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

Good afternoon,

Please find attached the Appellant’s Initial Reply Brief and Proof of Service to be filed.
Respondent’s counselis cc’d hereto.

Please let us know if there are any questions or concerns.

Thank you,
Madison Jeffords

Paralegal

Gleissner Law Firm, L.L.C.

1316 Washington Street, Suite 101
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
p: 803.787.0505

f: 803.712.4283
GleissnerLaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Sent: Thursday, February 12, 2026 11:36 AM

To: Madison Jeffords <madison@gleissnerlaw.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings
<ctappfilings@sccourts.org>; Paul Porter <paul@cromerbabb.com>; Harper L. Hutson
<harper@cromerbabb.com>; Elizabeth Parrish <elizabeth@cromerbabb.com>; Gina Blyler
<gina@cromerbabb.com>

Cc: Anissa Crow <Anissa@gleissnerlaw.com>; Rick Gleissner <Rick@gleissnerlaw.com>; Alyssa Trussell

<atrussell@harlingandwest.com>; jharling@harlingandwest.com
Subject: RE: Jackson v. Campbell, Appellate No. 2025-001848

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you!

From: Madison Jeffords <madison@gleissnerlaw.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 12, 2026 11:30 AM
To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>; Paul Porter <paul@cromerbabb.com>;
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ARGUMENT
L SUMMARY JUDGMENT WAS IMPROPERLY GRANTED

Appellants are making claims similar to those made in Pinckney v. Warren, 344 S.C. 382,
544 S.E.2d 620 (2001), and should have an opportunity to complete discovery in this matter. As
such, summary judgment was improperly granted. Summary judgment is a “drastic remedy”
which should be cautiously invoked so no person will be improperly deprived of a trial of the
disputed factual issues. Cunningham v. Helping Hands, Inc., 352 S.C. 485, 575 S.E.2d 549 (2003).
Because summary judgment is a drastic remedy, it must not be granted until the opposing party
has had a “full and fair opportunity to complete discovery.” Dawkins v. Fields, 354 S.C. 58, 69,
580 S.E.2d 433, 439 (2003).

Summary judgment is not appropriate where further inquiry into the facts of the case is
desirable to clarify the application of the law. Lanham v. Blue Cross & Blue Shield, 349 S.C. 356,
563 S.E.2d 331 (2002). “Summary judgment is inappropriate when further development of the
facts is desirable to clarify the application of the law.” Lee v. Kelley, 298 S.C. 155, 158,378 S.E.2d
616, 617 (Ct.App.1989). Even when there is no dispute as to evidentiary facts, but only as to the
conclusions or inferences to be drawn from them, summary judgment should be denied. Redwend
Ltd. P'ship, 354 S.C. at 468, 581 S.E.2d at 501. Summary judgment was granted in this matter
before Appellants were given an opportunity to depose any of the Respondents and to fully develop
the facts.

II. APPELLANTS DID NOT WAIVE THEIR PREMATURITY ARGUMENT

Appellants submitted affidavits from Bryant Allen, Andre Allen, Timothy Johnson, Melissa
Jackson, and Tyre Jackson in opposition to Respondents’ motion for summary judgment. These
affidavits stated they believed they were heirs to T.E. Campbell. At the time summary judgment

was granted, these individuals had not been deposed. Furthermore, at the time summary judgment





was granted, none of the Respondents had been deposed. The trial court was advised that
discovery was still ongoing and that Appellants believed it was premature for the motion to be
heard. There was no waiver of Appellants’ prematurity argument.

II1. APPELLANTS’ CLAIMS ARE NOT INDEPENDENTLY BARRED BY
MITCHELL v. HARDWICK

In Wilson v. Jones, 281 S.C. 230, 314 S.E. 2d 341 (1984), the South Carolina Supreme
Court held “only those illegitimate children whose fathers died after April 26, 1977, the date of the
Trimble decision, may inherit from their fathers’ estates.” T.E. Campbell died on June 12, 1982,
and therefore any of his illegitimate children could inherit from his estate. Mitchell v. Hardwick,
297 S.C. 48, 374 S.E.2d 681 (1988), sets out the requirements for retroactive application of the
Trimble decision before April 26, 1977, Trimble v. Gordon, 430 U.S. 762, 97 S.Ct. 1459 (1977).
In Mitchell, the intestate died on July 18, 1975, and the Supreme Court set forth the requirements
for applying the Trimble decision to deaths that occurred before April 26, 1977. Therefore, the
holding in Mitchell does not bar Appellants’ claims.

IV.  THE TRIAL COURT HAD SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

The trial court had subject matter jurisdiction over this matter as T.E. Campbell died in
1982. The law prior to 1987 appears to give the Probate Court jurisdiction, but not exclusive
jurisdiction “in matters testamentary and of administration.” See Tucker v. Tucker, 264 S.C. 172,
213 S.E.2d 588 (1975) (concurrent jurisdiction of probate court prior to 1987); Mack v. Stanley,
190 S.C. 300, 308, 2 S.E.2d 792, 795 (1939) (citing Caldwell v. Little, 15 S.C. 236, Bradford v.
Richardson, 111 S.C. 205, 97 S.E. 58; Beatty v. National Surety Company, 132 S.C. 45, 128 S.E.
40). But, "a distinct ground of equitable relief is not included in the general grant of" such
jurisdiction. Mack v. Stanley, 190 S.C. 300, 308, 2 S.E.2d 792, 795, (1939) (citing Beckwith v.

MecAlister, 165 S.C. 1, 162 S.E. 623, 628). In this case, Appellants have a claim for a declaratory





judgment, seeking a determination that they are descendants of T.E. Campbell and against the
Respondents for unjust enrichment in the exclusion of the descendants of T.E. Campbell from his
estate, including, the real property obtained by the Respondents from the estate. These matters
seeking equitable relief are not included in the general grant of jurisdiction to the Probate Court.
Thus, the trial court had subject matter jurisdiction.

Additionally, the South Carolina Probate Code was not enacted until 1986 and took effect
on July 1, 1987. See S.C. Code Ann. §62-1- 100(a). This code section goes on to state “any
accrued right is not impaired by this Code. Unless otherwise provided in the Code, a substantive
right in the decedent’s estate accrues in accordance with the law in effect on the date of the
decedent’s death. If a right is acquired, extinguished, or barred upon the expiration of prescribed
period of time which has commenced to run by the provisions of any statute before the effective
date, the provision remains in force with respect to that right...” See S.C. Code Ann. §62-1-
100(b)(4). The law in effect at the date of T.E. Campbell’s death conferred subject matter
jurisdiction on the trial court.

CONCLUSION

Therefore, because discovery had not yet been completed, summary judgment was
premature. Further, appellants did not waive but expressly preserved the argument that
discovery had not yet been completed. Lastly, South Carolina case law establishes that the
Circuit Court has subject matter jurisdiction, and the claims of the Appellants are not
independently barred. The Appellants respectfully request that the decision of the Trial Court be
reversed and the Appellants be given the opportunity to complete discovery and try this case on

1ts merits.





February 27, 2026

s/ Richard R. Gleissner

Richard R. Gleissner, Esquire
Gleissner Law Firm, LLC

1316 Washington Street, Suite 101
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
(803) 787-0505

s/ Jonathan Harling

W. Jonathan Harling, Esquire
Harling & West, LLC

1722 Main Street, Suite 200

PO Box 1416

Columbia, South Carolina 29202
(803) 252-1050

Attorneys for the Appellants
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Appellants Initial Reply Brief and Designation of Matter on the
Respondents by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, and via email, on
February 27, 2026, addressed to its attorneys of record as follows:

J. Paul Porter, Esquire

SC Bar Number 100723

Cromer Babb Porter & Hicks, LLC

Post Office Box 11675

Columbia, SC 29211

Paul@cromerbabb.com

s/ Richard R. Gleissner

Richard R. Gleissner
Gleissner Law Firm, L.L.C.
1316 W ashington Street, Suite 101

Dated: February 27, 2026 Columbia, South Carolina 29201
(803) 787-0505

s/ Jonathan Harling

W. Jonathan Harling, Esquire
Harling & West, LLC

1722 Main Street, Suite 200

PO Box 1416
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Harper L. Hutson <harper@cromerbabb.com>; Elizabeth Parrish <elizabeth@cromerbabb.com>; Gina
Blyler <gina@cromerbabb.com>
Cc: Anissa Crow <Anissa@gleissnerlaw.com>; Rick Gleissner <Rick@gleissnerlaw.com>; Alyssa Trussell

<atrussell@harlingandwest.com>; jharling@harlingandwest.com
Subject: RE: Jackson v. Campbell, Appellate No. 2025-001848

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

Good morning,

Please find attached the Appellant’s Request for a 10-day Extension for the Initial Reply Brief
and Designation or Matter.

I will hand deliver a check this afternoon to cover the fees associated with the extension.
Counsel for the Respondents is copied.

Thank you,
Madison Jeffords

Paralegal

Gleissner Law Firm, L.L.C.

1316 Washington Street, Suite 101
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
p: 803.787.0505

f: 803.712.4283
GleissnerLaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 7, 2026 9:33 AM

To: Madison Jeffords <madison@gleissnerlaw.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings
<ctappfilings@sccourts.org>; Paul Porter <paul@cromerbabb.com>; Harper L. Hutson

<harper@cromerbabb.com>; Elizabeth Parrish <elizabeth@cromerbabb.com>
Cc: Anissa Crow <Anissa@gleissnerlaw.com>; Rick Gleissner <Rick@gleissnerlaw.com>; Alyssa Trussell

<atrussell@harlingandwest.com>; jharling@harlingandwest.com
Subject: RE: Jackson v. Campbell, Appellate No. 2025-001848

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you!

From: Madison Jeffords <madison@gleissnerlaw.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2026 4:30 PM

To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>; Paul Porter <paul@cromerbabb.com>;
Harper L. Hutson <harper@cromerbabb.com>; Elizabeth Parrish <elizabeth@cromerbabb.com>
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Cc: Anissa Crow <Anissa@gleissnerlaw.com>; Rick Gleissner <Rick@gleissnerlaw.com>; Alyssa Trussell

<atrussell@harlingandwest.com>; jharling@harlingandwest.com
Subject: RE: Jackson v. Campbell, Appellate No. 2025-001848

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

Good afternoon,
Please find attached Appellant’s Initial Brief, Designation of Matter, and Proof of Service in the
above referenced matter.

Thank you,
Madison Jeffords

Paralegal

Gleissner Law Firm, L.L.C.

1316 Washington Street, Suite 101
Columbia, South Carolina 29201
p: 803.787.0505

f: 803.712.4283
GleissnerLaw.com

From: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2025 12:47 PM

To: Gina Blyler <Gina@cromerbabb.com>; Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: Paul Porter <Paul@cromerbabb.com>; Harper L. Hutson <Harper@cromerbabb.com>; Elizabeth
Parrish <Elizabeth@cromerbabb.com>; Rick Gleissner <Rick@gleissnerlaw.com>; Madison Jeffords
<madison@gleissnerlaw.com>; Anissa Crow <Anissa@gleissnerlaw.com>

Subject: RE: Jackson v. Campbell, Appellate No. 2025-001848

The Court has received your filing. A stamped copy is attached for your records.

Thank you!

From: Gina Blyler <Gina@cromerbabb.com>

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2025 12:02 PM

To: Court Of Appeals Filings <ctappfilings@sccourts.org>

Cc: Paul Porter <Paul@cromerbabb.com>; Harper L. Hutson <Harper@cromerbabb.com>; Elizabeth
Parrish <Elizabeth@cromerbabb.com>; Rick Gleissner <rick@gleissnerlaw.com>; Madison Jeffords
<madison@gleissnerlaw.com>; Anissa Crow <anissa@gleissnerlaw.com>

Subject: Jackson v. Campbell, Appellate No. 2025-001848
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise
caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Good afternoon,
Please find a Rule 265 Notice and Proof of service. All counsel of record has been copied.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Respectfully,
Gina

Gina Blyler
Paralegal

CROMER (803) 799-9530 | gina@cromerbabb.com
CB&P BABE www.cromerbabb.com
1418 Laurel St., Ste. A, Columbia, SC 29201

P.O. Box 11675, Columbia, SC 29211

This electronic mail may be attorney/client privileged and may contain confidential information intended only for the use of the individual
or entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copy of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately
notify us by telephone (803) 799-9530 and delete the message immediately. Thank you.

~~~ GCONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and
may contain information that is confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not
read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any attachment. If you have received
this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of the
message and any attachments.
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