
 

2 
 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

Appeal from the Court of Common Pleas 

Richland County 

Hon. Milton G. Kimpson, Circuit Court Judge 

Trial Court Case No.: 2024-CP-40-03931 

Appellate Case No.: 2025-000397 

 

 

 

Tremaine D. Golson aka Tremaine Golson 

and 

Brittney L. Greene aka Brittney Golson as 

        Appellants, 

 

v. 

 

Professional Financial Services, 

        Respondent. 

 

 

RECORD ON APPEAL 

Sep 22 2025



 

3 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

 

Transmittal Letter ........................................................ i 

Cover Page ................................................................ ii 

Table of Contents ......................................................... iii 

Index of Record ........................................................... iv 

Designation of Matter ..................................................... v 

Record on Appeal Contents .................................................. 1 

   Summons (Filed June 27, 2024) ........................................... 1 

   Complaint (Filed June 27, 2024) ......................................... 3 

   Affidavit of Service of Tremaine Golson (July 11, 2024) .................. 6 

   Affidavit of Service of Brittney Golson (July 11, 2024) .................. 8 

   Answer of Defendant (Filed July 23, 2024) ............................... 10 

   Reply to Motion to Compel Arbitration (Sept. 9, 2024) ................... 14 

   Answer of Defendant (Filed Sept. 16, 2024) .............................. 18 

   Affidavit in Support of Motion to Dismiss (Oct. 4, 2024) ................ 22 

   Memorandum in Support of Motion (Oct. 4, 2024) .......................... 26 

   Motion for Summary Judgment (Oct. 7, 2024) .............................. 30 

   Motion to Dismiss and Compel Arbitration (Oct. 25, 2024) ................ 35 

   Notice of Hearing & Certificate of Service (Nov. 25, 2024) .............. 40 

   Order Granting Plaintiff Judgment (Feb. 24, 2025) ....................... 45 

   Notice of Appeal (Mar. 3, 2025) ......................................... 50 

   Formal Order Granting Judgment (Mar. 17, 2025) .......................... 55 

   Order Denying Motion to Delay Execution (May 8, 2025) ................... 60 

   Transcript of Hearing (Jan. 7, 2025) .................................... 65 

   Exhibit A – Retail Installment Contract ................................. 85 

   Exhibit B – Verification of Account ..................................... 98 

Certificate of Accuracy .................................................... 104 

Form 7 Certificate of Service .............................................. 106 

 

 



 

4 
 

INDEX OF RECORD 

 

Summons (Filed June 27, 2024) .............................................. 1 

Complaint (Filed June 27, 2024) ............................................ 3 

Affidavit of Service of Tremaine Golson (July 11, 2024) ..................... 6 

Affidavit of Service of Brittney Golson (July 11, 2024) ..................... 8 

Answer of Defendant (Filed July 23, 2024) .................................. 10 

Reply to Motion to Compel Arbitration (Sept. 9, 2024) ...................... 14 

Answer of Defendant (Filed Sept. 16, 2024) ................................  18 

Affidavit in Support of Motion to Dismiss (Oct. 4, 2024) ................... 22 

Memorandum in Support of Motion (Oct. 4, 2024) ............................. 26 

Motion for Summary Judgment (Oct. 7, 2024) ................................  30 

Motion to Dismiss and Compel Arbitration (Oct. 25, 2024) ................... 35 

Notice of Hearing & Certificate of Service (Nov. 25, 2024) ................. 40 

Order Granting Plaintiff Judgment (Feb. 24, 2025) .......................... 45 

Notice of Appeal (Mar. 3, 2025) ............................................ 50 

Formal Order Granting Judgment (Mar. 17, 2025) ............................. 55 

Order Denying Motion to Delay Execution (May 8, 2025) ...................... 60 

Transcript of Hearing (Jan. 7, 2025) ....................................... 65 

Exhibit A – Retail Installment Contract ..................................... 85 

Exhibit B – Verification of Account ........................................ 98 

Certificate of Accuracy .................................................... 104 

Form 7 Certificate of Service .............................................. 106 

 

 

 



 

5 
 

DESIGNATION OF MATTER 

Pursuant to Rule 210(c), SCACR, Appellants designate the following matter to be included in 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA    IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS    

              

COUNTY OF RICHLAND  C/A No.:    

    

Professional Financial Services,    

    

                                        Plaintiff,    

  SUMMONS AND NOTICE                           vs.   

Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D.  

Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney 

L. Golson,  

                                        Defendants.  

TO THE DEFENDANTS ABOVE NAMED:  

  YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complaint herein, a copy 

of which is herewith served upon you, or otherwise appear and defend, and to serve a copy of your 

Answer to said Complaint upon the subscriber at his office, Hutchens Law Firm; PO Box 8237; 

Columbia, SC 29202, within thirty (30) days after service hereof, except as to the United States of 

America, which shall have Sixty (60) days, exclusive of the day of such service, and if you fail to 

answer the Complaint within the time aforesaid, or otherwise appear and defend, the Plaintiff in 

this action will apply to the Court for the relief demanded therein, and judgment by default will be 

rendered against you for the relief demanded in the Complaint.  

  TO MINOR(S) OVER FOURTEEN YEARS OF AGE, AND/OR TO MINOR(S) UNDER 

FOURTEEN YEARS OF AGE AND THE PERSON WITH WHOM THE MINOR(S) RESIDES, 

AND/OR TO PERSONS UNDER SOME LEGAL DISABILITY:  
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  YOU ARE FURTHER SUMMONED AND NOTIFIED to apply for the appointment of a 

guardian ad litem within thirty (30) days after the service of this Summons and Notice upon you.  

If you fail to do so, application for such appointment will be made by the Plaintiff immediately 

and separately and such application will be deemed absolute and total in the absence of your 

application for such an appointment within thirty (30) days after the service of the Summons and 

Complaint upon you.  

  YOU WILL ALSO TAKE NOTICE that should you fail to Answer the foregoing  

Summons, the Plaintiff will move for an Order of Reference of this cause to the Master-in-Equity 

or Special Referee in/for this County, which Order shall, pursuant to Rule 53 of the South 

Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, specifically provide that the said Master in Equity or Special 

Referee is authorized and empowered to enter a final judgment in this cause with appeal only to 

the South Carolina Court of Appeals pursuant to Rule 203(d)(1) of the SCAR, effective June 1, 

1999.   

  

  

  

s/John S. Kay_____________  

June 27, 2024        

John S. Kay (S.C. Bar #7914)  

Hutchens Law Firm  

Attorneys for Plaintiff  

240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 400  

Columbia, S.C. 29210 (803) 726-

2700 

john.kay@hutchenslawfirm.com  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA    IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS    

              

COUNTY OF RICHLAND  C/A No.:    

    

Professional Financial Services,    

    

                                        Plaintiff,    

  COMPLAINT                           vs.   

Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D.  

Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney 

L. Golson,   

                                        Defendants.  

  

The Plaintiff, Professional Financial Services, complaining of the Defendants, Tremaine 

Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson respectfully 

show unto this Honorable Court:   

1. The Plaintiff is banking institution organized under the laws of the State of South  

Carolina and registered to do business in the State of South Carolina.  The Defendants, Tremaine 

Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson upon 

information and and belief,  are citizens and residents of Richland County, State of South 

Carolina.    
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2. On or about April 14, 2023, Tremaine Golson and Brittney L. Greene executed an Retail 

Installment Sale Contract-Simple Finance Charge (the “Contract”) with Unicar Enterprise  

LLC in the amount of $15,270.00.  Included in the Contract and executed simultaneously, Unicar 

Enterprise, assigned the Contract to Professional Financial Services, the Plaintiff herein.  A copy 

of the Contract is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit A.  

3. Pursuant to the terms of the Contract, Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. 

Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson received the sum of $15,270.00 in financing from the Plaintiff, 

and said Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. 

Golson agreed to repay to Plaintiff the amount shown on the Contract, plus interest at rate of 

interest of 18.99%.       

4. In order to secure the repayment of the amount in the Contract, the Defendants Tremaine Golson 

a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson, also gave the Plaintiff 

a security interest in a 2014 GMC Yukon, VIN  #1GKS1CE09ER210569. The  

Plaintiff’s security interest appears on the vehicle’s Certificate of Title filed with the South 

Carolina Department of Motor Vehicles. A copy of the Lien and Title Information is attached 

hereto as Exhibit B.      
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5. That by virtue of the Defendants’ wrongful detention of the 2014 GMC Yukon, VIN  

#1GKS1CE09ER210569, Plaintiff has been damaged in that it has been denied use of the  funds 

which it is entitled under the Contract and the use of the collateral, which is depreciating in value.  

6. The Plaintiff is entitled to have 2014 GMC Yukon, VIN  #1GKS1CE09ER210569 repossessed by 

the Sheriff of Richland County, and placed in the hands of the Plaintiff to be disposed of in a 

commercially reasonable manner.  

7. The Defendants have failed to make any payments at all under the Contract and the Plaintiff 

through its attorney mailed a demand letter to the Defendants on September 25, 2023, but the 

payments have not been made despite demands by Plaintiff and the Defendants have defaulted 

under the payment provisions of the Contract, by failing to pay the Contract on a timely and 

punctual basis.    

8. Under the terms of the Contract, Defendants’ failure to make the payments allows Plaintiff to 

declare the entire remaining principal amount, accrued interest, and accrued charges due and 

payable, which Plaintiff has elected to do.  

9. Pursuant to the Verification of Account, a copy of which is attached and  

incorporated herein as Exhibit C, there is due and owing from Defendants to Plaintiff the 

principal amount of $14,424.00; interest in the amount of $1,556.12 and late charges in the 

amount of $160.34.  
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10. The Contract entitles Plaintiff to recover from Defendants any costs or expenses, including 

attorney’s fees, incurred by Plaintiff in enforcing the terms of the Contract.  

11. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to judgment against Defendants, Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. 

Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson for the principal amount of $14,424.00; 

interest in the amount of $1,556.12 and late charges in the amount of $160.34.  

12. The Plaintiff is also entitled to a judgment from the Court granting it repossession of the 2014 

GMC Yukon, VIN  #1GKS1CE09ER210569 and authorizing the Sheriff of Richland  

County to pick up the 2014 GMC Yukon, VIN  #1GKS1CE09ER210569 and deliver it to the  

Plaintiff.with the right to dispose of the vehicle in a commercially reasonable manner.    

WHEREFORE, having fully set forth its Complaint, the Plaintiff prays that this Honorable  

Court inquire into the matters set forth herein and:  

a) That Plaintiff have judgment against Defendants, Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine 

D. Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson for the principal amount 

of $14,424.00; interest in the amount of $1,556.12 and late charges in the amount 

of $160.34, including reasonable attorney’s fees.   

b) That the Plaintiff have judgment for repossession of the 2014 GMC Yukon, VIN  

#1GKS1CE09ER210569 with the right to dispose of it in a commercially 

reasonable manner and the Sheriff of Richland County be authorized to pick up the 

vehicle and deliver it to the Plaintiff.   
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c) For such other and further relief as may be just and proper.  

  

  

s/John S. Kay_____________      

June 27, 2024       

John S. Kay (S.C. Bar #7914)  

Hutchens Law Firm  

Attorneys for Plaintiff  

240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 400  

Columbia, S.C. 29210 (803) 726-

2700 

john.kay@hutchenslawfirm.com  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS COUNTY OF RICHLAND 

ANSWER 

Professional Financial Services 

Plaintiff, 

 vs.FILE NO. 2024CP4003931 

Brittney Golson, 'fremaine Golson 

Defendant, 

TO THE PLAINTIFF ABOVE-NAMED: 

MOTION TO COWIPEL ARBITRATION & STAY PROCEEDINGS 

1. The Defendant's Brittney Golson and TYemaine Golson hereby moves this 

court to compel arbitration & stay the proceedings in this case. 

2. The conüact referenced in the complaint filed with the court contains a 

binding arbin•ation provision mandating that any and all disputes be 

resolved in arbitration. 

3. A copy of the agreement is attached to this motion and was attached to the 

complaint. 
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4. This motion is brought pursuant to South Carolina Code of Laws Title 15 

Chapter 44 Section 15-48-10 

5. The Defendant. pursuant to the agreement, demands arbitration in a manner 

consistent with the arbitration agreement. 

 
Greene. Brittney 

 

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Fw: AAA DOCUMENT RECEIPT- 012400064287 

From: Brittney Golson 

sent: Monday, 

July 22, 2024 2:45 PM 

To: Greene, Brittney <Brittney.Greene2@va.gov> 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fw: AAA DOCUMENT RECEIPT- 012400064287 

Forwarded Message 

From: adr.or > 

To: ahoo.co " <qolson.brittnev@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Friday. July 12, 2024 at  AM EDT 

Subject: AAA DOCUMENT RECEIPT- 012400064287 

g-u.cF 

Brittney  Golson 
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 AMERICAN ARBITRATION 

ASSOCIATION 

DOCUMENT RECEIPT 

YOUR AAA CASE NUMBER:012400064287 

 

Basic Filing Information 

 

ViWViolauqn at Securitie€ FraudVidlatiöns pf *ankiog Laws Mi"epresepta.ti.on Violations 

ofCpntract Laws- 

Filing Fee 

Charged 

Documents received on July 12, 2024 at 11:17 AM Eastern Time. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS  

    

COUNTY OF RICHLAND  Case No. 2024-CP-40-03931  

  

   PLAINTIFF’S REPLY TO MOTION TO  

Professional Financial Services,  COMPEL ARBITRATION AND STAY  

  PROCEEDING FILED BY DEFENDANT   

 PLAINTIFF,  BRITTNEY L. GREENE A/K/A  

 vs.   BRITTNEY L. GOLSON  

  

Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. 

Greene a/k/a  

Brittney L. Golson,  

  

                                       DEFENDANTS.  

  

    

  

Plaintiff Professional Financial Service (“Plaintiff”), hereby replies to Motion to Compel  

Arbitration and Stay Proceedings (“Motion”) filed by Defendant, Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. 

Golson, (“Defendant”) as follows:   

The Defendant’s Retail Installment Sale Contract (A copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 

A) executed on April 14, 2023 does not contain a mandatory arbitration provision as alleged by the 

Defendant in Paragraph 2 of Defendant’s Motion.  The Defendant’s Motion references an attachment of 

the Arbitration Agreement in Paragraph #3, but the only attachment to Defendant’s Motion is a Document 

Receipt from American Arbitration Association which Defendant herself completed on July 12, 2024.  

This Document Receipt is not part of the Retail Installment Sales Contract executed by the Defendant and 

was not attached to the Complaint filed by Plaintiff on June 27, 2024.    
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 In Paragraph #4 Defendant alleges that her Motion is brought pursuant to South Carolina Code 

of Laws Title 15 Chapter 48 Section 15-48-10.  However, this code section is not applicable to the 

contract between the parties as the contract does not contain an arbitration clause.     

  

  

     The Pleadings filed by the Defendant failed to cite any applicable statutory authority or case 

law in support of her Motion. The Defendant has not disputed that she signed the Retail Installment Sale 

Contract giving rise to the within collection action, nor has she disputed the default on the Retail 

Installment Sale Contract.  

WHEREFORE, having fully replied to the Motion to Compel Arbitration and Stay Proceedings 

of Defendant, Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson, Plaintiff requests the Court issue an Order:  

A. Denying the Defendant’s Motion;  

B. An Order granting judgment in favor of the Plaintiff.  

C. Awarding Plaintiff any such other relief as the Court deems just and proper.  

  

  

              _s/ John S. Kay  _______________  

              John S. Kay, SC Bar No. 7914  

              Hutchens Law Firm LLP  

240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite #400  

P. O. Box 8237  

Columbia, SC 29202  

Telephone: 803-726-2700  

Email: john.kay@hutchenslawfirm.com  



 

22 
 

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF  

September 9, 2024  

2  

  

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS COUNTY OF RICHLAND 

ANSWER 

Professional Financial Services 

Plaintiff, 

 vs.FILE NO. 2024CP4003931 

Brittney Golson, 'fremaine Golson 

Defendant, 

TO THE PLAINTIFF ABOVE-NAMED: 

MOTION TO COWIPEL ARBITRATION & STAY PROCEEDINGS 

1. The Defendant's Brittney Golson and TYemaine Golson hereby moves this court to 

compel arbitration & stay the proceedings in this case. 
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2. The conüact referenced in the complaint filed with the court contains a binding 

arbin•ation provision mandating that any and all disputes be resolved in arbitration. 

3. A copy of the agreement is attached to this motion and was attached to the 

complaint. 

4. This motion is brought pursuant to South Carolina Code of Laws Title 15 Chapter 44 

Section 15-48-10 

5. The Defendant. pursuant to the agreement, demands arbitration in a manner 

consistent with the arbitration agreement. 

 
Greene. Brittney 

 

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Fw: AAA DOCUMENT RECEIPT- 012400064287 

From: Brittney Golson 

sent: Monday, July 22, 2024 2:45 PM 

To: Greene, Brittney <Brittney.Greene2@va.gov> 

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fw: AAA DOCUMENT RECEIPT- 012400064287 

Forwarded Message 

From: adr.or > 

To: ahoo.co " <qolson.brittnev@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Friday. July 12, 2024 at  AM EDT 

Subject: AAA DOCUMENT RECEIPT- 012400064287 

 AMERICAN ARBITRATION 

ASSOCIATION 

DOCUMENT RECEIPT 

g-u.cF 

Brittney  Golson 
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YOUR AAA CASE NUMBER:012400064287 

 

Basic Filing Information 

 

ViWViolauqn at Securitie€ FraudVidlatiöns pf *ankiog Laws Mi"epresepta.ti.on Violations 

ofCpntract Laws- 

Filing Fee 

Charged 

Documents received on July 12, 2024 at 11:17 AM Eastern Time. 

 

IN THE COURT OF corvM0N PLEAS 

1701 MAN STREET COLUIVIBIA SC 29201 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

Professional Financial Services, 

Plaintiff, 

Case No. 2024CP400393i-i vs. 

Brittney L. Golson, Brittney L. Greene, 

Tremaine Golson, Tremaine D. Golson 

Aggieved De&ndants. 

AFFIDAVIT SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS AND COMPEL ARBITRATION 

We, Brittney Latasha Golson, Britmey Latasha Greene, Tremaine Golson, Tremaine D' angelo Golson, 

being duly swom, depose and say as follows: 

1. Jurisdiction and Venue 

I. l. I affrm that this Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this case pursuant to 28 U.S.C.  

1331 and 28 U.S.C. 1343, as the claims raised involve violations under 42 U.S.C. S 1983. 
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I .2. The alleged claims stem from violations of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the United 

States Constitution, involving deprivations of due process rights under color of law. 1.3. Venue is 

proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1391(b), as the events giving rise to the claims occurred within this 

judicial district. 

2. Legal Standard for Due Process Claims 

2.1. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 1983, due process violations occur when a govemment actor, acting under 

color of law, deprives an individual of life, liberty, or property without a fair process, as established by 

*Mathews v. Eldridge* , 424 U.S. 319 (1976). 

2.2. In *Goldberg v. Kelly* , 397 U.S. 254 (1970), it was further confirmed that due process mandates 

a fair and impartial hearing. I assert that my due process rights were violated when the court ruled on a 

motion prematurely without aflowing for a complete hearing and proper presentation of evidence. 

3. Qualified Immunity 

3.1. Qualified immunity does not apply where govemment offcials violate clearly established statutory 

or constitutional rights, as set forth in *Harlow v. Fitzgerald* , 457 U.S. 800 (1982). 3.2. Judicial 

immunity is similarly inapplicable when judges act outside of their judicial duties or take on 

administrative actions, as established by *Forrester v. White* , 484 U.S. 219 (1988). 

3.3. In this case, 1 allege that the Plaintiff, acting in a judicial capacity, made premature rulings on 

motions, failing to consider my evidence, which violated my clearly established due process 

4. Remedies 

4.1. I eek gpmpensatory and punitive damages as provided under 42 U.S.C. 1983 for the deprivation of 

my constitutional rights. The Supreme Court has held in *Carey v. Piphus*, 435 U.S. 247 (1978), that 

such damages are appropriate to deter and punish reckless or willful violaüons of constitutional rights. 

4.2. Additionally, under 42 U.S.C. S 1988, I request the award of attomey's fees as a prevailing party in 

this action brought under 42 U.S.C. S 1983. 

5. Relevant Case Law and Statutes 

5.1. I cite the following relevant statutes and case law in support of my motion: 

- 42 U.S.C. 1983: Civil action for the deprivation of rights. 

 

- 28 U.S.C. S 1331: Federal question jurisdiction. 

- 28 U.S.C. 1343: Civil rights jurisdiction. 

- 28 U.S,C, S 13910); Proper venue. 

- Fifth Amendment: Protection of due process rights. 

- Fourteenth Amendment: Protection against state acüon depriving due process and equal protecüon. 

- *Mathews v. Eldridge*, 424 U.S. 319 (1976): Due process requirements. 

- *Goldberg v. Kelly*, 397 U.S. 254 (1970): Right to a fair hearing before deprivation. 

*Forrester v. White*, 484 U.S. 219 (1988): Judicial immunity not applicable for administrative actions. 
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- *Harlow v. Fitzgerald*, 457 U.S. 800 (1982): Qualified immunity limitations. 

- *Carey v. Piphus*, 435 •U.S. 247 (1978): Damages for constitutional violations. 

 *Stump v. Sparkman*, 435 U.S. 349 (1978): Limits on judicial immunity when acting outside 

jurisdiction. 

Conclusion 

•Wherefore, I respectfully request that this Court dismiss the action for lack of personal jurisdiction, 

compel arbitration, and provide any other relief the Court deems just and proper. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

4th day of October 2024 

Signature: 

Signature: 

Britmey Latasha Golson, Britmey Latasha Greene 

Tremaine D'angelo Golson, n•emaine Golson 

No  Public 

Subscribed and swo 

NO SignatureNotary Public,  

My Commis 

 

 

 

 

 

ofOctober  2024. 
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IN THE COURT OF corvnf0N PLEAS 

1701 MAIN STREET COLUMBIA SC 29201 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLE<A 

Professional Financial Services, 

Plaintiff, 

 Case No. 2024CP4003931 

-vs- 

Brittney L. Golson, Brittney L. Greene, Tremaine Golson. Tremaine D. 

Golson 
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Aggrieved Defendants. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW m SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S Moaorvo 5 DISMIss AND 

COMPEL ARBITRATION 

I. Jurisdiction and Venue 

This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this case pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1331 and 28 U.S.C. 

1343, as Aggrieved Defendants claims arise under 42 U.S.C. 1983 and allege violations of the Fifth 

and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States Constitution. 42 U.S.C. 

 1983 permits civil actions against individuals who, under color of law, deprive others of 

constitutional rights. Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1391(b) because the events in 

question occurred within this judicial district. 

11. Legal Standard for Due Process Claims (42 U.S.C. 1983) 

A violation of due process under the Fourteenth Amendment occurs when a govemment actor, under 
color of law, deprives a citizen of life, liberty, or property without a fair procedure. The Supreme 
Court in Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319 (1976), held that procedural due process requires notice 
and an opportunity to be heard before the government may deprive a person of any significant 
protected interest 

In Goldberg v. Kelly, 397 U.S. 254 (1970), the Court emphasized that due process includes the right to 
a fair and impartial hearing, which was violated when the Defendant ruled prematurely on the 
Aggrieved Defendants motion without a complete hearing. 

Ill. Qualified Immunity 

Qualified immunity is not a defense where government offcials violate "clearly established statutory 

or constitutional rights of which a reasonable person would have known." (Harlow v. Fitzgerald, 457 

U.S. 800 (1982)). Judicial immunity is also inapplicable when judges act outside their jurisdiction or 

engage in administrative conduct not related to judicial duties. In Forrester v. 

White, 484 U.S. 219 (1988), the Court held that qualified immunity does not protect a judge from 

liability for administrative actions. 

Plaintiff, in this case, acted outside the scope ofjudicial duties by making premature rulings 

without full consideration of the Aggrieved Defendants evidence, thus violating clearly 

established due process rights. 

IV. Remedies 

Aggrieved Defendants seek compensatory and punitive damages, as provided by 42 U.S.C. 1983, 

for the deprivation of their constitutional rights. The Supreme Court has long held that monetary 

damages are appropriate to deter and punish willful or reckless constitutional violations (Carey v. 

Piphus, 435 U.S. 247 (1978)). 
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Additionally, 42 U.S.C. 1988 allows for the recovery of attorney's fees for the prevailing party in 

actions brought under 42 U.S.C. 1983. 

Relevant Case Law and Statutes 

42 U.S.C. 1983 — Civil action for deprivation of rights. 

28 U.S.C. 1331 — Federal question jurisdiction. 

28 U.S.C. 1343 — Civil rights jurisdiction. 

28 U.S.C. 13910) — Venue for federal actions. 

Fifth Amendment — Right to due process. 

Fourteenth Amendment — Protection against state action depriving due process and equal protection. 

Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319 (1976) — Due process requires notice and an opportunity to be 

heard. 

Goldberg v. Kelly, 397 U.S. 254 (1970) — Due process requires a fair hearing before deprivation of 

life, liberty, or property. 

Forrester v. White, 484 U.S. 219 (1988) — Judicial immunity does not apply to administrative actions. 

Harlow v. Fitzgerald, 457 U.S. 800 (1982) — Qualified immunity does not protect offcials violating 

clearly established rights. 

Carey v. Piphus, 435 U.S. 247 (1978) — Compensatory and punitive damages for constitutional 

violations. 

Stump v. Sparkrnan, 435 U.S. 349 (1978) — Judicial immunity does not apply if a judge acts without 

jurisdiction. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS   

  C/A NO: 2024-CP-40-03931  

COUNTY OF RICHLAND    

    

  

  

PLAINTIFF’S NOTICE OF MOTION AND  

  

Professional Financial Services . ,   
  

PLAINTIFF,   

vs.   

  

Tremaine Golson a/k/a  Tremaine D.  

Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a  
Brittney L. Golson ,     

  

DEFENDANTS .   
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MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  

  

  

  

  

TO:  DEFENDANTS, TREMAINE GOLSON A/K/A TREMAINE D. GOLSON AND  

BRITTNEY L. GREENE A/K/A BRITTNEY L. GOLSON  

   

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Professional Financial Services (“Plaintiff”), through its 

undersigned counsel, will move before the Court of Common Pleas for Richland County, on the  

10th day after service hereof at the Richland County Judicial Center, 1701 Main Street, Columbia, South 

Carolina  29201, or as soon thereafter as may be convenient to the Court and counsel, for an Order 

granting Plaintiff summary judgment on its Complaint and on Defendants Motion to  

Compel Arbitration and Stay Proceedings pursuant to Rule 56 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil 

Procedure.  The Plaintiff makes this motion on the grounds that there is no genuine issue as to any 

material fact, and the Plaintiff is entitled to judgment and repossession of the collateral which is the 

subject on this action as a matter of law on all claims and motions.  Attached hereto and   

    

    Firm Case No: 1375526-107702  
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incorporated herein as Exhibit 1 is Plaintiff’s Affidavit in support of this motion.  In addition to Exhibit 1, 

this motion is based on the pleadings in this case, any memorandum and subsequent affidavits Plaintiff 

submits in support, and applicable South Carolina case and statutory law.                    

  

Dated:  October 7, 2024          RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,  

  

 s/ John S. Kay       

John S. Kay (S.C. Bar No. 7914)  

HUTCHENS LAW FIRM LLP  

P.O. Box 8237 (29202)  

240 Stoneridge Dr., Suite 400  

Columbia, SC 29210 (803) 726-2700 

john.kay@hutchenslawfirm.com  

Attorney for Plaintiff   

Professional Financial Services  
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COUNTY OF 
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 CASE No.:  -cp-  

MOTION AND ORDER 

NFORMATION 

FORM AND  

  

Plaintiffs Attorney: 

, Bar No. 

Address: 

 

Phone: Fax 

 

E-mail: Other: 

Defendant's Attorney: 

, Bar 

No. 

Address: 

Phone: Fax 

E-mail: Other: 

TION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete 

SECTION*I 

CIFORM MOTION, NO HEARNG REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS 11 and 111) 

ÜPROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER com lete SECTIONS 11 and 

SECTION I: Hearing Information 
Nature of Motion: 

Estimated Time Needed: Court Re orter Needed: "S/Ü NO 

SECTION 11: Motion/Order Type 

Written motion attached 

ÜForm Motion/Order 

I hereby move for relief or action by the court as set forth in the attached p oposed order. 

 
SECTIO m: Motion Fee C] 

PAID - AMOUNT: $ 
EXEMPT: Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support (check 

reason) Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect 

 Indigent Status  State Agency v. Indigent Party 

Sexually Violent Predator Act Post-Conviction Relief [3 
Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy 

 Motion for Publication  Motion for Execution (Rule 69, SCRCP) 

[3 Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or, reduced to 

writing from motion made in open court per judge's instructions 

 3931 

  

submitted 
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Name of Court Reporter:  

Other: 

JUDGE'S SECTION 

[3 Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the 

attached order. C] Other: 

JUDGE CODE 

 

Date: 

CLERK'S 

VERIFICATION 
 

SCCA 233 (11/2003) 

$ 
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

1701 MAm STREET COLUMBIA SC 29201 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

Professional Financial Services, 

Plaintiff, 

Case No. 2024CP40039.e vs. 

Brittney L. Golson, Brittney L. Greene, 

Tremaine Golson, Tremaine D. Golson 

Aggrieved Defendants. 

MOTION TO DISMISS AND COMPEL ARBITRATION 

We, Brittney Latasha Golson, Brittney Latasha Greene, Tremaine Golson, Tremaine D' angelo 

Golson, being duly sworn, depose and say as follows: 

1. Jurisdiction and Venue 

1.1. I affirm that this Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this case pursuant to 28 U.S.C.  

1331 and 28 U.S.C. 1343, as the claims raised involve violations under 42 U.S.C. 1983. 

I .2. The alleged claims stem from violations of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the 

United States Constitution, involving deprivations of due process rights under color of law. 1.3. 

Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1391(b), as the events giving rise to the claims occurred 

within this judicial district. 

2. Legal Standard for Dae Process Claims 

2.1. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 1983, due process violations occur when a govemment actor, acting under 

color of law, deprives an individual of life, liberty, or property without a fair process, as established 

by *Mathews v. Eldridge*, 424 U.S. 319 (1976). 

2.2. In *Goldberg v. Kelly*, 397 U.S. 254 (1970), it was further confirmed that due process 
mandates a fair and impartial hearing. I assert that my due process rights were violated when the 
court ruled on a motion prematurely without allowing for a complete hearing and proper 
presentation of evidence. 

3. Qualified Immunity 

3.1. Qualified immuniiy does not apply where govemment offcials violate clearly established 

statutory or constitutional rights, as set forth in *Harlow v. Fitzgerald* , 457 U.S. 800 (1982). 3.2. 
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Judicial immunity is similarly inapplicable when judges act outside of their judicial duties or take on 

administrative actions, as established by *Forrester v. White* , 484 U.S. 219 (1988). 

3.3. In this case, I allege that the Plaintiff, acting in a judicial capacity, made premature rulings on 

motions, failing to consider my evidence, which violated my clearly established due process 

4. Remedies 

4.1. I seek compensatory and punitive damages as provided under 42 U.S.C. 1983 for the deprivation 

of my constitutional rights. The Supreme Court has held in *Carey v. Piphus*, 435 U.S. 247 (1978), 

that such damages are äppropriate to deter and punish reckless or willful violations of constitutional 

rights. 

4.2. Additionally, under 42 U.S.C. 1988, I request the award of attorney's fees as a prevailing party in 

this action brought under 42 U.S.C. 5 1983. 

5. Relevant Case Law and Statutes 

5.1. I cite the following relevant statutes and case law in support of my motion: 

- 42 U.S.C. 1983: Civil action for the deprivation of rights. 

- 28 U.S.C. S 1331: Federal question jurisdiction. 

- 28 U.S.C. 1343: Civil rights jurisdiction. 

- 28 U.S.C. 1391(b): Proper venue. 

- Fifth Amendment: Protection of due process rights. 

- Fourteenth Amendment: Protection against state action depriving due process and equal protecüon. 

- *Mathews v. Eldridge*, 424 U.S. 319 (1976): Due process requirements. 

 *Goldberg v. Kelly*, 397 U.S. 254 (1970): Right to a fair hearing before deprivation. 

- *Forrester v. White*, 484 U.S. 219 (1988): Judicial immunity not applicable for administrative 

actions. 

- *Harlow v. Fitzgerald*, 457 U.S. 800 (1982): Qualified immunity limitations. 

- *Carey v. Piphus*, 435 U.S. 247 (1978): Damages for constitutional violations. 

 *Stump v. Sparkrnan*, 435 U.S. 349 (1978): Limits on judicial immunity when acting outside 

jurisdiction. 

Conclusion 

Wherefore, I respectfully request that this Coun dismiss the action for lack of personal jurisdiction, 

compel arbitration, and' provide any other relief the Court deems just and proper. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is ü•ue and correct. 

of October 2024  4th day 

Signature:s-9Jxo,./ 
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Signature: 

Britmey Latasha Golson, Brittney Latasha Greene 

Tremaine D'angelo Golson, Tremaine 

Golson 

Notary Public 

 Subscribed and  day of October 2024. 

Notary SignatureNotary  

My Commis 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Public,  
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FORM 4   

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA          JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE   

COUNTY OF  Richland      

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS        CASE NO.   

2024CP4003931      

  

    

Professional Financial Services       

PLAINTIFF(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         

     

  
            
DEFENDANT(S)   

Tremaine Golson et al 
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    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:   

This case came before the Court on January 7, 2025, on Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary 

Judgment and Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss and Motion to Compel Arbitration. The Plaintiff 

appeared, represented by John Kay, Esquire. The Defendants, Tremaine Golson and Brittany 

Golson, acting pro se, also appeared. Ms. Golson filed an Answer; her answer purported to also 

be filed on behalf of Mr. Golson. 

After thoroughly reviewing the parties’ written submissions, to include the parties’ Retail 

Installment Sale 

Contract and excerpts from a warranty agreement, and the parties’ arguments, the Court finds 

as follows: 

ORDER INFORMATION  

order   ends  does not end the case.                                                  This   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   02/24/2025                      .  

  

Tremaine D Golson for Tremaine D Golson    

Brittney L Golson for Brittney L Golson    
Brittney L Golson for Brittney L Golson     
Tremaine D Golson for Tremaine D Golson 

Brittney L Greene    

Tremaine Golson    

    

    

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL  

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017)                                                                                                                    

Page 1 of 2   

✔  

✔  ✔  
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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.   

  

 

1 . The Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss is DENIED. Defendants seem to allege a deprivation of their right 

to due process. Inasmuch as they both have had  an opportunity to file responsive pleadings and to be 

heard in this matter, the Court declines to grant the Defendants’ prayer for relief on this basis. 

Furthermore, to the extent Defendants also allege that the Plaintiff, a private entity, is “acting under the 

color of law” in violation of their rights in seeking redress over this dispute in state court, this ground for 

relief is also DENIED. 

  

2 .The Defendants’ Motion to Compel Arbitration is DENIED. The Plaintiff’s action is grounded upon the 

breach of a “Retail Installment Sale Contract” (Sale Contract) executed by the Defendants. The Court 

has carefully reviewed the Sale Contract and   finds that the Sale Contract does not contain any 

provision compelling the parties to engage in arbitration in the event of a contract dispute. The GWC 

Warranty Vehicle   Service Contract (Warranty Contract) signed by the Defendants does contain a 

provision mandating arbitration for disputes arising thereunder, but the Court has found no language in 

the Sale Contract making the Sale Contract subject to the arbitration provision in the Warranty Contract.  

Furthermore, while a section of the Sale Contract gives the Plaintiff a security interest in “[a]ll 

insurance, maintenance, service, or other contracts we finance for you,” without more, the Court does 

not find that this language establishes that the  arbitration language in the Warranty Contract is a part of 

the Retail Installment Sale Contract. 

3.The Plaintiff properly supported its Motion for Summary Judgment with an account affidavit showing 

the Defendants’ have breached the Sale Contract and the amount of the outstanding debt.  Although they 

filed a Motion to Dismiss and Compel Arbitration, the Defendants failed to respond to Plaintiff’s Motion 

for Summary Judgement. The Court finds that there is no genuine issue of material fact in dispute and the 

Plaintiff is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.  Accordingly, the Court GRANTS the Plaintiff’s 

Motion for Summary Judgment. 

Plaintiff’s counsel is requested to prepare a formal order. 
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SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017)                                                                                                                    

Page 2 of 2   

    

    

    

    

 

Richland Common Pleas 

 Case Caption: Professional Financial Services vs Tremaine  Golson , defendant, et al 

 Case Number: 2024CP4003931 

 Type: Order/Electronic Form 4 

IT IS SO ORDERED. s/Milton G. 

Kimpson 2783 

Electronically signed on 2025-02-24 10:00:44     page 3 of 3 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM A SENTENCE IMPOSED BY THE 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

 In The Court of Appeals RECEIVED 

[In The Supreme Court] 

  MAR 03 2025 

APPEAL Court FROM of RICK-LAND General SessionsCOUNTY SC Court of Appeals 

Milton G Kimpston, Circuit Court 
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Case No. 2024-CP-40-03931 

 Professional Financial Services Respondent, 

 Britmey L Golson, Brittney LGreene, Appellant. 

Tremaine D Golson, nemaine 

Golson 

 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

 

Britmey L Golson, Britmey L Greene, TYemaine D. Golson, Themaine Golson appeals their 

convicüon and sentence in this case on March 3, 2025. The sentence was imposed by the Hönorable 

Milton G, Kimpston received on March 3, 2025. The notice of appeal is cunendy being served within 

the thirty days after receipt of a written notice of enüy of order or judgement. 

FORM 4 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE m 

COUNTY OF Richland  m 

o 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

 

CASE NO. 2024CP4003931 

 
o 

z 

 Professional Financial Services Tremaine Golson et al 

 

 PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S) 

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) 

JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial 

by jury. have been tried and a verdict rendered. 

DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or 

hearing before The issues have been tried or heard and a decision 

rendered. 

 ACHON DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): C] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;  

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [3 Rule 43(k), SCRCP 
(Settled); Cl Other 

 [3 ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): Rule 400), SCRCP;Ü 

Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or 

modify arbitration award; 

Other 

 [3 STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY 

C] DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE cmcUIT COURT (CHECK 

APPLICABLE firm d; O Reversed; O Remanded: 

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT,  

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS 

APPEAL 

IT IS ORDEREDAND ADJUDGED: See attached order (formal order to  

of Judgment o 

by the Court: z 

This case came before the Court on January 7, 2025, on Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment 

and 

Defendants' Motion to Dismiss and Motion to Compel Arbitration. The Plaintiff appeared, 

represented by John Kay, Esquire. The Defendants, Tremaine Golson and Brittany Golson, acting 

pro se, also appeared. Ms. Golson filed an Answer; her answer purported to also be filed on behalf 

of Mr. Go'son. 

After thoroughly reviewing the parties' written submissions, to include the parties' Retail Installment 

Sale 

Contract and excerpts from a warranty agreement, and the parties' arguments, the Court finds as 
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follows: 

ORDER NFORMATION 

This ordera ends does not end the case. @See Pace 2 for additional information. 

For Clerk of Court Offce Use Only 

'I'his judgment was electmnically 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 02/24/2025 . 

Tremaine D Golson for Tremaine D Golson Brittney L 
Golson for Brittney L Golson 
Brittney L Golson for Brittney L Golson Tremaine D 
Golson for Tremaine D Golson 
Brittney L Greene 

Tremaine Golson 

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY 

MAIL 

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page I of 2 

m 
m 

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. 

1. The Defendants' Motion to Dismiss is DENIED. Defendants seem to allege a deprivation of their 

right to due process. Inasmuch as they both have had an m opportunity to file responsive 

pleadings and to be heard in this matter, the Court declines to grant the Defendants' prayer for 

relief on this basis. Furthermore, to the extent Defendants also allege that the Plaintiff, a private 

entity, is "acting under the color of law" in violation of their rights in seeking redress over this 

dispute in state court, this ground for relief is also DENIED. 

2.The Defendants' Motion to Compel Arbitration is DENIED. The Plaintiff's action is grounded 

upon the breach of a "Retail Installment Sale Contract' (Sale Contract) executed by the 

Defendants. The Court has carefully reviewed the Sale Contract and finds that the Sale Contract 

does not contain any provision compelling the parties to engage in arbitration in the event of a 

contract dispute. The GWC Warranty Vehicle Service Contract (Warranty Contract) signed by 

the Defendants does contain a provision mandating arbitration for disputes arising thereunder, 

Court Reporter:  .3 

o 

E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgment is the 

same date  

reflected on the Bectronic File Stamp and the 

clerk's 

z 
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but the Court has found no 

affidavit showing the Defendants' have the outstanding debt. Although they filed a Motion to Dismiss 
and Compel Arbitration, the Defendants failed to respond to Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgement. 
The Court finds that there is no genuine issue of material fact in dispute and the Plaintiff is entitled to 
judgment as a matter of law. Accordingly, the Court GRANTS the Plaintiff's Motion for Summary 
Judgment. 

Plaintiff's counsel is requested to prepare a formal order. 

SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017) Page 2 of 2 

language in the Sale Contract making the Sale Contract subject to the arbitration provision in the 
Warranty Contract. Furthermore, while a section of the Sale Contract gives the Plaintiff a security 
interest in "[a]ll insurance, maintenance, service, or other contracts we finance for you," without more, 
the Court does not find that this language establishes that the arbitration language in the Warranty 
Contract is a part of the Retail Installment Sale Contract. 

3.The Plaintiff properly supported its Motion for Summary Judgment with an account breached the 

Sale Contract and the amount of 
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Richland Common Pleas 

 Case Caption: Professional Financial Services vs Tremaine Golson , defendant, et al 

 Case Number: 2024CP4003931 

Order/Electronic Form 4 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

s,Mi1ton G. Kimpson 2783 

Electronically signed on 2025-02-24 10:00:44 page 3 of 3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA         IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS  

  

COUNTY OF 

RICHLAND                 C/A No. 2024-CP-40-03931  

  

Tremaine 

Golson a/k/a 

Tremaine D. 

Golson and  

Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson,  

  

  
  

Professional Financial Services ,   

Plaintiff,   

vs.   
  

  

  
  

  
  
  

ORDER   
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Defendants.  

This matter came before me for hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment and 

Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss and Motion to Compel Arbitration. The hearing was held on January 7, 

2025 attended by counsel for the Plaintiff, Gregory Wooten, Esq., of Hutchens Law Firm.  Also, in 

attendance were the Defendants Tremaine Golson and Brittney Golson (collectively “Defendants” or 

“Golsons”), acting pro se.  

PROCEDURAL HISTORY  

1. The Plaintiff’s Summons and Complaint were filed in the office for the Clerk of Court for 

Richland County on June 27, 2024.  

2. The Defendants were served with the Summons and Complaint on July 6, 2024.  

3. An Answer containing a motion to compel arbitration and stay proceedings was filed on 

September 16, 2024 by Ms. Golson, which purported to also be filed on behalf of Mr. Golson. 

Plaintiff’s Reply to Motion to Compel Arbitration and Stay Proceeding Filed by Defendant 

Brittney L. Green a/k/a Brittney L. Golson was filed on September 9, 2024.  

4. Defendant filed an Affidavit in Support of Motion to Dismiss and Compel Arbitration, 

Memorandum of Law in Support of Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss and Compel Arbitration, and 

Notice of Special Appearance on October 4, 2024.  

5. Plaintiff’s Notice of Motion and Motion for Summary Judgment was filed on October 7, 2024.  

6. Defendants filed a second Motion to Dismiss and Compel Arbitration on October 25, 2024.  

Subsequently, Defendants also filed a Public Records Request for Judge, Bond Information, and  

Insurance on November 7, 2024.  

    

  

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW  

        The Plaintiff’s Complaint is an action for repossession of a  2014 GMC Yukon vehicle (VIN  

1GKS1CE09ER210569) in the possession of the Defendants based upon a default in the payments on 

Retail Installment Sale Contract executed by the Defendants on April 14, 2023. The Plaintiff’s lien is 
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noted on the Certificate of Title with the South Carolina Department of Motor Vehicles. Based upon the 

Affidavit submitted by Plaintiff in support of its motion, the payments on the loan are in default and are 

due for the October 3, 2023 installment forward. The following amounts are due on the loan as follows:  

a. Principal good through October 3, 2023       $14,242.00  

b. Interest due from October 3, 2023 through April 30, 2024  $  1,556.12  

c. Late charges                                             $     160.34  

d. Attorney Fee       $  1,950.00 e.   Collection Costs  

 Filing charge for Summons and Complaint  $180.32  

 Service of Process charge       $330.00  

 Motion filing charge        $  95.22  $    605.54  

    

 TOTAL:                                                         $18,514.00  

  

     After thoroughly reviewing the parties’ written submissions, to include the Retail Installment Sale 

Contract and excerpts from a warranty agreement, the affidavit in support of the Plaintiff’s motion, the 

pleadings in the case, the parties’ testimony, and arguments of counsel, I hereby find, conclude, and 

ORDER:  

I. Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss  

1. The Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss is DENIED  

2. Defendants argue a deprivation of their right to due process. Inasmuch as they both have had an 

opportunity to file responsive pleadings and to be heard in this matter, the Court declines to grant 

the Defendants’ prayer for relief on this basis.   

3. Furthermore, to the extent Defendants also allege that the Plaintiff, a private entity, is “acting 

under the color of law” in violation of their rights in seeking redress over this dispute in state court, 

this ground for relief is also DENIED.   

II. Defendants’ Motion to Compel Arbitration  

4. The Defendants’ Motion to Compel Arbitration is DENIED.   

5. The Plaintiff’s action is grounded upon the breach of a “Retail Installment Sale Contract” (Sale 

Contract) executed by the Defendants. The Court has carefully reviewed the Sale Contract and 
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finds that the Sale Contract does not contain any provision compelling the parties to engage in 

arbitration in the event of a contract dispute.   

  

  

6. The GWC Warranty Vehicle Service Contract (Warranty Contract) signed by the Defendants 

does contain a provision mandating arbitration for disputes arising thereunder, but the Court has 

found no language in the Sale Contract making the Sale Contract subject to the arbitration 

provision in the Warranty Contract.   

7. Furthermore, while a section of the Sale Contract gives the Plaintiff a security interest in “[a]ll 

insurance, maintenance, service, or other contracts we finance for you,” without more, the Court 

does not find that this language establishes that the arbitration language in the Warranty Contract 

is a part of the Retail Installment Sale Contract.   

III. Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment  

8. The Plaintiff properly supported its Motion for Summary Judgment with an account affidavit 

showing the Defendants’ have breached the Sale Contract and the amount of the outstanding 

debt.   

9. Although they filed a Motion to Dismiss and Compel Arbitration, the Defendants failed to 

respond to Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgement.   

10. The Court finds that there is no genuine issue of material fact in dispute and the Plaintiff is 

entitled to judgment as a matter of law as to its action for repossession of the 2014 GMC Yukon 

(VIN 1GKS1CE09ER210569) with the right to dispose of the same in a commercially 

reasonable manner, as well as for resulting damages for unpaid amounts on the loan with Defendants, to 

include the interest, late fees, costs and attorney’s fees as outlined, below.    

It is, therefore, ORDERED that the Plaintiff have judgment against the Defendants Tremaine 

Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson as follows:  

a. Principal good through October 3, 2023       $14,242.00  

b. Interest due from October 3, 2023 through April 30, 2024  $  1,556.12  

  c.   Late charges                                             $     160.34  

d. Attorney Fee          

e. Collection Costs  

    $ 1,950.00  
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Filing charge for Summons and Complaint  $180.32   

 Service of Process charge       $330.00   

 Motion filing charge        

    

$  95.22  $    605.54  

 TOTAL:                                                     

  

    $18,514.00  

            It is further ORDERED that the Plaintiff have judgment against the Defendants   

Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson and Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson  

for repossession of the 2014 GMC Yukon, VIN #1GKS1CE09ER210569 with the right to  

dispose of it in a commercially reasonable manner and the Sheriff of Richland County or  

Sheriff of the County where the vehicle is located is authorized to assist in the pickup of the   

2014 GMC Yukon, VIN #1GKS1CE09ER210569 and deliver it to the Plaintiff.      

It is further ORDERED that if personal service cannot be reasonably achieved, then  

service of this Order for Judgment and Order for Repossession may be accomplished by 

personal service or by posting this document upon the door of the dwelling or some other  

prominent place on the property by the Sheriff of Richland County Sheriff of the County where  

the vehicle is located  

  

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.  

  

  

JUDGE, MILTON G. KIMPSON’S SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW:  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE   

COUNTY OF RICHLAND  

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS  

  

CASE NO: 2024-CP-40-

03931   

Professional Financial Services,  

PLAINTIFF,  
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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.  

  

  
            
DEFENDANT(S)   

Tremaine Golson et al 
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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:   

In response to this Court’s May 7, 2025 Order Granting the Defendants’ Motion to Stay 

Execution of Judgement upon the condition that Defendants post bonds, the Defendants filed a 

Motion Pursuant to Rule 60(a), SCRCP (Motion) seeking to correct a clerical error.  In 

pertinent part, the Defendants’ motion asserts: 

1. The Court’s Final Order incorrectly identifies the parties by reversing the designations of 

Plaintiff and Defendants. 

2.This constitutes a clerical error affecting the clarity and legal integrity of the order.  The 

incorrect designation may create confusion in enforcement, appeal, and the calculation of 

related obligations such as bond. 

*** 

4. Correcting this error will not prejudice any party, and no substantive changes are being 

✔  
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requested.  (emphasis added) 

Defendants’ Motion is DENIED.  The Court has found no clerical error in its May 7, 2025 

Order and the Defendants’ Motion does not specifically identify any such  error. 

ORDER INFORMATION  

order   ends  does not end the case.                                                  This   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   

06/05/2025                      .  

  

Tremaine D Golson for Tremaine D Golson    

Brittney L Golson for Brittney L Golson    
Brittney L Golson for Brittney L Golson     
Tremaine D Golson for Tremaine D Golson 

Brittney L Greene    

Tremaine Golson    
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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.   

  

 

Further, the Defendants have acknowledged that they are “requesting no substantive changes” in the 

Order, a statement which undermines their earlier assertion that the alleged error “may create 

confusion…” 

  

Moreover, assuming arguendo, that some clerical error does exist, Defendants’ obligations in the May 7, 

2025 Order were nevertheless clear:  

  

[T]o stay the execution of Plaintiff’s judgement and to avoid the repossession and sale of their vehicle, 

the Defendants must post two bonds, each in the amount of $37,028.00, with the Plaintiff, Professional 

Financial Services, named as the beneficiary of each bond. Said bonds must remain in effect during the 

pendency of Defendants’ appeal to   pay Plaintiff’s judgment, along with interest, costs and damages, 

by reason of the appeal. After obtaining the bonds, the Defendants must provide the bond documents to 

  Plaintiff’s counsel at 240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 400, Columbia, S.C. 29210, who will notify the Court 

in the event the bonds are not in proper form. 

The May 7, 2025 Order further gave the Defendants’ ten (10) days to post the necessary bonds.  The 

Defendants have not yet posted the required bonds. 

Accordingly, the Court DENIES Defendants’ Motion.  Further, the Defendants must comply in full with 

the bond requirements of the Court’s May 7, 2025 Order Granting the Defendants’ Motion to Stay 

Execution of Judgment within three (3) days of the date of this Order.  Defendants are reminded that no 

stay of the May 7, 2025 becomes effective without the required bond. If the proper bond has not been 

provided to Plaintiff’s counsel by the deadline, Plaintiff may enforcement its judgment upon the filing of 

an affidavit of non-compliance with this Court. 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 
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 vs. * Case No. 2024-CP-40-03931 
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7 D. GOLSON and BRITTNEY L.  * 

 GREENE a/k/a BRITTNEY L.  * 

8 GOLSON,  * 

* 

9 Defendants. * 

 ------------------------------x   

10 

January 7, 2025 11 

B E F O R E: 

The Honorable Milton Kimpson, Presiding Judge 14 A P P E A R A N C E S: 

15 Gregory Wooten, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiff 

16 

Tremaine Golson a/k/a Tremaine D. Golson, Pro Se Defendant 

17 

Brittney L. Greene a/k/a Brittney L. Golson, Pro Se Defendant 

18 

19 

20 

21 

Recorded by:  In-Courtroom WebEx 

Court Transcriber:  Bobbi Fisher, RPR 

SC Official Court Reporter III 
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THE COURT: We have Professional Financial Services versus Tremaine Golson. 

4 MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, Your Honor.  Greg Wooten from the 5 Hutchens Law Firm. 

THE COURT:  Good morning. 

MR. WOOTEN:  Good morning, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Wait until the Golsons get to come up.  But 9 this is Case 2024-CP-40-03931. 

Mr. and Mrs. Golson? 

MS. GOLSON:  Yes, sir. 

THE COURT:  For the record, I'd like everyone to 13 introduce themselves again and we will get started. 

MR. GOLSON:  My name is Tremaine Golson. 

MS. GOLSON:  My name is Brittney Golson, and we are here  

for all parties:  Brittney L. Golson, Brittney L. Greene,  

Tremaine D. Golson, and Tremaine Golson.  We are the 18 authorized representative for all those names. 

THE COURT:  Thank you. 

And so just for the record (indiscernible). 

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, Your Honor.  My name is Greg Wooten from Hutchens Law Firm, appearing on 

behalf of John Kay, who was unable to attend today. 

THE COURT:  (Indiscernible) correct?  This is your motion?  I think we've got several of them. 

MR. WOOTEN: Yes, Your Honor. I believe we -- I know the plaintiff has a Motion for Summary 

Judgment, and I believe that the defendants have a Motion to Compel Arbitration and 4 Stay Proceedings. 

5 MS. GOLSON:  Your Honor -- Your Honor, can I say 6 something? 

7 THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am, before we get started, yes, 8 ma'am.  

9 MS. GOLSON:  I was actually looking for the actual 10 attorney who handled the case.  I don't 

have a clue who this 11 person is. 
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12 MR. GOLSON:  Because we've never seen him before, so... 13 THE COURT:  Am I not 

correct, Mr. Wooten, that you are  

from the firm of the lawyers who has been -- 

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, Your Honor, from Hutchens Law Firm 16 where Mr. Kay is. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay. 

THE COURT:  And, Ms. Golson, just (indiscernible) his  

firm has made an appearance, and lawyers within the firm may  

be --- 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay.  That's fine. 

THE COURT:  --- and I just have to share with you, when I was in a private firm, I got sent to partners' 

cases all the time.  So, that's fine. 

It might be best for us to take up Ms. Golson's motion --  

motions first.  MS. GOLSON: you need a -- 

 I actually submitted it to the courts.  Do  

THE COURT:  Well, I'd like you to argue it.  

And then, sir, I'll come back to you. 

MR. WOOTEN:  No objection, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  And, Ms. Golson, what I'd like to do is you 8 give me the reasons why I should 

grant -- I think you've got a 9 Motion to Dismiss and to Compel Arbitration? 

MS. GOLSON:  Correct.   

THE COURT:  If you'll give me the reasons for why the  

Court should grant those two motions.  After you speak, 13 Mr. Wooten will get a chance to 

respond. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay. 
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THE COURT:  And then -- I am not going to make any 16 decision from the bench; I'm going to 

take all of this under 17 advisement. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay. 

THE COURT:  And then, of course, I will listen to 20 Mr. Wooten's motion, and you will get an 

opportunity to  

21 respond to whatever he has to say with regard to his motions. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay. 

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  Be happy to hear from you. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay.  So, on the record and for the record --- 

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am. 

MS. GOLSON: --- I actually have an arbitration clause with AAA, and they have been trying to 

reach out to the 4 plaintiff, and he will not respond.   

Also, I would like a Motion to Dismiss because, according  

to U.S.C. 1983, for violation of due process.  The violations  

that occurred wherein government actor acting under color of  

law and who deprives an individual of life, liberty, or  

property without fair process.  The courts ruled prematurely  

without an Allen or a complete hearing and presentation of the  

evidence that we have.  That was the point of the arbitration,  

which they failed to even speak to AAA, knowing we have the 13 arbitration clause. 

I also would like to say these claims are all violations  

under (indiscernible) U.S.C. 1983.  The Court has subject  

matter being that the claims happened within the courts, of my  
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own rights being violated.  And I actually have asked to seek  

punitive damages for them making a ruling without seeing the 19 evidence that we have about -- 

by being in an arbitration. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, I understand that and have  

reviewed this case, and I want to take -- well, I need to ask some questions, and then I'm going to 

turn it over to Mr. Wooten and ask for his (indiscernible).  But I want to take each of your motions 

separately. 

You filed a Motion for Arbitration. 
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To compel arbitration, correct. 

THE COURT: And I'm just looking at the contract that you and Mr. Golson signed, and I didn't 

see an arbitration clause 4 in that contract.  Did I miss it?  Because it's very possible. 5 MS. 

GOLSON:  We do have an arbitration clause, and I did 6 submit it into the courts. 

THE COURT:  Okay. 

MS. GOLSON:  But like I said, I wasn't able to show  

anything within the courts because they already prematurely  

made a ruling, and that would have been the point of the  

arbitration, to be able to show what I have found.  And I do 12 have a lot of evidence to show 

what's really going on in this 13 matter. 

14 THE COURT:  But you did submit to the Court 15 (indiscernible) contract (indiscernible). 

MS. GOLSON:  Correct.   

THE COURT:  (Indiscernible) see that. 

MS. GOLSON:  The arbitration clause, correct.  19 THE COURT:  Is there an arbitration clause 

contained 20 within that contract? 

21 MR. GOLSON:  Yes. 

THE COURT:  Where is it?  And I'll be happy to pull -Do we have a paper copy?   

MR. WOOTEN:  Right here, Your Honor. 
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THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.   

They're actually together.  Now, I don't  

know what they -- okay.  So, whatever they submitted is on them.  However, we have an 

arbitration clause, and I would 4 like to state that for the record and on the record that I 5 submitted 

it into the courts. 

THE COURT:  Now, what my concern is -- and I want you to  

know I'm going to give you every opportunity to tell me what 8 you're (indiscernible).  Let me pull 

up the Court's file.  

9 Do you, by any chance, have a copy of what you're 10 referring to as the arbitration clause? 

11 MS. GOLSON:  Would you like me to bring it up to the 12 bench? 

13 THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am, please.  Would you first show it 14 to Mr. Wooten? 

15 MS. GOLSON:  Okay.  He has a copy of it and also has the 16 certified mail receipt 

attached to it as well. 

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  I'd be happy to take a look at  

that. 

Now, let me ask you this:  Am I taking your only copy?   

Is that the only copy you have? 

MS. GOLSON:  Yes. 
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THE COURT:  This document? 

MS. GOLSON:  Yes.  Y'all have that on file already. 

THE COURT:  But do you have a copy so that you can continue your arguments? 

No. 

THE COURT: Okay.  I'll give it back to you but -- because I want you to have the full opportunity 

to argue your 4 case.  But let me take a look at this. 

MR. WOOTEN:  I have got an extra one, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Oh, that would be wonderful. 

So, Ms. Golson, please tell -- show me within this  

contract where the arbitration clause is.  Now, I do see this  

receipt from -- show me within this contract where the 10 arbitration clause is. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay.  One second. 

THE COURT:  Take your time, please. 

MS. GOLSON:  Can I approach the bench? 

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am, of course. 

MS. GOLSON:  And I don't know if (indiscernible) reach 16 out to them.  (Indiscernible) do have 

one (indiscernible).   
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And I also submitted it into the court. 

THE COURT:  This is the copy, though? 

MS. GOLSON:  It's the second one (indiscernible).  

(Indiscernible). 

THE COURT:  Now, let me -- let me make -- this is -- this was the document you just received 

from (indiscernible)?   

MS. GOLSON:  (Indiscernible).  But it's the same thing that's in that packet. 

THE COURT:  And I will -- let me find it because...   
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(Pause in the proceedings while the Court reviews documents.) 

THE COURT:  Okay.  So let me give you this one back. 

All right.  And is your position under this clause? 

MS. GOLSON:  Correct.  Because it has arbitration  

provisions.  And I also submitted the receipt.  And I would  

like to state on the record and for the record that I  

submitted the receipt of AAA arbitration showing that they  

took the case, and I also submitted the letters within the  

file of this case to show that they did reach out and they 11 have been trying to communicate with 

Professional Financial  

12 Services, the plaintiff, and they failed to respond to them. 13 So, Your Honor, they wouldn't have took 

the case if we didn't 14 have an arbitration clause. 15 THE COURT:  All right. 

MS. GOLSON:  Oh, and if I may, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am. 

MS. GOLSON:  I'd like to also say something else.  In  

order to get us here, the plaintiff ended up (indiscernible).   

I would also like to state -- 

THE COURT:  Say that again.   

MS. GOLSON:  I also wanted to state that, to get us here today for this motion, he told us there was an 

injured party, and there's not an injured party present.  So I would also like to mention that for the record 
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and on the record because that means I don't have nobody to cross-examine.  So I would also like to state 

that for the record. 

THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, we'll go back and respond to  

that. 

Now, let me ask you this:  So then your Motion to Dismiss  

under Section 1983, tell me a little bit about your grounds 7 for that. 

8 MS. GOLSON:  Because my rights have been violated.  I 9 have been forced here for a motion 

when there's no injured  

party.  And, you know, all our persons who -- I think they  

named, like, six different people:  Brittney L. Greene,  

Brittney L. Golson, Tremaine D. Golson, and Tremaine Golson.   

As authorized representatives for those parties, our rights -- 14 our rights have been violated by filing 

complaints against 15 those names. 

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am. 

MS. GOLSON:  So we have, of course, to come to this Court  

on a motion when we don't even have an injured party that is 19 present right now.   

So, you know, who am I cross-examining here?  So I would  

also like to state that, why we should get this motion granted to us.  

THE COURT:  Well, until I -- 

MS. GOLSON:  I mean, this Motion to Dismiss granted to us. 
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THE COURT: (Indiscernible) things you're saying. 

That Section 1983, you made reference to it in your presentation.  Section 1983 requires a State actor.  

Who do 4 you believe, in this case, is a State actor, meaning someone 5 representing the State?   

MS. GOLSON:  That would -- that would be you doing what  

needs to be done, being that the violations happened within  

this court.  So I'm just asking, you know, being that the  

actions happened here and this motion got granted in here, our  

violations being -- you know, our constitutional rights being  

violated, I just ask that it be dismissed, and I go back to 12 compel arbitration to show the proof that I do 

have, because 13 it's actually deeper than what this Court knows. 

14 THE COURT:  I'm going to ask Mr. Wooten for his response 15 to your motion.  So, Ms. Golson, 

all he is responding to right 16 now is your two motions. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay. 

THE COURT:  We'll argue his motion in a second.  

Yes, sir, I'll be happy to hear from you. 

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, Your Honor.  May it please the Court?   

Greg Wooten on behalf of Plaintiff for this matter. 

In the very limited scope of responding to Ms. Golson's motions, I would posit to the Court that the 

defendant is misinformed as to what the arbitration clause actually refers to, looking at those documents 

that the Court has.  
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I am here on behalf of the plaintiff, Professional Finance Services, regarding simply a Retail Installment 

Contract for the vehicle. 

4 Ms. Golson appears to be arguing a contract that she has 5 with GWC Warranty, which is a 

completely separate entity. 

MS. GOLSON:  Objection.  Hearsay. 

THE COURT:  One moment.  Ms. Golson, I'm going to give -- 8 the one thing, Ms. Golson, I always want 

to hear from you.  9 Let me finish with him, and then I will certainly come back to  

you. 

Yes, sir. 

MR. WOOTEN:  As I was saying, Your Honor, it is a  

contract that she has signed and submitted into evidence with  

GWC Warranty, which doesn't have anything to do with our 15 client today.   

If the Court would look at the contract between  

Ms. Golson and Professional Finance Services, which we have  

admitted into evidence, that's a four-page contract, and there  

are -- there is no arbitration clause in that.  The statute  

section that she references under South Carolina's annotated  

statute 15-48-10, it doesn't apply here because there is no written provision in this contract. 

As to summary judgment, which would be the other action that we are -- motion that we are pushing for 

today, I don't believe there to be a causative relief on which -- to be an underlying cause in which relief 
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can be granted here today simply because there's just not an arbitration provision.  I would ask the Court 

for judgment today. 

4 THE COURT:  So the arbitration clause -- when this 5 document (indiscernible) is the arbitration 

clause that 6 appears in the contract in the GWC Warranty (indiscernible).   

Is that what you're telling me? 

MR. WOOTEN:  That is what we're saying, Your Honor.  This  

appears to be a maintenance or a maintenance and upkeep  

contract of the vehicle, but it is not in any part mentioned  

in the Retail Installment Contract, which does not have an 12 arbitration clause. 

THE COURT:  Mr. Wooten, do you have a copy of your  

contract ---  

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, I do, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  --- from your client? 

MR. WOOTEN:  If I may approach. 

THE COURT:  Of course.  

And, Mr. Wooten, please show that to the Golsons. 20 MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, I have already 

presented them with a  

21 copy. 

(Pause in the proceedings while the Court reviews documents.) 

THE COURT:  Mr. Wooten, do you have any argument with regard to the Motion to Dismiss under 

Section 1983? 
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MR. WOOTEN: Your Honor, the plaintiff objects to that for reasons that the Court has already stated.  We 

are not a State actor in this situation.  And, further, I believe that 4 to be a federal remedy and one that 

hasn't been pled by the 5 defendants in this matter. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, before I go to (indiscernible)  

motion, back to you, you interposed an objection, and for some  

reason, I want you to explain what you were contesting that  

Mr. Wooten's -- excuse me -- yes, in Mr. Wooten's   

(indiscernible.) 

MS. GOLSON:  Your Honor, on the record and for the  

record, everything that the plaintiff is saying is hearsay.   

Once again, I would like to state for the record and on the  

record, we don't actually have an injured party here.  So I'm  

trying to understand why I'm still here and there hasn't been  

granted our motion yet.  If there really is an injured party, 17 they would be here so I could cross-examine 

them.  There is no 18 injured party here so it should be dismissed. 

Like I have stated before, I've submitted it into the  

courts and I will state for it on the record, we have an  

arbitration clause.  That clause, they have got a copy of and they signed for it, green return receipt, which -

- also certified mail receipt that they signed and they had a copy of that arbitration. 

Now, will they look at it? That is not my problem.  They  
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were served with the paperwork. And they see that there's an arbitration clause with AAA arbitration, who 

continue to try to reach out with them, which I have stated that into the 4 courts as well.  And I also got a 

certified mail receipt to 5 show that as well. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, (indiscernible) the document that  

(indiscernible) looking at it, this is a contract between GWC  

Warranty.  This is not the same as the contract between you  

and the plaintiff --  

MS. GOLSON:  And what contract are you referring to? 

THE COURT:  Now, the first contract that -- the contract  

that you gave me -- 

MS. GOLSON:  That is my contract.  I don't know what else 14 you're talking about. 

15 THE COURT:  This is the contract with GWC Warranty -16 MS. GOLSON:  Correct.   

THE COURT:   -- (indiscernible).   

MS. GOLSON:  Correct.  That is the contract I gave you.   

THE COURT:  Right. 

Now, Mr. Wooten is here on behalf of Professional  

Financial Services on an alleged debt -- 

MS. GOLSON:  And I would like to ask you, Your Honor, is -- looking at the contract that Professional 

Financial  

Services gave you or the legal representation of Professional  
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Financial Services, looking at the documentation, is it  

original with wet ink signatures or is it a copy?  THE COURT:  It's a copy but --MS. GOLSON:  Okay. 

4 THE COURT:  --- that's sufficient for evidence in this 5 court. 

6 MS. GOLSON:  Okay.  Are you -- are you making a legal 7 representation or -- I mean, I'm trying 

to understand what's 8 happening right now. 

9 THE COURT:  I'm not doing anything -10 MS. GOLSON:  If it -- okay. 

THE COURT:  I'm just telling you -- 

MS. GOLSON:  So, Your Honor, if it's a copy, it's not 13 mine.  It's not wet ink signature, so it's not mine.  

As I stated before, I came here only as an authorized  

representative for all the names that I mentioned before on  

the record and for the record.  We have an arbitration clause, 17 which I submitted into the courts, to show 

that we have one.   

18 They have been trying to reach out, meaning we have one on 19 file.  And it's with AAA arbitration.   

Now, I don't know what else we're here for because  

there's no injured party here.  And I stated that on and for the record.  This is my third time stating it.  I 

don't know what else am I doing here.  Who am I going against right now?  

Can you answer that question for me, Your Honor? 

THE COURT:  Well, we'll -- we'll -- we'll tell Mr. Wooten (indiscernible). 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay. 

THE COURT:  But that's fine. 
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4 Mr. Wooten, will you -- and Ms. Golson, and then I'm 5 going to come back to you to respond to 

his arguments on his 6 motion. 

Mr. Wooten, would you argue your motion?   

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, Your Honor.  May it please the Court 9 again?  Greg Wooten arguing our Motion 

for Summary Judgment in 10 this matter. 

As it has been filed, Your Honor, we believe that we are  

entitled to summary judgment in this matter because there is  

no continuing issue of any material fact --  

MS. GOLSON:  On the record and for the record, objection.   

Hearsay. 

THE COURT:  One second, Ms. Golson.  You know I will come 17 back to you. 

Yes, sir. 

MR. WOOTEN:  As I was saying, Your Honor, we believe that 20 there is no genuine issue as to any 

material fact today.   

21 Ms. Golson has presented a contract that is not relevant to the case that we have -- 

MS. GOLSON:  On the record and for the record, objection.   

Hearsay. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, please.  

Yes, sir. 

MR. WOOTEN:  She has presented a contract that does not have any bearing with the parties here today.  

If it's got -4 MS. GOLSON:  On the record and for the record, objection.   
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Hearsay. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, (indiscernible.) 7 Mr. Wooton?   

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes.  It has no bearing of fact on the  

action that we have before us.  Taking everything that the  

defendant has said in this matter, even if there is an  

arbitration clause in the warranty agreement, there is none in  

the automobile contract, which is the subject matter -13 MS. GOLSON:  On the record and for the 

record, objection.   

Hearsay.  

MR. WOOTEN:  And I would ask the Court, for that reason,  

to grant summary judgment as to the plaintiff, judgment in the  

amount of $17,800.52, judgment for repossession of the --- 

MS. GOLSON:  On the record --- 

MR. WOOTEN:  --- vehicle ---  

MS. GOLSON:  --- and for the record, objection.  Hearsay. 

MR. WOOTEN:  --- and dismissal of the defendant's motion and any other relief that the Court should deem 

appropriate. 

THE COURT:  Mr. Wooten, I was looking through the records that you submitted.  Did they make any payments on 

this vehicle? 

MR. WOOTEN: I believe several payments were made up until September of 2023.  That's when the default 

occurred.  
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And it looks like the contract was entered into in April.  So 4 several payments were, in fact -- it looks like were 

done. 

THE COURT:  So the contract was entered into when? 

MR. WOOTEN:  On April 14th of 2023. 

MS. GOLSON:  On the record and for the record, objection.   

Hearsay. 

THE COURT:  2023? 

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, 2023. 

MS. GOLSON:  Your Honor, I ask that you -- 12 THE COURT:  Ma'am, I'm coming back to you.  Please. 

Yes, sir. 

MS. GOLSON:  Okay.   

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes.  Payments were made, based upon the  

affidavit of financial -- financial affidavit in support of  

Plaintiff's motion.  It appears that default occurred in 18 September of 2023, and the contract was executed 

in April of 19 2023 by both parties of the defense.  Thank you. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, I'll be happy to hear from you. 

MS. GOLSON:  Your Honor, I have sat here and I put it on the record three times saying "objection, 

hearsay."  I ask that you make a Motion to Dismiss being due to the fact that there's no real injured party 

here and there's nobody here to cross-examine. 

I also have mentioned on the record and for the record that we have an arbitration clause where AAA has 

been reaching out to Professional Financial Services, that I have submitted 4 on the record, certified mail, 

showing that we have an 5 arbitration clause. 
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I also submitted the paperwork for our receipt of that  

case number on file, and I ask now that this case be  

dismissed.  Anything that happens further, I would like to 9 state, on the record and for the record, that all 

parties will 10 be held liable.  That is all, Your Honor. 

11 THE COURT:  Mr. Wooten, I think I have your contract in 12 the court record. 

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, give me a second.  I want to make  

sure I have got this contract in the court --  

MS. GOLSON:  You do.  (Indiscernible) receipt. 

MR. WOOTEN:  Your Honor, it should be attached as an 18 exhibit under their Answer, which was filed 

in September of 19 this year. 

THE COURT:  (Indiscernible)?   

MR. WOOTEN:  Yes, sir.  September 16th, according to the file. 

THE COURT:  (Indiscernible).   

Mr. Wooten, I have the records -- this information (indiscernible) give this back to you. 

MR. WOOTEN: Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Ms. Golson, let me make sure I've got yours.  

I know what you've said, but I need to make sure I see it in 4 my file before I let you go. 

(Pause in the proceedings while the Court reviews  

documents.) 
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THE COURT:  And I do have this.  Thank you.  Let me put 8 this (indiscernible) so you can come get it. 

I'm going to take this under advisement (indiscernible).   

Thank you, both. 

MR. WOOTEN:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Mr. and Ms. Golson, thank you for being 13 present. 

MR. GOLSON:  Thank you.   

MR. WOOTEN:  Your Honor, do I need to give my contact 16 information to the court reporter? 

THE COURT:  Yes.  Mr. and Mrs. Golson? 

Do we have their contact?  Theta, do you have it? 

MR. WOOTEN:  It can go to John Kay. 

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE:  I do, yes. 

MR. WOOTEN:  Okay.  Great.  Thank you. 

THE COURT:  I just wanted to make sure we have got contact information.  I think she said she indicates 

that they have your contact.  That's all I needed.  Thank you. 

MR. WOOTEN:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Yes, sir. 

    (The hearing concluded.) 

4 

5 



93 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

 

---------------------------------------------------------4 CASE NAME/NUMBER:  Professional Financial 

Services v. Golson 

DATE OF HEARING:  3/7/25 



94 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

RECORDING METHOD:  Live/WebEx In-Court Recording 

---------------------------------------------------------8 I, Bobbi Fisher, do hereby certify that the foregoing  

transcript is a true and correct record of the recorded  

proceedings; that I was not present for the live proceeding;  

and that said proceedings were transcribed to the best of my  

ability from the audio and/or video recording and supporting  

information; and that I am neither counsel for, related to, 14 nor employed by any of the parties to this 

case; and I have no 15 interest, financial or otherwise, in its outcome. 

16 

17  

_/s/ Bobbi Fisher_________________ 

Bobbi Fisher, SC Official Court Reporter III, RPR  

Transcript Prepared:  4/1/2025   

NOTE:  PURSUANT TO RULE 607(h)(1)(B), SCACR, "A COURT REPORTER SHALL RECEIVE 

THE FEE OF $1.00 PER PAGE FOR FURNISHING A COPY  

OF A PREVIOUSLY PREPARED TRANSCRIPT."  ALL REQUESTS FOR COPIES  

OF THE ATTACHED TRANSCRIPT (FORM 800) FROM OPPOSING PARTY OR NON-PARTIES 

MUST BE SENT TO THIS REPORTER AT BFISHER@SCCOURTS.ORG.   

 



95 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

 

 

 

 

 



96 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

  



97 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

  



98 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

  



99 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

  



100 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

  



101 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

  



102 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

  



103 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

 



104 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

CERTIFICATE OF ACCURACY 

 

The undersigned certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the Record on Appeal prepared in 

accordance with Rule 210, South Carolina Appellate Court Rules. 

 

/s/ Tremaine Golson   

/s/ Brittney Golson   

7628 Stone St   

Columbia, SC 29209   

 

Dated: September 22, 2025 

  

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



105 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

Appeal from the Court of Common Pleas 

Richland County 

Hon. Milton G. Kimpson, Circuit Court Judge 

Trial Court Case No.: 2024-CP-40-03931 

Appellate Case No.: 2025-000397 

FORM 7 – PROOF OF SERVICE 

 

I certify that I have served the within Record on Appeal on counsel for the Respondent by depositing a 

true and correct copy in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 

 

John S. Kay, Esquire   

Hutchens Law Firm LLP   

240 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 400   

Columbia, SC 29202   

 

This the 22nd day of September, 2025. 

 

/s/ Tremaine Golson   

/s/ Brittney Golson   

7628 Stone St   

Columbia, SC 29209



106 

1 MS. GOLSON:   

2   

3 

 

22 

23 

24 

25   

 



 

1 
 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

Appeal from the Court of Common Pleas 

Richland County 

Hon. Milton G. Kimpson, Circuit Court Judge 

Trial Court Case No.: 2024-CP-40-03931 

Appellate Case No.: 2025-000397 

 

September 22, 2025 

 

Clerk of Court of Appeals 

South Carolina Judicial Department 

1220 Senate Street 

Columbia, SC 29201 

 

Re: Record on Appeal Filing 

 

Dear Clerk: 

Enclosed for filing in the above-referenced matter please find the Record on Appeal, submitted 

pursuant to Rule 210, SCACR. Proof of service on Respondent’s counsel is included within the 

Record on Appeal. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

/s/ Tremaine Golson 

/s/ Brittney Golson 

7628 Stone St 

Columbia, SC 29209 

  

Sep 22 2025


