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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Ms. Kitchings,
 
Attached please find a Notice of Appeal, Certificate of Service, and
copies of the Orders which are being appealed.  The Notice of Appeal
has been e-filed with the Pickens County Clerk of Court.
 
Our firm’s check for the filing fee is being mailed to you today.
 
Thank you for your assistance.  If you have any questions, please do
not hesitate to contact our office.
 
Peggy McComb
Legal Assistant
Bradford Neal Martin & Associates, PA
P.O. Box 10410
Greenville, SC 29603
101 E. Washington Street
Suite 220
Greenville, SC 29601
864.552.9990
pmccomb@bnmlaw.com
www.bnmlaw.com
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This message is intended exclusively for the individual or entity to which it is addressed.
This communication may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential or
otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. If you are not the named addressee, you are not
authorized to read, print, retain, copy, forward or disseminate this message or any part of it.
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately either by
telephone or by reply to this e-mail and delete and destroy all copies of this message.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA   ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
      )  THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
COUNTY OF PICKENS   )    
      ) 
Click Properties, LLC    ) 
And Hyper Formance, LLC,   )          CASE #: 2020-CP-39-00266 
      )  
   Plaintiffs,   )  
      )                         ORDER  
 vs.      )                              
      )           
Thomas SC Properties, LLC   ) 
And All-Tech Tire and Auto Repair,  )         


  )        
   Defendants.  )             
      )  
             
 
 This matter is before the Court again on continuing rule to show cause and contempt 


motions filed by the parties arising out of an Order issued by the Honorable Perry H. Gravely 


following a trial in May 2022. The contentious and lengthy procedural and factual history has been 


set out numerous times by both Judge Gravely and this Court and therefore will not be set forth 


again here.  The present 


Emergency Motion to Enforce Contempt Order and Fourth Amended Motion for Emergency Rule 


to Show Cause. The parties presented evidence and testimony in support of their respective 


positions regarding alleged violations of September 21, 2022 


and subsequent orders which center on the order to refrain from harassing each other and to abate 


the nuisance.  


I.  


The Defendants  Allegations Against the Plaintiffs 


 


feet away from the parking lot. 
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which is not allegedly the first time that Click has recorded and t


daughter. 


 One of  


Brent Click screaming at the customer for several minutes. When Jonathan Thomas later 


 


 ar for repairs over a weekend, resulting in Brent 


Thomas. Thomas had to pay $250 to get the car back. 


 Thomas believes that one of the Clicks called to have a Camaro towed off from 


property. 


 Brent Click started recording Greg Grissinger Jr. when he 


when Thomas asked Click to stop recording, a verbal altercation took place. 


 Click had some equipment removed from his building and, without notice or consent, the 


flow of traffic on the property. 


 While the retaining wall was being built, Click continually kept coming over to the edge 


of the embankment recording and taking pictures of Thomas and the people working, while 


claim that the 


claims that he sa


at the work and take pictures. 
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 Brent 


presence of customers and employees. 


 Shelly Click gave two of Defend


 


 Brent  


 One of Brent ot while speaking with 


both of the Clicks, and neither Click attempted to move the customer out of the lot. 


 


the Defendants cannot use the deeded right of way. 


  wife picked him up that afternoon and Brent Click came out and began recording 


and taking pictures of them, upsetting the wife and causing a vocal altercation. Click did 


this while bragging about all the money the Defendants owe him. 


 Click told Thomas tha


of f--- ---  


 


When contractors came to begin digging for a retaining wall, the Clicks began yelling and 


workers. Jonathan 


involved.  


 


Clicks about the retaining wall. Later that day, two more officers came by stating that there 


were complaints about the noise and work. 
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 Brent  


 


 Jonathan 


it was from the Clicks. Later, the head of the Pickens County permit office came by in 


response to a complaint about the retaining wall leaning and being poorly constructed.  


  


 Click, on his motorcycle, pulled up beside Thomas on Highway 123 and Click put his hand 


out gesturing with his fingers that he was shooting Thomas. 


 Shelly Click may have been taking pictures of Thomas while they were speaking. 


the Defendants 


 Defendants continue to intentionally and defiantly violate the prior orders by failing to 


perform the work required to abate the continuing nuisance (erosion). 


 from 


 


 


truck. Brent Click has incurred a minimum of $2,700 in out-of-pocket expense to repair 


the damage. 


 Click about how funny it would be when she is 


 


 A person who Plaintiffs believe to be Chester Stokes, an All-Tech employee, shot a Glock-


style gun three times at Brent Click on a public roadway while trying to force Click (on a 


motorcycle) into a ditch. 
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 Jonathan Thomas and his employee, Chester Stokes, engineered an incident that Thomas 


illegitimately used to obtain a trespass arrest warrant against Brent Click. 


 On Memorial Day weekend and through the next weekend, Defendants excavated property 


wit  


 The afternoon after the order for sanctions and damages, Defendants used a drone to harass 


 


 Jonathan Thomas told Pickens County deputies that Brent Click had trespassed, resulting 


in the deputies approaching his shop with their guns drawn and arresting Click.  


 The day before Brent Click was arrested, Jonathan Thomas yelled over at Click smiling 


while gesturing to resemble a person in handcuffs. 


 Chester Brent Click the middle finger, 


--  


 Defendants  digging with excavators caused damage to the back building, which was the 


same damage that resulted in the initial lawsuit. When Brent Click called Pickens County 


report and merely stated that 


 


 Defendant employees continue to intentionally park in front of the driveway, obscuring 


 


 Jonathan Thomas parked his truck to block Brent Click from exiting the property. 
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 Jonathan Brent 


have Click arrested. 


 Chester Lee yelled about killing Brent Click while Lee  


  


 Brian Standard threatened Brent Click twice by lifting his shirt to show a gun 


 Workers hired by Jonathan Thomas were digging into the side of the hill that the Clicks 


were awarded in the lawsuit, and so Brent Click began to record the conduct that he claims 


violated the court order because Thomas was directing them. 


 Jonathan Thomas used a drone to film Brent Click while Click was taking a shower in the 


outside shower, and Thomas and other employees have since made gestures imitating Click 


 


 Since the hearing in February 2024, Plaintiff has had to purchase $153,721.51 worth of 


 


 Brent Click received a call from Rob, who works for Jeff Evans (owner of detail shop east 


 money to file a false complaint against 


 


 water lines broke due to the continued dissipation of the hill caused by 


Defendants. 


II. DISCUSSION 


 


asure; this power vested in the court 
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When determining whether to hold the Defendant in contempt, the Court must find that Defendant 


y and 


intentionally with the specific intent to so something the law forbids, or with the specific intent to 


proof is clear and convincing evidence. Poston v. Poston, 331 S.C. 106, 113, 502 S.E.2d 86, 89 


may impose 


p. 2005). Various civil 


contempt sanctions are available to the court if they find the Defendant in contempt. Poston, at 


114-15, 502 S.E.2d at 90. The court may order the contemnor to pay a fine to the court; however, 


they may purge themselves of the fine by complying with the prior court order. Id. The court may 


give a jail sentence to the contemnor that will be served until they agree to comply with the prior 


court order. Id. The court may order the contemnor to pay a fine and/or damages to the complainant 


and they may also be ordered to pay a fine to the court. Id. In this scenario the contemnor may rid 


themselves of the fine payable to the court by complying with the previous order. Similarly, the 


court may order the contemnor to pay a fine and/or damages to the complainant and they may also 


be given a jail sentence. Id. In this scenario the contemnor may rid themselves of the fine payable 


to the court by complying with the previous order. Id. The court also has the power to require 


reimbursement of attor
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at 478. In a civil contempt proceeding, the court may also require the contemnor to reimburse a 


punishment for the contemnor, but rathe


 


Here, Brent Click testified for Plaintiffs and Jonathan Thomas testified for Defendants and 


both parties submitted affidavits and documents supporting the allegations set forth above 


regarding harassment. Each party also provided testimony, affidavits and documents to support 


their respective arguments regarding abatement of the nuisance. The Court has thoroughly and 


exhaustingly reviewed all of the testimony and evidence submitted by the parties in this matter.  


Based on this evidence, the Court finds that, by clear and convincing evidence, both the Plaintiffs 


and Defendants have each proven certain allegations on the issue of harassment and have therefore 


violated the prior orders to refrain from harassing the other, including shouting at and insulting 


each other, using drones, trespassing, obtaining trespass warrants, making unwarranted gestures, 


 filing 


unnecessary complaints, blasting horns, towing vehicles, placing no parking signs and having 


verbal altercations.  The conduct of both parties shows a constant and continuous pattern of 


violating prior orders. Therefore, the Court holds both the Plaintiffs and Defendants in 


contempt, and the Plaintiffs and Defendants are each ordered to pay the sum of $10,000 to the 


other within ten (10) days from the date of this Order. The Court yet again urges the parties to 


refrain from any more harassment in the future.  
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On the issue of abatement, the Court does not find that Plaintiffs have proven, by the high 


standard of clear and convincing evidence, that Defendants have violated the abatement Order 


from Judge Gravely and the prior Order of this Court. This Court previously found Defendants did 


Defendants undertook steps to abate the nuisance.  


On the issue of attorney fees, the court does not award any attorney fees or costs to either party.  


 


IT IS SO ORDERED.  
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Pickens Common Pleas


Case Caption: Click Properties, Llc , plaintiff, et al VS   Thomas Sc Properties Llc ,
defendant, et al


Case Number: 2020CP3900266


Type: Order/Other


So Ordered


G.D. Morgan Jr.


Electronically signed on 2024-10-01 14:31:21     page 10 of 10
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FORM 4  
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE 
COUNTY OF 
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO.   
 


 
 


  
 


PLAINTIFF(S)  DEFENDANT(S) 
 
 


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.  


 


 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): 
   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  does not end the case.                                                   See Page 2 for additional information.  
  


For Clerk of Court Office Use Only  
 


 
This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a 


copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on                         . 
 


  


  


  


  


  


  


  


NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL 
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Court Reporter:


E-Filing Note:  The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk's 
entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to 
parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


  







Case Caption: Click Properties, Llc , plaintiff, et al VS   Thomas Sc Properties Llc ,
defendant, et al


Case Number: 2020CP3900266


Type: Order/Electronic Form 4


So Ordered


G.D. Morgan Jr.











