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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)
COUNTY OF MCCORMICK N ) ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
} _. o
Robert Jay Lagroon. } CIVIL ACTION NO.: 2017-CP-35-00045
}
Plaintiff, }
) VERDICT FORM
V5. i
J
Crystal Suggs and Scott Suggs, }
)
Defendants. }
)

1. WE, THE JURY, FIND THAT DEFENDANT CRYSTAL SUGGS TRESPASSED.

_X_Y¥ES

NO

{PROCEED TO QUESTION 2,)

(3
H

WE, THE JURY. FIND THAT DEFENDANT SCOTT SUGGS TRESPASSED.

LK v |

NO

({F YES TO QUESTION I OR 2 PROCEED TO QUESTION 3: IF NO. STOP
DELIBERATIONS AND GO NO FURTHER.)

3. WE. THE JURY, FIND THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF ACTUAL AND/OR NOMINAL
DAMAGES. IF ANY. BY A PREPONDERANCE OF THE EVIDENCE SUSTAINED
BY THE PLAINTIFF TO BE:

s V7 =M ﬁj,_@-ﬁ (Dollars)

(PROCEED TO QUESTION 4.)






4. WE. THE JURY. FIND BY CLEAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE THAT
DEFENDANTS CRYSTAL SUGGS AND SCOTT SUGGS, ACTED WILLFULLY.
WRNTONLY, OR WITH RECKLESS DISREGARD OF THE PLAINTIFF'S RIGHTS?

25 YES

NO

(IF YES. PROCEED T0O QUESTION 5- IF O, STOP DELIBERATIONS AND GO NO
FURTHER)

5. WH. THE JURY. FIND BY CLEAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE THAT THE
TO[FAL AMOUNT OF PUNITIVE DAMAGES TO BE:

od
2l :9?@ rmel {Dollars)
STOP AND END YOUR DELIBERATIONS

lﬁﬁ{and date, / /
~ 7?{ 923 i Z";i
Jury Furﬁm g Date Pl / /
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
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CIRCUIT

2017-CP-35~-00045

Plaintiff,

TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD

Defendants.
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April 23, 2024

McCormick, South Carcolina

FORE:

HONORABLE WALTON J. MCLEOD, IV., JUDGE
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Jeffrey F. Peil, Esquire
Attorney for the Plaintiff

Jane H. Merrill, Esquire
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Lttorney for Defendant, Scott Suggs
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THE COURT: 1Is counsel ready to proceed?
MR. PEIL: The Plaintiff is ready, Your Honor.
ME. TINSLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright. Ladies and gentlemen, we’re

goling to go ahead with the selection of our jury for our trial

this week. This is the trial of Robert Jay Lagroon versus

Cr
al
1714
13
ju
the

el

ystal Suggs and Scott Suggs. This case arises out of an

Jeged trespass that occurred on June 17th, approximately June

Lh and 18th of 2014 here in McCormick County. I’ve got a

5T of several gquestions I want to ask you as part of this

ry selection process, but before I do that, I'd like to allow

e attorneys to stand up, introduce themselves and their
lents at this time.

MR. PEIL: May I proceed?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. PEIL: Good morning, my name is Jeffrey Peil, I'm

with the law firm of Huggins, Peil and I represent the

Plgintiff, the Plaintiff, Dr. Lagroon here, he would stand,

hels in a wheelchair, I'd just like to clarify it is completely

unt=lated to the trespass of this, he’'s not remaining seated to

ingult you.

at

my

THE COURT: &alright.
MR. TINSLEY: My name is Jamison Tinsley, I practice
the law firm of Tinsley and Tinsley over in Greenwood with

father Robert Tinsley, he was the public defender out there

©
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many years, he's now retired, so I'm basically a solo
ctitioner and I represent Scott Suggs who is a named

endant in this case,

MS. MERRILL: Good morning, my name is Jane Merrill,
ractice at a law firm in Greenwood, and I represent Crystal
IS .

THE COURT: Alright. Ladies and gentlemen, I'wve got

1st of questions to ask you now. Can everyone still hear

(A few prospective jurors answer yes.)

THE COURT: Alright. 5o there are no wrong responses

this question, but if you hear a guestion and it applies to

just stand up, tell me your juror number, I may have some

low up questions to ask you once I hear from you. Alright.

eny member of this jury related by blood or marriage, have a

cloge personal, business, or soclial relationship to either the

Bla
Sco

jur

Defq

The

intiff, Mr. Lagroon, or the Defendants Crystal Suggs and

Ft Suggs? If so please stand. Okay. B8ir, what is your

b number?

JUROR 195: 1495,

THE COURT: 95. And do you know the Plaintiff or the
enidants or both?

JUROR 195: Both.

THE COURT: 0©Okay. The fact that you know both

Plaintiff and the Defendants, do you think that would

@
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afffect your ability to be a fair and impartial juror?

JUROR 95: Yeah.

BAILIFF: That was juror 195.
THE COURT: 1I'm sorry, 1957

BAILIFF: 185, yes, sir.

else? Your number?

JUROR 73: 73.

THE COURT: And do you know the Plaintiff or the
Defendants?

JUROR 73: Both.

THE COURT: The fact that you know both of them,
cotld that affect your ability to be a fair and impartial

juror?

JUROR 73: I don’t think it would.

THE COURT: Okay. Anyone else? Alright. The

following is a list of potential witnesses in this case.

Please pay attention. Becca Lagroon, Rebecca Lagroon, Scott

Lewis, Kelly Sue Barnett, Scott Suggs, Crystal Suggs, Mr.

Robert Jay Lagroon. Did I leave any witnesses out?

MR. PEIL: HNot that I'm aware of,

member of this jury related by blood or marriage or have a

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you, you can have a seat.

THE COURT: Thank you for clarifying that. Anyone

ME. TINSLEY: None that I'm aware of, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright. Ladies and gentlemen, is any

0,
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5e personal, social, or business relationship with any of
potential witnesses I just called out which I also included
criginal parties as well, but anyone, does this apply to
bnie on that witness 1list? Do you know them, have a
stionship with them?

(No response.)

THE COURT: Alright. Is there any member of this

¥y panel who's a past or present client, employee, business

bciate, friend, or acguaintance of Defendants attorneys, R.
ison Tinsley, Billy J. Garrett, Jr., or Jane Hawthorne
rill? If so, please stand.

(No response.)

THE COURT: Along the same lines, is any member of
Jjury panel a past, present client, or employee or friend or
iness associate or acquaintance of Plaintiff’'s lawyer, Mr.
frey Peil? If so, please stand.
(No response.}
THE COURT: 1Is there a member of this jury panel or

Lr immediate family who is a past or present employee of the

intiff, Robert Jay Lagrocon?

(No response.)

THE COURT: Is any member of this jury panel who's

r made a campaign contribution to Billy Garrett or
inteered for his campaign for State Senate? If so, please
nd.

O,
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{No response.)

THE COURT: 1Is anyone on this jury panel or your
relatives ever been a customer at Robert Jay Lagroon’s store
alsz known as W.G.’s Store? If so, please stand.

(No respcnse.)

THE COURT: Does any member of this jury panel or any
of wour relatives receive any dental treatment from Robert Jay
Lagroon?

{No response.)

THE COURT: Okay. 1Is any member of this Jjury panel
fam:liar with the real property located at 791 Highway 7,
McCormick, South Carolina®?

(Mo response.)

THE COURT: Any member of this jury panel or your
relatives ever been involved in a ciwvil lawsuit? If so, please
starnd.

{(No response.)

THE COURT: I think I’'ll add clarificaticn. Inveolved
as a Plaintiff or a Defendant in a civil lawsuit? Yes, sir,
your juror number?

JUROR 104: Sorry, I don’t remember.

THE COURT: What’'s your last name?

JURCR 104: Griffin.

THE COURT: Griffin.

CLERK: 104.






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

13

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

THE COURT: 1447

CLERK: 104.

THE COURT: Alright. Juror number 104, you’ve been
inyolved in a ciwvil lawsuit before?

JUROR 104: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: As a Plaintiff or a Defendant?

JUROR 104: As a Plaintiff.

THE COURT: Alright. The fact that you served as a
Plaintiff or have been a Plaintiff in a previous case, do you
think that would affect your ability to be a fair and impartial
Juror?

JURCR 104: MWNo, sir.

THE COURT: Alright. You can have a seat. Anyone
else in response to that question?

{No response.)

THE COURT: Is there any member of this jury panel
whg's ever been involved in a divorce action involwving child
custody? If so, please stand. Okay. Your juror number?
JUROR 253: 255, I think.

THE COURT: What’s your last name?
JUROR 253: Shelor.

THE COURT: Shelor?

JUROR 253: Sheenlor.

THE CCOURT: Okay. 253, I think. Close encugh. The

(W

facg that you’ve been involved in a divorce case involwvin
Y
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1ld custody, do you think that would affect your ability to
a fair and impartial juror here today?
JUROR 253: I do not.
THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. Is any member of this
y panel aware of any bias or prejudice towards either the
intiff or the Defendants in this case? If so, please stand.
(No response.)

THE COURT: Finally, does any member of this jury

panel know of any reason whatsoever why he or she should not

sSel

we as a Jjuror in this case with particular emphasis being
ced on your ability to be a fair and impartial juror to both
Plaintiff and the Defendants? If so0, please stand.

(Mo respconse.)

THE COURT: Finally, 1s there any member of this jury

panel or your relatives that have participated in constructing

Rokb

ert Jay Lagroon’s house, outbuildings, or cell tower on his

progperty? 1If so, please stand.

(No response.)
THE COURT: B&lright. Counsel, any other voire dire?

MR. PEIL: Nothing further from the Plaintiff, Your

Honlor.

THE COURT: Ckay.

ME. TINSLEY: HNothing from the Defendant, Your

Honor.

THE CQURT: Alright. Madame clerk, if we

()
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coy_d compile a list. Counsel, are y'all good with cne
alternate?

MR. PEIL: I think one alternate would be sufficient
forl two days.

MR. TINSLEY: I don't see why it wouldn’t be, Your
Hornor.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. PEIL: Your Honor, may we approach about one

thing before we do the drawing?

THE COURT: Sure.
(Qff the record.)

THE COURT: Alright. Ladies and gentlemen, we’ve

compiled a list of potential jurors. The attorneys will now

haw
bef
miry
jur

and

jur

go

= the opportunity to look over that list for a few minutes
pre we have to actually select them. So y'all take a few
utes and we'll get started from there, okay? BAnd if the
ors could just remain seated, I appreciate your patience,
we’ll get this selection done soon.
(Dff the record.)

THE COURT: You've both had a chance to review the

or list. We'’ll have four strikes per party, Plaintiff will

Cirst and when you call your strike out, please use the

numper on the far left of the page. Alright.

CLERK: As I call for your strikes, if you will,

e me the numbers of your far left, numbers 1 through

(2

11
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okay? We'll start with Plaintiff, your first
ke?

MR. PEIL: Number 2.

CLERK: Defense?

MR. TINSLEY: Number 11.

CLERK: Plaintiff?

MR. PEIL: Number 17.

CLERK: Defense?

ME. TINSLEY: Number 15,

CLERK: Plaintiff?

ME. PEIL: Number 14.

CLERK: Defense?

MR. TINSLEY: Number 18.

CLERK: Plaintiff?

MR. PEIL: One moment. I'm sorry.

THE COURT: Okay.

bt of the same pecople.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PEIL: HNumber 9, please.
CLERK: And Defense?

ME. TINSLEY: HNumber 16.

CLERK: Okay. Plaintiff, if I may verify your

Pkes. Number 2, number 8, number 14, and number 177

MR. PEIL: Yes=s, ma’am.

12

ME. PEIL: I have several backups but we're striking

©,
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CLERK: Defense, verify your strikes. Number 11,
nugker 15, 16, 18.

MR. TINSLEY: Correct.

CLERK: Okay.

THE COURT: ©One alternate.

CLERK: And for your alternates, Plaintiff, strike?
ME. PEIL: Number 3.

CLERK: And Defense?

ME. TINSLEY: Number 1.

Defense number 17
MR. TINSLEY: Correct.

MR. PEIL: That’'s correct.

jury selection?

MR. PEIL: Let me double check ---

THE COURT: Alright. We’ll wait until we get them
all up here, how about that? You can go ahead and have them

COomes up.

your belongings and if you will go to the jury box here on my
left and your right. Okay. Ewvangeline Bishop, Dinah Fox,
Edward Van Rengen, Bradford Andrew, Mark Koeppen, Craig
Schavilje, Curtis Richardsen, William Simons, III, Sharon

Thyrmond, Dallas Oskey, David Lawrence, James Hardy ——-

1.3

CLERK: Plaintiff verified number 115, number 3. &and

THE COURT: Alright. Before we call, any issues with

CLERK: Okay. As I call your name, if you will bring
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BAILIFF: You said David Lawrence?

CLERK: Yes, sir. And James Hardy. Alternate,
Wiilliam James.

THE COURT: Alright. Counsel, any issue with
sel=action?

MR. PEIL: None from the Plaintiff, Your
Honor.

MS. MERRILL: None from the Defense.

THE COURT: Alright. Ladies and gentlemen, you have
been chosen as a jury in this case. First thing I'm actually
geing to have you do is go back to the jury room and just
refresh yourselves and choose a foreperson. Y'all elect
somebody to be the foreman or forelady for this jury. Give a
note to the bailiff, let me know when you’ve done that, and
I'11 get you right back in here for further instruction. You
shouldn’t, please don’t discuss the case, you haven’t heard any
evidence in the case, please don't discuss the parties involved
or anyone, but just go on back and discuss who can be the
foraman or forelady for this jury and give me a note, let me
kncw who you’ve selected, and I’11l get you back in here,
okav? BSo please don’t discuss the case, but head on back to
the jury room at this time. Thank you.

{Jurors exiting Courtroom.)
THE COURT: Alright. Anything before I let the

balance go?
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ME. PEIL: Ho.

THE COURT: Alright. Madame clerk, this is the only

ter we have this week, so0 I think I'm just going to let them

CLERK: Sounds good. If they need a work statement,
W' re downstairs,

THE COURT: Okay. Ladies and gentlemen, so you were
selected for this jury trial this week. If you do need a
k excuse, there’s someone downstairs who can help you with
L, but we appreciate your patience this morning, I
recliate you volunteer, well, not volunteer, I appreciate you
kwing up to perform your civic duty. BAnd thank you again,
L1l are free tc go at this time.

(Non-jurcrs exiting Courtroom.)

THE COURT: Mr. Tinsley, Ms. Merrill, Mr. Peil has

m

a motion to sequester witnesses which is fine. Do y’all
. to have the same sequester for any of their witnesses?

ME. TINSLEY: 3Sure. I think everybody needs to be
cut cof the same spoon, so -——

THE COURT: Falir encough. So we will seguester
nesses. I don’'t know who the witnesses are, so I need the
vers to help me with communicating to the witnesses that
v can wait cutside for now.

MR. PEIL: OCkay. Absclutely.

THE COURT: Okay.

@
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ME. PEIL: So I think it's just our witnesses at this
tima.

THE COURT: Alright. That’s fine. If y’'all are
witnesses, if y’all can just wait outside and someone, we're
not going to start testimony until after lunch. Alright. So
while we are waiting on the jury to pick the foreperson, I
would like the attorneys to at least talk about exhibits.
There may be exhibits that y"all can stipulate to, I mean,
pictures, I don’t know if there’s pictures of damage to
procerty here that y'all can agree Lo, or anything of that
matter, anything that will help us move a little bit more
efficiently this afternocn. If there is some exhibit and you
anticipate a contenticus evidentiary debate on, I'd appreciate
a heads up just so I can mavbe be a little ahead of the curve
when that happens.

MR. PEIL: So I anticipate there are some exhibits
that will be cbjected to.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PEIL: Mr. Tinsley and I and Ms. Merrill had some
discussions about that.

THE COURT: Well, my first question would be is what
do they have to do with the issue of trespass?

ME. PEIL: Absclutely, I understand. Would you like
us ko go --—-

THE COQURT: Sure.

©
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MR. PEIL: -—- through the exhibits one by one, Your
or?

THE COURT: Well, you could just tell me what some of
anticipated disputes are.

MRE. PEIL: 8o exhibit 1, I don’'t know if there’s an

jlection, Dr. Lagroon delivered a trespass notice.

ME. TINSLEY: Our position, I mean, if he tegtifies
T he did this, then that's, I guess that’s fine, it*1ll
ppably get him over the hurdle to get it into evidence, but

do not concede that it was ever served on either one of our

clilents by Dr. Lagroon or anybody else.

tha

tha

aut

to

be

int

THE COURT: So it’s a copy of a signed letter, is

t right?

MR. TINSLEY: Unsigned.

ME. PEIL: Unsigned.

THE COURT: Unsigned. So it’s a copy of a letter

-~ your client asserts that he sent, which I assume he can
henticate in his direct testimony, so ---

MR. PEIL: Sure.

THE COURT: --- I think that’s fine, but it’s subject
cross and whatever else you want to add to it.

MR. PEIL: Number 2 is one that will not be sought to
admitted inte evidence because it's responses to

errogatories, but I have them as a labeled exhibit in case I

need to refresh the memory of any witness.

©
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THE COURT: Okay. 8o your discovery responses,
that's fine.

MR. PEIL: Okay. And that’s straightforward.

THE COURT: For refreshing recollections, certainly.
MR. PEIL: Number 3 is the GIS aerial picture of the
property in question that denotes the boundaries of Dr.
Lagroon’s property.

MR. TINSLEY: No cbjection.

THE COURT: Alright.

MR. PEIL: Number 4 is a document for impeachment
purposes, it's a termination letter that Ms. Crystal Suggs
received from Piedmont College.

THE COURT: A termination letter Ms. Suggs received -

MR. PEIL: From Piedmont Technical College, yes, sir.
THE COURT: ©h, for impeachment, so not ---

MR. PEIL: For impeachment purposes, yes, sir.

THE COURT: OQkay. I mean, you can’t agree to it

betause you don’t have any impeachable testimony yet, but

MR. PEIL: That’s right, that’s right. Number 5 are
some awards that Becca Lagroon received.

THE COURT: And she is what?

MR. PEIL: She is Dr. Lagroon’'s daughter ---

THE COURT: Daughter.
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MR. PEIL: --- one of the kids that was abducted,
s Slrh

MR. TINSLEY: I don't see what it has to do with
spass.

THE COURT: Yeah. Again, how are you going to
nect the dots with that and trespass?

ME. PEIL: I mean, again, Your Heonor, it’s our

ition they were on the property and it’s her testimony they

werle there to abduct these children.

to

Wo I

THE COURT: Her testimony?

ME. PEIL: Her testimony, she was there, I was there
pick up these kids and bring them off the property.

MR. TINSLEY: And it goes back, he’s using this

d abduct, I don’t think she ever used that in her

depposition.

don

MR. PEIL: No, I, I, she certainly didn’t, I mean, I

"t think anybody would testify, ves, I committed a

kidnapping but ---

she

chi

opi

ses

THE COURT: She came to pick up a child, I guess if
fs a minor, right?

MER. PEIL: Yeah. She came to pick up two minor
1d, she and her husband came ---

THE COURT: Abduction implies criminal intent in my
nion, I mean, abducticn, kidnap, it just rings of general

sion, not common pleas. And it’s my understanding there was

@)
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neper any criminal outcome or charges filed regarding abduction

or| kidnapping, is that accurate?

ME. PEIL:

THE COURT:

MR. TINSLEY: That’s accurate, Your Honor.

Yeah. I’'m not aware of any, no.

Okay. Well, if the testimony, again, I

hayen’t read the deposition, but if the testimony was that a

party or witness here came to your client's property for the

purpose of picking up or getting a minor, that’s one thing, but

abduction just, that’s, that would be like them trying to use

the word liquor store again and again ---

MR. PEIL:

THE COURT:

I understand.

-—— we just got to be careful, let’s not

inject things that ---

MR. PEIL:

What I will say, Your Honor, is it is my

Jot to prejudice this jury, not to unfairly prejudice this

jury, okay? I mean, my sole goal here is to get them to render

a yerdict for my client —-—-

THE COURT:
ME. PEIL:
THE COURT:
by |me ---

ME. PEIL:
ITHE COURT:
prejudice be ---

MR. PEIL:

Well ---

-—- and ---

Well, wait a minute now, they are charged

Yes, sir.

--- to not have sympathy, passion,

Understood.

cr
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t they grant a decision.

So| all evidence, prejudicial, I get that, but it can't be

unguly prejudicial. But they’re suppo

where we try to eliminate prejudice.

ME. PEIL: I get that.

THE COURT: --- if you want

they did it with malice, that’s one th

sed to be in a mindset to

So ---

to convince them that

ing, but there’s a fine

lire that you’re going to have to walk here.

War

MR. PEIL: I mean, I, I'm trying —---

THE COURT: 1I want you to tr

t to try cases that never happened.

Y your case, but I don't

MR. PEIL: 1I'm trying to find a word that fits this

that doesn’t seem to offend the notions, I mean, they came onto

the property without the permission of the custodial parent and

togk two minor children against their will. And so ---

THE COURT: That sounds bett
ME. PEIL: ©Ckay. I mean ---

THE COURT: HNow, I don't kno

er than abduct.

w if the children are

going to testify to it or if they’re even witnesses, I don’t

kngw, but I mean, just using key words that are part and parcel

of |The criminal code or, that’s just not something you need ---

MR. ‘PEIL: 8¢ Lg clarify ——=

THE COURT: We don't want to

confuse the jury because

theg guesticn they're geing teo ask is oh, who got arrested for

t or who went to jail for that ---

©
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ME.

THE

PETL:

COURT:

I understand.

22

—=— the answer is no one, but they don't

negd to be thinking about that.

ME.

THE

PEIL,:

COURT:

I understand.

Again, I recognize y’all know the facts

angd the history better than I do, but that’s just how I see it

thus far.

ME.

PEIL:

I mean, it’s cone of those things, I mean,

I have to argue malice, willfulness, recklessness ---

THE

COURT:

Well, coming onto someone’s property in

theory without permission or if they were told not to come on

the property,

adding malice,

So

that sort of =speaks for itself.

abduction,

I don"t, I mean,

and kidnapping is a little too much.

anyway, let’s just see where direct testimony takes you.

MR.

PEIL:

Ckay. I understand completely.

angl 7 are the wvideos from the property.

COURT:

PEIL:

COURT:

PEIL;

COURT:

Videos of what?

Exhibit &

Surveillance videos of the property, of

trespasses occurring.

Oh, so you’ve got video of it

Yes, sir.

Okay.

MR. TINSLEY: Judge, this picture of this videc says

THE

MR.
the

THE
happening?

ME.

THE
kid

Inapping of Daniel and Becca Lagroon, June 19th, 2014. I
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[t want the jury ever seeing a disc that uses the word
rapping for the reasons we just talked about.

THE COURT: You mean like it’s part of the video?

MR. PEIL: No, it’s printed on the disc, yeah. I

i, this is what I'm saying, this has been our case theory, I
i, they came and kidnapped these kids. So it’s, I

prstand part of being a trial attorney is you have to shift

rs, but I mean, that’s what this case is. I mean, I can

t 2 sharpile to the word kidnapping, I'm sure the disc will

Ll play.

THE COURT: Okay. I mean, again, I don’'t know want
implication that there’'s some criminal act when it’s been
rears, right?

MR. PEIL: If the evidence shows that a criminal act
rred, that two adults without permission took these kids, I
i, I think I should be able to¢ use that criminal term. I

ik the testimony will show ———

THE COURT: I think you can use the facts. They,
2’ s the video that shows people coming to another person’s
perty and removing children, okay? But I don’t think you
to fill in the legal conclusion of kidnapping --—-

MR. PEIL: Okay.

THE COURT: --- because that’s a charge that carries
entence, and we're here to talk about trespassing.

MR. PEIL: Yes, sir. I will, I"11 try --—-

(29
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THE COURT: 1I'm giving you all the leeway I can.

MR. PEIL: =--- to be creative with my language, yes,

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. MERRILL: And Your Honor, on that one, I'm

assyming it's the same video, I think the file name is actually

als¢ kidnapping of Daniel and Becca Lagroon. So if, before

anything gets played where the jury might see the file name, if

the

file name can be changed to not say kidnapping, I think

that would alsc be appropriate.

MR. PEIL: I"1l take a look.

THE COURT: Yeah, take a look at what it says.

That’s something yv'all can do during lunch. Let’s move on to

the

avo

kidj

ordd

ordd

I dd

ref

hea!

at 1

next exhibit.
MR. PEIL: Okay.

THE COURT: Buy yeah, to be correct, I would like to

1d the using of the word kidnapping and showing of the words

Lapping.

MR. PEIL: Absclutely. Ezxhikit 8 is the Family Court
tr that was in place at the time this occurred, itfs a final
tr of the Court. This is, I mean, I have a certified copy,

b’ t plan on admitting it into evidence, it's for

reshment purposes. Part of Dr. Lagroon’s testimony is that

£ going to testify, ves, I had full custody of my children

rhat time as awarded by the Family Court.
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THE COURT: Okay. Is that in dispute?
MR. TINSLEY: The issue is my party, my client and

Suggs, they weren’t parties to this order, this Family

rt case. Who knows what they knew about it, and I think

re getting away from trespass --—-
THE COURT: Well, T ——-
MR. TINSLEY: --- providing Family Court orders.

THE COURT: He can certainly testify that he had full

fody of the kids ---

MR. FEIL: BAbsolutely.

THE COURT: But again, I keep, vou know, his ex-wife
not a party to the case, 1t's not like, for analogy
hoses, it’'s not the ex-wife went in and toock the kids in
lation of a2 Family Court order.

MR. PEIL: I'm sorry, they ———

THE COURT: I'm just saying it would be a little
Eerent if ===

ME. PEIL: The ex-wife had done this?

THE COURET: Yeah.

MR. PEIL: I mean, I understand. So exhibits &
bugh 12 will not be admitted, they are there, I mean,
w're orders of Family Court, but I mean, those are just for
reshment purposes in case, I mean, this happened 10 years
and sc I knew what they say, my client, vyou know —--—-—

THE COURT: Okay.

&
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MR. PEIL: =--- if he forgets, I'd like to be able to
refresh his memory.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PEIL: But I mean, I’'m not going to go into
detail about any of the prior or subsequent Family Court, I
tend on asking my client, you know, you were awarded full
cugtody of your children, and they were residing with you on
the property on June 1l6th, 17th, and 18th, correct. I mean -—-—
THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PEIL: --- I think that's, that'll be sufficient.
THE COURT: Blright.

MR. PEIL: Exhibit 13 is a statement that was written
by |Daniel Lagroon. It was my initial intention te subpoena
him, but then I discovered he was a resident of Georgia, so 13
will not be admitted. 14 through 18 refreshment exhibits,
aggin, not to be admitted, I mean, they’re certified copies of
vayious proceedings that occurred in the Courts.

THE COURT: Certified copies ---

MR. PEIL: Certified copies of varicus orders that
wens rendered by the Family Court, the U.S. District Court,
everything that ---

THE COURT: U.S. District Court?

MR. TINSLEY: Judge, long after, later that year
affgar this incident, he met some, some guy who wound up going

to |federal prison for sexually exploiting him. I don’t see any

26
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that’s related to a trespass, particularly considering that

Farrily Court issued an order putting these kids into foster

cax

get

=2 within days of that. I just don’t know how a trespass
s him to that being relevant evidence in this case.

MR. PEIL: Perhaps I misspoke, I said I'm not

admitting these exhibits.

do

THE COURT: Okay.
MR. TINSLEY: But I guess my ———
THE COURT: Well, what good is the testimony have to

of a U.5. District Court order that doesn't have to do with

the intrusicon onto your client’s property?

my
motl

kng

MR. PEIL: I mean, I'm making a strategic decision,
plan initially when I called this case, my client is
ivated because of what happened. Just for the Court’s

wledge, after his children were kidnapped, they were brought

and put in the care of their mother and their mother allowed a

sexual predator who is HIV positive to interact with the son

and the son contracted an illness and that man was sentenced in

fai

the

to

5C

District Court for child molestation. Dr. Lagroon is
rly upset about this particular trespass. I understand from
Court’s conversations yesterday and today that yvou want me
confine it to trespass, sc this is my initial exhibit list,
I am saying I'm not admitting these exhibits.

THE COURT: To be clear, I'm not confining,

I'm confining the testimony to the causes of action

©,
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MR. PEIL: Yes, sir.
THE COURT: I mean, if I had a cause of action, and

in, I know this case has a long history and I think some

matpers were dismissed and there were some appeals that went
up, | but as I understand it, the only thing left for us to
dispuss is trespass.

com|

C O]

sti

Cau

wWol

the

go |

ME. PEIL: Trespass, yes, Sir.

THE COURT: Your client is seeking relief and
bensation for the torte of trespass?

MR. PEIL: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And that's it?

ME. PEIL: Yes, sir. That's all; yep.

THE COURT: Yes, sir?

MR. PEIL: Exhibit 19 is just a copy of the amended
claint, the operative pleading in this case. I think that’s
culated to.

THE COURT: Well, not for evidence, is it?

MR. TINSLEY: The issue there iz, it’'s got these
ses of action that have been dismissed in there, so that
ldn’t be appropriate to go in front of a jury.

THE CCURT: Well, again, amended complaint, I mean,

MR. PEIL: Every case I've ever tried, the pleadings

cack with the jury, perhaps that is not the case. But wyou

@r
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THE COURT: No, I, don’t get me wrong, I think you

testify to what his complaint, well, again, I don’t have

amended complaint in front of me, but I mean, what you're

allsaging is of course part of the testimony, but sending back a

legal document like a complaint or an answer that probably
alllzge 48 different defenses,

juny or harms the jury’s ability to understand the primary

I don’t know 1f that helps the

isgue in the case, so we'll cross that bridge when we get to

it

bag

subpoena tec Becca Lagroon

call

shel

Exh

But typically, no, I don't see the summons ---

MR. PEIL: Okay.

THE COURT: --- and complaint and the answers going

k into the jury room.

MR. PEIL: Okay. Yes, sir. Number 20 is the

just in case we ran intoc an issue of

ling her.

THE COURT: Ckay.

MR. PEIL: You know, if we need to send a sheriff,
s here --—-

THE COURT: Well, that would ke more of a Court
ibit, not an individual ---

MR. PEIL: Yeah, exactly. But, you know, given the

timeline, 1 brought it and marked it, so I'd have the -—-

THE COURT: Fair encugh.

o,
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MR. PEIL: And then exhibits 21 through 26, I
an—icipate these being contentious.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PEIL: These are his bills for legal services for
kind of cleaning up this whole mess. 2And I say cleaning up
thiis mess, nothing to do with the physical property, everything
to| do with the kids.

MR. TINSLEY: And my client nor Ms. Suggs were party
to| any of these litigation costs that he incurred in these
exhibits, so this is not a proper forum to try to recoup those
cogts on a trespass lawsuit.

THE COURT: Well, I don't think, does trespass allow
for attorney’s fees?

MR. TINSLEY: T don’t think it does.

THE COURT: I don’t believe it does either. So those
are medical or litigation costs, sort of remedial costs for the
child, is that —---

MR. PEIL: Yes, sir, yes.

THE COURT: Okay. I think if, if this were another
torte claim, probably more ——-

MR. PEIL: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: =--- applicable, but not likely
apglicakle on a torte of trespass, so, but if you need to

pr¢ffer it at some point, just let me know and we can let you

do [that.






10

01

12

13

14

15

16

)

18

15

20

21

22

23

24

25

31

MR. PEIL: We will do that. So as I'm hearing then,

we'lve got a stipulation on one exhibit, Plaintiff’s Exhibit 3,

the

the
pro
the
Wwou
act
pla
kid

tha

any

to

mea
if

thi

haw

dr

[

asrial photograph —-—-

THE COURT: Well, I don’'t know if they stipulated to

letter, but I mean, the letter can come in assuming he
vides foundational testimony, the GIS images. I felt like
e was more that y’'all were ckay with, maybe I'm wrong. I

1d like you tco take a look at the wvideo, both of you,
Lally all of you during the lunch hour to see if we could
y this, I mean, if it, you know, I imagine if it just says
rnapping across the back of the screen the entire time,

t’s kind of tough to deal with, but y’all let me know what
11 can do with it. What about y"all? Exhibits?

ME. TINSLEY: I don’t think we, I don’t think I have
except for maybe potentially if an impeachment issue were
Ccome up.

THE COURT: Well, veah.

MR. TINSLEY: And ---

THE COURT: Not to get zahead of everything, but I

., you’ll have the opportunity to put up your case, too, so
vou intend teo put anything up in your case in chief that you
ik might be an issue --—-

ME. TINSLEY: Potentially, seeing how it looks, we do

e a photograph of Ms. Suggs’ car, but I think, that she was

ving at the time, would potentially be an exhibit.
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ME. PEIL: Ckay.

22

THE COURT: Alright. Okay. Well, I guess that just

abgut covers it. You know, for openings, I’ve got like a

seven-minute opening charge I have to read to them after we

swgar them, then I'11 turn it over to you for opening

stgzements, and we’ll just push through. It’s noon, do they

notf

War]

the

frg

50

have a bailiff yet? I mean, not bailiff, a foreman?
BAILIFF: & foreman, ves, sir.
THE COURT: Oh, alright. Who is that?
BAILIFF: They didn't tell me, and 1 didn't ask.
t me to find out?
THE COURT: Yes, we'll find out together.

BAILIFF: You want me to bring them back in?

Tou

THE COURT: Just bring them all back in, I’'11 tell

m we’re going to lunch and come back in an hour.

BAILIFF: Okay.

THE COURT: Honestly, if y’all want me to let them go

m there, I'm fine doing that, too.

MS. MERRILL: That’s fine, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I typically do that. Here, I’'1ll go out.

(Judge exiting the Courtroom, entering the jury room.)

THE COURT: Alright. Our foreman is Mr. Schavilje.

CLEEK: Juror 241.

THE COURT: So I teld them to come back in one hour,

that’s 1:00 pm. So let’s be in here ready to start at 1:00.

GD
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1l get the jury in here and we’ll just start the trial.
ma’am?

M5. MERRILL: I just want to add one thing on the

regord just for efficiency’s sake. I’m not going to repeat all

the

arguments, but if we can, just for the record, if therefs

an |[objection to an exhibit, I will essentially be joining in,

but

you

the

just te save time, I'm not going to repeat it.

THE COURT: How about this, just for the trial,

1l adopt Mr. Tinsley’s cbjections unless you stand up --—-

MS. MERRILL: And say otherwise.

THE COURT: That'd be fine, I understand.

ME. TINSLEY: And vice wversa, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. And I did tell them to avoid y'all
appreciate y’all aveoiding them. So please don't, really to
parties, the litigants, Plaintiff and Defense, please don’t
cuss the case or carry on any conversations with the jurors,
v? You don't have to be rude, just steer clear. Anything
2 for the record for now?

MR. PEIL: WNWothing, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright. We’ll be in recess for an hour.

(Off the record.)

THE COURT: Alright. I believe the jury’s all back.
updates from when we recessed an hour ago?

MR. PEIL: None from the Plaintiff. I just remind

Court about sequestration; I see the witnesses are back ———
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THE COURT: Alright. Are they the cnes we had

Dre?
MR. PEIL: I'm seorry, I didn’t hear you.
THE COURT: Are they the ones who were in here bhefore
MR. PEIL: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Okay. And basically, the sheriff will
e to go get the witness whenever they’re ready to testify.

MER. TINSLEY: Judge, we looked at the videc and
rything, I think it's fine with that now. Ms. Merrill
bight up, brought to my attention that i1t, I guess, I don't
W if it's going to be the first witness, but one of the
intiff’s early witnesses is a process server and I'm not
= the relevance. We’re not challenging service in this
2, so maybe I'm missing something, I just wanted to go ahead
bring that up before we got going.

THE COURT: Okay.

ME. PEIL: We identified the witnesses, Your Honor,

this case, the Defendants didn’t take any depositions, so —-

THE COURT: There were no depositions taken?

MR. PEIL: I deposed the Defendants, but they didn’t
Cse anyone on our witness list.

THE COURT: 0Okay. So I mean, the bottom line, the

ress server, 1is that?

::el
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MR. PEIL: There was an out of Court statement, a
party admission that was made to the process server by Ms.

rystal Suggs.

THE COURT: Okay. Alright. So I just need to bring
the jury in, give them the introductory charge and have them
sworn, opening statements, summary of what y’'all intend to show
regarding the claims before the jury and the Court and we’ll
move on with the next witness. Anything else before we bring
them in?

MR. PEIL: Nothing from the Plaintiff, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright. Anything from the Defense?

ME. TINSLEY: HNothing else, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright, Let’s bring them in, please.

{Jury entering Courtroom.)

BAILIFF: Judge, where do you want the foreman, on
this end or that end? I'm sorry. Right here will be good?

THE COURT: We’ll just put him there since he's
thers.

BAILIFF: Okay. And the alternates sit here.

THE COURT: Alright. Alright. Mr. Foreman, ladies
and gentlemen of the jury, welcome back. FPlease be seated, I'm
sorry. I hope y"all had a nice lunch. We’re ready to begin
the trial of Robert Jay Lagroon versus Crystal Suggs and Scott

Suggs. I've got some opening remarks I want to give to you,

GD
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rigat hand. You shall will and truly try in true deliverance

maKs between the issues joined in this case, case number 2017-

CE

Scgtt Suggs, Defendants, a true verdict rendered according to

the

sayving I will.

oat]

begin this trial, I want to tell you this trial will be
diffferent from what you might expect, may be different. Many

people do not have the chance to attend actual Court session as

you

moviies or reading books that trials are always full of high
drama, intense action, and riveting circumstances. While all
theise things may be true at times, this trial is not for

entertainment. This Courtroom is a place of honor dedicated to

the

what many have called the greatest justice system ever created.

35-45, Robert Jay Lagroon, Plaintiff, against, Crystal and

"7

36

before I do that, I"11l ask the clerk of court to swear you

CLERK: If you would, please stand and raise your

law and the evidence, so help you God? Please indicate by

JURORS: I will,

CLERK: Was there anyone that could not say that

(No response.)
CLERK: Thank you, you may be seated.

THE COURT: Alright. Ladies and gentlemen, before we

are doing now and may think from watching television or

protection and preservation of citizens' rights through
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Thg attorneys appearing before you are advocates for the
pagties they represent, but first and foremost, they are
offiZcers of the Court sworn to uphold the integrity and
failrness of our judicial system. You should expect them to be
prgfessional, competent, and ethical in the representation of
thg:r clients’ interests. Remember that you too have taken an
catin to try this case to try and reach a fair and impartial
verdict and you are also expected to be professiocnal,
reasonable, and ethical. Thank you for accepting this
impgortant responsibility. NYow, let me tell you how this trial
willl proceed. The first thing that will occur is that the
atforney for the Plaintiff, the Plaintiff is the person who's
brought this action or suit, his attorney will make an opening
stazement which will be followed by a similar statement by the
attiorneys for the Defendants. These opening statements are not
arguments, those arguments will come at the conclusion of the
cage. The purpose of the opening statement is for each party
to putline his or her claims and the evidence which they intend
to present in support of these claims. Following the opening
stajcements, each side will present its evidence with the
Plalintiff once again going first. Evidence may take many
forms, it may be testimony, documents, models, photographs or
the like. You should pay close attention to all the evidence

whilch is presented by each party. You the jury are the sole

finders of the facts in this case and no one else will be

37
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pgrmitted to weigh the evidence and render a verdict based upcn
itl. After all the evidence has been presented, the attorneys
willl make their closing arguments. Unlike their opening
stgtements, their final arguments will be true arguments, that
is| each side will emphasize certain portions cof the evidence
and try to persuade you to agree with their wversion of the
fapts. Keep in mind that opening statements as well as closing
arguments of the attorneys do not represent evidence in this
cape. Give the attorneys your undivided attention, but keep in
mipnd that what they say is not evidence. After the arguments
arpg finished, I'1l explain to you the law which applies to this
cape and you will then retire to the jury room, consider the
fagts and law and once you've done so, you'll return z verdict
in| favor of one side or the other. During the course of the
trial, the Plaintiff has the burden of proving his claims; the
Plgintiff must meet this burden by proving his claim by the
greater welght or preponderance of the evidence. Wow, what do
we|mean by the greater weight can be illustrated by imagining a
traditional set of scales. When the case beging, the scales
arg even. After all the evidence has been presented, if the
scdles should remain evenly balanced or if they tip even
slightly in favor of the Defendant, then the Plaintiff would
haye failed to meet his burden of proof, and your verdict will
be |for the Defendant. If on the other hand, the scales should

tig even slightly in favor of the Plaintiff, then he will have

o)
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his burden of proof, and your verdict would be for the
intiff. Now, although I’m the only person who can tell you

t the law is, you are the only ones who can determine what

the facts are. I do not have the right to indicate how I may

fepl about the evidence presented, and throughout this trial,

oy

intention will be to act impartially toward each party.

Noy, second, from time to time an attorney will object to some

bit

of testimony or evidence which the other side is seeking to

présent. As in sports, business, or any other structured

act

pre

SNE

ang

tha

the

thi

aga

rul

Fin

evi

def

ivity, there are certain rules that both sides must obey in
senting evidence, these rules have a definite purpese. They

ure that the information you receive is the most trustworthy
reliable evidence available. An objection is the procedure
t is used for an attorney to call a possible viclation of
rules to my attention as the Judge of this Court and for

s reason, you should not hold an attorney’s objection

inst his or her client. Nor should you cenclude from my

ing on the objection that I favor one side or the other.
ally, I'd ask you to pay close attention to all of the

dence presented to you. It is you, the jury who will

ermine the facts in this case, and as a2 result, you will

haye to evaluate the credibility which means believability of

ea¢h witness who testifies in this case. You're participating

in

of

2 time-tested system and it's extremely important for each

you to listen carefully to all the evidence presented. I

@
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dop’t see anyone with any note pads, but if you happen to have
ong, please don’t take any notes during the trial. I want you
to|lremain focused solely on the witness stand right here in
frent of me so you can hear the evidence and testimony as it’s
belng presented to you throughout the course of the trial. If
anyone needs a break during testimony, raise your hand, get my
attention if I don't make eye contact with you. We understand
sofztimes you may need to take a break, and we’ll certainly
ac¢ommodate that request if we get one. So at this time,
plgease give your complete and undivided attention to the
attorneys as they make opening statements to you at this time.
Mr| Peil?

MR. PEIL: Thank you, Your Honor. Good afternoon,
everybody. My name’s Jeffrey Peil, I’'m the attorney for the
Plaintiff in this case, I introduced him earlier, Robert Jay
Lagroon. This case is not going to be like the 0.J. Simpson
trial, it’s not going to take 11 months, hopefully, we’ll have
it |done in a few hours, we’re going to be mindful of your time.
Buff this case is a relatively straightforward case that
corjcerns an outrageous trespass that was committed over a
pegiod of two nights, on June 17th and June 18th of 2014. My
client, Dr. Robert Jay Lagroon, has lived in McCormick County
all his life. A woman named Eloise Corley, part of his family,

degded him some acreage in McCormick County right off Highway

7. | The parties have discussed this, I'm going to show you
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exgctly where the property is. So this is the property owned

by

Dr. Robert Jay Lagroon right off Highway 7, or on Highway 7,

however you want to describe it. And there’s a few interesting

thi

ngs in the testimony you’re going to hear about the

prgperty. Dr. Lagroon has lived here his whole life, he got it

in

Co

mid

thi

1985, but he grew up in this area. Back in the day, the
nty came through it and cut the property right down the
dle with this Highway 7, but he’s grown up in and around

S area. On the property he’s got his whole l1ife, he owns a

public storage facility that he rents out to people down here

in
He

WO

rig
hag
nas
not
rel
ful
chi]
wex
184
red

Def

McCormick. He has his home and dental practice right here.
has a machine shed and machine shop here where he does some

k. And it’'s no longer pictured here, but there used to be a

gantic cell tower providing cell phone service to the area

ht there on his property. Now, long before this case ever

pened, Dr. Lagroon and his then wife went through a bit of a

ty divorce, things got a, it was tough, and that divorce is
relevant, we're here about a trespass. But what is

avant from that is in that divorce, Dr. Lagroon was awarded
- custedy of his two minor children. So his two minor
-dren, Becca and Daniel lived with him at that time. They

2 13 and 15. When I say at that time, on June 17th and June

h when this trespass occurred back in 2014. For whatever

son, the kids and dad maybe didn't see eye to eye and the

endants in this case, Scott and Crystal Suggs took it upon

cB
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mselves to intervene. And roughly at 11:00 at night on June
., after likely consuming alcchol, they hopped in their

te Escalade, they drove onto the Lagroons’ property, there’s
ate located right here along this dirt road, crashed into
gate, drove up the dirt road, pulled in around the machine
P and loaded up the children’s belongings on June 17th.

11 see everything when you hear the testimony about it.

n on June 18th they returned, and we’re not, frankly, we're
really guite clear of what all cccurred on June 18th. But
Ho know that they left in the vehicle with the two minor
ldren. And that’'s really the case in a nutshell. 1It’s a
=pass case, what we are here today as the Plaintiff is to

e that the Defendants trespassed on this property. Until
v, the Defendants did not consistently in their testimony,
Faps they will again today, that they have stepped foot onto
Lagroon’s property at least on those days, on June 17th and
e 1Bth, that no trespass occurred, and they were never on
property. Now, Dr. Lagroon had some damages as 1

tioned, a gate was taken down, there were tire tracks all

rg his property in the grass, they drove on the grass, and
 they basically just messed it up. Now, I will say, this

2 is a civil case, 1 believe the Judge instructed vou on

t. We're not here asking for criminal sanctions, but T will
at the conclusion of the evidence, we are going to be

ing for an award of money. Nol some cutragecus, Crazy
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ampunt of money, but basically two things that our judice

syftem can do, it can put someone in jail or it can assess some

sort of civil amount where if you the jury find someone to be

ligble, you can put a dollar value on the loss. 8o I'm not

gol

thi

ask

ng to make any ifs, ands, or buts about it, at the end of
s trial I'm going to come back up here and I am going to be

ing y’'all to award money because the Defendants in this case

coffmitted the torte of trespass and that's it.

the

the

THE COURT: Mr. Tinsley?

MR. TINSLEY: Thank you, Your Honor, may it please
Court?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. TINSLEY: Courts are places of proof, that’s what

Courtroom requires of someone bringing a lawsuit is that he

takes on the burden of proof. 2As Mr. Peil dust talked to you

abgut, his client, Dr. Lagroon, has sued my client, Scott Suggs

and

his wife Crystal Suggs for trespass. So he’s taken on that

burden of proocf. Let’s talk about trespass and what all that

enflails. That entails him having to prove that my client,

Scd

tha

Jud

Mot

¢l

tall

tt Suggs, entered his property without his permission,

t’s essentially what trespass is in a nutshell. And the

ge will go over it a little more with you, but that’s it.
only does Dr. Lagroon have the burden of proving that my
2nt, Scott Suggs, trespassed, to get to this money that he’s

king about for you to award Dr. Lagroon, he has to prove

(4
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£t sort of damage that Mr. Suggs caused him with this

trespass, and he has to provide proof on both of those

elements. He has to prove number 1 that Mr. Suggs trespassed

onfhis property and then they, and whatever damage he suffered.

MR. PEIL: Your Honor, I'1ll object, this is=s

ar¢umentative, it’s not about what the evidence will show ---

int

evi

tre

THE COURT: Overruled. You can go through what you
eand to show and what the law purports.

MR. TINSLEY: And I’1ll submit to you that the
dence is going to not show that Scott Suggs committed a

spass. But you are the finders of facts, Judge Mcleod just

told you, and when you step into that, when you sit there in

the

jury box, and then when you step back into the jury room to

do |your deliberation after you’ve heard all the evidence, you

don

"t leave your common sense at the door. You use your common

life experiences, and you come to a just verdict, that’s what

thi

5 jury system is about. BAnd you'’re going to hear testimony

frogm this stand, I want you to pay attention to everything you

hegr and what you don’t hear, who’s not here, and you think

abgut what motives do people have to tell the truth and what

mot

hol

trg

fun

on

ives people have to lie when you judge their credibility and
d the Plaintiff to meeting his burden of proof on this

Spass on real property. So I'm not going to belabor it any
ther because it's a pretty simple case, it's just a trespass

real property, that’s what we’re here about. Not about a






10

11

12

13

15

16

L

18

15

20

21

22

23

24

i

45

Family Court dispute or anything like that, it’'s just whether

Dr

gullty of trespass on his property.

you

Lagroon can meet his burden of proving that my client is

hear all the evidence,

And I submit to you when

you look at all the facts in the

batck room that the only wverdict you’d be able to return will be

for Scott Suggs.

THE COURT:

MS. MERRILL:

THE COURT:

M5. MERRILL:

Thank you.

Yes, ma'am?

May it please the Court?

Yes, ma'’am.

Good afterncon. 1 represent Crystal

Suggs who's seated over here, Scott Suggs’

not

wife. And I’'ll try

to repeat everything that Mr. Tinsley said because we are

sirilarly aligned. We are both Defendants in this case and we

bot

coy

1t
to
prd
yol
sif
pel
Lag
thi

act

rmission or consent.

rually on his land,

th deny this trespass.

iple of things that are not trespass.

1 to remember that too.

Iole torte, trespass,

And I just want to talk about a
You're parked

tngside of the road and it’s ocutside the property line,

s not trespass. It's not trespass if you have permission
be there, if somecne consents to you being on the

tperty. So when you’re considering all these things, I want
It is a fairly straightforward,

if someone goes on the land without

That’s what they have to prove, or Dr.

it’s not a trespass.

rroon has Lo prove here, okay? So considering all those

Llngs, keep in mind if somebody had permission, or they're not

And I think once

Y
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deliberate, you will find that there is no trespass here.
nk you.
THE COURT: Alright. Plaintiff may call their first
ness.
MR. PEIL: Your Honor, the Plaintiff calls Scott
J5 to the stand please.
THE COURT: Very well.
CLERK: If you would, please stand. Place your left
d on the Bible and raise your right. The evidence you
1ld give the Court and jury upon the trial of this case
_1 be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth
nelp vou God?
MR. SUGGS: S0 help me God.
CLERK: Okay.
DIRECT EXAMINATION
MR. PEIL:
How are you doing today, Mr. Sugg?
I'm doing well.
Mr. Suggs, I noticed while you were walking up here, you

= walking with a limp.
Yes, =sir.
Are you okay here to testify today?
¥Yes, sir.
Okay. And I understand you've had that limp for guite a

le, would that be fair?
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Yes, =sir.

About how long have you walked with that limp?

I was in an automobile accident in approximately 1980,

-+, I broke both my legs and my pelvis and some other things.
c then just recently, a year ago, a year ago March I broke my

g in a tree accident.

I'm sorry to hear that. So you and I have met before,
Frect?
Yes, sir.

We met back in December for your deposition, correct?
Yes, sir.

And wou remember me askin ou some guestions back in
¥ g ¥ =

De¢ember about everything that’s being alleged in this case?

Yes, sir.

So I want to go through some of the same questions with

you now that we have an opportunity in front of the jury. I

regall one of the things I asked you is so, just to be clear

abgut your testimony, there has been an allegation made that

you went to Dr. Lagroon’s home on June 17th of 2014. Did that

ocqur?

go

No.
Alright. So it’s your testimony that you did not

to his home on June 17th of 2014, or anywhere on his

prgperty?

No, =ir.
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Alright. I alsoc asked you after June 17th of 2014, have
ever been to Dr. Lagrocon’s property in McCormick?
No, =ir.
Alright. That was your testimony then, so just to be
ar, again, after June 17th, so June 18th, June 19th you
er went to Dr. Lagroon's property in McCormick County?
No, =ir.

I believe I also asked you again, you were not present

en any of this stuff being alleged occurred, correct?

That’'s right.

I believe your exact answer was, was not present. Does
£ sound about right?

Was not present.

Now, you’re familiar with who Daniel Lagroon is, correct?

Yes.

And Daniel Lagroon is Dr. Jay Lagroon's son?

Yes.

Alright. He would have been about, I think we figured out
the deposition, he would have been about 15 years old at the
e all of this was alleged to have occurred. Does that sound
urate?

That sounds, yeah.

It's been 10 years, so now he’'s 25, but I'm not goling to

anybody to do the math, but I believe in your deposition I

askad you, so you were not involved in anything to do with
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iel leaving Dr. Lagroon’s house on those two evenings. And
F response was?

No.

Alright. I asked you what happened on June 17th and your
ponse was, I don't know. Do yvou recall that?
I don't know.
Alright. And sitting here today as you were sitting there
in December, you’re not aware of any interactions that
irred on June 17th, correct?

No.

Alright. ©Now, I think you were aware that your wife,
stal 3Suggs, took your white Cadillac Escalade to at least
I Dr. Lagroon’s property on June 17th, correct?
On the highway, ves, sir.
On the highway. She teold you what she was going to do,
rect?
On which date?
Well, my understanding was your tTestimony is she went
re on one day, is that correct?
Yes.
Okay. And she told you what she was going to do on that
, correct?
She was going to pick up the children.

The children being Becca and Daniel Lagroon, Dr. Lagroon’s

=, iz that correct? iii
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Yes.

And I think you told her not to do it, is that correct?

Yes.

Alright. BAnd I think I asked you about this as well. On
ypical evening, how many alcoholic beverages would you say
*d have?

ME. TINSLEY: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Relevance?

MR. PEIL: If I may, do we want to do it outside the
¥ or?

THE COURT: Y’'all can talk right here.

(Off the record.)

THE COURT: Alright. The objection’s overruled, but
s subject to our discussion.
MR. PEIL: Absolutely.

I will rephrase the question. I believe it was your
Timony on the night in guestion, you had consumed some
cholic beverages, is that correct?

Yes.

Alright. And then I believe it was your further testimony
t you stayed at the home when Crystal left, is that correct?

Yes.

And so you did not get in the vehicle or drive to the

perty on June 17th or June 18th with your wife, Crystal

:_.FS?
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MR. PEIL: That’s all the questions I have for this

Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright. Mr. Tinsley, do you have any

gugstions for Mr. Suggs?

BY

Mr.

55,

home,

No.

No,

Yes,

MR. TINSLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

CROSS EXAMINATION

ME. TINSLEY:

Suggs, does June 18th have any meaning to you?

It's my birthday.
Okay. And how old did you turn in 201472

I think about 55.

alright. Do you remember what you did that evening?

I worked all day, came home, roughly 5, 5:30, stayed at

consumed some alcohol and ate, went to bed.

Okay. Did you go to Dr. Lagroon’s house?

Okay. What about the night before, June 17th, did you go

r there then?

sir.

Alright. What sort of work do you do?
Landscaping.

Alright. And just in McCormick County or ---

yes.

Alright. Do you work for yourself?
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¥Yes, sir.
How long you been doing that?
Ever since "87, ’88.
Okay. Do you have any workers, or you just do it
jrself?

Yes, sir, I have helpers.

Okay. And how long have you lived in McCormick?

37 years.

Okay. So how old are you now?

64.

Alright. So you were in your 20s when you moved here?

Late 20s, yes, sir, 20s.

Where are you from originally?

I moved from Myrtle Beach, I'm from originally below
umbia, Irmo, South Carolina.

MR. PEIL: Your Honeor, I'm going to object. This is

rond the scope of direct. 1 asked some very limited

gqugstions about the night in guesticn and we're going into his

higtory.

THE COURT: Well, I think for efficiency purposes, I,

I"Yl speak with y’'all again over here. I'm not going to ask

the jury to step out.

(Off the record.)

THE COURT: I'’'ll overrule the objection and allow

some introduction of Mr. Tinsley’s client.

=D
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Q You said you were originally from Myrtle Beach?

A No, sir. I moved from Myrtle Beach, I’m originally from
Irfo.

Q Originally from Irmo, okay. And so did you do some other

work prior to landscaping?
A Yes. I'm retired from South Carolina Department of Parks,

Rerreation, and Tourism. I moved from Edisto Beach to Hunting

Island, to Myrtle Beach, and then to Hickory Knob.

Q Okay. And what did you do at Hickory Knob?

y I was a trade speclalist.

Q Okay. How long did you work there?

A 20 years, I retired at 28 and a half years.

Q Okay. So did you start out with the landscaping on the
side?

A Yes, sir.

o Alright. Had you ever been told by Dr. Lagroon not to

cope on his property prior to June 17th or 18th of 20147

A I"ve never been told not to come on his property.

Q Okay. Had you previously been there at his invitation?
A Yeah. I'wve been up there several times.

8] COkay. And have you ever been served with any notice

telling you not to come on his property?
A No.
o Okay. I don't have any further questions. Please answer

any questions that Ms. Merrill may have for you. egi>
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THE COURT: Well, I forgot, I have two lawyers, so

I'm goeing to let Ms. Merrill ---

tha

wil

BY

MS. MERRILL: I don’t have any guestions.

THE COURT: Alright. Any redirect?

MR. PEIL: I have no redirect, Your Honor.

THE CQURT: Alright. The witness may step down,
nk you.

ME. PEIL: Your Honor, at thiszs time the Plaintiffs
1 call Kelly Sue Barnett.

THE CQURT: EKelly?

ME. PEIL: Eelly Sue Barnett.

THE COURT: Kelly Sue Barnett. 1Is she out —---

54

ME. PEIL: 3he’'s out in the peanut gallery, ves, sir.

CLERK: Ms. Barnett, if you would, please raise your

ght hand, place your left hand on the Bible. The evidence

shall give the Courts and the jury upon the trial of this
2 shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
th so help you God?
MS. BARNETT: I do.
CLERK: Thank you.
MRE. PEIL: May I proceed?
THE COURT: Yes, sir.

DIRECT EXAMINATICN

ME. PETL: @
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How are you dolng this afterncon, Ms. Barnett?
Doing well.

Alright. MNow, Ms. Barnett, I understand that at one point

time you were married to Dr. Lagroon, correct?

Correct.
Alright. And about what time were you married to him?
We married in 2007 and divorced in 2016: I believe.

2016. So in 2014, you would have been married to Dr.

Toon?

Right.

Do you still have a good relaticnship with Dr. Lagroon?
I do.

Alright. So there’s no animosity in the divorce?

No.

Alright.

On my end, I don't know about his.

So in or arcund May of 2014, were vyou residing with Dr.

roon at his residence on Highway 77

Yes, T was.

Okay. Ms. Barnett, can you see that from there or do I
to ——--

No. I can see it.

So we're talking about Dr. Lagroon’s residence on Highway

I'm showing you Plaintiff's Exhibit 32 --

ME. PEIL: Your Honor, may I approach? .
H_'“?)
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THE COURT: Very well.
Q Plaintiff's Exhibit 3, which I’'ve blown up on this board

here. Is this the residence we’re talking about?

A Yes, it is.
Q And how would you recognize that?
A Because you have storage sheds on your left and then Yyou

haye the main house, and then you go around back, you have the
guest house and then you have a shop in the very back and then
yot see the little road, there’s two different driveways that
go|up, one goes Lo the back, and one goes to the main drive.

Q Okay. 8o around May of 2014, would you say that you and
yotr then husband, Dr. Lagroon, were friends with the Suggs?

A I wouldn't say friends, no.

Q Tell me about the nature of your relationship. Were you
acquaintances, how did you know each other?

A Well, I first knew Mr. Suggs. We worked at Hickory Knob
togather and, I mean, I'd see him occasionally at work, he was
in|a different part; I was in the pro shop. And I don’t really
re¢all how I got to know his wife, it’s been 10, 12 years ago.
Buy no, I would not say we were friends.

Q Had they ever been over to your home?

iy They had been.

o On about how many occasions?
A Ch, my, maybe half a dozen I would say, if that
many.






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

15

20

21

i)

23

24

25

57

Okay. At some point in May 2014, did you and Dr. Lagroon

dectde that they would no longer be welcome at your house?

Yeas.
MR. PEIL: Your Honor, may I approach?
THE COURT: Yes, sir.

I'm showing you what’s been marked for identification as

Plafintiff’'s Exhibit 1. Do you recognize this document?

I do.

Can you tell the jury, please, what it is?

It's basically a trespass notice for Mr. and Ms. Suggs.
Alright. And you say it's a trespass notice, what was it,

mean, were yvou trving to inform them not to come back to the

property? I don't want to put words in your mouth.

A

Q

A

Yes, we were,.
Alright. And what caused you to make that decision?

Well, it had got to the point where Mr. and Ms. Suggs

woulld come up and open our gate, unannounced, and be drinking

and| we, you know, asked them to leave, and it got to the point

where it had got to be more times. And scometimes my husband

had| to go ocut in the wvehicle, got out the car, and just asked

them to leave nicely and I think my husband had got, had called

someone to, to ask what to do and I think the person said, just

put| them on trespassing notice.

Q

A

Alright. Now, did you prepare this document or did -—

I think both of us did it together.
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9] Alright. Now, did you ever deliver this document to the
Suggs?

y. T did.

Q Alright. Which, I mean, to both of them, did you give

them both a copy?

he

WO

alg

SCI

wag

basg

you

Well, I went up the driveway and Mr. Suggs, I can remember
was on the right, he does lawncare, I think, and he was
fxing on the lawnmower and I got out teo hand it to Mr. Suggs
| then Ms. Suggs come out the back of the house and she was
reaming, I don't know exactly what she was saying, but she
telling Scott to come inside and eat or something. BSo I
tically just told Scott this is a trespass notice for you and
1> wife. I got in the car and left.

Alright. BSo I mean, the document that yvou have there, I

megn, did you physically hand that ---

I did to Mr. Suggs.

=== to Mr. Suggs?

Correct.

Okay. Alright. But not to Ms. Suggs?
Mo,

But she was there the day ---

She was there.

Alright. Do you recall having any conversation with him

abgut it? Did he ask what it was?

No. Because when Ms. Suggs came out screaming and
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ling Scott to come inside, I just left, I didn’t want any

trgable. I just wanted to deliver this trespass notice, that's

the

only reason I was there.

Okay. Now, if you turn to page 2 of that document, I see

thgre’s a place where it says Robert Jay Lagroon, do you see

that?

A I do.

9] And there’s no signature on that document, right?

i\ (Nonverbal response).

Q Now, this happened back in 2014, have you ever been able
to |locate a signed copy?

A I think we had, I thought that he had given it te you, but

we |[do have one.

Well, here’s my question. This is, was this a print off

frogm something you had in your computer?

It was.

Ckay. But you don't have a copy of the signed trespass

noflice that you actually delivered to him that day?

No. I don’t have it with me. I thought that we had given

it o you.

thi

coI

Alright. But you delivered the document substantially in
s form to Scott Suggs on the date listed on there, is that
Feckt?

I would say, yes, or arcund that time.

Around that time?

€
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It was back in 2014.
It may have been a day or two later?
Yes.
Alright. Was it before June 17th of 20147
Before June 17th? Yes, This was May, it would have been
not on that day.
THE COURT: I need to speak to you real guick.
ME. PEIL: Yeah,
(Cff the record.)

MR. PEIL: Alright. At this time, Judge, I would

moye to admit Plaintiff’s 1 and 3 into evidence.

ExH

L

1]
if

is

Wum

tha

THE COURT: Alright. Without objection? He said
ibits 1 and 3. Exhibit 3 was the GIS§ ---

M5. MERRILL: No objection to Exhibkit 3, Your Honor.

Z could have just a moment.

MR. TINSLEY: Judge, I've got, mavbe we can do it on
idebar.

THE COURT: Well, okay, real gquick. Well, Exhibit 3
admitted.

ME. TINSLEY: Yes, no cbijection.

(Whereupon a GIS map was submitted as Plaintiff’s Exhibit

ber 3 for identification and entered into evidence.)

(Off the record.)

THE COURT: Alright. As to Exhibit 1, I*1] admit

- subject to Defense counsel’s objection, okay?






10

fiz

12

16

1e

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

6l

So|l and 3 admitted,

(Whereupon a trespass notice was submitted as Plaintiff’s
ExRibit Number 1 for identification and entered into evidence.)
THE COURT: I think we’re up for cross examination
now?

MR. PEIL: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Mr. Tinsley?

CROSS EXAMINATION

BEY MR. TINSLEY:
Q Ms. Barnett, you don't have a signed copy of this document

tifjled trespass notice?

A I don't have it with me, no, sir.

o} But it does exist you’re saying?

B It does exist, vyes.

9] Okay. But it wasn’t important enough to bring today?

L I'm not an attorney, I'm sorry Mr. Tinsley, you would have

to |ask my ex-husband’'s attorney.

Q Okay. So you don't know whether it was important or not?
A I would say it is important, but again, I'm not an
attorney.

Q Okay. Did you sign a sworn affidavit when you handed this

dodument to Mr. Suggs?
A I did not.

Q Did you sign any kind of document saying I served it on

him at such and such a time?
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Not that I recall.

Ckay. So you don’t know exactly when you served it on

No, I don’t. But I would say it would be that day or

arcund that time.

Okay. And you didn’t think it was important to sign

sof=2thing noting that?

hag

dor

alld

dor

If I would have known that I would have. Again, like I

| testified to, my ex-husband had talked with someone, I

't know 1f it was law enforcement, I don't know if it was
tther attorney, and we basically had used his advisement and
12 what the attorney had told us to do.

Okay.

Again, I'm not an attorney, I apologize.

Okay. But you, I mean, you know what a certificate of
rvice or an affidavit of service is, correct?

I .do.

Okay. And you've signed some of the documents that have

been sent to the Court as part of this case?

A Correct.

o] Okay. But just not this trespass notice?

iy Correct. I have not done an affidavit on it, no, sir, I
hays not.

Q Alright. And you menticned law enforcement, why

dign’t y"all have the sheriff’s department go out there
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and serve it on Mr. Suggs?

Again, Mr. Tinsley, my ex-husband talked, you’d have to

ask him, he talked to someone in law enforcement or an

attorney, I'm not exactly sure who he talked to.

So you basically just did as he told you?

Well, we talked about it, and it came to the point where

they needed to be on trespass, they needed, something needed to

be

done and that is the steps that we took in order to get it.

But you didn’t think it was important enough to get law

eniforcement involwved?

haj

dort

Vel

ent

Again, my husband, my ex-husband spcke with someone, you’d

e to ask him who that perscon is, I can't speak for him, I

't know the chain of how it transpired as a trespass notice
Fsus calling the cops.

Ckay. Did you ever give a copy of this document to law
forcement to let them know that you had done this?

I do not know, that would be a guestion for my ex-husband.
So you did it, perscnally?

I did.

Okay. I don’t’ have any further gquestions. Please answer

any questions Ms. Merrill has.

THE COURT: M=, Merrill?
MS. MERRILL: Beg the Court’'s indulgence.
THE CQOURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. MERERILL: Just a few guestions.
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CROSS EXAMINATION

BY [MS. MERRILL:

Q Did you consider, Mr. Tinsley asked about some other ways
to |get this notice to the Suggs, did you consider mailing it
with like a, you know, the tracking number or anything on it?
A I did not.

4] Ckay. And you didn’t do that, right?

yay I did not do that, no.

Q Okay. That’s all the guestions I have. Thank you.

THE COURT: Any redirect?

MR. PEIL: No redirect, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright. The witness may step down,
thank you. HNext witness?

MR. PEIL: Thank you, Your Honor. At this time I'd
calll Dr. Robert Jay Lagroon to the stand.

THE COURT: Okay.

CLERK: If you will please raise your right hand,
plgce your left hand on the Bible.

MR. LAGROCN: I will.

CLERK: Thank you. The evidence you shall give the
Coyrts and jury upon the trial of this case shall be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so¢ help you
God?

ME. LAGROCN: Absclutely.

CLERK: Thank wou.

o4
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MR. PEIL: Your Honor, normally I bring a paralegal

with me, and I was not able to. May I have just a moment to
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set this up?

THE COURT: Sure.

MR. LAGROON: For the Court’'s information, I'm going
to|scoot to the edge so I can view that wvideo.

THE COURT: Okay. Your attorney can probably move,

there you go.

MR. LAGROON: That may actually be better, thank vyou,

Judge.

to

MR. PEIL: I'm sorry, Your Honor. It might be easier

do it from back here.

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY |[ME. PETL:

Q How are you doing today, sir?

A Best I can.

4] Alright. Dr. Lagroon, where are you from, sir?
A Right here, McCormick, South Carolina.

4] How long have you lived here?

iy Cff and on, 61 years.

Q 61. Alright. What is it you do for work, sir?
iy I'm a maxillofacial oncologist.

Q Maxillofacial oncologist?

A Correct.

4] Iz that a field of dentistry?
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It is. Most people say a dentist. You say maxillofacial

ology, they say what is that,

Do you run a maxillofacial oncology dental practice here

in McCormick County?

I do in my home on Highway 7, yes.

Alright. B3¢ you are the owner of the property at 791

Highway 7 in McCormick?

ple

me .

Elg

tha

Hig

wer

misg

nam

Wa s

Correct.
MR. PEIL: Your Honor, may I retrieve Exhibit 3,
ase?

THE COURT: Yes, sir. Right there on, in front of

I am showing you what’s been admitted into evidence as
intiff’s Exhibit 3. Do you recognize that document?

Yes.

What is it?

It’s a GIS printout of McCormick County mapping system
t shows the property boundaries con the property I own on
away 7.

Alright. And so I brought it up earlier, I beliewve you
e deeded this property in the *80s, I don’t want to be
taken, was it 19857

That is correct. It was owned by Eloise Corley Jay. My

2's Jay Lagroon, I was named after Ms. Jay and this property

deeded to me as a gift before her death.
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Now, when you received that property in 1885, was it

devyz=loped?

A No.

Q Alright. So was it just trees, forgive me, timber?

L The chronology of that particular piece of property, as a
young child, we farmed it when I was growing up and then as my
grgndfather got sick, it grew up, you know, I acquired it, I
clgared it and constructed as you can see, storage buildings, a
main house, a guest house, a mechanical shop on that property.
Q Blright. MNow, thinking back to 2014 and I'm going to
stgrt with May of 2014. Did vou have any discussions about
Crystal and Scott Suggs?

A I apologize, counselor, I couldn’t hear your guestion.

o Blright. I'm sorry, it was a terrible guestion anyway.

So |thinking back to May of 2014, did you and your then wife,
Ms| Kelly Lagroon, have any discussions about Crystal and Scott
Suggs?

A Yes.

Q Alright. And what was the nature of those discussions?

A Mr. and Mrs. Suggs are, they don’t have any children, and

thdy’ve never had any children I understand, and they tend to

drink a little, which I have no problem with., But I was

ralsing my two minor children in 2014 after being awarded those

children by the South Carclina Family Court. And Ms. Barnett

and I, we had some hurdles to overcome with those children.
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Thgre was some educational problems with my daughter, Becca,
and Daniel had a weight problem, and we were dealing with it

begt we could and we were very successful in our endeavors.

Bufl] Mr. and Mrs. Suggs became a little bit belligerent in that

thgv tend to stop by too much when they were drinking. I
acquired a package store in Thompson, Georgia from a widow
lagdv, her name was Lecna Felix, and Mr. and Mrs. Suggs would
nonnally make requests, you know, please bring us, which we
wou_d pick up alcohol and gave it to them, drop it off, no

haygm, no foul. Bnd we'd do that, but i1t kind of, it became

frgguent, it started to show its effects on the children in my

opinion and ---

far off field for a trespass cause of action.

ME. PEIL: I can rephrase the guestion.

let me just tell you something real gquick.
ME. PEIL: OCkay.

{Qff the record.)

Q Alright. So my guestion to you was specifically this, was

abgat the trespass notice, so let me back up. Would you say

prior to May of 2014 you and your then wife, Kelly, she’s now

Bannett were friends with the Suggs?
A No.

0 | oOkay.

MR. TINSLEY: Judge, I think we're getting a little

THE COURT: You can rephrase the question and also,

68
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We weren’t friends.

I mean, what was the nature of your relationship?

Kelly had worked with Mr. Suggs at the park system and
t’s how I got to know what I knew about them.

Let me stop there. Would it be fair to say that you had

invliited them to your home on at least one occasion prior to

tha

det

pro

SeC

Eel

t?
That is correct.
About how many occasions was that?
Less than five.
Alright. And I think sometime in May of 2014, you
ermined that you no longer wanted the Suggs at your
perty?
Because of the drinking, yes.
Alright.
MR. PEIL: Your Henor, may I apprcach and retrieve --
THE COURT: Certainly.
So I'm going to show you Plaintiff’s Exhibit 1. Have you

n this document before?
Yes, I have.

Ind what is it?

It’s a trespass notice.

Alright. And so I mean, tell me about that, did you and

&

ly come to the decision to type this up?







