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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )   IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

) 

COUNTY OF HORRY )   CIVIL ACTION NUMBER: 2022-CP-26-_____ 

SAM INVESTMENT PROPERTIES, LLC. ) 

n/k/a ARCHANGEL INVESTMENTS, LLC) 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

)       SUMMONS   

vs.      )

)

STEPHANIE HATTON and BRANDON ) 

DEUBELL,     ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

___________________________________ ) 

TO: THE DEFENDANTS ABOVE-NAMED: 

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to respond to the COMPLAINT in this 

action, a copy of which is hereby served upon you, and to serve a copy of your ANSWER to the 

Plaintiff upon the subscriber at Post Office Box 969, Murrells Inlet, South Carolina 29576 within 

thirty (30) days after service hereof, exclusive of the date of such service; and if you fail to respond 

to Plaintiff within the time aforesaid, the Plaintiff in this action will apply to the Court for a 

judgment by default for the relief demanded in the Complaint. 

ANDERSON LAW, LLC 

__s/ JAY G. ANDERSON___________ 

JAY G. ANDERSON 

4447 Highway 17 Business, Suite 101 

Post Office Box 969 

Murrells Inlet, South Carolina 29576 

Telephone:  843/545-6001 

Email:  jga@jayganderson.com 

Attorney for the Plaintiff 

December 20, 2022 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  )   IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

      )               

COUNTY OF HORRY   )   CIVIL ACTION NUMBER: 2022-CP-26-_____ 

      )       

                        

SAM INVESTMENT PROPERTIES, LLC. ) 

n/k/a ARCHANGEL INVESTMENTS, LLC) 

      ) 

   Plaintiff,  ) 

      )                      COMPLAINT    

vs.      )                          

      )                        

STEPHANIE HATTON and BRANDON ) 

DEUBELL,     ) 

      ) 

   Defendants.  ) 

___________________________________ ) 

 

 

 The Plaintiff complaining of the Defendants would allege as follows: 

 

1. Plaintiff is a corporation organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the 

State of South Carolina. 

2. Upon information and belief defendants are citizens and residents of Horry County, 

South Carolina. 

3. That on or about March 18, 2020, with addendums dated March 26, 2021 and 

February 1, 2022, Defendants did enter into a lease with Plaintiff for that certain 

property located at 1702 Holly Drive #201, North Myrtle Beach, South Carolina.  

4. Rent due under the lease was $1,300.00 per month at the time the Defendants broke 

their lease with Plaintiff.  Plaintiff subsequently had the Defendants evicted from the 

premises pursuant to that certain action in the Magistrate Court for Horry County. 

5. The Defendants thereafter vacated the premises. 

6. That there is now due and owing under the lease agreement between the parties the 

total sum of $14,766.44 (comprised of nine months of rent totaling $11,700.00, 

damages of $4,116.44, minus the security deposit of $1,050.00).from Defendant to 

Plaintiff. 
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7. Demand is hereby made upon Defendants for the full amount due under the lease and 

for the cost of repairs to the property as set out above. 

 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendants for the full amount 

now due, plus post-judgment interest at the legal rate, the costs of this action, including 

reasonable attorney’s fees as allowed by law, and for such other and further relief as the 

Court may deem proper. 

 

 

     ANDERSON LAW, LLC 

 

s/ JAY G. ANDERSON 

JAY. G. ANDERSON, ESQUIRE 

SC Bar Number:  14295 

Anderson Law, LLC 

Post Office Box 969 

Murrells Inlet, South Carolina 29576 

843/545.6001 

jga@jayganderson.com 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

December 20, 2022 

 

Murrells Inlet, South Carolina  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )   IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 

) 

COUNTY OF HORRY )   CIVIL ACTION NUMBER: 2022-CP-26-8003 

SAM INVESTMENT PROPERTIES, LLC. ) 

n/k/a ARCHANGEL INVESTMENTS, LLC) 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

)           REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM 

vs. )

)

STEPHANIE HATTON and BRANDON ) 

DEUBELL, ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

___________________________________ ) 

The Plaintiff, responding to Defendants’ Answer, would allege as follows: 

1. Plaintiff herein reaffirms and reiterates all allegations of the Complaint in this Reply,

denies the allegations of the Counterclaim inconsistent therewith, which are specifically

denied, and demands strict proof thereof.

2. The allegations of paragraph 6 are denied in part and admitted in part; Defendant may

be entitled to a reduction in the number of months for which rent is due.

3. The allegations of paragraph 7 are denied, and strict proof demanded thereof.

WHEREFORE, having fully responded, Plaintiff prays for Defendants’ counterclaim

to be dismissed in its entirety and judgment against Defendants for the full amount now 

due, plus post-judgment interest at the legal rate, the costs of this action, including 

reasonable attorney’s fees as allowed by law, and for such other and further relief as the 

Court may deem proper. 
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     ANDERSON LAW, LLC 

 

s/ JAY G. ANDERSON 

JAY. G. ANDERSON, ESQUIRE 

SC Bar Number:  14295 

Anderson Law, LLC 

Post Office Box 969 

Murrells Inlet, South Carolina 29576 

843/545.6001 

jga@jayganderson.com 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

 

February 15, 2023 

 

Murrells Inlet, South Carolina  
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     3

      P R O C E E D I N G S

THE COURT:  2022-CP-26-08003, Sam Investment

Properties, LLC, et. al, versus Stephanie Hatton,

et. al.  This is a proceeding for debt collection;

is that correct?

MR. ANDERSON:  That is correct, Your Honor.  

By way of background, this is a collection

under a lease agreement where the tenant was

evicted, and we have brought this suit for damages

and repairs to the unit.

We would call our first witness, Katie

Seabrook.

(KATIE SEABROOK, having been duly sworn,

testified as follows:)

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ANDERSON:  

Q Where do you currently work?

A I work for Ocean Tropics Investments, which

used to be Sam Investments, and the property

management company also, Rapid Response and Repair.

Q And that is a property management that

handles rental units in and around North Myrtle

Beach?

A Yes.

Q And did you have occasion at one time to have
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     4

a tenant named Stephanie Hatton and Brandon

Deubell? 

A Yes.

Q And does this look like the lease that they

had signed?

A (Witness examines document.)  Yes.  This is

the original lease.

Q And the lease term began, when?  On the first

page at the top.

A April 1, 2020.

Q And during the term of this lease, were there

addendums made?

A Yes.

Q And I believe I handed you those as well,

behind the lease.  

Was there an addendum to the lease dated

March of 2021?

A Yes.

Q And the purpose was to increase the rent; is

that correct?

A Yes.

Q And that raised it from $1,050 to $1,100 per

month?

A Yes.

Q And it provided other provisions as well?
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     5

A It did.

Q Were there additional pets that were

addressed?

A Yes.  We were asking them to pay an

additional $300 for an additional pet that they had

in the unit.

Q And then behind that was an addendum dated

February 1st of 2022?

A Yes.

Q And the purpose of that addendum?

A That was also to raise the rent, and also to

increase the late fees.  We also were asking them

to agree to have no more than three pets residing

in the unit, and just to reiterate that we needed

the rent check to be sent or postmarked by the

5th of the month.  We also asked that they have no

non-functioning vehicles at the property, and that

they kept the laundry room free from debris, as it

was a shared space between the downstairs and

upstairs units.

MR. ANDERSON:  At this time, I would

introduce the lease agreement and the two addendums

to the lease together as Exhibit 1.

THE COURT:  Any objection?

MS. HATTON:  No, Your Honor.
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     6

THE COURT:  So I can -- we just kind of

delved into this.  You are Ms. Hatton?

MS. HATTON:  Yes.

THE COURT:  You are Mr. Deubell?    

MR. JAMES HATTON: I'm a witness, and

Stephanie's father.

THE COURT:  Neither are attorneys?

MR. JAMES HATTON:  That's correct.

THE COURT:  All right.  I just wanted to make

sure that I had my head around exactly what was

going on here.  

So no objection to the lease being introduced

into evidence?

MS. HATTON:  No, but....

THE COURT:  Entered without objection.

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 marked and admitted.)

MR. ANDERSON:  Thank you, Your Honor.  

Q During the term of the second addendum to the

lease, did you have an occasion, through your

management company, to have the tenants removed?

A Yes -- well, we did an eviction hearing.

Q You did an eviction hearing, and they

subsequently moved out?

A Yes.

Q And about what time frame was that that they
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     7

moved?

A I believe it was within a five-day period.

They were supposed to move out within a five-day

period, but I believe they moved out on the third

-- the third day.  It was July.

Q Summer of what?

A 2022.

Q 2022.  And the addendum to the lease, to

refresh my memory, that started in April?

A Yes.

Q So April, May, June, they probably paid three

months, and there was a balance of, say, nine on

the lease?

A Yes.

Q And once they vacated, did you go into the

unit to inspect?

A Yes.

Q And how did you find the unit when you went

in there?  Was it broom-swept condition as the

lease requests?

A The unit was in disrepair.  There were many

items that I had to take pictures of, and that I

know we did send to Stephanie and Brandon.  We

wanted to collect, you know, the price -- what

we're looking for is the price what we had to pay
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out to get those repairs taken care of.

Q And were you -- you had a cleaning fee.  Did

you have a cleaning company come in or cleaning

people?

A Yes.

Q Who was that, and how much did you pay?

A I believe it was -- her name was Rhonda

Hucks, and it was $300.

Q Is this your file?

A Yes.  I didn't bring it up here.

MR. ANDERSON:  Your Honor, may the witness

have her file at her disposal?

THE COURT:  Would that help you with your

testimony?

THE WITNESS:  Yes.  It's been a while.

MR. ANDERSON:  I apologize.  I forgot to tell

you to take it with you.

Q Referring to your notes, you said a cleaning

company --

A Rhonda Hucks.

Q Rhonda Hucks.

A Yeah.  She came in and did a basic cleaning,

because we wanted it just to be a little bit clean

before the people came in to do the repairs.  We

knew we would have to have her come back to clean
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it before we had another tenant come in from the

repairs.

Q And how much, total, did you pay her?  Can

you tell from your --

A $300.

Q And you have canceled checks, or what is your

noting?

A I do.  I have two canceled checks, and then

we paid her a hundred dollars in cash, which I have

the receipt for.

Q And that was for cleaning?

A Yes.

Q Were there repairs that needed to be done or

removal of junk?

A Yes.  There was junk left behind and repairs

done as well.

Q And, again, did the management company hire

someone to do that?

A Yes.

Q Would that have been Stephen

Cramer(phonetic)?

A Yes.  We hired Stephen Cramer and Andy

Marshal to do those repairs.

Q And you have canceled checks as well showing

how much you would pay them?
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A Yes.

Q And did you have a total for the amount you

paid for junk removal and repairs?

A Yes.  It totaled, $2,825.

Q And was there AC units in that rental unit?

A There were two AC, slash, heat units.

Q Were they window units?

A They were window units.

Q And they both needed to be replaced?

A Yes.

Q And the total cost on that replacement?

A $991.44.

Q And were there -- was there any painting or

repairs that required expenditures by the plaintiff

in this matter or by the management company?

A This was all that we paid out to have

repaired.

Q And they moved out the first of July -- or

first week of July, whatever, but there was no July

rent paid?

A That's correct.

Q And the rent at that time?

A Was $1,300.

Q And you were subsequently able to put someone

in that unit?
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A Yes.

Q And do you know when that new lease started?

A August 1st, 2022.

Q So in addition to the cleaning and the

repairs and the one month's rent, there is no

additional costs that you are trying to recover?

A No.

Q Now, you did have to hire an attorney to

bring this action?

A Yes.

Q And you all paid a significant amount?

A Yes.

MR. ANDERSON:  And, Your Honor, there is

several attorney fee affidavits, because this was

meant to be heard several times.  This is like the

fourth time with it before the Court.  So we'll

stay with the last attorney fee affidavit, which is

around $7,000 on that.

Q    (BY MR. ANDERSON) Did you -- was there a

security deposit which was applied?

A Yes.

Q And how much was the security deposit?

A $1,050.

Q Was there a pet deposit as well?

A There was.  Three payments of $300 each,
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totaling $900.

Q And once the security deposit was removed,

subtracted, from the balance due, and the pet

deposit was subtracted, what is the total that you

have remaining under this account?

A $3,366.44.

Q Plus attorney's fees?

A Correct.

Q And that is what you are seeking here today?

A Yes.

Q And just a couple other -- little bit of

testimony.  While the tenants were there,

Ms. Hatton and Mr. Deubell, did you ever have any

need to send them warning notices regarding

anything?

A Yes.  We sent them a total of 15 notices.

Fourteen notices were regarding late payments of

rent.  And additional to the rent, on some of those

notices, were things that we became aware of; as

in, additional pets in the unit that they were not

supposed to have, or there was an abandoned vehicle

on the property that we were asking them to remove,

and there was a few other -- it was mostly the

rent.  Mostly for the rent.

Q For various deficiencies, you did give them
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notice?

A Yes.

Q And you told me this morning that it was

about 15 notices?

A Yes.

Q And you have copies of all of those

deficiencies as well?

A I do.

Q Do you have copies of the canceled checks

with you in your file for the repairs?

A Yes.

Q Could I have those?  

MR. ANDERSON:  As a group, I would introduce

those, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Any objection?

MS. HATTON:  I don't know.  I can't see what

it is.

THE COURT:  He's going to show you what he's

talking about.

MS. HATTON:  Okay, because I don't know.

THE WITNESS:  That's the cleaning, and then

these are the repairs that were done.  And this is

not a canceled check, just how much the ACs cost

us.  

MS. HATTON:  So why are you putting in
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canceled checks when they haven't gone through to

this person?  

MR. ANDERSON:  And this is a copy of the AC

that was replaced.  And these are canceled checks

to the repair company that removed -- removed junk

and did repairs.

MS. HATTON:  I have two questions, and I

still object to this.  The checks were canceled,

meaning that they didn't pay Rhonda Hucks, or

whoever.  So, honestly, I find this is irrelevant.  

Also, the AC unit doesn't show a receipt to

it, and why did it have to be replaced?  It wasn't

broken.  Nothing was wrong with it.  The only thing

was wear and tear on the front of it.

THE COURT:  Ms. Hatton, I understand you have

a lot you want to get out.  I understand that.

MR. ANDERSON:  Your Honor, we move to

introduce these.

THE COURT:  I need to figure out if you have

any specific objections to the documents that he's

trying to introduce, and what the foundation for

that objection is.

MS. HATTON:  I see it is kind of irrelevant.

If they had paid someone, and it wasn't a canceled

check, and it had gone through, then I could see

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
 
28



    15

why it would be billing.  But why would a canceled

check be in, because it doesn't prove that they

paid anything?  It just shows it was canceled and

not deposited into the person's account.

MR. ANDERSON:  Perhaps that is a

misunderstanding on my part.  By "canceled," I mean

that they were paid checks.

THE COURT:  That is my understanding of a

canceled check as well.  It has gone through the

bank, and it has been paid.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.  I mean, sure.

THE COURT:  You're objection is noted for the

record.  Thank you.

(Plaintiff's Exhibit 2 marked and admitted.)

MR. ANDERSON:  I have no further questions of

Ms. Seabrook.

THE COURT:  Ms. Hatton, you may ask any

questions that you may have for her.

CROSS EXAMINATION  

BY MS. HATTON:   

Q So, when this was first filed, no rent was

put into the case, nothing was shown.  It said that

I owed the full amount of rent, even though it was

rented.  When exactly was it rented out?  Because

when we rented out ours, it was in the middle of
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March.  The lease officially started a full month,

since that is what you wanted.  I was curious, when

did they start paying rent rather than having the

lease?

A August 1, 2022.

Q Are you positive that they didn't rent it out

before that?  Because I kind of have other evidence

that shows otherwise.

A The lease agreement started August 1 of 2022.

Q When did they occupy the unit?

A August 1, 2022.

THE COURT:  If you have some documents or

something like that that you would like to show

Ms. Seabrook, you are welcome to do that, or if you

have a witness that you would like to call during

your case in chief.

MS. HATTON:  I do have a witness.

THE COURT:  You can do that when your case is

on for your case in chief.

MS. HATTON:  Can I ask another question?

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  You can ask her as

many as you want.

Q Who painted the porch?

A The porch was painted, I believe, by Andrew

Marshal after you guys moved out.
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Q No, before.  Who painted the porch before we

moved out?

A Joan Brown.

Q Why did you say I painted it?

A Who?

Q Me.  You said I painted it.

Who is Joan Brown?

A Joan Brown is your mother.

Q And who else is Joan Brown?

A Joan Brown is your mother, and Joan Brown is

the ex-girlfriend of somebody that I work with.

Q And who was Joan Brown, as well as -- was she

an employee at Rapid Response and Repair at that

time?

A She was an employee only when -- she wasn't a

contractual employee.  She was just an employee

that did stuff when we needed stuff to be done that

she agreed to help with.

Q How did Joan Brown pay for the porch, and who

did she speak to about painting the porch?

A She spoke to Joseph Susa (phonetic) about

painting the porch, I believe.  But I was not there

for this conversation.  As I'm a property manager,

I have to agree to everything being done.  I wasn't

there for that conversation.  I wasn't privy if
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they agreed or if they did not agree.  I do know

that Benjamin Moore called me stating she got

paint, and if it was authorized.  When I called the

owner of the property -- who is not Joe Susa --

they said she's not authorized to do that job;

therefore, I had to tell you guys she wasn't

authorized to do it, and that the paint needed to

be returned.

Q So Jose Susa did not contact you for the

paint?  He didn't tell you, hey, I need the paint

back, please get it from Stephanie because Joan has

it?

A The owner told me that she wasn't supposed to

do that job.

Q Who was the owner then?

A Antonio Sentayo (phonetic).

Q Who else shared ownership with that property?

A Nobody.

Q Are you sure?

A Yes.

Q What was the total amount of rent that the

new tenants paid?

A Altogether or --

MR. ANDERSON:  I object to that, because

we're looking for rent under the existing lease,
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not a future least that she is not a party to.

THE COURT:  You are not seeking damages under

that lease?  

MR. ANDERSON:  We're not seeking damages

under a new lease with a new tenant, if I

understand her question.  We are seeking the -- we

were, initially, seeking the balance under the

lease, but they were able to relet the apartment,

so we were seeking one month, which was the amount

given under the second addendum.

THE COURT:  Sustain your objection.  If you

want to rephrase your question, you are more than

welcome to do so.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.

Q What was the monthly rent that they paid for?

A They rented it for $1,500.

Q What was the monthly amount that I ended on?

A $1,300.

Q So you would agree you got a $200 profit each

month?

A I would say there was a $200 increase in the

rent.

Q But it is profitable since, you know --

A I can't say it was profitable or not, because

the property -- I don't have the ledgers for the
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property in front of me.

MR. ANDERSON:  Again, Your Honor, I would

object because we simply are looking for repayment

of the amount due under this lease, not under

another tenant or another lease.

THE COURT:  All right.  I understand.

Sustain that objection.  

I understand what you are getting at, Ms.

Hatton.  I think -- and correct me if I'm wrong --

I think what is at issue here is the amount of rent

that was owed between the time that you guys moved

out and the time that a new person rented a unit.

Is that fair to say?

MR. ANDERSON:  I believe it is.  And as my

witness has testified, the defendants moved out the

first week of July.  You re-rented it in August, so

we're just looking for the July rent.

THE COURT:  And your point, Ms. Hatton, is

that the rent went up $200?

MS. HATTON:  Yeah.  Yeah.  And the fact that

they profited from the rent around $1,800 after --

which would have been more than them, then the

month that we weren't living there.  But, also,

they breached and terminated the lease.  I didn't.

Because when I went there last time, she told me

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
 
34



    21

that they could terminate it, but that they would

be the ones terminating, because it was amended --

the late fees -- in the rent.

THE COURT:  And I'll give you a chance to

make a closing statement.  I'll let you do that.

You can just ask Ms. Seabrook any more questions

that you have.

Q (BY MS. HATTON) So what exactly was wrong

with the AC unit that you had to replace the entire

unit?

A The front screen on them was broken on both

of them, and there were buttons you couldn't push

all the way.  And the reason we replaced them is

because to re-rent to a new tenant, we don't want

them to come into a unit with broken AC units,

whether or not it was fully un-functional, that is

not what we're arguing.  It is just that we can't

ask someone for $1,500 in rent coming into an

apartment with broken AC units, with the screens

broken.  That just doesn't look right.

Q That is understandable.  But wouldn't it be

cheaper and easier to just replace the front

screen, which is $25 to $40 online?

MR. ANDERSON:  I object to that question,

because it calls for speculation, first all, but
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has no bearing on what happened, which was the

replacement of the AC units.

THE COURT:  I'll allow her a little bit of

leeway there.

Q So would you agree or disagree that they were

still working and functioning?

A They were still cooling and heating, yes.

There were some buttons on the one in the living

room to adjust the temperature.  It did turn on and

off.  

To answer your other question about replacing

screens, in this business, we don't necessarily

have time to search for screens, have someone come

out, put those screens on there.  We need to

re-rent the unit as fast as possible so we can

start receiving rent and not have a loss.

Q With the damages that were listed -- I don't

know if I can say this, but with the damages you

listed in it, it did not seem that way.  You had

paint, repaint, Kilz, things you had to do to

upkeep the property, but they should have been done

before I moved in.

A We can't do something before you move out

while there is damage still being done.

As far as Kilz and paint, we had to do that
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because the unit smelled strongly of cat urine.

With cat, in general, we have to repaint, and the

Kilz kills that smell.

Q I have a following question to that.  You had

to repaint the walls.  Why weren't the floors done

if it's from cat urine?  What were they doing with

that?

A They were re-pollied.  The Kilz is a paint.

You can't paint the floor with Kilz.

Q But what was done with the floor?  Nothing?

A It was re-pollied.  It was cleaned, sanded,

and pollied, which takes care of the smell.

Q Why wasn't that in the damages?

A It's included in the paint price that we paid

for.

Q Why was it not in the description, though?

A If I described every single thing we did in a

full description, you would have received a packet

probably as thick as this.

Q Well, we did.  That's what happened.

A Okay.

Q How many buttons were damaged on the AC

units?

A Let me take a look at my pictures.

On one of them, there was two buttons and a
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display screen broken, and on another one, two

buttons and a small screen on the bottom -- or one

button and a screen on the bottom.

Q Which rooms were they in?

A One in the living room, and one in the back

bedroom.

Q Which ones are -- which buttons in which

rooms are you describing?

A I couldn't tell you the answer to that.  

MS. HATTON:  Is it okay if I come up here?

THE COURT:  You can show the witness, yes.

MS. HATTON:  I want to put this into

evidence.

THE COURT:  Is this something that has

already been admitted?

MR. ANDERSON:  I haven't seen what that is.

THE WITNESS:  That is the original pictures

that we sent to her.

MR. ANDERSON:  Oh, yes.  I've seen it.  Sure.

That is part of the exhibit we already put in.

Q (BY MS. HATTON)  So what is exactly broken

about the buttons?

A The display screen is broken on one, and the

power button on the other.  I do believe even

though the power button was broken, it still
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worked.  But I believe the up and down -- the first

picture, there is a button for down, to put the

temperature down, that button was broken and did

not work.

Q So when you say "broken" with everything, are

you saying broken as in didn't work, or broken in

wasn't visually appealing to the eye?

A It's broken.

MS. HATTON:  Your Honor, we have something to

show.  We have a video.

THE COURT:  Okay.  

A If you look at the pictures, you can see that

they are broken.  I did say they are still

functioning, but I can't re-rent a unit with the

broken screens.

Q Ms. Seabrook, you just said that some of them

didn't work properly?

A Yes.  The down button didn't work properly,

correct.

Q Yes.  Yes.  We have a video showing that it

works.

A Okay.

Q Have a few more questions for you.  Sorry

this is taking a while.

So you were saying that there was junk
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removal in there, and it seemed like you were

talking about the storage unit where there is this

collapsible cabinet thing, alongside hooks that

were on the side of the fridge.  Were there any

other things that were considered "junk removal"?

A There were pans inside the stove.  There were

pictures, which I have, of dog food, cat food --

I'm not sure -- pet food, things of that nature

that were removed.  That collapsible shelving unit,

yes, we did have to dispose of.

Q So what about the cabinet that was on top of

the toilet?  What about the hook that was also in

the smaller bedroom?  Were those not junk removal,

or was it fine?

A No, that was part of junk removal.  If you

look at the pictures, they are in there.

Q No, they are not.  They're not, Ms. Seabrook.

You don't know how many times I've gone through

this packet --

THE COURT:  Ms. Hatton, I understand you have

a lot you want to get out, but you have to restrict

your argument to questioning at this particular

point.  Thank you.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.  I'm sorry.

A So I have a picture here of the hooks in one
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of the bedrooms.

Q What about the cabinet that was on top of the

toilet?

MR. ANDERSON:  Your Honor, for clarification.  

The pictures that you are looking at, is that

part of the closing packet that you mailed to her

after they moved out?

THE WITNESS:  Yes.

MR. ANDERSON:  You gave them a list of the

deficiencies and the pictures?

THE WITNESS:  Yes.

MR. ANDERSON:  And that is what you are

referring to right now?

THE WITNESS:  Yes.

A There were hooks also on the side of the

refrigerator that I have in the pictures.

Q Ms. Seabrook, may I ask another question.

Were those items left behind by me, or was it part

of the apartment when I moved in there?

A I believe they were left behind by you.

Q Was there a lock on the bedroom door before I

moved in, and which lock was it?

A Which bedroom?

Q Main bedroom, the big bedroom.

A The one in the front or back?
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Q In the back.

A There was a door handle on it with a lock on

it.

Q There was one or two locks?

A I can't remember off the top of my head.  I

have to look back at the pictures.

Q Okay.  Whenever you find them, let me know.

A Looks like there was one lock, and one lock

added.

Q Which one was added and by whom?

A The top lock was added.  I'm not sure how to

describe which one, but the one that wasn't

originally on the door.  And it looks as though it

was added by the tenant.  I'm not sure who

installed it for you guys.

Q So did -- which locks were -- which one was

it?

A To my knowledge, every lock worked in the

unit when we rented to you.  If they weren't

working, I would have needed you to contact me, and

that was the biggest thing with this case, was

non-communication and no contact.  If you have a

maintenance repair, we could have fixed anything

you needed, but there was no communication about

that.

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
 
42



    29

Q I'm sorry.  That is incorrect.

MS. HATTON:  Am I'm allowed to speak while --   

THE COURT:  Yes.

A I have that one.

Q So which one worked, the new one or the old

one that was painted over?

A When you moved in, the original lock worked.

Q What is the original one?

A The one on the bottom.

Q So you are saying that me, as a tenant, we

put in a lock?

A It looks that way, yes.

Q Why would we have to put in a lock when the

original worked, if we did put one in?

A I'm not sure.  And if it didn't work, we

would have come in and fixed it.  You wouldn't have

to put an additional lock.  And if we did have to

put in an additional lock, we would have done that.

Q Ms. Seabrook, what about the broken window

that we came to you and talked to you about over

the phone?  Do you remember that?

A The broken window?  I do remember that, yes.

Q Do you remember why it was broken?

A I don't remember why it was broken.  I

remember it was broken during your tenancy.
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Q Do you want me to remind you?

A Sure, you can.

Q So while one of your employees painted the

porch that you said that I painted, and I didn't --

A You had it painted.

Q No, I didn't.

A Well, we didn't authorize her to paint it.

Q It was Jose Susa that authorized --

A He is not the owner of the property.

Q He is a partial --

MR. ANDERSON:  Object.  This is badgering and

speculation.

THE COURT:  If you're done with the photo, I

have to get you to return to your table to question

the witness from there, or you are welcome to stand

at the lecture, if you want to do that.

MS. HATTON:  I don't know how to proceed when

someone keeps lying.  I'm a very honest person.

THE COURT:  I understand.  And I'll give you

all the opportunity you want or need to make a

closing argument or to rebut or refute anything

that she's saying with your own evidence and your

own witnesses.  I'll give you as long as you need

for that, okay.  You don't necessarily have to do

that at this minute.  If she says something you
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disagree with, you can note it, and then if you

have evidence that you think refutes that during

your particular case in chief, then you can present

that to the Court, if you would like.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.  Is it possible to call

witnesses whenever it is my turn?

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.  Thank you.

A To state, I was not aware of any agreement

between Joe and Joan.  I'm the one who is supposed

to be authorizing these repairs.  If they made

something between themselves, that doesn't have --

I had no knowledge of it.  So when I get a call

from the owner of the property, the actual owner --

that is who I work for -- that he does not want it

painted by Joan, I have to listen to that.  That's

my job.

MS. HATTON:  Your Honor, I'm done.

THE COURT:  Redirect?

MR. ANDERSON:  Just in with regard to that.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ANDERSON:  

Q With regard to the painting, you said Joan

Brown did that while Ms. Hatton was a tenant?

A Yes.
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Q So this was not post-move out?

A Correct.

Q A reference was made to various pictures, and

I referred to it, but we did not introduce it.

When a tenant of yours moves out, you send them a

list of deficiencies, if there are any?

A Yes.

Q Is that what you are referring to with

pictures?

A Yes.

Q And did it itemize the repairs and things?

A Yes.

Q Can I see what you are looking at?

A Yep.

Q And is this in the standard course of

business you send this out to any tenant?

A Every tenant.  Regardless if there is repairs

or not, we send them a security deposit invoice or

security return, and an itemized list.  If there is

no deductions, we put no deductions so they have

proof, and we have a copy as well.

MR. ANDERSON:  I would introduce this, Your

Honor, as our next exhibit.

THE COURT:  Any objection?

MS. HATTON:  No objection.
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(Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 marked and admitted.)

MR. ANDERSON:  That is all, Your Honor.

Plaintiff rests.

THE COURT:  All right.  You may step down,

Ms. Seabrook.  Thank you.

Ms. Hatton, if you have any witnesses, call

your first witness.

MS. HATTON:  I call James Hatton to the

stand.

(JAMES HATTON, having been duly sworn,

testified as follows:)

THE WITNESS:  James Hatton.  I am hard of

hearing, so....

THE COURT:  Okay.  If you can, move your

microphone.  You can adjust that and make sure that

he can hear.  If you still can't hear after she

does that, let me know and we'll make an

accommodation.

THE WITNESS:  Thank you, sir.  And you can

yell at me.

MS. HATTON:  Can you hear me?

THE WITNESS:  Yes. 

        DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MS. HATTON:   

Q So, Mr. Hatton, where were you on July 5 at
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2022 at 4:00 p.m. in the afternoon?

A Around that time, we were driving to pick up

mail at your old apartment.  That was 1702 North

Holly Drive, North Myrtle Beach.

Q You are thinking of July 7th.

A July 7th.  What date are you asking?

Q July 5th -- or July 3rd.

A July 3rd.  I was at your old apartment,

1702 North Holly Drive, North Myrtle Beach.

Q How were the screens?  Were the screens

sticking out at all?

A No.

Q Were there tears in it?

A No.

Q Any rips?

A No.

Q And had you previously done anything to the

screens?

A Yes.

Q What did you do to the screens?

A On occasion, the screens would be falling

out.  I believe the landlord was saying it was

about the cats.  In any event, it didn't matter.  I

fixed the screens and put them in, and so by the

time she left the apartment, they were all in
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place.  The screen issue occurred over, I think, a

year's time period.  So whatever they thought was

damaged, cat damage, it was irrelevant.  I just

replaced the screens.  More than likely, they fell

out, because it was stapled there.  It wasn't the

proper procedure for putting in screens.  You can

do it, but the staples were rusted out, and you

could see they were rusted out.

I thought maybe the cats did it, maybe they

didn't, but it didn't matter.  But the screens were

all intact when we left that place on July 3rd.

Q I should have started with this question.  Do

you have any background in carpentry, and what work

in screen repairs, anything like that, and what is

it?

A Yes.  I spent over 30 years in the

construction industry.  My main field is glass and

metal, which would include screening, carpentry,

and metal working, architectural metal.  In

addition, when I was younger, my father was a

master electrician, and I used to run wires with

him.

Q And I have another question.  How was the

door in the first bedroom?

A That door in the first bedroom that they have
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on billing that they said had to be rehung and

modified was working perfectly.  As far as I'm

concerned, I don't know what they modified on the

door.  It was impossible to modify something on a

door, especially if it was working properly with

the latch lined up.

Q What was the issue with the door before it

was fixed?

A The door fell off its subframe, which is

unusual.  There is no way that the defendants could

have done that.  In the apartment, there was

humidity.  It is kind of like a wood caper,

cardboard-like covering on it.  So the only thing I

could see -- because there was no marks on the

spine to indicate that the door was modified.  The

only thing that it could have been is the door

sounded a little soft, and when you look at the

walls in the apartment, there was a ventilation

problem.  More or less, on a hot day and you bring

a cold blast, it fogs up the door.  It will fog up

the glass.  Same thing on that door.  Because it

was two separate walls where the AC was blowing

against the door, and the other room was hot.  So

the moisture builds up between the two panels of

the door, and that made it slide off of the spine,
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which was unusual.  I've never seen that before.

I replaced the door for them, because I

knew -- it was hung perfectly.  I worked -- like I

said, I did doors my whole life.  My last job in

the union, I worked at Larry Silverstein's office

in New Tower Seven, and I put all of his doors in.

Didn't have any complaints about me doing work on

his doors.  I'm qualified to testify about this.

Q Was the central AC working?  The central AC

and heat working?

A No, it was not working.  They had two AC

units.  My recollection, and in looking at the

specs on the units, they were enough for

700-square-foot; however, one AC was in the bedroom

probably estimating around 200-square-feet.  That

AC was going off.  The other AC had a pull off the

rest of the 500.  So you had an unequal amount of

airflow, the ventilation.  You won't have

consistent temperature throughout the unit.  That

is where the condensation arose against the walls,

especially against the walls.  The paneling started

warping in certain areas of the unit, especially in

the bedroom, in the master bedroom.

Q What did the master bedroom wall look like?

A The paneling was warping and had stuff oozing
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out of the wall.  Whether it is mold, I don't know.

Doesn't matter.  It was just the condition of it,

and that is where the ventilation problem -- where

you see what happens when areas is not ventilating

properly.

Q One second, I'm trying to find something.

MS. HATTON:  Can I submit this?

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  Show Mr. Anderson

first.

MR. ANDERSON:  I have no objection, but I'm

not sure what it is of.

THE COURT:  Lay a foundation for them, and go

from there.

MS. HATTON:  I have other pictures, too.

THE WITNESS:  Can I get my other glasses?

THE COURT:  Can you bring him his other

glasses, please, ma'am.

THE WITNESS:  Thank you, sir.

MS. HATTON:  They are small -- I have bigger

ones I'm trying to find.  I have more photos.

THE COURT:  You can approach, just make sure

that you show Mr. Anderson first.

MR. ANDERSON:  No objection.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) What exactly is going on in

those photos on the wall?  What is the issue with
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the wall?

A This is the warping that I was talking about

as far as the humidity goes.  So the panels were

warping off of the walls because of the moisture.

I believe, in my opinion, that the Kilz wasn't used

to cover cat urine, it was used to cover the wall

so that the plaintiff didn't have to pay for it.

I worked for management companies for a long

time, and the more that you get the client to pay

for, the cheaper it is for you, and more profit you

make.  I testified in my affidavit that I've had

those cats for years, and not once did I ever have

a cat urine problem, smell, in my house or anything

else, and not in this apartment either.  I never

smelled it.  You might get a cat urine smell from

kitty litter box, and that's it.  You change the

kitty litter, and it is gone.  But there was no

urine smell when you left that apartment.

Q And did you notice anything strange with the

front door?

A Sorry?

Q Did you notice anything strange with the

front door?  Was there something missing on the

front door or back door on the top or the bottom or

the sides that allowed air flow in?
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A I didn't notice the front door to the

apartment -- to your apartment?

Q Yes.  Was there molding missing from any of

the windows or doors?

A Putty on the front windows, yes.  And this is

about to crack the piece of glass.  I had a

conversation with her, and she had basically a

punch list from the company.  I've done punch lists

a thousand times.  You see it on there.  Okay.

Done.  Mark it off.

Glass -- I hadn't worked for a couple of

years, I don't mind doing the work, and I can do

it, and it's easy to do the work.  She said -- she

explained to the management company, and they were

going to take care of it.  However, as far as it

being her fault, no.  Putty was missing off of the

bottom.  Second, the putty was painted.  Putty

lasts for a long time, but you have to oil it.

Once it's painted, you are not oiling it, and hence

it falls out.  The glass is held in by little

points, but it is loose.  Like if you are going to

put a picture in a frame.  The way it was described

to me, how it broke, is there was nothing holding

that window in place.  Since it fell down on its

own, the force of hitting the bottom, plus the
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loose putty, that cracked that piece of glass on

top.  It is not hard to crack a 16th-inch piece of

glass, especially if it's loose inside a setting.

As a glazer, we don't do that.  We always

make sure that the glass is secure in the frame and

whatnot so it doesn't rattle around and take that

chance to break.  Like I said, I would have fixed

that in two seconds.  It wasn't the defendant's

fault, in my opinion.

Q So in the kitchen, on the list, there was

something that showed cat scratches, or it was

labeled that, but I wanted to get your opinion on

what they actually are.  I don't know how to word

this.

THE COURT:  You can show him, just show

Mr. Anderson.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) My question is:  Are these

cat scratches or is that something that is --

A No.  These cabinets are wood.  The apartment

is really what we call a beach house.  It is nice

to have.  People like to see pine and painted pine

and glossed floors, because they get sand all over

and whatnot.  But these photos indicate that these

doors were painted.  These are not cat scratches

and not damage done by the defendant.  It is just
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normal wear and tear.  They have to be painted

every so often, and that is just a fact of life.

So, no, it's painted.

Like I said, they are not damaged.  The

defendant didn't abuse them.  You can see the top

marks, and they are throughout the whole apartment.

As far as damage by the defendant, no.  It's not

their responsibility, in my opinion.

Q From what you noticed, was there wood

deterioration coming up the stairs onto the porch?

A Yes.  The whole apartment needed to be

painted and coming up off the porch.

Q Would you say it could be a potential safety

hazard?

A I don't know about a safety hazard so long as

someone is standing on it, but it is unstable.  It

doesn't look well.

Q So you would agree that the apartment was in

a deterioration state?

A Yes.  There were several things that was not

done inside the apartment that I saw.  You hear the

testimony about the double lock, and I have to

laugh.  Which one do you have to replace, in my

affidavit.  The original lock wasn't there, as far

as I knew, with it being broken, all right.
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Because you could tell by the paint on the

pictures.  There would be two holes, minimum, for

the other side to slide in.  That is an indication,

to me, that the first latch was not installed and

not lockable.  So it wasn't working when she moved

in, and that is because there is no holes.

In a second lock, I don't know when or how,

but it was working.  So when they charged her for

removing a lock, I laughed.  Which lock did you

remove?  The working one or the broken one?  I

noticed the same thing happened in her bathroom

that she got charged for, a piece of wood was

destroyed because there was no latch.  A metal

piece that holds the latch in place from destroying

the wood.  It was never installed.  There's two

reasons for it.  Number one, it was not recessed

into the wood.  Normally, the metal gets recessed

into the wood.  It doesn't have to be, though.  The

most important part was there is no screw holes for

the latch, if it was there.  

Again, that says it was never installed.

They testified that the apartment was in

good-working condition when they came in, and

apparently not.  But they are charging the tenant

for the work they should have done.  That is a --
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that is my opinion.  I've done this for years.

And, like I said, screw holes don't lie.  The one

in the bedroom, it seems like it was painted over.

And from what I gather, the defendants never

painted over on that wall, so that is the way it

was when they got it.

Q Along with the strike plate not being

installed in the bathroom, was there anything that

was not properly installed in the big bedroom in

the back regarding the closet?

A The closet, they charged for as far as the

closet pull was damaged.  Well, from -- there was

no damage, according to the pictures that I saw.

What I did see was support.  I don't know where it

came from, and I can't find another one like that.

It is mind boggling to me that there was no support

for that pole.  It wasn't proper.

In a normal support, you have -- you have

coming off the wall and up on a straight run so the

pressure comes down up against the wall to hold the

pole up.  This bracket that they had, had two

creases in it.  One like that, and one like that.

That's more of a spring, because the weight comes

down, all the way down, and not coming around the

wall.  So I think it was an improper application of
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whatever they had in there.  And that, again, was

not the defendant's fault.  I mean, the pole was up

and nothing was off the wall, so it worked.  If

that is the way the plaintiff wanted to keep their

things, that is fine.  They put it up.  It was

never ripped out, from what I gather.  

So, you know, they charged, again, the

defendants for, I guess, a new pole, and I didn't

see a new pole that was broken in there.  The

bracket I saw -- and that bracket, from my

gathering, was on Zillow when they originally

rented the apartment, so it's been up there for

years.

So, no, as far as the pole goes, no,

defendants are not responsible for that, in my

opinion, either.

Q And I have one last question for you.  On

July 7th, 2022, where did you go with me, the

defendant?

A I drove to your old apartment, 1702 Holly

Drive, North Myrtle Beach, to pick up mail.

Q And did you notice anyone near or in the

apartment I used to live in?

A I noticed furniture up on the porch to your

old apartment.
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Q Did you see anybody, and what kind of

furniture?

A There was people there.  I mean, I noticed

that there was people there with furniture on

July 7th.

Q So you know that people had moved in a few

days after we vacated the apartment?

A It is possible.  It is normal to pro-rate it,

an apartment, before you sign a full lease.  So

someone was up there.  Furniture was there.

Irregardless, in my opinion of the rent issue, it

is pointless, because the lease agreement went for

a year-to-year, not month-to-month.  They were

asking for $11,700 remaining rent.  Regardless if

they rented the apartment -- say they didn't rent

the apartment at that time period, they got $1,500

a month, which would be the equivalent of $12,000.

So in their mitigation of damages, they succeeded,

because they got $300 more by renting the

apartment.  Rent shouldn't be an issue.  I don't

understand.  I read the lease agreement.  I have a

master's in business from St. John's University.  I

have done contracts.  I've worked for the union,

and I've done contracts all the time.  So, no, I

don't see where rent is even an issue in this.
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MS. HATTON:  This is all I have.  Thank you.  

I have another witness, too.

THE COURT:  Cross examination?

MR. ANDERSON:  May it please the Court.

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ANDERSON:  

Q What is your relationship with the defendant?

A My daughter.

Q You've offered a lot of opinions today with

regard to the status of the apartment.  Did you

ever live at that apartment?

A No.

Q Are you a party to the lease at that

apartment?

A No.

Q And you've mentioned your history and where

you have worked and all, and that's good, but you

have given a lot of opinion.  To your knowledge,

did the tenant, the defendant, ever request those

repairs that you said needed to be done to the

apartment?

A Rephrase.  You have to yell.

Q Do you know if your daughter ever asked for

those repairs to be done?

A I know she asked -- repairs, in what way?  To
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the plaintiff?  To me?

Q So you are unaware of any requests that she

may or may not have made?  Your opinion is that

there were things that needed to be fixed?

A Well, yes, she's asked for repairs in the

beginning.  I was there, so I know.  Particularly

with the windows being sealed shut back in the

beginning of her lease, which the plaintiff did

send people out to cut out the windows to make them

a little operable.  I was there when the bathtub

was painted.

Q When you went back later in the week, the

7th was mentioned, could it be -- is it possible

that those repairmen that were working at the unit

or the management company and doing repairs to the

unit?

A In the beginning, when the plaintiff came in,

back in the beginning of her lease?

Q No, sir.  After your daughter was evicted

from the apartment, you said you went by the

apartment the following week, and you saw people at

the apartment?

A That's right.

Q Would that have been -- could that have been

repairmen?
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A Not with furniture on the porch.

Q Could it have been a neighbor's furniture on

the porch?

A Why would they?  So, in other words, you are

saying that the plaintiff is utilizing the

apartment and still trying to charge rent?

Q That's your opinion?  You drove by, and that

was your opinion?

A That is my opinion.  I testified that I saw

furniture up on the top, and there were people up

there.

MR. ANDERSON:  Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.  Any redirect?

MS. HATTON:  I'm sorry?

THE COURT:  Do you have any more questions

you would like to ask the witness?

MS. HATTON:  I don't believe so.

THE COURT:  Did you want the Court to view

those photographs you showed him?  Do you have a

motion with regard to those photographs?

MS. HATTON:  I'm sorry, I don't know.  What

do you mean a motion?

THE COURT:  In order for me to review them,

you have to admit the photographs in evidence.

MS. HATTON:  Yes, I would like to submit the
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photos in evidence.

THE COURT:  Any objection?

MR. ANDERSON:  None, Your Honor. 

(Defendants' Exhibit 1 marked and admitted.)

THE COURT:  You have another witness.

MS. HATTON:  Yes, Your Honor.

(JOAN BROWN, having been duly sworn,

testified as follows:)

THE WITNESS:  Joan Brown, B-R-O-W-N.

THE COURT:  Brown?

THE WITNESS:  Yes.

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am, Ms. Hatton.

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MS. HATTON:  

Q So when did you work for Rapid Response and

Repair, LLC?

A God, I need to know dates.  I can only give

you a general.  Three, four years.

Q When did you stop doing work for them?

A That would probably be when I was diagnosed

with Stage 3 lung cancer, which was a

year-and-a-half ago.

Q What were your duties and roles at Rapid

Response and Repair?

A I was a maintenance person.  I painted, did
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demolitions, cleaned the apartments, did the

landscaping.

Q Do you remember painting a porch at 1702

Holly Drive?

A Yes, I do.

Q Were you employed under Rapid Response and

Repair?

A Yes.  I was a subcontractor.

Q Why did you paint the porch?

A Because you were moving out, and I was trying

to spruce up the apartment before you left.

Q Did the landlord that I spoke to, was he

having a problem with the state of the porch?

A The landlord?

Q Jose.

A I'm sorry.  It was in disarray, so I was

painting it on behalf of the owner.

Q Was he complaining --

A The property management company.

Q Was he complaining about it?

A Yes.

Q Did you sand down the porch before you

painted?

A I sanded it, painted it, and put two, three

coats of paint on the patio.
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Q How was your relationship with Jose Susa?

A It was quite a ride.  We were in a

relationship for four or five years while I was

being employed.  How was my relationship?  We had a

lot of arguments.

Q And what would you do during those arguments?

A Go over to my daughter's house to sleep over

at her house.

Q And do you remember around the last time you

slept over at your daughter's house?

A I cannot honestly tell you.

Q Did Jose have a problem with you sleeping

over at your daughter's house?

A Yes.  So he made an addendum to the lease --

or in the lease he pointed out that you can only

have an overnight guest for three days, so that was

a way to get me out of her apartment and back into

the house with him.

Q Do you remember any time your daughter or her

boyfriend had anybody sleep over there?

A That was -- are you referring to the time I

slept over?

Q Other than you.

A I don't know.

MS. HATTON:  Sorry.  I'm thinking how to word
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this.

THE COURT:  That's all right.

(A brief pause in the proceedings.)

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) Did Jose come over to the

house any time you came over?

A Yes.

Q And why, and what did he do?

A He didn't want me over there.

Q What did he do?

A He would just walk right into the apartment

and the house if I was inside.

Q And would he threaten eviction or anything?

A Yes.  He would threaten eviction of my

daughter.

MR. ANDERSON:  I object to the question about

asking what your employer would threaten you

regarding her apartment without him here to defend

or comment.  I'm not sure that is relevant to our

collection action.

THE COURT:  I'll sustain.  

And I have a clarifying question.  When you

say you would go to your daughter's apartment, who

is your daughter?

THE WITNESS:  Stephanie Hatton.

THE COURT:  Okay.  And Jose was the landlord,
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your boyfriend?

THE WITNESS:  Yes.

THE COURT:  So he didn't want you to go to

your daughter's apartment when you guys would fuss?    

THE WITNESS:  Right.

THE COURT:  I think I got it.  Okay.  

You may proceed.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) Did he ever give you an

ultimatum for me to stay within the apartment if I

do something?

MR. ANDERSON:  Object to that, Your Honor.

Ultimatum to his girlfriend regarding the

defendant, I don't think is relevant.

THE COURT:  I'm having a hard time to connect

the dots of relevancy.  I'll sustain the objection.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) Did Jose ever offer to drop

the eviction and damage case?

A Yes, he did.

Q What did he say?

MR. ANDERSON:  Objection; hearsay.  Because,

again, that has no relevance on what we're dealing

with.  The eviction is done.

THE COURT:  You can't say what someone else

said.  That person would need to be here sitting in

the witness stand to testify to that.
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MS. HATTON:  What if I have text messages

from him?

THE COURT:  If you have some way to

authenticate the text messages.

MS. HATTON:  How do you authenticate this?  I

need the police for this, and they said, no, we

can't do that because this is civil.

THE COURT:  I mean, there is a way to do it.

I can't give you legal advice.

MS. HATTON:  Screen shots?

THE COURT:  You can speak with your dad, if

you can come up with a way, but I can't give you

legal advice how to do that.

(A brief pause in the proceedings.)

THE WITNESS:  Am I allowed to speak with her?

THE COURT:  You can answer the questions she

asks you.

MS. HATTON:  I'm confused as to what I can

and can't ask.

THE COURT:  Only thing I can tell you is ask

her a question, and if it is objectionable, I'm

quite certain Counsel will object; if not, you can

proceed.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) What did you tell me to do to
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avoid this process?

A Mr. Susa wanted her to give him and Katie a

formal apology in order for him to drop this case.

Q Why did Mr. Susa want an apology from me?

A He said that if I would continue to see him,

he would drop the case.

MR. ANDERSON:  Hearsay, as well as relevance,

to our seeking damages.

THE COURT:  Sustain your objection.

MS. HATTON:  Can I have the witness look at

these?

THE COURT:  Show them to Mr. Anderson, and

we'll go from there.

Any objection?

MR. ANDERSON:  I don't have any problem with

her looking at them.  I'm unclear as to, one, the

relevance, but whether they -- yeah, completely --

my objection is as to relevance and because they

have no bearing on what we're here today for.

THE COURT:  Subject to -- let's see what they

want to do with them and go from there.

MR. ANDERSON:  Yes, sir.

THE COURT:  Okay.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) So would you agree or

disagree that his disliking of our relationship
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potentially caused legal issues?

A Sorry.  Can you repeat that?

Q Would you agree or disagree that his

disliking towards me and our relationship as family

members caused where we are right now?

MR. ANDERSON:  I do have to object, because

it is speculation on what her, quote, end quote,

boyfriend/employer was thinking.

THE COURT:  Response to that?

MS. HATTON:  I don't really -- I don't

understand what he means by speculation of it,

because, I mean....

THE COURT:  What you are asking the witness

to do is testify as to what may or may not have

been in another person's head.

MS. HATTON:  You can see that with people's

actions.  It's not what they think, it's that when

someone does something enough, it's a behavior or

pattern.  That is a behavioral pattern.

THE COURT:  You can ask her about what she

observed someone's behavior to be.  You can ask

something like that, but you can't ask what

so-and-so is thinking.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) What did you observe his
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behavior to be when I was brought up in

conversation?

A When Jose and I were having relationship

problems, he would take it out on her.  He would go

over there, harass them.  He would complain about

there being a dirty mark on the wall.  He would

make addendums to the lease so that I wouldn't be

able to stay at her house when he and I got into an

argument.  So he really pretty much retaliated

against her based on our relationship.  

Q What would be things that he would say about

me or Brandon to you while you guys were in a

relationship.

A Can I curse?

Q I was going to say, you can curse, probably.

A Fucking losers, immature, fucking babies.

Basically, along those lines.

Q And this was in May.  Did you clean for Mr.

Hatton --

A Yes.

Q -- that year?

A Yes, I also cleaned.

Q What were you doing over there?

A I was helping my ex-husband clean up his

apartment.  And while I was over there, my
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ex-boyfriend showed up at the house and walked into

his house.

MR. ANDERSON:  Over where?

THE WITNESS:  At Mr. Hatton's house.  He

showed up at Mr. Hatton's house.

MR. ANDERSON:  Is that the property under

this lease?

THE WITNESS:  No.

MR. ANDERSON:  Objection to relevance.

THE COURT:  Can you explain the relevance?

MS. HATTON:  It is relevant because this was

the landlord at the time that I was renting out,

and the things that were going on with him resulted

in issues that happened here, which I can explain

that.  After he had done that, he was banging on

our door.  And my boyfriend, which is the other

renter there at the time -- he was trying to force

entry.  It took -- that was a breach of the

happiness section in the lease that we signed with

the landlord.  It is supposed to be a safe, secure,

and happy environment, which was not provided.  

So, in May, it was technically breached, and

we could have done legal action with that, but

since we had understood there was issues, we had

let it go, but it kind of shows that that's how it
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was.  You know, he didn't give 24-hours notice

before then, and he demanded entry at that point.

THE COURT:  Mr. Anderson, I'll note your

objection.  I'll give her a little leeway.  I'm

trying to understand where she's trying to go, and

because she's not an attorney, I'll give her a

little leeway.  

You may proceed.

Q    (BY MS. HATTON) I just have a few last

questions.  Where did you buy the paint for the

porch?

A I didn't buy the paint.  It was a Benjamin

Moore -- what am I looking for -- account.

Q Whose account was it under?

A Rapid Response, Repair and Maintenance.

Q Who was the owner of Rapid Response, Repair

and Maintenance?

A Jose Susa.

Q During the time you painted the porch?

A Yes.

Q Other than the porch, did you do anything

else?

A I did.  I repaired some of the moldings.  I

painted the moldings.  Cleaned the floor.  We

painted inside.  I know Mr. Hatton did the screens.
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I think I covered everything.  It was a while

ago.  I think that is about it.  We did remove

garbage, too.  I cleaned up the apartment.  I don't

know if he got someone to come in after me.  I'm

not sure about that.  But I was working under him

when I was fixing the apartment and cleaning it.

THE COURT:  Working under who?

THE WITNESS:  Jose Susa, the property

management, Rapid Response.  I was a witness to the

fact that the apartment was in good condition when

she left.

MS. HATTON:  I'm done, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Cross examination?

MR. ANDERSON:  Yes, Your Honor.

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ANDERSON:  

Q In your opinion, it was in good shape,

correct?  Your relationship to the defendant is you

are her mother?

A Yes.

Q And who is Brandon Deubell?

A That is my daughter's boyfriend.

Q And as far as you know, being Stephanie's mom

and having worked with Jose Susa, who was the

tenants at that location?
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A Who were the tenants?  Stephanie and Brandon.

Q Were you a party to the lease at all?

A No.

Q Then I'll show you what is marked and

introduced as Exhibit 1.  It's a copy of the lease,

which your daughter and Mr. Deubell signed.  I'll

ask, if you will, read Paragraph 7 right there, the

entire paragraph, plus what is typed in the blanks.

A Seven.  Occupants:  Only persons designated

in the rental agreement or as further modified or

agreed to in writing by landlord shall reside in

the rented premises.  For purposes of this rental

agreement, the designated occupants are Stephanie

Hatton and Brandon Deubell.

Q Thank you.  And that doesn't include you,

correct?

A No.  I never lived at her apartment.

Q And you referenced the addendums they

specifically said you couldn't be there.  They

didn't name you in the addendums, correct?

A I don't think that is the original lease.

Q It's already been entered.  But the addendums

weren't created around you.  The addendums

reiterated that only Stephanie and Brandon were

living at the unit; is that correct?
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A I disagree with that.  No.  That is not

correct.

Q The painting which you did on the porch at

the unit that your daughter and her boyfriend

occupied, was that while you were employed by Rapid

Repair?  

A Yes.

Q Was that while Stephanie was still a tenant

at the unit?

A Yes.

Q Okay.

A But she was moving out.

MR. ANDERSON:  No further questions.

THE COURT:  Redirect?  Any more questions?

MS. HATTON:  Yes, Your Honor.

(A brief pause in the proceedings.)

THE WITNESS:  The original lease had said --

THE COURT:  No.  No.  You just have to

respond to the questions that were asked of you.

THE WITNESS:  Okay.

(A brief pause in the proceedings.)

     REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MS. HATTON:  

Q So, Ms. Brown, you would remember what was in

the lease for guests occupying?
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A I remember what was in the lease.  It was no

more than three days can stay over.

Q That is correct.  I think he got confused or

something.

In the lease, Ms. Brown is correct, it does

say they must have written permission from the

landlord for guests who occupy the premises for

more than three days.  Ms. Brown, do you remember

how long you stayed for?

A Two days.

Q Yes, that's correct.  

And then what did the addendum say after you

stayed for two days?  Do you remember?

A I don't.  I don't remember.  

MS. HATTON.  That's it.

THE COURT:  Any recross?

MR. ANDERSON:  For clarification.

RECROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ANDERSON:  

Q Did Jose ever say, Don't stay at Stephanie's

apartment?

A Yes.

Q How long were you staying there at that

point?

A Two days.
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Q And you and Jose were still together?

A Yes, I think so.

Q Where else would you live if you weren't at

Jose's or Stephanie's?

A Where else would I live?  Where I'm living

now maybe.  I don't know.

Q So he was wanting you back?

A That's correct.

MR. ANDERSON:  Thank you.

THE COURT:  You may step down.  Thank you.

MS. HATTON:  I submitted affidavits of

Courtney Deubell and Brandon Deubell, but I don't

know what I should do with that, because it is in

the system.  They are not here.  Courtney Deubell

just had a baby, and Brandon Deubell has to work.

So I don't know if I'm allowed to still submit that

for you to read?

THE COURT:  Mr. Anderson.

MR. ANDERSON:  Obviously, Your Honor, we're

here at trial today, so affidavits is not

appropriate.  

Also, I would just call your -- the Court's

attention to the record and the file.  The

plaintiff had, at one time -- when we appeared, and

the defendants did not appear, I made a motion that

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
 
79



    66

we get judgment on the pleadings.  I think in

response to that motion on the pleadings,

affidavits were submitted from the defendant, and

Judge Culbertson denied our motion.  So that was

scheduled on the non-jury roster.

MS. HATTON:  That's not true.  So I don't

know what he is talking about, but --

THE COURT:  Let me stop you real quick.  What

I need to know is:  Do you have any more evidence

or witnesses to present in your particular case?

MS. HATTON:  Yes, Your Honor.  So I submitted

the affidavits before.

THE COURT:  I understand, but we're here in

court now, and so I can't have an affidavit,

because that doesn't give the other side the

opportunity to cross examine them.  There has to be

someone in a witness chair.

MS. HATTON:  I would like to submit them and

have them look at it, and if they say, no --

THE COURT:  I understand, but we're in a

hearing today, so those folks -- if you want me to

hear from them, they have to be here in court with

live testimony.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.  Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.
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MS. HATTON:  Am I allowed to testify?

THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  

MS. HATTON:  Okay.  I would like to testify.

Your Honor.  I have pictures of the apartment.  I

don't know if I should submit any more in?

THE COURT:  That is up to you.  If that is

something you want me to look at, I'll be happy to

do that.  Make sure you show Mr. Anderson, and you

can admit them, if you would like, and I'll be

happy to look at them.  

If you want to testify, then you'll come here

and be sworn, and tell me what you want to tell me.

(STEPHANIE HATTON, having been duly sworn,

testified as follows:)

THE COURT:  All right.  Ms. Hatton, you are

under oath.  Since you don't have counsel to ask

you questions, so you can just tell me what you

would like me to know, okay.

MS. HATTON:  Okay.  So a lot of this stuff I

had gone over.  All right.  Like the junk removal,

the collapsible shelves in the garage were actually

theirs.  When I moved in there, it was already

there.  Same with over the toilet and the clips on

the side of the fridge.  Those weren't mine.  I was

previously told that the more stuff that can be
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used in there, the better, because then other

tenants can use them.  So I was thinking, well,

this isn't mine, I feel like I shouldn't throw it

away because it's not mine, and if I had known it

was junk, I would have gotten rid of it.

Now, since I did have five days, I did leave

pots and pans in the oven that I forgot about, but

there was two of them, and that was the only thing

I left in the apartment.

The, quote, excessive filth that was in

there, it was not excessive filth.  There were a

few pieces of dog food, and I also couldn't take

the fridge out, because I can't move that fridge.

So, of course, there was stuff back there, but

there was stuff back there before I moved in, too,

because I saw it.

The ACs were never cleaned.  When I first

moved in there, there was a whole bunch of black

dog hair.  I don't own a black dog.  I have a dog

with very white/pink hair.  So I was also told that

the fee would come out as any other tenant, out of

the security deposit, or there would be a fee.

Because I was told, quote, of course apartments get

dirty when you live in them.

When I left, the screens were not damaged.
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In the photos I saw from Mr. Anderson, they -- you

can still see it's the same screens, but it seemed

like they pulled them out because there is paint on

them in the same spot.  And when we left, it was at

4:58, because we bombed the apartment.  I bleached

and Lysoled the entire apartment.  I wiped down the

windowsills, and I did much more, even though I was

being treated badly.  It smelled so bad of bleach

to the point where Courtney Deubell, who I was

with, made me open the back door, made me open

windows because she felt she was going to faint and

pass out.

We did all of that stuff.  We left the key in

there.  And, also, we were supposed to be out of

there by 5:00 p.m.  I didn't get a text back from

Ms. Seabrook until 8:00 p.m. saying, hey, where did

you leave the key?  Can you please leave it here?

Meanwhile, according to the court order, I had to

be out by 5:00.  Why would I be there?  So I said

where I left it at the time.

When this was first filed to -- the pet

deposit fees of 900 was not put in there.  I had to

remind them I spent the money for it.  It is

nonrefundable, so it should be there.  

There's a lot of small things that they put
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in there that doesn't make sense with the money

they put.  Even with -- so, to me, it didn't make

sense.  Like there were a few things that should be

in there, I will admit.  The fire alarm should be

in there, even though it was outdated.  Even if you

place $50 for that.  The only thing you need to

reattach to the light and fan globe in the living

room is a spacer, but those are very cheap.  Once

again, that was not there since the beginning of

being in that apartment.

They said damaged blinds.  The blinds weren't

damaged, but the wand for it was missing.  There

was also no reason to, quote, readjust and modify

the bedroom door, because I have a video showing it

worked, too.  It wasn't scraping up against the

bottom of the floor.  They said that because they

had -- I told them issues.  I told Ms. Seabrook

issues with the window, because it got stuck and

slammed down.  I told her issues with the door.

She said, basically, you better fix it.  So guess

what?  I fixed it.  I asked my dad to help me with

the screens, too.  I asked my mom to help me maybe

with the porch, but then I said, no, it's okay,

don't do it because I don't want there to be an

issue.  She still went out of her way to do it
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because she didn't want him yelling at me or there

being a problem.

It seems -- because I lived in there for two

full years.  One entire year I was in there, and I

was a student at CCU.  So it was during Covid, so I

did all of my classes online.  So I know what the

things are in that apartment so well, and that was

also my first apartment that I rented out.

The things they forgot about, I can't believe

they forgot about them.  They forgot the clasps on

the refrigerator.  I never put those in there.

Those were there already.  The thing in the storage

unit, those were there.  I didn't put those in, but

they are saying it's mine.  The thing in the

bathroom, they didn't put it in there, and that is

not mine as well.  The double lock, I didn't

install either locks.  Those were both there.  Why

would I have a working lock and a non-working lock?

If it didn't work, I would bring it up to them, and

I had.

But there was so many issues that, you know,

they ended up breaking locks off windowsills.  The

company -- and I asked them -- actually, I

originally asked them could you put locks on the

windows and make sure they open, because it is a
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fire hazard.  They were like, okay, we'll do that.

When they did, they broke the locks off.  I had to

say, Can you fix the locks so no one goes in here

and kills me when I'm sleeping or something, you

know.

It was fine at first, but the more I brought

up stuff, the more there was an issue with me, and

so I didn't bring up stuff still.  But I bothered

them a little bit to say, Can you please fix this,

but they didn't care after a while.  He didn't want

me in there because, you know, of those

relationships and stuff.

Also, there is things -- like, they have

reattached outlet and living room under AC/heat

unit.  We saw that it was unattached, and we put it

back on.  Then we re-unattached it.  It is a safety

hazard if a kid goes in there and plays with it.

It is off the wall.  It can be ripped off the wall.

You can't have a kid going around like that, but

since we did that, they charged $35 for that.

It's just like things that could have been

either paid half way with a security deposit or all

the way if they put the pet fee in there.  They

made this a bigger issue than what it was because

-- I don't honestly -- I'm just here to say
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everything I want to say.  I don't care how this

goes at all.  They put me in a state of depression

and feeling unsafe.  And I know I shouldn't talk

about feelings, talk about facts, right, but this

is honestly harassment.

Do you know they found out -- Jose Susa found

out where I lived, and I have a picture of -- he

put an envelope on my car.  He didn't know what

room I stayed in, but before the place I stayed

there, he hired someone to follow me or he followed

me, and he had this envelope, this thing, on my

car.  I was scared.  How would he know where I

lived?  It just turned out that he was tracking

where I was.

I have a disability, and for the income --

when I first leased the place, they said you need

to show income.  I don't have income.  It is a

pension.  They said, well, we can still take that.

They know I get a certain amount of money at

certain times.  The next time will be in a few

months, and they took two-and-a-half years, even

when I showed up, which I didn't show up twice,

right.  Oh, well, I didn't show up.  I had work.  I

put Horry County dispatch, because I couldn't deal

with the court.  I can deal with other people's
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pain.  I can't deal with my own.

They -- how do I say this?  They really have

ruined peoples' lives.  They will probably continue

doing it, but they know I get money soon.  They

know that.  And it's really disturbing with how

they are going about this.

I'll stay with the facts from now on.  Things

like a broken bar in a refrigerator door, yes,

understandable.  Firearm, yes.  I threw it out

because it didn't work anymore, even with

batteries.  It was outdated.  So, yeah, you add

that to the security deposit.  Simple things like

that.  Even, sure, I'll pay for, you know, your

stick-on LED light that costs $10 at Home Depot,

but that was left by a previous tenant.  It is not

theirs.  You know, that's fine.  

But when you start saying, oh, we had to Kilz

and seal the walls because of cat odor -- no, you

don't have to do that.  You had to Kilz and seal

them because there is mold coming out of it.  There

is tree sap because you didn't fix it.  There is

ventilation issues because the moulding is not

correct.  There is no molding on the front porch.

It is this thick.  So the humidity comes in.  The

central AC and heat doesn't work.  I asked them,
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and I have text messages.  I said, Can you please

fix this because -- at that point, we're spending

150, 160 in electricity every month because we had

to keep the ACs running constantly.  We couldn't

turn them off.  They said, no, that is going to

cost a few thousand dollars, so we can't do that.

So, honestly -- they said they removed an

extra lock on the bedroom door.  There was no lock

installed.  We didn't do that.  What we installed

was the lock on the porch.  We installed that for

safety issues.  And on the bedroom, we didn't do

anything with it.  You guys had done that.  We

didn't do that.  Which one was installed?  The top

one, the one that worked, which was new?  Or was it

the bottom, which was old and painted over and

didn't lock?

It is -- how -- this is, honestly, one of the

worse places to realize -- to live in.  It's really

not well made.  You are making someone else pay for

something that should have been paid for by the

person who owned the property.

Also, at one point, I ended up having to pay

the entire lawn to be de-flea'd.  I paid $150 for

everybody else's lawn, because apparently that was

my issue.  There was fleas.  They did a flea
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treatment, but they made me pay for everyone else's

lawn, not just mine.

They keep bringing up late fees, late fees.

It was in the lease.  It was amended, but the only

reason why we were evicted is because of South

Carolina law if you are late, they have the right

to evict you.  But do you know how much money they

made?  If it is $75 a month, let's say, or a

hundred dollars for a late fee, right, over two

years of living there, they are making a lot of

money.  We stayed there from it being 1050 to

changing to $1,300.  They made money.  They know

they can make money.  They know it.  And it's like

why do I have to pay for something else that

someone else did, that I didn't do?  

Let's say I went in there and started messing

up the place, right, of course, I would deserve to

be in this seat, to be punished.  But I didn't do

that.  I didn't unintentionally or intentionally

damage anything.  There is no rent to be paid.

They are already making money.  They are just doing

this because they can get money, and it is just

really sick to lie in front of people.  I could go

on and on about this.  But that's it.  Sorry.

Thank you.
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THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.  

Cross examination?

MR. ANDERSON:  Yes, ma'am.

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ANDERSON:  

Q Can you tell us about Brandon Deubell?  Do

you know where he is?

A He started working for the corrections office

in Horry County and switched jobs and currently is

working because he's making money for us right now.

Q When you were in the apartment, I mean, he

contributed to the rent as well, I presume?

A A little bit, yeah.

MR. ANDERSON:  No other questions of the

defendant.

THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.  You may

step down.

Anything in closing?

MR. ANDERSON:  You heard a lot of testimony

this morning, and I ask you that you consider the

testimony and the evidence that is before you, but

I have nothing further to add at this time.

THE COURT:  Thank you.  

Ms. Hatton, would you like to make a closing

statement?
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MS. HATTON:  The only closing statement I

have is I thank you for listening to me, and I

appreciate the time that you've given me and

allowed me up there.

Also, I hope that people who are doing things

in ways that aren't truthful should reflect on

things, as I have for involving myself with

specific people.  Thank you.

THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.

You have given me a lot to consider.  I'll

review the evidence and take it under advisement,

and I'll have an answer out, I hope, before the end

of the week.  Thank you very much.  Have a nice

day.

(Whereupon, the hearing/trial concluded.)
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