford and on the West by lands now or formerly of J. S. 3
Collins; The above described land being a part of the land of estate of W. R.
Bradford, deceased.

PR < v 0] IR
-

PR TR

This being the same property heretofore conveyed to Lillie L. Williams by deed
of Lily Maeé Jones, dated April 30, 1979, ind reécordel in the RMC Offfce for
Richland County on April 30, 1979, in Deed Book D-499 at FPage 728,
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. 2GACRIFINSCREEK  Ziowuomy, $5,300

No Photo Available

KEY INFORMATION

TMS # R36400-05-01 Zoning RU
Account # 00917672 Tax District 1LR
Owner WILLIAMS ROY Legal Residence No
Situs Address 2764 GRIFFINS CREEK RD Sewer Connection NONE

Neighborhood POLLY M NORRIS - HOPKINS/
EASTOVER/GADSEN

Water Connection NONE

Legal Description #SU #PR

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

Assessment Year 2022

Taxable Non-Agric Value $5,300

Taxable Agric Value -

Taxable Structure Value -

Total Taxable Value $5,300

TAX INFORMATION

Year 2022

Property Tax Relief 0.00

Local Opt Sales Credit ((9.41))

Tax Amount $143

Paid Y

Homestead N
LAND
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Tax Map Number: R36400-05-01 WILLIAMS ROY Total Value
: 2776 GRIFFIN CREEK RD
%%63 A(?DRslgFEls Ssg %E(E)}f-() 2 EASTOVER SC 290440000 S 5’ 3 O 0
BUILDINGS
No data to display
SALES HISTORY
BOOK PAGE SOLD AS VACANT TRANSACTION DATE TRANSACTION PRICE GRANTEE GRANTOR
R0O581 2362 O 10/25/2001 $2,500 WILLIAMS ROY HILL HAROLD
D0801 0101 0 02/14/1985 *See Deed* HiLL HAROLD GILMORE ELOUISE
11111 1111 0 01/01/1960 *See Deed* GILMORE ELOUISE WILLIAMS LiLY
11111 1111 0 11/11/1900 *See Deed* WILLIAMS LILY - '
SERVICES INFORMATION
POLITICAL INFORMATION
Voting Precinct Gadsden SC Senate Dist. 21
Voting Location Gadsden Community Center SC Senate Rep. Darrell Jackson
County Councii Dist. { 10 SC House Dist. 70
County Council Rep. | Cheryl D. English SC House Rep. Wendy C. Brawley
County Magistrate JUDGE DONALD SIMONS

Data last updated: 05/29/2023
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vate of South Carclina,
COUNTY OF  fiUidatn '

5

'ﬁunm All #en i‘g Ehi‘ﬂt Er?ﬂ?!ﬂﬁ. . That 1, aily salliaws

Sl h ..
USIHIAN Y

are.

in the State aforesaid for s in consideration of the
cum of  felly o ans cop st JoLlurs (b0 .uu)

1o Le paid by niouise F1l.ora

in the State aforesaid. the receipt whereof is herehy
acknowledged. have granted, bargained, sald and releaser), and Ly these presents do grant, bargain, sell

and release unto the said Lo
~tGa.se Jiio oL@

L opautu, poreel o 2ot Of liee, =iluale, 17itg Au-
or.gly st.sol Jlabricl L oene e alh Y R R L
e w~ pblle Li9rsiios Swlbllilunl. Les {dp =iru o
dd e thenimud e lutlodibl e Lh$ LDTUL sy Lok 5L Liays
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: 1 [ ,“ hmby QIP:d . n“;z' ‘I“Y..» . Heira, Executors

'mQ¥kd§(n§itrn afs, ta warratt and foréver q:_i:;\d all: A!I:ﬂ:l\n.u\l!':l‘ﬁe asid premises unto the said

Elouiss 31'1-_.':_\01_--' , e

'lfl_;lyl and Aﬂli;ni, i'gﬁ‘ni§ .. S Heirs and against every.

i dimi esame o any part.thereof. .

S ldey of GotoEeC

= _> . o in !héyc:u of our Lt;ld ‘one lﬁéunn& nine hur{_&lr;d”ind Pirty niue
and.-in th'e‘an'e hundred and  Tighty Third year of the Sovereignty

" K. g i . and Tndeendence of the Untied-States of America
Signed, Scaled and Delivered
i},lhe preience u'1

- 7 2
T g et Lot
¥4 .
LR 4 <

hon uf the

f is hereby

wg
: STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, l

nichiluna County f
Personally sppeared before me _ama Lou Brown
and made cath that  &ne saw'the within n:mea Lily williaus
fe. w . - R o sign, seal and ax ticr  met and deed, deliver the witkin written Deed for the uses end purposes thercin
nentioned, and thathe, with Fen. buruivll witnessed the

execution thereof.
SWORN 10 before me this 95 )

d:\)v of Octobar L1959 %

wlL. S
;‘iOTF\RmL ‘SEAL

County ’

otary of 5 C

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA.
RENUNCIATION OF TOWY

SJranlo. 14 iosizl

I, . . dahereby i’éni(yv
unto sl} whom it may concern, that Mrs.
the wife of the within named

did this day appezr before me, and npon being privately and. separately examined by e, did declare that

she does (reely, votuntarily and without aay compulsion, dread or fear of any person or persons wiomsn-

ever, renounce, release and forever relinguish vnto the within named

heirs
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TAX DEED

.. \

WHEREAS, o5 Trecaursr of Richiand County did lawfully esuelh cortln warrant or sx i
one of the Bichland County Tax Collectors to levy, by distress and sle, so wmuch wfv\!hn-hnr‘dﬁ:"iu “dr:f?:l;lﬂ':lqg

. e AU s
foxpoyer's estale, recl, persona! or both, as may be wifident to raise and collect 1RE St oF $_74.67 of which
$33.00 is cost and psnalty, In order lo puy the toxss due on cssessmants agoinst defauliing

taxpayer, Elouise Gilmore for the year(s) commaencing Decamber 311t, 19_83

. e - and:

WHEREAS, by virtue of sald warrant or execution, one of the Richlond County Tex Collectors did, on the

_— .l4th  doy of Fehruary 19.83 , sei d tak Tus!

of the property which is herelnafter described; and 1 vasa and fake exclusie possescion
WHEREAS, al o public sule of the Richiand Caunty Courthouss ot the _3zd, doyof — June—— 1|5,

during the usual hours of sals, after dye cdvertisement, the herainofter described property wes sold to the highest bidder,

Name . Barold E1l1l . ., addresy P20 BoX 126, Esstover, S.C.  __ Zip Code 29044

for the sum of $ 550.00__.. cash, issusd him his recelpt tor tha purchase money with duplicats warrant and endorse-
ment thereon annexed; and

WHEREAS the pcric(_i of twelve (12) months having expired from the doy of said tax saie, and the defaulting tax-
payer (s) or other party interested to redeem said property so sold, having not radeemed the some as provided by low;

NOW THEREEORE, os the undersignad Richland County Tax Collscter, acting by and pursuant to the Laws of the

State of South Caroling and In consideration of the premises, and further consideration of the sum of §.5330.00
cash (receipt wheraof is hereby acknowledged) to me In hand pald by the purchaser at said sale have granted, bar-

galned, sold and relsared, by thess presents do grant, bargein, sl and release, unta_ Harold Hill

All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land situate, lying and

being in School District Five (5), im the County of Richland, State of

South Carolina, containing cne (1) acre of land, more or less and bounded

as followa; on the North by S. C. Highway 1032; on the East by land of
James H, Bouchillon; om the South by land of Lily Williams and on the West
by land of Cecil Dove. Being the same land conveyed to Elouise Gilmore by
deed of Lily Williams by deed dated October __, 1959 and recorded in the
Office of the Clerk of Court for Richland County in Deed Book 272 at page 18.

TMS 1051 2 1

NEW TMS 36400 5 1

800k DOSDrst 101

S
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TOGETHER with ¢ll und singular the rights, membars, hersdltaments and appurtencnces to the sald premises belonging
or In anywise Incldent or appertaining. v
YO HAYE AND TO HOLD, all singular the premises hersby gronted, with the appurienances, unto
Harnld H{11 heirs ond assigns forever, according to the form, force and effect of the
laws and wsages of the Stafe of South Carslina In such coses made and provided,

WITNESS my hand and seal this_241h day of lune AD. 1986 , ond in the
- two hundred and__ ninth yeor of the Soverelgnty and
|ndependence of the United States of America.

Signed, Secled and Delivered In the of w_g;ﬁm__(u.l
mﬁ é. : ?£ Tax Collector for Richland County
, Whness
Whnass

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA }
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

PERSONALLY appearsd before me, ¥ayne C, Smith. Jr. ond made oath thet _he saw the
William H. Linder a1 Tax Collactor of Richland County sign, seal and cn h&

above d ..

act and deed, deliver the obove Tax Dssd and that __he, with
witnessed the exwcution thersof.

SWORN to before ma this ___24th_day of June A.Dg 1%
(L5, e, oy c.

Albert A, Kennedy

’My Bommlsslan Explres
24th gy of June 19_86_, dalivored exclusive

This Is to certify that 1 have thls possession

ond sekin of the property cbove desaribed to the grantee(s) herelnghove named, by actual delivery of this Tox Dwed ol
and upon the premises hereln conveyed. (

: LSs.]

Tax Cellector for Richland County, 8. C.
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Instrument Number: 2001084541  Book/Page: R 581/2362  Date Time: 10/25/2001 11:51;22:827

enc———

TITLE TO REAL EBTATE Form 1.8
COLUMSIA OFFICL SUPFLY GO, COLUMBIA, 3, C

State of South Carolina,

COUNTY OF Richland -

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That +¢ Harold Hill

in the State. afuresaid, for and in consideration of the
sum of Twenty-Five Hundred and 00/100 ($2,500)
to bPe paid by Roy Williams
in the State aforesaid
. have granted, bargained, sold and released, and by _these presents do grant, bargain, sell and relcase unto the said

ROY WILLIAMS, HIS HEIRS AND ASSIGNS:
All that certain piece, parcel lot of land g e
. R ¢ or .lot of land si ilying.and ¥,
being in School District Five (5), in the Count;tg;tgici¥;§g sl %
State of South Carolina, containing one (1) acre of land, &ore Sr =
less and bonnded as follows: on the North by S.C. Highwéy 1032; &
on the East by land of James H. Bouchillon; on the South'by'lané
of Iily Williams and on the West by land of Cecil Dove. Being °
the same land conveyed to Harold Hill by deed of Treasurer of
Richlang County by deed dated February 14, 1985 and recorded in
the Office of the Clerk of Court for Richland County in Deed Book

801 at page 101.
TMS 1051-2-1
NEW TMS 36400-5-1

Grantee's Address® 2776 Griffin Creek Rd., Eastover, S.C. 29044

; oprmm

A Book 00581-2362 -
X o . 2001084541 10/25/2001 11 612282 Deed —
Fee: $10.00 Courty Tax: $2.75 Sinte Tax: $6.50 ~

T

2001084541 John G.

ToGETHER with all and singular, the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances to the said premises belonging
or in anywise incident or appertaining.
To Have AND TO Hoip all and singular the premises before mentioned unto the said

Grantee

Heirs and Assigns_forever.
And Grantor  do hereby bind Grantor

and Administrators, to warrant and forever defend all and singular the said premises unto the said

Heirs, Execulors

Grantee
Heirs and Assigns, against Grantor an(il Grantor Heirs and against every
person whomsoever lawfully claiming, or to claim, the same or any part thereof,
WITNESS MY Hand  and Seal this  8th day of  June

Ninety~nine
Twenty-second

in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and
and in the two hundred and vear of the Sovereignty
and Independence of the United States of America.

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVLRED

N THE PRESENCE OF

%%ﬂ (/, T > L - ‘
Record on‘Ag

QJQ . (SEALL_

e {SEAL)






Instrument Number: 2001084541  Book/Page: R 581/2363  Date Time: 10/25/2001 11:51:22:827

. ¢ 5
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, i
Richland COUNTY. j
. PERSONALLY appeared before me Kay J: McClanahan
and made oath that she  saw the within-named Harold Hill
sign, scal and, as his act and deed, deliver the within-written Deed for the uses and purposes therein
mentioned, and that he, with Fred C. Hill witnessed the

execution thercof.

SWORN 1o before me this gth day of

’Z{LAV ¢ J// (L.8) ﬁyf?"ygf %%/W’é’v

- zlxau&y Public of S. C.
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2772 GRIFFINS CREEK

No Photo Available

KEY INFORMATION

208 NEw HQLLAND DR

RD GADSDEN SC 29052 COLUMEIA SC 292030000

TMS # R36400-05-02 Zoning RU

Account # 00917681 Tax District 1LR

Owner STEWART RAY Legal Residence No

Situs Address 2772 GRIFFINS CREEK RD Sewer Connection NONE

Neighborhood POLLY M NORRIS - HOPKINS/ Water Connection NONE
EASTOVER/GADSEN

Legal Description #SU #PR

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

Assessment Year 2022
Taxable Non-Agric Value $4,500
Taxable Agric Value -
Taxable Structure Value $4,500
Total Taxable Vaiue $9,000
TAX INFORMATION
Year 2022
Property Tax Relief 0.00
Local Opt Sales Credit ((15.98))
Tax Amount $241
Paid Y
A " U
LAND

Record on Appeal 234






Tax Map Number: R36400-05-02 STEWART RAY

| %@ AGDRS{[FJ*E'S% gggg'é ) oLUMBIA 56 292030000

Total Value

$9,000

BUILDINGS

BUILDING 1
Property Type Out Building
Year Built 1980 Stories 1.00
Year Remodeled 1980 Bedrooms -
Heated Area 800 Bathrooms -
Total Area - Exterior Wall -
HVAC Type - Interior Wall -
Roof Type - Foundation -
Roof Cover - Floor Cover -

No Photo Available

SALES HISTORY

SOLD AS TRANSACTION TRANSACTION

BOOK PAGE VACANT DATE PRICE GRANTEE GRANTOR

D1196 0742 0 05/09/1994 $550 STEWART RAY WRIGHT'S ON MAIN ST INC
D1099 0119 0 08/05/1992 *See Deed* WRIGHT'S ON MAIN ST INC GOODWIN MARGARET

D303 0839 0 10/01/1988 "§1.800 GOODWIN MARGARET RICHBURG LARRY EUGENE
D625 0019 0 01/01/1982 *See Deed* RICHBURG LARRY EUGENE BOUCHILLON JAMES HOVEY &
D541 0443 0 01/01/1980 *See Deed* HOVEY JAMES & WINCHESTER GRAHAM HOMES

OF
D541 0437 0 01/01/1980 *See Deed* HOVEY JAMES & HOVEY JAMES &
D184 0165 0 01/01/1970 *See Deed* WINCHESTER GRAHAM HOMES ~ ASSOCIATES DISCOUNT CORP
OF

‘D94 0494 0 a1/01/1968 *See Deed* ASSOCIATES DISCOUNT CORP -

SERVICES INFORMATION
POLITICAL INFORMATION

No data to display

Record on Appeal 235
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State of South Carolina,

CHHINTY 0 RECHLAND

Knom AU Men by These Presents, e |

e, Julius Lllison & Rose Lee Ellison

SUTEE TEYRVY
vE o T

[
WKL 1Y
ISR

N L

in the Stat= aforesaid, for, and ' in consideration of the

sumof  Five Thousand Six lundred Torty & no/top {S5,540,00)

tn Us  paid by Shell ilomes, Tnc, of Cavee

in the Stare afuresaid

have granted, targained, sold and released, and by these presents do grat, bargair, sell 4 release unto the wid

Shell Homes, Inc. of Cayce, its Successors and Assipns:

A1l that sicce, narcel, or lot of land, situate, lying, and bann in what was farmerty
School District ¥10 and is now School District ¥i of the County and State aforesaid,
beinp rectanpuiar in shape, containing one half (1/2), morc or less, amd having the
followinge measurewents and boundaries to wit: On tihe Notth by County Paved road leadinn
from Kingville to Highway #691 whe”>on it measures one hundred five (105') feet: n the
iast by lards of Lily Williams, whereon it measures Two llundred Ten (210°') rect: un the

B South bv lands of Lily Williams, whereon it measures one hundred five (105') fect: fin the
wWest by lands of Eloise Gilmore, Whereon it messures two hundred ten(210*') feet,

deing a portion of a tract of land conveyed Lily Williams by deed of Fllen 1, BRutler,
Iax Collectnr for Richland County, dated .Janusry 30, 194¢ and recorded in the Clerk of
Courts office for Richlard County in Decd Book G} at Pape 550,

.. . The above described land is intended to be and shall include the parcel of land unon which
Shell ilames, Inc, built a Kershaw Tyne Shell home on or about Navemher, 1002, for
Julius Ellison and Rose Lee Ellisasn,
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CONTY OF RIGHLAND Bt

KNOW ALL MEN AV TH ESE PRESEXTS, That
WINCHESTER GRAIAM HOMES OF CAYCE, INC., FURMERLY KNOWN AS SHELL HOMES, INC. OF ZAYCE

in the Siate aforezond, for, and ut consideration of the sum o]

Five Doliars and zssumption of Mortgage kecorded in BookM393, Pnge 201 having  Dollore
a present balance of $5,205.15.
to 1t in hand paid af and dejore the secling of these presonts, by James Hovey Bouchillon and Asnie Suc

Bouchiilon . i .
in the State aforesaid, (ke receipt whercef is hereby acknowledged}

4as granted, buvgsined, sold and releosed, and by these Presents dots gront. Bargein, sell and release, usto the said
Jamss Hovey Bouchillon and Annie Sue Bouchillen, their heirs wnd assigns:

All that certain picce, parcel, or lot of land, situate, lying and being in what

was formerly Schocl bistrict ¥10 and is mow School District 45 of the County of
Richland, State aforesaid, being rectanguiar in shape containing one half (1/2) acre,
more or less, and having the following measurements and boundaries and to wit: On
the North by County paved road ieading from Kingville to Highway ¥601 whereon it
measures one hundred five (105) feet; on the fast by lands of Lily Williams

whereon it measures Two Hundred Ten (210) fect; On the South by lands of Lily
Williams, whereon it measures one hundred five (103) feet; on the West by lands

of tloise Eilmore, wherean it measures twd hundred ten {210) feet.

Being the identical property deeded to Shell Homes, Inc. of Cayce, now Xnown
as Winchester Graham Homes of Cayce, Inc. by julius Eilison and Rose Lee Ellison,

e

Said deed being recorded in Book 351, page 574.

GRANTEE'S ADDRESS: James Hovey Bouchillon snd Annie Sue Bouchillon
Rt. 7, Box 417
Greenville, S.C.

It is understood and agreed that the above-referred ty mortgage shall not marge but
remain open and in full fo.ce and effect.

") 54%nmed3T
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B 541nc:438

Atemhess, [eveditomenis and Adpfoctenanees to the sdid

seging, or tn auywisé ins Hont or gpperiainng.

T FANE AND TO HOLD, alt and singufer the soid premises before mentigned unte the taid

dames Hovey Bouchillon snd Annie Sue Bouchilion, their Hoirs and Assions forever.
Inc.

And the said Winchester Graham Homes of Cayce, does hereby bind itself

and ibs stceecsors, io warrant and forever defend oll and singular the soid premizes
Bouchillon, their

unto the said James Hovey Bouchillom and Annie Sie  Heirs and Assigns, against itself and its successors

and againist every person wlomsoever lowfudly cloiming or to claint the same, or any part tkereof,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF ¥Winchester Graham lomes of "ayce, Inc. kas caused
(Insert wame of Cerporatian)

these presents to be execnted i its name by James G. Graham its
(Ingeri wome of Ereqident cr Vice-President)

President, and by Rinchester i!s Secretary

Fy or Tivuiurer)

and its corporate seal {o be hereto affived this 24th daycef April
i the year of eur Lord. one thousand wine hundred end Eighty , aitd in the fwo
hundred and Fourth v of the Serereignty and tndependence of the United

Stures of Amertea.

Signed, Seoled und Delivered
1 Pecsencr of

o

‘£, INC. FORMERLY

i Witness

Witsess Seerctary or Treaquerer.

") 5416438

"D 541k 439
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Yandra L. SKIPIRT oy wroe of tres. s

wedean gi ouadly gavs it fie e i rerthr aamed  Wipchester utabam Hnncu of Cayee, Ihd,

anz¥r wame ff L phposedind

ny James G Graham e

Plepost san iy T Y S N ]

i resndenr and Wincheztar Graham e ..,ect‘etar:.-'

siga the mthin Doed, and che said Corporation, by sard af

witnesssed th

stne,y ad thad e wsth Edith &8, Ga
FTricni Rume ul cther Hikesal

rxecution thereal.

) - (H'![na.r)

,A. D, 1980

SHIQRN to defore me, this 24th deyof April

£ B e PRy S
e & *j‘*"'.-\- . {Seal)
4-2-90 N etery Public, 5. C.
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State of South Carolina,
COUNTY OF RicHLAND.

.

3 -'\mr‘l : i
L
CARDLINA U'U

* !
P.B. !OC:’ZS“SE

113is

PHI TR

in the State oforesaid for and in consideration of tha
cum of One Thousand Eight Hundred and no/100 ($1,800,00) Dollars
to me paid by Margaret Goodwin

in the State nforesaid, the soceipt whereof is hereby

ccknowledged, hove granted, bargained, sold and released, by these presents da grant, bargain, seil and release

unto the said
MARGARET GOODWIN, Her Heirs and Assigns:

All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land, with improvements thereon, situate,
lying and being in School District No. 5, in the County of Richland, State of South
Carolina, being rectangular in shape, containing ome-half (1/2) acre, more or less,
and having the following boundaries ans measurrments: On the North by County paved
road leading from Kingville to Highway No. 601 whereon it measures 105.0 feet; on
the East by lands of Lily Williams whereon it measures 210.0 feet; on the South by
lands of Lily Williams whereon it measures 105.0 feet; and on the West by lands of
Eloise Gilmore whereon it measures 210.0 feet.

This being a portion of the property devised to Jsmes Hovey Bouchillon under the Will

of Annie Sue Bouchillon as shown in the records in the Office of the Judge of Probate
Jameg Fovey Bouchillon having diad testate

for Greenville County in Apt. No. 1713-12; James -€
devising said property to J. Hovey Bouchillom, Jr., John M. Bouchil}lon, Ronald Lee
Bouchillon and Stephen Douglas Bouchillon as shown in the records in the Office of the
Judge of Probate for Greenville County in Apt. No. 1728-24.
This conveyance is made subject to all existing easements, restrictions, rights of way
and/or encroachments. ) :

Grantee's mailing address: Route 2, Box 206 ) 903&3”6[8
Eastover, South Carclina 29044 40






Togather with all and singuler, the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances to the said premises be-
jonging or in anywise incident or appertaining.

To Have and to Hold all und singufor the premises before mentioned unto the soid

Margaret Goodwin, her

Heirs and Assigns forever

knd 1 do hereby bind myself and my Heirs, Executors

and Administrators, to warrant ond forever defend ail and singular the spid premises unto the said
Havgaret Goodwin, her
Heirs ond Assigns, against me ond my Hcirs and against every
person whomsoever lawfully claiming, or to claim, the same or any part thercof.
. 2~ .
WITNESS wmy  Hand and Seal this - day of
in the year of our Lord one thousgnd nine hundred and eighty-eight

and in the two hundred and thirteentn year of the Savereignty

and Independence of the United Stu'(es ovamericu.

Signed, Seoled and Delivered A/ {'5’%,, {/Méd ,I?Arw//»o/zi (SEAL)

in the presence of STEPHEN DOUGLASBOUCHIITON

(SEAL)

DGI09ricc84 3

o A

e et msnaa A e






NORTH
STATE OF ;50MFEH CAROLINA,
- FORSYTR V . Cng.mt','-

. szn_cll‘y.‘up_pevared ‘before mie

het. . (s)he ”;,a_';v.jl_l;f}: within nimed. ** Stepken Douglas. Bouchillion

e ;ind deed, deliver the withia. written Deed-for the-uses and puirpoces “therein

S KaTures AL ODINSR L

125 3

beforc me this ek,

i 1988

i (L.S)

~  Notary:Public of X€.North Carolina

My Commi y ',,;. expires: /C;l mO 4 /chl-)

DO3CSeic84 4






WASTERS DEED

STAYE OF SOUTH CAFCHLING e
COUNTY  OF  RIGHLAND _ (Pubiic: Sk}

To ait whors thass Fraseol, shatl concem
-1, Jomepke WL Suricidand, ax haster in Equity for Richisrsd County,

i B suid Sixte, wend Gretings:
WHEREAS, in ait action i the Courl & Cormmon Pleas in Richtand County batwaen

wright's on Main, Inc.,
8% pirinddi/s and

Margaret CGoochiin
ex detandant/s, <he Judgs of said Couri by Order dated

cid oecree that ihe propery hereinahter described should be sold by the Meatsr in Equity for Richiand Courdy on @

terms and for tha purposes mentionad in tive order(s) granted in the case; and

WHEREAS, |, the undersignsd, as Master in Equity for Richiand County, afier due advertisement of the eald pf?ﬁy

for sale at public outcry, did openly snd publicly, and afier the mannsr of auction, asll the said property on the oth

day ol.A0xdl . 1% 92 for the sum of Five Hundred and no/i00's {$500.00) L
. Dotars, said sum being tha highost

amount bid al said safe and having baen made by _te Plaintiff, by Nichoias D. Atria, as atfQmey

fdarrte f Peghadt Qedvior and cxagrweed. & ny)
for the Plaintiff and the Plaintiff having paid the costs,

March % 19 9z

feCOW, KNGW ALL MEN, That |, the undsrsigned, as Master in Equity icr Richiand County, pursuant to the forsgoing and
also in consideration of the zaid bid paid as aforesaid by ths said hereinbaiow riamed grantse, the recalpt whercof ia -
farety acknowledasd, hava granted, bargained, sold, snd relaased, and by these presents do gran, bargain, and raleass

the faliowing described proparty unia the grantee,
Wrigntqs on Ma‘,?ln, Inc., ItsgSuccessors and Assigns:

2425 Main Street
Columbia, SC 29201

(Neme and aabess o g acss ol proganty

All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land with the improvements thevréon,
silvate, lying and being in School Dist. ict 5, County of Richland, State of
South Carolina, being rectargular in shape and containing one-half acres, more
or less, and having the follcowing boundaries and measurements to wit: On the
north by County paved road leading from Kingville tc Highway No. 601 whereon
it measures 105.0 feet; on the East by lands of Lily Williams whereon it
measures 210.0 fzet; cn the South by lands of Lily Williams whereon it measures
105.0 feet; and on the West by lands of Eleise Gilmore whereon it measuras
210.0 feet.,

~ This beiixy the same property conveyed to Margaret Goodwin by Deed of Stephen
Douglas Bouchillon, dated October 3, 1988, recorded Qctcber 26, 1988, in Deed
Pook D-505 at Paye 842.

™S #1051-02-02
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Subjact to gassewnents, Rchland Counly taxes, axisting ocasamants, sasemesnte and restrictions of record, and otes sonsr
enouinbrances,

TOGETHER with s and singular the hereditaments, rights, mombérs, and appurisnances whatsoavsy o the seid
progerty balonging or in any wise Incident or appertaining, and the reversions end rernaincars, rents, issues, and profiis
therec!: a:d aizo any estats, right, title, interest, dower, possassion, benwdit. claim, or demand therein whatsoever of ail
parties to the said guit and of all other persons who mighy rightiuily Glaim the sams o any part thersof, by, from, of
under tiem, or aither of therm;

TS HAVE AND TO HOLD the said proparty, with s hereditaments, privileges, and appurtensnces, unio ihe sakd
grantas | his/her/teftheir heits/auccessers and assigns Jor thelr own use, betefit, and behoo!, forever,

it WHITNESS WHEREQF, i, the undersigned, as Masler m
oiders{s), have hersuni set my Hand and Ssal the &=Hay of
ons thousand nine hurdred ninety-two _
&l tha sixteanth year of the Savereignty &nd tidependence of the Unitad States of America,

quity for F:r-h!arT County, under and bw virtus of e said
in e yoar of cur Lot
and In the tvwo hundred

SIGNED, SEALED, AND PELIVERED)

in the Presence of: ; Y T
. ; { A ,
gt SIS

{Ar) 1 . ( i Jossph M. Strickland
Pyt v a5 Msster in Equity for Richland Gounty
L -

ATE OF SOUTH CARCLINA)
COUNTY  OF RICHLAND)

PERSONALLY &PPEARED Fristella Cornetius and made cath that he saw
JOSEPH M, STRICKLAND as Master in Equnty for Richland County, sign, seal and dslivar the within Dead; and that
deponem togethar with Joyce F. Goodwin sighed thelr namas as wilesaes thersto

sw E oy h ':elose Te this 92

19

%’/ i f@""d‘”“ - (L.8)

Pbbnc for South Curolina
M\,f wmmssslon Expires: ___Aujust 23, 1992

‘I‘M(Aj,/é Cm %ﬁk:iﬁ)____
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perd196H0
Richlend Wounly
Tux Deed
By § 1
GRANTEE'S ADDRESS

208 New Holland Dr
Columbia, SC 29203

Tax Map Mumber 36400-5-2

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

TO ALL \YHOM THESE PRESENTS MAY CONCERN, THAT CORNELIA S. PASKY,
Trus.urcr of Richland County, having lawfully issued an execution that required the Tax Collector
of Richland County to levy, by distress and sale, so much of the herein named defaulting
tni(pay‘cr‘s estate, real, personal or both as may be sufficient to raise and collect the sum of $98.61
of '_whjch $30.00 is cost, in order to pay the taxes due on assessments against defaulting taxpayer,
Wrights on Main Street Inc. for the year(s) commencing December 31st, 1990. The Richiand
County Tax Collector did on December 1992 mail via "Certificd Mail, Retun Requested --
Neliver to Addressee Only" notice of delinquent property taxes, penalties znd costs owed in the
amount of 98.61, for the years 1991 to:

Wrights on Main Street Inc.

2425 Main Street

Columbia, SC 29201

With such notice being received by, Margaret Goodwin & Priscilla Cheeks, (no date) and:

WHEREAS, at a public sale at the Richland County Courthouse on the 2nd day of November,
1992, during the usual hours of sale, after due advertisement, did sell the herein described
property of the said Wrights on Main Street Inc., to,

Ray Stewart

208 New Holland Dr

Columbia, SC 29203

heirs and assigns, the purchaser(s) herein known as “Grantee(s)" and the highest bidder at such
sale, for the sum of $550.00 and gave a receipt for the total amount of said purchase money with
duplicate waivant and endorsement therein annexed;

WHEREAS, the period of twelve months having expired irom the day of said sale, and the
defaulting taxpayer(s) or othier party interested to redeem said property so sold, having not
redeemed the same as provided by law;

NOW THEREFORE, as the undersigned Richland County Tax Collector, acting by and
pursuant to the Laws of the State of South Carolina and in consideration of the sum of $550.00
cash, receipt thereof is hereby acknowledged, to me in hand paid by purchaser at said sale have
granted, bargained, sold and released, by these said presents to grant, bargain, sell and release
unto Ray Stewart;

Al that certain piece, parcel lot of land, situate, lying and being in the County of Richland, State
of South Carolina, ¢ontaining one-half acre, being described as being bounded on the: North by
S.C. Highway 1032, A K.A. Griffin Creek Road for a distance of 105 feet; East by lands now or
formerly of Roy Williams for a distance of 210 feet; South by lands now or forterly of Jamma L.
Williams, Et Al for a distance of 105 feet; West by lands now or formerly of Harold Hill for a
distance of 210 feet; all distances being more or less.

Being the same property conveyed to Wrights on Main Street, Inc. by deed of Joseph M.
Strickland, Master in Equity for Richland County, said deed being recorded in the Office of the
Richland County R.M.C. in Deed Book D1099 at page 119.

o8k L1967t






e 1196re 743

- TOGETHER with ali and singular the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenances to
" the said premiszs belonging or in anywise incident or appertaining.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD, all and singuiar the premises hercby granted, with the
appurtenances, unto the said Ray Stewart and His/Her heirs and assigns forever, according to the
form, force and effect of the laws and usages of the State of South Carolina in such cases made
and provided. :

WITNESS my hand and seal this 19th day of April, 1994.

-

Comelia S. Pasky
‘Treasurer/Tex Cullector
Richtand County

Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence oft

Witness: Petham F. Moss (\
Witness; Way#c C. Smith, Jr. U

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF R™ -.AND

-

PERSONALLY appeared befor: me, Wayne C. Smith, }r -nd made oath that he saw the
above named Cornelia S. Pasky, as Tax Collector of Richland County sign, seal and as her act and
desd, deliver the within wnitten Tax Deed and that he with Pelham F. Moss witnesses the

executicn thereof.

SWORN to and subscribed before me this 15th day of April, 1994.

]
4 4

Pctham F. Moss, Notary for §.C.
Commission cxpires 27 January 1996

Recorded this. /.7 7" gzy of

Tinerer F5
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2775 GRIFFIN CREEK RD §$3.200
¥

EASTOVER SC 290440000

2772 GRIFFINS CREEK
< - RD GADSDEN SC 29052

No Photo Available

KEY INFORMATION

TMS # R36400-05-03 Zoning RU
Account # 00917690 Tax District 1LR
Owner WILLIAMS ROY C/0 CONTREE JONES Legal Residence Yes
Situs Address 2772 GRIFFINS CREEK RD Sewer Connection NONE

POLLY M NORRIS - HOPKINS/ Water Connection NONE

EASTOVER/GADSEN

Neighborhood

Legal Description 121X214X106X231 #SU #PR W/S

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

Assessment Year 2022

Taxable Non-Agric Value $3,200

Taxable Agric Value -

Taxable Structure Value -

Total Taxable Value $3,200
TAX INFORMATION
Year 2022
Property Tax Relief ((34.65))
Local Opt Sales Credit ((5.68))
Tax Amount §372
Paid Y
Homestead N
LAND

Record on Appeal 248






Tax Map Number: R36400-05-03 WILLIAMS ROY C/0O CONTREE JONES Total Value

. Z772GRIFEINS CREEK 3o, 53200
BUILDINGS

No data to display

SALES HISTORY

BOOK  PAGE SOLD AS VACANT TRANSACTION DATE TRANSACTION PRICE GRANTEE GRANTOR
D310 0342 O 01/01/1974 *See Deed* WILLIAMS ROY WILLIAMS LILY
11111 1111 0 01/01/1946 *See Deed* WILLIAMS LILY -

SERVICES INFORMATION
POLITICAL INFORMATION

Voting Precinct Gadsden SC Senate Dist. 21

Voting Location Gadsden Community Center SC Senate Rep. Darrell Jackson
County Council Dist. | 10 SC House Dist. 70

County Council Rep. | Cheryl D. English SC House Rep. Wendy C. Brawley
County Magistrate JUDGE DONALD SIMONS

Data last updated: 05/25/2023

Record on Appeal 249
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FITLE 10 REAL BATATE Form 14 !}
Tha M. L. Brysa Company, Colunbla, & C. l’

Caycd

State of South Carolina,”

Richiand County

!
i
i
|
L
|
3
H
g

Euomr Al Men ty These FPresents, ™ 1. Lily { Male) Willisms,
Widew N

in the State aloresaid, In consideration of the

rum of rive & 00/L00 ($5.00) Dollers Lave & Affcaticm

: 10 wma pafd by Oow Willdems Sincls
i Rt. 1 Box BO~-C Gadaden «Ca
in the State aforessid + S

have granted, barguined, sold asd released, and by these presents do grant, bargain, self and release unto the said

Roy Williams, Niec Heire & Assigns:

All that certain plece, parcel or lot of land situste, lping and
being raax the Town af Gadsden, in the County of Richland and
State of South Carelinz, centaoning 0,57 acre, more or less. .

Begiming at' in {fon stake sppromimately Two (2) miles East of
Road $-40-489; thence turnimg and runnimg N 72 Deg. 55'E, for a
didtance. of 131.0', thence turning and running 5 06 Deg. 00'K, for
a distance of 291,4°. thence turning snd rnnning S 80 Bag. 48'W,
for a distance of 1G5.6', thence turning and running ¥ 09 Deg.
33§, for a distance of 214.4' to the point of beginning.

Betas sisve Zliy choss om & plat &7 7 Lo Audvayed for
Roy Williams", by Douglas B. Platt, Sr., RLS.. dated March 7,
1974, . !

This being a portion of a larger tract of land heretofora
conveyad to the grantor by desd of Bllin I. Butler, and
recorded in the Clerk of Court's Office for Richland County
in Deed Book "CJ", at page 550,

D 310 m:342

Record on Appeal 250






D 310 n:343

TogsrEER with all and singular, the rights, members, hereditaments and appurtenazces to the said premises belonging or .
in anywise incident or appertaining.
To HavE axD 10 Horo all and singular the premises before mentioned unta the said
Roy Williama, His

Heirs and Assigns forever. .-

And 1 do hereby bind =yael? and my Helrs, Executors
pnd Administretars, ta warrant and formver defend all and singulat the said premises unto the sid
Roy Williams, His
Heirs and Assigny, against — and = Hatrs and against evesy

person whomsoever lawfully claiming, or to claim, the same or any part thereof.
WITNESS ¥ Hand  ond Seal thir  7th day of March
in the year of onr Lord one thousand nine Aundred and asventy-four
and i the one hundyed and 97th

and Independence of the Uniled States of America,

SiGNED, SEALED Sim EX,IVERED
P CE OF

iy

Record on Appeal 251
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‘ D 310 w324
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
Riokiing Counzy. t
PexsonaLLY appeared before me Jin Kichael

and made cath that ha saw the within-named  Lilly ( Lillie) willisws

sign, seal and, as hor  act and deed, deliver the withinavritten Deed for the uses and purpeses therein men-

tioned and that he, with Bverette Berxy, Jr. ' witnessed the

execution thereof.

SWORN (o before e this

Tth - doyof Mareh 219 74
— y A L.S.)
o Nathew Prblidat ]

T gy monatid boocfnna i 18z

B I

MOV DOWER
RENUNCIATION OF DOWER

STATE OF SOUTH CAROQLINA, ‘
Counry.

I, . ; do hereby certify
unto 2!l whom it may coneern, that Mrs.

the wife of the within-named

did this day appear beforé me, and upon being privately and separately examined by ate, did declare that she does freely,
veluntarily and without any compulsion, dread, or fear of any person or persons whomsoever, renounce, release and for-

ever relinquish unto the within-named

heirs !

and zssigns, all her interess and estave, and aiso aii her rght and i of Dower of, In or wall and singaler the promises |
within mentioned and released, !
Given under 1y Hond and Seal, this |

day of 3

Anno Domini 19 i

(L.S) ‘.
Notary Publicof S. C. . i

- atdea,
T B "t e — - =






| 2776 GRIFFINS CREEK - Zsenmuomcs, $10,200

an
1320,

KEY INFORMATION

TMS # R36400-05-04 Zoning RU

Account # 00917707 Tax District 1LR

Owner WILLIAMS ROY Legal Residence Yes

Situs Address 2776 GRIFFINS CREEK RD Sewer Connection SEPTIC

Neighborhood POLLY M NORRIS - HOPKINS/ Water Connection WELL
EASTOVER/GADSEN

Legal Description 150X150X150X150 #SU #PR 2069-2932 #OM 1051-02-04

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

Assessment Year 2022

Taxable Non-Agric Value $3,800

Taxable Agric Value -

Taxable Structure Value $6,400

Total Taxable Value $10,200

TAX INFORMATION

Year 2022
Property Tax Relief ((109.27))
Local Opt Sales Credit 0.00
Tax Amount $351
Paid Y
Homestead Y

LAND

Record on Appeal 253





Tax Map Number: R36400-05-04 WILLIAMS ROY Total Value

2776 GRIFFINS CREEK  2776cRrrnoresko $10,200
RD GADSDEN SC 29052
BUILDINGS
BUILDING 1
Property Type Mobile Home
Year Built 1984 Stories 1.00
Year Remodeled 1984 Bedrooms 2.00
Heated Area 1320 Bathrooms 1.00
Total Area 1320 Exterior Wall Frame Vinyl
HVAC Type Forced Air Interior Wall Drywall
Roof Type Flat Foundation 18 Block
Roof Cover Composition Roll Floor Cover Hardener Sealer Conc

85

-

5%
SALES HISTORY
BOOK PAGE SOLD AS VACANT TRANSACTIONDATE TRANSACTION PRICE  GRANTEE GRANTOR
D708 0377 O 08/01/1984 *See Deed* WILLIAMS ROY WILLIAMS ROY & RUE BELL
D368 0409 0 12/01/1975 *See Deed* WILLIAMS ROY & RUE BELL ~ WILLIAMS LILY
GJ 0550 O 01/01/1946 *See Deed* WILLIAMS LILY -

SERVICES INFORMATION
POLITICAL INFORMATION Record on Appeal 254






_The State of South Carolina [) $68 w409 | TITLE T0 REAL ESTATE

. W.J Stricliln Ov, Flotvaen & G
(Ter Phcloatatie Reeotding)

RICHLAND . Counly

Kunm All mm By These Yreseuts:

in the State sfomaid.
DOLLARS

. _a mamas izema

Tokt T, Lillie Wililimms

in conslderation of the sum of Five and no/loo $5.00)

to the (or(s) hl bund pald at m’a ore e aenfing o ?ﬂ‘ue presents by the tea(s) (the receipt whereof
s hmE , have granted, bargalned, sold and released, and lhge?en regeZa!g do gran':, bargain,
sell and releue unto the "said grantees, Roy Williams and Rue Bell whliams, their

heirs and assigns forever:

All that certain piece, parcel or lot of land lying and being

in Richland County, South Carolina, beginning at an iron 368

fest south of the center line of South Carolina Highway S-40-1032,
thence south 150 feet; thence west 150 feet; thence north 150
fgaty thence east 150 feet to the point of beginning. Being
bounded on the east by dirt road and lands of Easton, on the
south, west and north by grantor herein. For a more particular

deacription reference is craved to a ma .
- Prosse, d December 9 B
O‘Mmﬁunmwuﬂx\_, o el WS %emg, - ?}On\ 30, YQnL
D-C3 - Da E5~
a WAL a
= B
om -t Y
calLzs P =
{ T ©
T ™ o
( 35
D
-
232 2
s
Zen &
TOCETHER with all and Singular the Rights, Membora, Heredit: ts and Appurt to the said premises

. balonging, or in anywise ineident or sppertaining,
TO AAVE AND TO HOLD gl! and singufar the said Premises before mentioned unte the grantee(s) herein-
above named, and their Helrs and Assigns forever.
And the grantor(s) do(es) hereby bmd the gn.ntor(s) and the grantor’s(s’) Heirs, Executors and Adminiatra.

tors to warrant and forever defend all and singular the said premises unto the gnntee(s) herelnabove named;
and the gnnteda(s‘) Heirs and A.asigns axninst the grantor(s) snd the mntnr’u {s') Heirs and against every -

SV AL

PEIson woomsoover Luvuuuy \:lil.u.ll.lll OF o ClAlin Wne Gane UT any ycus therect.
‘Witness the grantors(s’) hand  and seal  this eeventasnth day ot December in the year
of our Lord One Thousand Nine Hundred and sevanty five

Blened, Bealed snd Delivered In the Presence of ’ % Sell)
/PN 2N S Foan

(Bea))
m—— (Seal)
(Beal)
(Seal)
S Of. South Carol } Personally appeared before me Frank Smith
Riohland County
end made oath that  he saw the within named grantor(s) Iillie wWillisms
llan wani ana ax ot and dead
detiver the within written deed, and that  he, with Don Leonard witnessed the execution thereof,
Bworn to before me this soventesnth _ .. .
day of....,... Paaembe e A.D. 1875 Z,ank G.L48
J— ettt (Sesl) 7 & !
My camm:!.se megl[é °’e"£‘§“‘ D°:21f_35 D 368 PALE 469
State of South Carolina } RENUNCIATION OF DOWER -
County 1, Notary Publie
do hereby certify unts all who it may concern, that Mrs.
wife of ths within named did this day appear before

me, and upon belng privately and separately examined by me, did declare that she does freely, voluntarlly and
without any compulsfon, dmd or fear of any person or persons whomsoover, renounce, release, and forever ye.

linquish unto Holra and Azsigno, alf her Interest and estste, and
also all her right and claim of Dower of, in or to all and singular the premises within mentioned and releasea.
Glven under my hand and aea) this... ... '
day of. A, D, 185.......
(Beal)

Recorded this day of A 100......, st ., No

X3

SheeT
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- ¢ DOB34reryny
DESCRIPTION OF REAL ESTATE
A W -‘Y . P

LR & e
§ ownep By Frank Williams , R 4|7 DECEASED
4 Louated in Richland County 2h ™
el WAR
FILED By _ Jamma L. Williams Executrix
! ——————
Mo Pluasiiad by Inberitad by (1iak smoh) Malling eddrexs
1/3 undivided Jamma L, Williams 1/6 Route 2, Box 205
interest in 52 Eastover, SC 29044
acres
Cliffton Williams 1/6 Same.

DESCRIPTION, GIVING BOUNDARIES, MEASUREMENTE AND DERIVATION

A one—-third (1/3) undivided interest in all that certain piece, parcel and tract of
land situate, lying and being in School District Number One (1) of the County of
Richland, State of South Carolina, approximately one and one-half (1 1/2) miles from
Xingville cn the 0ld Scuth Carolina Railroad, containing Fifty-Twa (52) acres, more or
less, and abutting and bounding on the North and South by lands now or farmerly of
Madeline Bradford; on the East by lands now ar formerly of Etlee Bradford and on

the West by lands now or formerly of J.S. Collins; the above described land being

a part of the land of the Estate of W.R. Bradfard, deceased.

This being the portion of the Estate heretofore conveyed to Frank Williams from thae

Estate of Lillie L. Williams and recorded in the RMC Office for Richland County in
loed Book D-612, at page 531 on June 17, 1982.

DOR3APME7RI
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D m 122 O’*ﬁ&f 973 TITLE T& REAL KETATE — FORM 14-R

State of South Carolina,
COUNTY OF  RICHLAND

Know All Men By These Jresents, That Me, Tssac Williams, Sr. and
CharTes E. Williams, Heirs in the Estate of the Late Lillie L. Williams. Whereas,
both were granted one-ninth (1/9) individual interests in the below described
property. We Issac Williams, Sr. and Charles E. Williams do hereby grant,
relinquishes each of our ndividual interests to Roy Williams.

")r‘f(l' %’
;:_' @ 3
LIRS
- gl @
asl 38
.
. S Y- ]
-
in the State oforesaid in consideration of the
wm of Five and No/100 ($5.00) Dollars
o Me paid by Issac Williams, Sr., and Charles E. Williams
in the State aforesaid, the receipt whereof is hereby

acknowledged, have granted, bargained, sold and releassd, by these presents do grant, bargain, sell ond releass

unto the said . ..
ROY-WIELIAMS; HIS KEIRS:AND ASSIGNS: "

A1l that certain portion, piece, parcel and tract of land, situate, lying
and being in what was formerly School District #9 and is now Schoal District #1,
of the County of Richland, State of South Carolina, approximately one and ona-half
miles from Kingsville on the 01d South Carolina Railroad, containing Fifty-Two
(52) acres, more or less, and abutting and bounding on the North and South by
lands now or formerly of Madelfne Bradford; On the East by lands now or formerly
of Etleo Bradford and on the West by lands now or formerly of J. S, Collins:
The abave describaed land heing a part of the land af the Fstate of W.R. Bradford,
Deceased.

This being a portden of the same property heretofore conveyed to the Heirs
of the Late Li11ie L. Wi1liams as recorded in the Richland County Probate Court
(Box #1207 - Package #37462) and the same being recorded in Deed Book D-612 at
Page 531, That thease portions-#fals one-nith (1/9)individual interests of
Issac Williams, Sr. and Charles E. Williams, whereas each have conveyed their
entire individual interests to Roy Williams.

GRANTEE'S ADDRESS:

RE. Box 205
Eastover, S.C, 29044

TMS TE4a0- &L =3

220me 973
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DBK122Gmee 974

-~ Together With ofl and singular, the rights, membars, hereditaments and appurtenances to the said premises be-

fonging or in anywise incident or np?dmaining.

To Hove and to Hold ol and singular the premises before mentioned unta the soid

Roy Williams, Hirs

Heirs and Assigns forever
.. And I do hereby bind

and Administrators, to warrant and forever defend all and singular the said pmmi'n:;‘ unto

Roy Williams, His

myself and my Heirs, Executors

the said. -

my Heirs and ogainst ever

| A
M [y plai

WITNESS ™ Hand  and Seal this . , day of
in the year of our Lord one thousand ninehundred and Ninety-Three
15th . year of the Sovereignty

and in the two hundred and
ond Independence of tha United Stutes of America.

+ Signed, Saoled and Delivered
n the presence of
‘

DK 123 (jpuge 974
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Dek 1220k 975

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
RICHLAND

County

Personally appeared before n-;.; )y, (/ ’
- /’ 4 —.Z-/.
and mude oath that sow the Avithin named sac Williams, Sr, and Charles E. Williams

sign, seal ond o their oct and deed, deliver the within written Deed for the uses and purpores therein

mentioned, and that be, with (2) fﬁolcymﬁ @wﬂ/‘b witnessed the

execubion thereof.
SWORN ta before me this 1 - ,
30 day of Decenbor w73\ WY el A -
;wj*lw {L.S) / r

.

My Commission expires: d)gvah /7’:" deo 3

DBK1220miE 979
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STATE CF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OoF RICHLAND

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, That I, ROY WILL1AMS, Grantor.
in the State aforesaid, for and in consideration ot Love and
Affection to the Grantor paid by EMMA LOU YOUNG, have granted,
bagained, sold and released, and by these presents dc grant,
bargain, sell and release ths following described property to:

EMMA LOU YOUNG, Her Heirs and Assigms:

All my interest, being a one—third (1/3) interest, in and to all
that certain portion, piece, parcel or tract of land, situate, lying
and being in what was formerly School District #9 and is now Schocl
pistrict #1, of the County of Richland, State of Scuth Carolina,
approximately one and one~half miles from Kingsville on the old
South Carolisa Railroad, now containing approximately 42.92 acres,
more or less, and abutting and bounding on the Hor+h and South by
tands now or formeriy of Madeline Bradford; on +he East by lands now
or formerly of Etlec Bradford; and on the West by lands now or
formerly of J. S. Collins; the above described land being a part of
the land formerly of W, R. Bradford, Deceased.

This being the identical property conveyed to the Grantor from
Estate of Lillie L. Williams in Deed Book D-612, page 531, on June
17, 1982, and from Issac Williams, Sr. and Charles E. Williams By
their deed recorded September 23, 1994, in Deed Book 1220, page |973.

TMS No. 36400—4-3

Grantee's Address: 2775 Griffins Cresk Road
Eastover, 8C 29044

Together with a1l and singular the rights, membsrs, hereditaments

and appurtenances to the said premises belonging or in anywise
incident or appertaining.

To Have and Tc Hold all and singular the premises before
mentioned unto the said Grantee, EMMA LOU YOUNG, her Heirs and
Assigns, forever.

And the Grantor does hereby bing himself, his Heirs, Executors
and Administrators, to warrant and forever cufend all and singular
the said premises unto the said Grantea and the Grantee's Heirs and
Assigns. against the Grantor and the Grantor's Heirs and against
every person whomsoever lawfully claiming, or to claim, the same or
any part thereof.

0Bk 1284, 921






3K {26 dprge 929

WITNESS the Hand and Seal of the Grantor this day of

., in the year of ocur Lord one thousand nine
hundred and ninety-five. and in the two hundred and ninetecnth year

of the Sovereignty and Independence of tha United States of America.

Signed, Sealed and Delive

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA- )

) PROBATE
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness and made
ocath that s/he saw the within named Roy Williams sign, seal and, as
the Grantor's act and deed, deliver the within Deed., and that s/hs
with the other witness whose cignature appears above witnessed the
execution thereof.

SHORN tc before me this

g_7 day ot

Notér& Puﬂllc ror South € olina
My Commission Expires: 7 £28—2cos

(L
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EswumenE Number 20120%5522  BookiPager R 1743/3083  Ceee Fima: G3:01:20%3 1147381257
A Y

o

;

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) TITLE TO REAL ESTATE
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) :

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that CLIFFTON WILLIAMS (hereinafter
termed "Grantor") for and in consideration of the sum of Five and no/100 ($5.00) Dollars,
Love and Affection to Grantor paid at and before the sealing of these presents by JAMMA
L.W. BRADFORD (hereinafter termed “Grantee") has granted, bargained, sold and
released, and by these presents does grant, bargain, sell and release unto subject to
existing easements and restrictions of record shown on recorded plats, unto the Grantee,
her heirs and/or assigns:

All my right title and interest in and to:

All that piece, parcel and tract of land, situate, lying and being in what was
formerly School District 9 and is now School District 1, of the County and
State aforesaid, about one and one-half (1 1/2) miles from Kingville on the
old South Carolina Railroad, containing fifty-two (52} acres, more or less,
and butting and bounding on the North and South by lands of Madeline
Bradford: on the East by Etleo Bradford and on the West by J.S. Collins;
the above described land being a part of the land of Estate of W. R.
Bradford, deceased.

This being the identical property inherited by me from the estate of Frank
Williams, reference being made to that Probate Court Description of Real
Estate recorded March 24, 1987 in Book D834 at Page 729.

TMS No.: 36400-04-03

By acceptance of this deed, the Grantee and Grantee's heirs and assigns hereby
assume payment of all assessments, now or hereafter becoming due, by any property
owners' association having jurisdiction over the above described property, if any.

Grantee's Address: 5593 Sandy Trace Drive, Dalzell, SC 29040

TOGETHER with all and singular the Rights, Members, Hereditaments and
Appurtenances to the said premises belonging, or in anywise incident or appertaining.

TO HAVE AND HOLD, all and singular the premises before mentioned unto the
Grantee, her heirs and assigns forever.

Book 1745-3080

aTiEex 05/G2012 114738257
Fee:$10.00 County Tax: $0.00 State Tax: $0.00

ey

2012015922 John T. Hopkins il Ri

Deed
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Instrument Number: 2012015622  Book/Page: R 1745/3081  Date Time: 03/01/2012 11:47:33:257
»

PR
-
4

AND THE GRANTOR hereby binds Grantor, Grantor's heirs and assigns to warrant
and forever defend all and singular the premises unto the Grantee, Grantee's heirs and
assigns against Grantor, Grantor's heirs and against every person whomsoever lawfully
claiming or to claim the same or any part thereof.

29 % o Pehroy
WITNESS the Grantor's Hand and Seal this day of r A in the

year of our Lord Two Thousand Twelve (2012), and in the Two Hundred and Thirty-sixth
(236th) year of the Sovereignty and Independence of the United States of America,

Signed, Sealed and Delivered
in the presence of:

(o=t
YA

Witness No. 2

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ACKNOWLEDGMENT

N’ S N

COUNTY OF LRX \’hCﬁ"op.‘_,

|, the undersigned Notary Public do héreby certify that the member of CLIFFTON
WILLIAMS signing above personally appeared before me and as his act and deed
executed the within written deed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal this ch;a;of ﬁ QbWa’j;k 12012,

[OFFICIAL SEAL] v Print Name: _ L JGrre~ A Nerm Qo i
Notary Public for South Carolin
My Commission Expires:__Z, 2217

[{

wch:10-8183
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STATE OF:SOUTH CARGLINA ) T
| ) TITLE'TO REAL ESTATE
GOUNTY OF RICHLAND )

TMS No 36400-04-03

By &eceptaficé. of this: deed, the Grarites and Grantee!s heirs and assigns hereby‘
assume payment of alt assessments now or hereafter be y praperty:
owners“assogiation having jufisdiction everthe abovezdescrnbedfpmperty,; ar

Granfee's.Address: 5593 ?S‘zihc!y‘fljrabe-fpfi‘il.é,; Dalzéll,'SC' 29040

TOGETHER, with :all and singular the Rights, Members; Hereditamearits anc
Appirtefiances tothe: said prefiises: beldriging, oF in anywlse incidsritor apperta ng

TO: HAVE: AND HOLD, all and singtlar the premises before fentiored. unto. the

Grantee; her heirs and: assigns forever,
Book1745 3082

" munmmmmmmum‘uﬂu o

2012015923 Juhn T Hopkins It: Riekiariy: Courdi RO,
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5

R

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

assigns ags ritor, Grantc 5 And Against every petson whomsoever fawfully

¢laiming or to tlaim he-‘same ortany partthereof

yeat of , "Thousand Twelve (20 | t ' ‘
(236th) year ofth ‘Soverelgnty and Independence ofthe Umted States of Amenca

Slgned Sealed atid Delivered
in the presence of;

o DLEMAEJONES, 7~

GOUNTY OF

personally appeared before: meé.and a5 her act and-deed executed

tﬁé wnthl Awritten déed.

WITNESS my hand and official seal this £

[OFFICIAL SEAL]

:Notary Piibli or‘South Ca )
My Commilssion Expires:__ «

wch;10-8183
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AND THE GRANTOR hereby:binds Grariter; Grantor's heirs al daSSIgns i:o warrant.

m the;

Public:do hereby Gertify. that the mémber-of LILLIE. MAE.






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) QUIT-CLAIM DEED
) (Title not examined by Woodward,

COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) Cothran & Hemdon or Graydon & Suber)

TO ALL WHOM THESE PRESENTS MAY COME:

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that EMMA LOU YOUNG (hereinafter
termed "Grantor”) for and in consideration of the sum of Five Dollars ($5.00) and
settlement of all claims arising in that suit, Jamma L.W. Bradford vs. Emma Lou Young,
(2011-CP-40-4846), to Grantor paid at and before the sealing of these presents by
JAMMA LW. BRADFORD (hereinafter termed "Grantee") (the receipt of which
consideration is hereby acknowledged) has remised and forever quit-claimed, and by
these presents does remise, release and forever -quit-claim unto the Grantee, her heirs
and assigns all right, title and interest in and to the following property:

All that piece, parcel or lot of land, situate, lying and being on the
Southeastem side of Griffins Creek Road, being a portion of that property
set out in that plat prepared for Jamma L. Williams and Emma Young by
Darryl V. Cribb, R.L.S., recorded November 9, 2015 in Book 2069 at Page
2932. Said Parcel being described as Tract B being 5.64 acres, reference
being made to said plat for an accurate depiction of the property being

conveyed herein, all measurements being mare or less.

B098E09L0Z

Il supjgoy L uyop

OO0 O

This conveyance is subject to a 50’ easement for ingress and egress from
Griffins Creek Road to Lot D as shown on said plat, said easement being

described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the southeast side of Griffins Creek Road at the
point where Grantor's and Grantee's property adjoins that of John H.
Goodwin, thence turning and running S 0° 07’ 24” W for 333.01"to a point,
thence tuming and running N 89° 52' 36" W for 50, thence turning and
running N 0° 07’ 24" E for a distance of 315.35' to Griffins Creek Road,
thence turning and running N 70° 40° 25” E along Griffins Creek road for a
distance of 53.03' to the point of beginning. Be all measurements a little

more or less.

‘00" Aunoy puerymy

This being a portion of the property conveyed to Emma Lou Young by deed
from Roy Williams recorded June 28, 1995 in Book 1264 at Page 921;
reference also being made to deed recorded in Book D612 at Page 531
(Estate of Lillie L. Williams) and deed of Issac Williams, Sr., Charles E.
Williams, et al. recorded September 23, 1994 in Book 1220 at Page 973.

TMS No.: Portion of 36400-04403

TOGETHER with all and singular the rights, members, hereditaments and
appurtenances to the said premises belonging or in anywise appertaining.

Record on Appeal 269
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TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all and singular the said premises before mentioned
unto the said GRANTEE, her heirs and assigns, forever — so that neither the said
GRANTOR nor her heirs, nor any other person or persons, claiming under her any right or
title to the aforesaid premises or appurtenances, or any part or parcel thereof, forever.

WITNESS the Grantor's Hand and Seal this [Q th day of _Hgech i the
year of our Lord Two Thousand Sixteen (2016), and in the Two Hundred and Fortieth
(240™) year of the Sovereignty and Independence of the United States of America.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence of:

/// Q%Zﬂ / Z./ . (cxmm i‘;{ounqzs,_\

Witness No. 1 EMMA LOU YOUMG

ss No. 2

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON )

PERSONALLY appeared before me the undersigned witness and made oath that
(s)he saw the within-named EMMA LOU YOUNG sign, seal and as her act and deed,
deliver the within-written deed; and that (s)he with the other witness subscribing above

witnessed the execution thereof. w

Wltness No. 1

f
befgre me this [(Q’&

, 2016.

SWORN
day of

. :
Kqtépd Public for South Carolina
My Commission Expires:_£&0 -/ 7-30/%

wch: 10-8183
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FLAND COUNTY
REAL PROPERTY
Paul Brawley, Auditor

Pl e T T e b gl g
T/

6270 1 AV 0.335

%EMMA LOU BROWN
WILLIAMS JAMMA L ETAL
2775 GRIFFINS CREEK RD
EASTOVER SC 29044-9208

__NOTICE NO.
R<2009-170452"
3 PRDFERWDES?MﬁlON

- GRIFFIN ' CREEK R

Tax Distribution

- |STATEMENT DATE

B8O

60

40

20

Sch Cnty Cnty Fire Libr Rec Zoo Mid Men ER City Garb
Bonds Bonds Tech Hith PSD

TAX DISTRIBUTION
ALLOCATION

%

SCHOOL

TAXES
SCHOOL

"PRIGR YEAR TAX *

196.69

45.05

BONDS

30.64

+ COUNTY INCLUDES - OPERATIONS, LANDFILL, CAPITAL REPLACEMENTS,
CONSERVATION COMMISSION AND NEIGHBORHOOD REDEVELOPMENT.

1 LOCAL OPTION SALES TAX CREDIT HAS BEEN APPLIED TO YOUR COUNTY =

AND CITY TAX DISTRIBUTION

1,177.33

MPORTANT MESSAGES _

reassessment, which must occur every 5

Your taxes may have increased due to real property

years.

PAY THIS AMOUNT

AVOID STANDING IN LINE
. PLEASE RETURN THIS PORTION
WITH YOUR PAYMENT. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO:
RICHLAND COUNTY TREASURER
OR CREDIT CARD AT: www.rcgov.us
OR CALL: 803-576-2262

NOTICE NUMBER

2777 GRIFFIN CREEK R

THERE IS A PROCESSING FEE FOR CREDIT
CARD & ELECTRONIC PAYMENTS.

2009

Y RN MIDLANDS NBSG SANK BRANGH | TAX NOTICE
eno0.04-03.  RICHLAND COUNTY
REAL PROPERTY

ER .

IDICATE AMOUNT PAID, .- .;

NP Rt e ke S
ONE OF THE AMOUNTS ACCORDING TO DATE
PAYMENT REACHES TREASURER'S OFFICE

PLEASE PUT ANY DIFFERENT RETURN
ADDRESS ON BACK OF THIS FORM.

|

IIIIIIlllIllll"llllllll"lllllllllllIl"llllllll"llllllll"
RICHLAND COUNTY TREASURY (R)

PO BOX 8028

OLUMBIA SC 29202-8028

L el






FHLAND COUNTY
POST OFFICE BOX 11947
COLUMBIA, SC 29211

0039184 PP . Clerk:
Current Payment

btal Taxes:

.Homestead
‘Prop ‘Relief:

Cost: . : e 80

" WILLIAMS J‘AMMA T ETAL

t%EMMA.f LOU. BROWN o P‘ald. to Date S 1,318

RICHLAND COUNTY David A. Adams

Treasurer

POST OFFICE BOX 11947 803-576-2250
COLUMBIA, SC 29211 treasurer @rcgov.us

039184 PP 'clérk:‘ “:V'Mc"w

‘Prop Relief:

" EMMA BROWN YOUNG

Record on Appeal 272

treasurer@regov.us Af

‘gales Credit: =~ - = 17~
Penalty:- L0 e 16T

t’Garbage : . o T4,

Total Taxes: . .. 347, 91

1,.

.- 00
100

81

.57
.00

00

.67

‘ Currenf Paymentj o %:626ﬂ37

<00
OO

.. 'sdles Credlt.AGT»T' : 17 .81

“Penaltyr. RN 16157
‘Costs Lodile . '80..00
Garbage- U T 747.00

Pald to Date 0 1,31B.67






2011

TAX NOTICE
RICHLAND COUNTY
REAL PROPERTY
Paul Brawley, Auditor

o oNOgicEND

Sch -Sch Cnty Cnty Fire Libr Rec Zoo Mid Men ER Ciy
Tax Bonds Bonds

Tech Hith PSD

1L TP P PRt LY LA | TR R L R TR

#001709 R 1709 1AV 0.340 T/
WILLIAMS JAMMA L ETAL
%EMMA LOU BROWN

2775 GRIFFINS CREEK RD

EASTOVER SC 29044-9208

199.94

SCHOOL

45.05 BONDS

30.10

7.65

CONSERVATION COMMISSION AND NEIGHBORHOOD REDEVELOPMENT.

LOCAL OPTION SALES TAX CREDIT HAS BEEN APPLIED TO YOUR COUNTY
AND CITY TAX DISTRIBUTION

IMPORTANT MESSAGES

DulLleLBE DLJ.J.UU.L UPCLdLJ.LLH d}_)_LJ.LULJ.L.Ld.L(jU. U.EJ_J_L-_LC.LJ.L,_Y

for 2010

Floods Hagpen To see if your property is located
in a floo rone area go to WWW.FLOODSMART.GOV
or call 803 576 2150

AVOID STANDING IN LINE.
PLEASE RETURN THIS PORTION
WITH YOUR PAYMENT. MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO:
RICHLAND COUNTY TREASURER.

YOU CAN DROP OFF YOUR PAYMENT AT ANY
MIDLANDS NBSC BANK BRANCH.

THERE IS A PROCESSING FEE FOR CREDIT
CARD & ELECTRONIC PAYMENTS.
CREDIT CARD PAYMENTS AT:
WWW.RCGOV.US OR CALLg@@@@Zﬁé4 -03-

TAX NOTICE
RICHLAND COUNTY

2777 GRIFFIN CREEK R

NOTICE NUMBER

REAL PROPERTY

PAY THIS AMOUNT BY
JANUARY 17, 2012

PLEASE PAY ONE OF THE AMOUNTS ACCORDING TO DATE
PAYMENT IS POSTMARKED.

PLEASE PUT ANY DlFFERENT RETURN

|I|| ” Illlll I"IIIIII ”lll "llllll "lllllll "lll Illl”
RICHLAND COUNTY TREASURY (R)
PO BOX 8028
COLUMBIA SC 29202-8028

LY
OQL/? o0

Record on W

ADDRESS ON BACK OF THIS FORM.
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i m e m A

RICHLAND COUNTY David A. Adams

Treasurer
POST OFFICE BOX 11947 803-576-2250
COLUMBIA, SC 29211 treasurer @rcgov.us

Planned Payment System e _ :
Batch Date: 1/14/2013 Tlme 09:50:13 Batch:.0194. No:0050851 PP Clerk: JYR

. Current Payment:

- 418.03

. bunt ID: 364000403 ~ Check: 418.03 No:

Loc 2777 GRIFFIN CREEK R
48.76 ACRES

"9Tax Bil 1 NG R-2012-172280
“"*‘——““"‘““"TKE“"“

WILT
Dist-No %
1IR
_ ROY's USED’CARS & TOWING LLC
Next Schedule Payment 2/15/2013 for. 667.02

RICHLAND COUNTY Daia . Adams
POST OFFICE BOX 11947 803-576-2250
COLUMBIA, SC 29211 treasurer @rcgov.us

Batch Date:

1+ 09 :50: 13 Batch: 015940 Tran-No: 0050851 PP Clerk JYR
i Current Payment )

1/14/2013" Tin

‘ccount ID: 364000403 . .ghecka

418.03 No: 2300

207
: . Sales Credit:
: . Penalty
) LR e T - Cost': -
Tax Bill No: R-2012- 172280 Garbage:
WILLIAMS JAMMA 1." ETAT, - L .
Dist-No  %EMMA LOU BROWN ;5,1,, : .Paid to Date y
‘2775 GRIFFIN CREEK RD o :
: ‘EASTOVER . 3 SC 29044-0000 Balance Due
B : ROY'S USED CARS & TOWING LLC
Next Schedule Payment 2/15/2013 for 667:.02

|l— Garl @HUO@ — | = (U5
/Z,?‘%P “Tayes ///‘////3
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N4 COLUMBIA, SC 29211

Planned Payment System

treasurer @rcgov.us

Batch Date: 3/03/2014 Time: 09:16:39 Batch: 02279 Tran-No:0061283 -PP _ Clerk: JYR

‘ Current Payment: ' 464.2
.iccount ID: 364000403 . Cash: 500.00'. Total Taxes: oo 367.3
o Change: - 35.78 Homestead: .0
Loc 2777 GRIFFIN CREEK R Prop Relief: ' ) .0
48.76 ACRES Sales Credit: 21.3
: ’ _ Penalty: ~ 163.9
Cost: - .0
Tax Bill No: R-2013-173126 Garbage: ' o 747.0
WILLIAMS JAMMA L ETAL ’ .
‘Dist-No - .. Paid to Date 1,071.4
5593 SANDY TRACE DR - . _
DALZELL . SC 29040-0000 Balance ) ) : 185.5
: ' EMMA BROWN" G/ROY. WILLIAMS -
Next Schedule Payment 4/14/2014 for 91.22
David A. Adams
- RICHLAND COUNTY N Darid A. Adams
POST OFFICE BOX 11947 : 803-576-2250
COLUMBIA, SC 29211 _treasurer @rcgov.us
- : o
.. Planned Payment System : . - , T
Batch Date: - 3/63/2014 Time: 09:16:39 Batch: 02279 Tran-No:0061283 PP Clexk: JYR
o e o : Current Payment: 464.2
Account ID: 364000403 Cash: 500.00 ‘Total Taxes: o 367.3
: ) LT -Change: 35.78 Homestead: .0
Loc 2777 GRIFFIN. CREEK R o , Prop Relief: .0
48 .76« 3S o - . Sales Credit: ‘ 21.3
T P Penalty: N 1639
' : = o _ Cost: : BRRERY
Tax Bill No: R-2013-173126 ‘Garbage: : T T747.0
. » WILCLIAMS JAMMA L ETAL - o o
- Dist-Ne S ‘ Paid. to Date 1,071.4
1IR . ° . ' . - e
5593 SANDY TRACE DR . - T
DALZELL SC 29040-0000 Balance Due 1485.5.

Next Schedule Payment 4/14/2014 for’

}‘“""? . 31

'EMMA BROWN YOUNG/ROY WILLIAMS

S(O“OL C/l/?‘l ;VCJ. 0\'/.0,)\ ?nlu«-(c; &g fﬂa’fey,}c.t 0 )ﬂ P @J\fﬂ fﬁ/) o Pﬁ,@a’

W will PRy ours

y

_ ﬂ /gs S >





RICHLAND COUNTY David . Adams
POST OFFICE BOX 11947 803-576-2250
COLU].\JBI_A, SC 29211 treasurer @rcgov.us ‘

. Planned Payme:
:51:46 Batch

5421525

669152 PP Clerk:

421.25 N

DR . - . S
. 8C 29040-0000

RICHLAND COUNTY David A. Adams
POST OFFICE BOX 11947 803-576-2250

COLUMBIA, SC 29211 ) treasurer @rcgov.us

: Planned Payment System ‘ e
12:51:46 Batch: 02513 Tran-No:0069152 PP Clerk "DIW o
o Current Payment el A421:25

421 .25 No: 1184
: . : Total Taxes:
Homestead: .
Prop Rel1ef
Sales- Credlt:'

.76 ACRES

; i " Penalty:
! S : L : Cost:
" Tax Bill No: R-2014-173692 Garbage:

) . '"WILLIAMS?JAMMA;L”ETAL
Dist- No : ‘ "’v Paid to Date .
',lLR '

- 5593 SANDY TRACE DR .
DALZELL SRR " SC 29040-0000

PD BY EMMA L. BROWN-YOUNG =
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POST OFFICE BOX 11947
COLUMIBIA, SC 29211

[=]

3 David A. Ad
Treas
803-576-:

treasurer @regg

Pl anncd Paymcnt
: 15 13: 12 Batch

:1B'a"t“c‘h . Date 12732

{chccki' : 40bV09 N°

'C/O ROY \MLLIANS

9999999 :f
'4 Total"

- Paid to Date .-

Cler

Curr'eﬂt Phymcnt

T'ax‘és

- Homestead:
“Prop “Reli cfv -

"Sales Cr edit:»: -
‘Penaltyr

. Cost:
Garbage?'

’ EK RD 999
%L;’?‘OggéFFIN CRE SC 29044-0000 Bal?;;gepgugY ROY Wi LLI AMS,
Next Schedule Payment 1/10/2016 for 111.03
Koy
3 05 Py
hs Digiwon <400 .00 bec 2 i
C (3500 Mo &w@ B

CKGROUND GREEN, ORANGE, GREEN,
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RICHLAND COUNTY
POST OFFICE BOX 11947

David A. Adams
Treasurer
803-576-2250

COLUMBIA, SC 29211 treasurer @rcgov.us
Planned Payment System
Batch Date: 1/17/2017 Time: 14:28:43 Batch: 03044 Tran-No:0085664 PP Clerk: JYR
; : © Current Payment: 449.90
a unt ID: 364000403 Check: 449.90 No: 108
Total Taxes: 428.54
Homestead: .00
Loc 2777 GRIFFIN CREEK R Prop Relief: .00
48.76 ACRES Sales Credit: 26.75-
Penalty: 172.32
Cost: 85.00
Tax Bill No: R-2016-174940 Garbage: 747.00
WILLIAMS JAMMA L ETAL '
Dist-No Paid to Date 449.90
1LR
5593 SANDY TRACE DR
DALZELL SC 29040-0000 Balance Due 956.21
EMMA LOU YOUNG/ROY WILLIAMS
Next Schedule Payment 2/17/2017 for 698.89
RICHLAND COUNTY David A Adams
easurer
POST OFFICE BOX 11947 803-576-2250
COLUMBIA, SC 29211 treasurer @rcgov.us
Planned Payment System
Batch Date: 1/17/2017 Time: 14:28:43 Batch: 03044 Tran-No:0085664 PP Clerk: JYR
Current Payment: 4495.90
Account ID: 364000403 Check: 449.90 No: 108
Total Taxes: 428.54
Homestead: .00
Le <2777 GRIFFIN CREEK R Prop Relief: .00
| 18.76 ACRES Sales Credit: 26.75-
g Penalty: 172.32
Cost: 85.00
Tax Bill No: R-2016-174940 Garbage: 747.00
WILLIAMS JAMMA L. ETAL
Dist-No Paid to Date 449.90
1LR
5593 SANDY TRACE DR
DALZELL SC 29040-0000 Balance Due 956.21
. EMMA LOU YOUNG/ROY WILLIAMS
Next Schedule Payment 2/17/2017 for 698.89

‘ Ms Twmma  have pot fﬂfﬂé’@j

Tax 4o Dats |- 1117
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R38600-01-02
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Lot
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886 50

406.57

0AC.
Lot 0AC.
SOUTHERN RAILWAY |

R36300-01-02
5732.8 AC.
Lot
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age: Z 0f 4 10/6B/20Z1 09:28 AM '1T0:1B03b/B6186b FROM: Jamma W Bradford PHONE #
039682026

1

October 6, 2021

Judge Joseph Strickland

Richland County Master-In-Equity

1701 Main St. #212

Columbia, SC 29201

Phone: 803-576-1900 Fax: 803-576-1865

Jamma Bradford

5593 Sandy Trace Drive
Dalzell, SC, 29040
Phone: 803-968-2026

RE: Roy Williams vs. Jamma L. W. Bradford;
Case No.: 2021-CP-40-02672

Dear Judge Strickland,

The following is a statement of my defense and a reassertion of my
counterclaim against Roy Williams's partition action filed by Leonard
Jordan to be filed with your office now that this case is being presented
before your court. Enclosed in the letter is the original answer [ filed with
the Court of Common Pleas [Exhibit A]. The opposing attorney is denying |
answered his original summons on time even though there is a record that |
did. | answered it within 30 days of his original filing of it. He waited until
long after his filing it and my answering it to have me served while, among
his other crafty endeavors, he was asking an attorney who represented me
in the past to accept his summons on my behalf without my consent.
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3 0f 4 10/6/2021 09:28 AM TO:18035761885 FROM: Jamma W Bradford
039682028

In their suit, Mr. Jordan is blatantly extracting the word “portion” from a
deed and redefining it to fabricate the narrative that at my expense, his
client should have % of the rural tract that I'm entitled to free and clear if i
don’t opt to surrender it to him and buy it back. What Mr. Jordan is labeling
a “portion”, which did not actually become ane until twenty years after his
client surrendered all of his interest in what was then a single tract of land
that later became three, is land that | am taxed as owning, land that | have
a deed for and land that his client has been a trespassing, freeloading,
belligerent tenant-at-will on for five years and counting.

The facts are Mr. Roy Williams filed a "partition action” against my property
(Tax Map No. R36400-04-03) after The Richland County Sheriff's Dept.
filed criminal charges against him in magistrates court [Exhibit B] on March
12, 2021 for not complying with the order to move the cars he has been
storing across his property line on to mine.

Mr. Williams has been a trespassing tenant-at-will [SECTION 27-35-40 SC
Code of Laws: Exhibits C & D] since | became the sole owner of the land
around his residential plot [D 368 PAGE 409:Exhibit Ej in 2016 (which isn't
large enough to run his kind of business). He was present as the driver and
assistant of Emma Young, his mother, during the whole transfer of
ownership process between her and me [Deed Book 2125-2261: Exhibit F].
He later promised the next time we saw each other by chance without my
asking that he would move his belongings by June, 2016.

While waiting for him to move his belongings as he promised, | forwarded
him the denial letter | received from the Richland County Tax Assessor in
2018 [Exhibit G] denying my appeal for the agricultural use tax rate [Exhibit
G-2] for my property surrounding his [Exhibit G-3] that she granted on
(what had become during the land transfer of 2016) my adjoining tract,
citing his storage of cars as a reason; | didn't get a response from him nor a
reasonable rent.
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age: 4 of 4 10/68/2021 09:28 AM TO0:180357681865 FROM: Jamma W Bradford PHONE #
039682026

The wait came to an end after he began to deliberately harass the forestry
contractors who have been harvesting timber and preparing my adjoining
tract for replanting, going as far as blocking my recently marked easement.
| sent him a certified letter on August 24, 2020 [Exhibit H] notifying to move
within 15 days or | would ask the law for help [SECTION 27-35-170 SC
Code of Laws: Exhibit M]; He didn't move.

Regarding their “partition action” against [Exhibit F] what became a 5.64
acre plot in 2015, he has no interest! He granted all of his interest in 1995
[D BK 1264 PAGE 921 Exhibit “i"] in the original plot [Deed Book "BD" at
page 531:Exhibit J] he inherited an interest in [D 612 PAGE 531:Exhibit K]
to his mother who later transferred it to me.

Leonard Jordan however, the attorney Roy has hired undoubtedly with
what he owes me, has extracted the word "portion” [ie. mutually exclusive
parcel amongst other designated tracts] from a deed [Exhibit “"] (in which
Roy Williams granted "all of his 1/3 interest to Emma Lou Young in the
identical portion granted to Lily Williams [Exhibit J] that he received an
interest in as an heir to her estate as well as the interest of two others) and
redefined it (to mean an undivided part of a larger parcel) into the false
narrative he originally filed in the court of common pleas, that at my
expense, he is going to give Roy Williams, whose been my tenant at will
since 2016, 1/3 of my tract of land he has been encroaching on in its
entirety if | don't opt to give it to him or pay him what it's worth. His
argument that the acreage stated in the deed in which Roy granted all of
his interest to Emma Young is different than the acreage stated in the deed
of Lillie Williams and he is taking it upon himself to label the difference "a
portion” by implying it was set forth in the deed [Exhibit "i"] which in the
absence of a survey, plainly isn't true.
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From: Jamma W Bradford. Phone #8039682026 Wed Oct 06 17:17 2021 10of3

. . Recipient Information
To: Jud eJose:Ph StncklanJJ

Company: Richland County Master-in_Equity court
Fax #: 18035761865 com

Sender Information send 8 fax for freg
From: Jamma W Bradford

Email address: bradfordjamma@gmail.com (from 75.189.44.145)
Phone #: 8039682026

Sent on: Wednesday, October 6 2021 at 1:12 PM EDT

To: Judge Strickland

From: Jamma Bradford
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From: Jamma W Bradford. Phone #:8039682026 Wed Oct 06 17:17 2021 20f3

It was an undivided tract when Roy granted his interest to his mother about
Emma Young 26 years ago, that wasn't divided into “portions” until 2015
between me and Emma Young. Any interest he left unaccounted for in his
deed to his mother, and needs to be taken up with the portion that |
transferred to her; My counterclaim is for back taxes and rent!

Itemized list of Damages

e Back Taxes For Year 2017 - 2020 $1683.05
Reference Exhibit G-2

e Reasonable $50 per (5.64) acre from
July 2016 - August 2020 $ 1128.00
Reference Exhibits C & L

e Double rent from date of Eviction notice
August 2020 - August 2021 $ 564.00
Reference Exhibits C, L, & M

e Debris Removal & Site Cleanup

Reference Attached Estimate $ 15, 000.00
e Total $ 18, 375.05
Sincerely,

L

Jamma L. W. Bradford
Enclosed: Exhibits A ~ N
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From: Jamma W Bradford. Phone #:8039682026 Wed Oct 06 17:17 2021 30f3

Exhibit A: Recorded answer to summons.

Exhibit B: Richland County Fifth Judicial Circuit Public Index
Exhibit C:SECTION 27-35-40 SC Code of Laws

Exhibit D: Aerial Maps from 2016 - 2021

Exhibit E: Deed D 368 PAGE 409, Current plat illustration, Owner info.

Exhibit F: Deed from Deed Book 2125-2261

Exhibit G: Agricultural Use Denial Letter

Exhibit G-2: Agricultural Use vs As is Use

Exhibit H: Eviction Notice

Exhibit i: Deed: D BK 1264 PAGE 921

Exhibit J: Deed:Deed Book "BD" at page 531

Exhibit K: Deed: D 612 PAGE 531

Exhibit L: USDA Southern Region Land Values and Cash Rents
Exhibit M: SECTION 27-35-170 SC Code of Laws

Exhibit N: Debris Removal and Site Cleanup Estimate
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams, )
)
Plaintiff, ) MEMORANDUM ON
) ATTORNEY’S FEES
Vs. )
)
Jamma L. W. Bradford, )
)
Defendant. )
)

This Memorandum was requested by the court at the conclusion of the trial of this matter

on July 17,2023.

The Plaintiff, in his Complaint, requested an award of his reasonable attorney’s fees and
the costs and disbursements of this action. Such award is appropriate under the statutory and case
law of South Carolina, as follows:

1. According to S.C. Code Ann. §15-61-110, “[t]he court of common pleas may fix
attorney’s fees in all partition proceedings and, as may be equitable, assess such fees against any
or all of the parties in interest.”

2. “The statute clearly states that the fixing and assessing of attorney’s fees is a matter
within the circuit court’s discretion, the exercise of which will not be disturbed absent a showing
of abuse thereof.” Watson v. Little, 229 S.C. 486, 93 S.E.2d 645 (1956).

3. “The determination of whether to award attorney’s fees in partition actions rests
within the sound discretion of the trial court. S&W Corp. of Inman v. Wells, 283 S.C. 218, 220,
321 S.E.2d 183, 185 (Ct.App. 1984). The trial court may “fix attorneys’ fees in all partition
proceedings and, as may be equitable, assess such fees against any or all of the parties in interest.”
S.C. Code Ann. §15-61-110 (Supp. 1976).

1
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The Plaintiff submitted in evidence an Affidavit in Support of Attorney’s Fees and Costs.
By said Affidavit, the attorney’s fees and costs incurred by the Plaintiff, totaled $16,135.94 as of

the day before the trial. It is estimated that such charges will exceed $18,750.00 when the charges

for the time, services and costs related to the Plaintiff’s counsel’s participation in the trial and
handling post-trial services requested by the court are included.

As the Plaintiff’s share of the Property to be partitioned is one-third and as the Defendant’s
share is two-thirds, the attorney’s fees and costs should be apportioned to reflect such shares. If
approved, the Defendant’s share of the attorney’s fees and costs, which she should reimburse to

the Plaintiff, is $12,500.00.

s/Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.

Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., #3221
JORDAN LAW FIRM

211 Veterans Road, Suite D
Columbia, South Carolina 29209
(803) 726-1950 Tel

(803) 726-1951 Fax
ljordan@ljordanlaw.com

Columbia, South Carolina
August 9, 2023 Attorney for Plaintiff

2
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) CASE NO.: 2021-CP-40-02672
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
Roy Williams, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS. ) RETURN TO MOTION
) TO RECONSIDER
Jamma L. W. Bradford, )
)
Defendant. )
)

I. Defendant’s Argument: Defendant failed to file an Answer within Thirty (30) Days
of the service of the Summons and Complaint.

Plaintiff’s response. Defendant failed to serve her Answer. Plaintiff’s counsel was
unaware of Defendant’s Answer being filed until after he declared her to be in default. Technically,
notwithstanding that Defendant timely filed her Answer, she was in default due to her failure to
serve timely her Answer. The South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure control, as follows:

a. Rule 5(a), SCRCP, provides “all . . . (2) pleadings subsequent to the original summons
and complaint, which include answers. . . shall be served upon each of the parties of
record.”

b. Rule 5(b)(1), SCRCP, requires that whenever “service is required or permitted to be
made upon a party represented by an attorney the service shall be made upon the
attorney . . . by delivering a copy to him or by mailing it to him at his last known address

c. Rule 55(a), SCRCP, provides that, “[w]hen a party against whom a judgment for
affirmative relief is sought has failed to plead or otherwise defend as provided by these
rules and that fact is made to appear by affidavit or otherwise, the clerk shall enter his
default upon the calendar (file book).”

1
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The Policies and Guidelines to the Electronic Filing System provides the following:

Where the parties are proceeding in the E-Filing System and a pleading, motion, or

other paper must be filed, made, or served under the SCRCP, the E-Filing of that

pleading, motion, or other paper, together with the transmission of an NEF,

constitutes proper service under Rule 5, SCRCP, as to all other parties who are E-

Filers in that case. It is the responsibility of an E-Filing to review the content of the

E-Filed document in the E-Filing System to determine its force and effect . . . the

NEF constitutes proof of service under Rule 5(b), SCRCP, and the date of

service shall be the date stated in the NEF as the “Official File Stamp.” Where

notice of the filing of a pleading, motion, or other paper is served by an NEF, the

E-Filer need not file proof of service, but the E-Filer must retain a copy of the

NEF as proof of service. (emphasis added)

Defendant’s counsel seems to believe that the e-filing system automatically gets it right
(filings “would have been served on Plaintift’s attorney;” “Plaintift’s counsel would have been
notified”). Not so. See the attached e-filing history for this case, which clearly reflects that, before
his involvement, no NEF (Notice of Electronic Filing) was made regarding Defendant’s filings, to
wit: on July 2, 2021, and on June 13, 2023 (which was actually a Master’s Office filing of
Defendant’s letter), while NEFs were routinely made regarding Plaintiff’s counsel’s filings.

Interestingly, Defendant filed her Answer on July 2, 2023, 25 days before she was actually
served with Plaintiff’s Summons and Complaint. After September 2, 2021, when Plaintift’s
counsel learned of Defendant’s Answer, Defendant was treated by Plaintiff, in all respects, as an
appearing party. For example, Plaintiff responded to Defendant’s Answer (which included a

counterclaim) by serving and filing a Reply to Counterclaim.

II. Defendant’s Argument: Plaintiff failed to obtain the consent of Defendant before
referring the case to the Master-in-Equity for Richland County.

Plaintiff’s response. On September 1, 2021, when Plaintiff’s counsel believed that
Defendant was in default, he filed an Affidavit of Default and submitted a proposed Order of
Reference for issuance and filing. Said Order was issued by the Clerk of Court and filed on

September 7, 2021. A copy of said Order was mailed to Defendant, with a cover letter, on

2
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September 8, 2021. See attached copy of said letter.

On October 6, 2021, Defendant faxed an unsigned letter directly to Judge Strickland. Said
letter, a copy of which was not sent to Plaintift’s counsel, did not complain that the case had been
improperly referred to the Master in Equity. See attached copy of said letter.

The Master’s Office scheduled a hearing on Plaintift’s Motion to Determine Sufficiency of
Responses to Discovery Requests on February 3, 2022. Defendant sent another letter to Judge
Strickland dated January 17, 2022. This letter, as the one before, was an ex parte communication.
Defendant attended this hearing. Said letter did not complain about Judge Strickland’s appointment
by Order of Reference. See attached copy of said letter.

The final hearing in this case was scheduled for hearing on June 14, 2023. At Defendant’s
request, again by an ex parte communication with the Master in Equity, this hearing was continued
until July 17, 2023. Defendant attended this hearing. At no point prior to the issuance of the subject
Order, did Defendant complain about Judge Strickland’s appointment by Order of Reference.

III.  Defendant’s Argument: The Court failed to correctly consider the evidence or lack
thereof presented by Plaintiff regarding the “retained portion.”

Plaintiff’s response. In 1995, the Plaintiff deeded to Emma Lou Young his one-third
interest in “that certain portion, piece, parcel or tract of land . . . now containing approximately
42.92 acres, more or less” which was clearly a portion of the said 52-acre tract, as the deed preparer
clearly used the legal description found in previous deeds in the title chain to describe the 52-acre
tract to draft the deed.

Plaintiff testified that he discussed with Shell Suber, Esquire, his intentions to make a gift
to Emma Lou Young of certain real estate surrounding her residence and that he relied upon Mr.
Suber to prepare the deed to Emma Lou Young, by which he intended to convey only the portion

of the 52-acre tract on the north side of Griffins Creek Road and to reserve unto himself his

3
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ownership interest in the portion of said tract lying on the south side of Griffins Creek Road.

Plaintiff further explained that he was unaware of how Mr. Suber determined the acreage
conveyed (cited in the deed as 42.92 acres) and that he assumed that the deed carried-out his
intention to convey only the property on the north side of Griffins Creek Road.

There was no indication of a belief that Attorney Suber “simply made up the acreage
himself.” Defendant (alone) believes “it was a scrivener’s error by Mr. Suber.” While there is no
reason to conclude there was a scrivener’s error, the deed clearly modified the legal description of
52-acre tract to reflect that the property being conveyed was only a portion of that tract.

While there was no survey to refer to in 1995, some information was available with which
to closely estimate the size of the “retained portion” of the property, to wit: the property on the
south side of Griffins Creek Road, and to closely estimate the acreage of the property being
conveyed, to wit: the property on the north side of Griffins Creek Road.

A fair calculation of the acreage on the north side of Griffins Creek Road could be as

follows:

Stated acreage inherited by the heirs of Lillie Williams, who died in 1982: 52 acres

Actual acreage inherited: 49.42 acres, determined after deducting from the 52 acres the

following acreage contained in the following parcels:

TMS 36400-05-01 (first deeded 1959) 1.00 acre
TMS 36400-05-02 (first deeded 1946) .50 acre
TMS 36400-05-03 (first deeded 1974) .57 acre
TMS 36400-05-04 (first deeded 1975) S1 acre
SUBTOTAL 2.58 acres

It would be plausible for Mr. Suber (or anyone) to have estimated (1) the acreage of the
right-of-way of Griffins Creek Road as, say, 1.00 acre and (2) the acreage of the subject property

on the south side of Griffins Creek Road as, say, 5.50 acres (close to what we now know contains

4
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5.64 acres, according to the 2015 plat). Using those estimates to calculate the resulting net acreage
conveyed (property on north side of Griffins Creek Road), the steps would be: 49.42 acres, minus
1.00 acre, minus 5.50 acres equals 42.92 acres — the exact acreage cited in the 1995 deed.

Defendant tries to convince the court that she knows, better than Plaintiff, what Plaintiff’s
intention was when he offered to gift property to Emma Lou Young. Plaintiff’s explanation of his
intention to retain property on the south side of Griffins Creek Road makes sense in light of his
ownership of three other parcels within that area. It makes even more sense considering that Ms.
Young resided on the property on the north side of Griffins Creek Road and had no personal
involvement with the property on the south side of Griffins Creek Road.

IV.  Defendant’s Argument: The Court improperly awarded Attorney’s Fees and Costs
to Plaintiff.

Plaintiff’s response. Defendant’s counsel quotes a portion of Rule 71(d)(3) in his
argument, but the quoted portion applies only where there is a “common fund generated by the
partition.” The Order of the Court did not direct the sale of the partitioned property. The property
was instead ordered to be partitioned in kind, which would not generate a “common fund.” Said
Rule also provides that “the court . . . may equitably assess the costs against shares of the parties”
(whether or not there are proceeds of sale).

The applicable statutory law and caselaw, which regard to awarding attorney’s fees in
partition actions, are as follows:

1. According to S.C. Code Ann. §15-61-110, “[t]he court of common pleas may fix
attorney’s fees in all partition proceedings and, as may be equitable, assess such fees against any
or all of the parties in interest.”

2. “The statute clearly states that the fixing and assessing of attorney’s fees is a matter

within the circuit court’s discretion, the exercise of which will not be disturbed absent a showing

5
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of abuse thereof.” Watson v. Little, 229 S.C. 486, 93 S.E.2d 645 (1956).

3. “The determination of whether to award attorney’s fees in partition actions rests
within the sound discretion of the trial court. S&W Corp. of Inman v. Wells, 283 S.C. 218, 220,
321 S.E.2d 183, 185 (Ct.App. 1984).

Judge Strickland’s award of attorney’s fees to Plaintiff was entirely within his discretion.

CONCLUSION

The Amended Order thoroughly resolved the issues involved and should not be altered.

Respectfully submitted,

s/Leonard R. Jordan, Jr.

Leonard R. Jordan, Jr., #3221
JORDAN LAW FIRM

211 Veterans Road, Suite D
Columbia, South Carolina 29209
(803) 726-1950 Tel

(803) 726-1951 Fax
ljordan@ljordanlaw.com

Columbia, South Carolina
September 26, 2023 Attorney for Plaintiff

6
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Joseph M. Strickland, Master-in-Equity

Common Pleas Case No. 2021-CP-40-02672

ROY WIlHAMS, ...t et Respondent,

V.

Jamma L.W. Bradford.............oooiiiii e Appellant.
NOTICE OF APPEAL

Jamma L.W. Bradford (hereinafter “Appellant”) appeals from the orders of the
Honorable Joseph M. Strickland filed August 21, 2023, August 24, 2023, and
December 15, 2023. Copies of these orders are submitted to the Court of Appeals
herewith. Appellant received written notice of the first two of these orders on August

28, 2023, and the last order on December 15, 2023.

January 12, 2024
Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Andrew S. Radeker

Andrew S. Radeker

S.C. Bar No. 73743

Radeker Law, P.A.

Post Office Box 6903

Columbia, South Carolina 29260
(803) 500-0891
drew(@radekerlaw.com

Attorney for Appellant
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%- 1 Waime.
Richland County Master-In-Equity ., —
Richland County Judicial Center '
1701 Main Street
Columbia, SC 29201 i
Phone: 803-576-1901 Fax: 803-576.1865

i Jamma Williams . o
5593 Sandy Trace Dnve i
Dalzell, SC, 29040 ) ' ‘ '

;?r—r! ~> —
- o2 ;”':'—3 : 4
. : L P
Phone: 803-068-2026 : N2 = o
H -t H | [
L 2 3‘ == 1 :'3::\
| R R
RE: Reqisest for Continuance of nE | mY
" ) T :‘:,:,-,: o3
June 14,2023 at 2:30 pm Hearing 2> f‘:; &
- _ AR R =
[Roy Williams vs. Jamma L. W. Bradford; 0 ?UE = -
i .
m

Case No:: 2021-CP-40-02672]
i

Dear Judge Srickland:

Would you piease reschedule the heanng to take place after July 10 2023‘?

The reason | am requestmg a contrnuance is because a continuance could provrde |
more time for the plamtlff’s attorney, Mr. Leonard Jordan o respond to my drscovery
requeSts R DO T Lo ;»; " e R R D) PRV

Mr. Jordan recelved my f r tdlscovery request May 10 2023 About a couple weeks
later, on May 26 2023 Mr. Jordan notrf ed me of the necessrty to revise the
"‘Admlssrons portion of my dlscovery request and his willingness to complete and return
it once it was revised. | revised it and soon after, sent it again. it was received at his .
office June 2, 2023,

Sincerely, e, '\

Record on appeal 299





THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

Joseph M. Strickland, Master-in-Equity

Appellate Case No. 2024-000062

ROy WIllHams,......ooneiiie e e Respondent,

V.

Jamma L.W. Bradford. ..o Appellant.
CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

I certify that, with the addition of the supplemental material served on the date
below, the record on appeal contains all material proposed to be included by any of the

parties and not any other material.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Andrew S. Radeker

Andrew S. Radeker

S.C. Bar No. 73743

Radeker Law, P.A.

Post Office Box 6903

Columbia, South Carolina 29260
(803) 500-0891
drew(@radekerlaw.com

Attorney for Appellant

September 23, 2024





		Cover page supp ROA

		Jamma L.W. Bradford……………………...………………………..………Appellant.



		Supp ROA 2022-6-8 ltr from Bradford

		Cert for supp ROA

		Jamma L.W. Bradford……………………...………………………..………Appellant.

		Respectfully submitted,

		/s/ Andrew S. Radeker












Good morning. | attach for filing the proof of service of the record on appeal.
Thank you.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aaw, P.A.

APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com ¢ drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 4:53 PM
To: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Dear Counsel:
The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you!

From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 4:51 PM

To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good afternoon. | attach for filing proof of service of the record on appeal.
Thank you.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aw, P.A.

APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com * drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>
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Sent: Monday, August 26, 2024 11:46 AM
To: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Dear Counsel:
The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you.

From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2024 11:31 AM

To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcevey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com

Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Sir or Madam:
Attached for filing is the respondent’s initial reply brief.
Thank you.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aaw, P.A.

APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com ¢ drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>
Sent: Thursday, June 20, 2024 8:35 AM
To: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Dear Counsel:

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you.
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From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 19, 2024 8:30 PM

To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcevey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com

Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good evening. Attached for filing are the appellant’s initial brief and designation, with proof of
service of the same.

Thank you.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aw, P.A.

APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com ¢ drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 7, 2024 11:15 AM
To: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Dear Counsel:
The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you.

From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>
Sent: Tuesday, May 7, 2024 11:10 AM
To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***
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Sir or Madam:

Attached for filing is a motion for extension, with proof of service of the same. The motion fee check
will be delivered.

Thank you.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aw, P.A.

APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com ¢ drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>
Sent: Monday, April 1, 2024 8:58 AM
To: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Dear Counsel:

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you.

From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>
Sent: Sunday, March 31, 2024 7:38 AM
To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Sir or Madam:

Attached for filing is a motion for extension, with proof of service of the same. The motion fee check
will be delivered.

Thank you.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aaw, P.A.
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APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com * drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Drew Radeker

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2024 2:24 PM

To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: kmcevey@ljordanlaw.com; rhonda@harrisonfirm.com; ljordan@I|jordanlaw.com; Transcripts
<transcripts@sccourts.org>

Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Good afternoon. | write to notify the court that on March 1, 2024, | received the second of the two
transcripts for which | had been waiting. | apologize for not writing sooner; | was down with covid
last week.

By my calculation, this puts the due date for the appellant’s initial brief at April 1, 2024. If the court
sees that differently, please let me know.

Thank you.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aaw, P.A.,

APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com ¢ drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2024 9:06 AM

To: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>; Creel Court Reporting Inc
<contact@creelreporting.com>

Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>;
rhonda@harrisonfirm.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com; Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.org>
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Dear Counsel:

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you.

From: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2024 9:03 AM

To: Creel Court Reporting Inc <contact@creelreporting.com>
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Cc: kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>;
rhonda@harrisonfirm.com; ljordan@I|jordanlaw.com; Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.org>
Subject: RE: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good morning. | understand that Mr. Carey was the court reporter for a bench trial held on July 17,
2023, in this case (which had a Common Pleas case number of #2021CP4002672).

| request a copy of the transcript of that hearing.

Thank you. | am copying South Carolina Court Administration with this message.

Drew Radeker
RADEKER L.Aw, P.A.

APPEALS ® LITIGATION & TRIAL SUPPORT ® MEDIATION ® JUDGMENTS ® SPECIAL REFEREE
Post Office Box 6903, Columbia, SC 29260 ¢ (803) 500-0891
www.radekerlaw.com ¢ drew@radekerlaw.com

From: Evans-Pryor, Khee'Asia <kpryor@sccourts.org>

Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 2:33 PM

To: rhonda@harrisonfirm.com; ljordan@ljordanlaw.com

Cc: Drew Radeker <Drew@radekerlaw.com>; kmcvey@ljordanlaw.com
Subject: Roy Williams v. Jamma L. W. Bradford- 2024-000062

Dear Counsel,

Attached please find correspondence from the Court of Appeals. Please do not respond to this
email. Send all correspondance to ctappfilings@sccourts.org. Any parties not included in this email
will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.

Respectfully,

Khee’Asia Evans-Pryor

Appeals Specialist 1

South Carolina Court of Appeals

1220 Senate Street, Columbia, SC 29201
803-734-1890

E-filing: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Website: www.sccourts.org

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the
addressee and may contain information that is confidential. If you are not the intended
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recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If
you have received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and
delete all copies of the message and any attachments.



