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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL 


Did the Master-in-Equity err in failing to find that Appellant Dennis Gilpatrick now owns what 
was Kristin Gilpatrick’s right of redemption because Kristin Gilpatrick, Appellant Dennis 
Gilpatrick’s former spouse, had a one-half (1/2) real estate interest in the right of redemption in 
the installment land sale contract that she could and did convey to Appellant Dennis Gilpatrick 
by a quit claim deed? 


  


ARGUMENTS 
 


1. BECAUSE KRISTIN GILPATRICK, APPELLANT DENNIS GILPATRICK’S 
 FORMER SPOUSE, HAD A ONE-HALF (1/2) REAL ESTATE INTEREST IN THE 
 RIGHT OF REDEMPTION IN THE INSTALLMENT LAND SALE CONTRACT 


THAT SHE COULD AND DID CONVEY TO APPELLANT DENNIS GILPATRICK BY 
A QUIT CLAIM DEED, THE MASTER-IN-EQUITY ERRED IN FAILING TO FIND 
THAT APPELLANT DENNIS GILPATRICK NOW OWNS WHAT WAS KRISTIN 
GILPATRICK’S RIGHT OF REDEMPTION. 


The Court concludes that because of the quit claim deed, Plaintiff [Appellant] is 
the sole owner of any and all interest arising out of the Residential Lease Purchase 
Agreement dated November 28, 2014 and his extinguishing of the Residential 
Lease Purchase Agreement, and entering into the Month-to-Month Rental 
Agreement is binding upon any interest previously held by Kristin Gilpatrick 
(Order). 


 Kristin Gilpatrick’s one-half (1/2) interest in the quit claim deed in the Installment Land Sale 


Contract did not extinguish her one-half (1/2) interest in the equity of redemption with respect to 


Respondent Greg Lucas. 


 Respondent’s Initial Brief asserts that, “Any right to the equity of redemption by Kristyn [sic] 


Gilpatrick as to the subject property was therefore released by virtue of this quitclaim deed.” 


This is only true in part because the “release” did not terminate, surrender, or extinguish the right 


of redemption as to Respondent Greg Lucas. In actuality, the right of redemption continues to 


exist, but now that right is in the hands of the one to whom it was transferred, Appellant Dennis 


Gilpatrick.  


1 
 







 “[The right to redeem is] assignable, descendant and devisable.” Bartles v. Livingston, 242 S.S. 


448, 455, 319 S.E. 2d 707, 711(1984). 


At trial Appellant Dennis Gilpatrick asserted this interest he had received from Kristin  
 


Gilpatrick. See the following from p. 40 of the Trial Transcript: 
 
 1                                   Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 3, "Quit Claim 
 2 Deed" 


3 Q What is that document? 
4 A This is the quitclaim deed from my ex-wife. 
5 Q What's the date on that document? 
6 A The date on this is December 1st of 2023. 
7 Q All right. So you didn't have Kristin's interest 
8 in the real estate before the date on that 
9 quitclaim? 
10 A No. I did not. 
11 Q Unless you even considered the divorce decree. 
12 What was the date of your divorce decree? 
13 A August 15th of 2022. 
14 Q August 15, 2022, well after the emails in 2020 
15 about canceling your right of redemption or your 
16 right to purchase and exchanging it with a mere 
17 month-to-month tenancy? 
18 A Yes, sir. 
19 Q Which would, in any case, only been in your name? 
20 A Yes, sir. [Trial Transcript p. 40] 


 
 Appellant did not receive Kristin Gilpatrick’s one-half (1/2) interest in the right of redemption 


until after the e-mails at issue that both the Magistrate’s Court and the Master-in-Equity used to 


determine that Appellant was barred from his rights to the property. Therefore, Appellant still has 


ownership of one-half (1/2) interest in the property at issue and the Master-in-Equity erred in 


determining that the one-half (1/2) interest that Kristin Gilpatrick once held was extinguished. It was 


not; it was merely transferred to Appellant Dennis Gilpatrick.   
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CONCLUSION 


 For the reasons stated above and after considering Appellant’s Brief,  Respondent’s Brief,  


and the Record, this Court of Appeals should:  


1. Reverse the judgment denying specific performance as to the one-half (1/2) interest of 


 Kristin Gilpatrick under the Installment Land Sale Contract conveyed to Appellant Dennis 


 Gilpatrick dated December 1, 2023 and recorded December 6, 2023; 


2.  Reverse the finding that there was any malicious prosecution or abuse of process in the 


 filing of Appellant’s lis pendens; 


3.  Reverse the judgment granting damages to Respondent Gregory Lucas for rents in the sum 


 of $30,600.00; 


4.  Remand the case to the Master-in-Equity to determine the amount due Appellant Dennis 


 Gilpatrick for loss of use of the one-half (1/2) interest of the real property conveyed from 


 Kristin Gilpatrick, net any sums remaining due under the right of redemption under the 


 Installment Land Sale Contract, and enter damages for that amount against Defendant 


 Gregory Lucas; and, 


5.  Order transfer of a one-half (1/2) interest in the property described as 117 Noah Lucas 


 Road from Respondent Gregory Lucas to Appellant Dennis Gilpatrick. 


Respectfully submitted,  


March 2, 2026             s/ Rolf M. Baghdady     
Rolf M. Baghdady / SC Bar # 0464 
Rolf M. Baghdady, P.A 
118 Cobblestone Court 
Chapin, SC 29036-9705  
(803) 345-7653 
E-mail: rolf@rolfbaghdady.com 


                                                                                    Attorney for Appellant  
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