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FORM 1

NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A CIVIL CASE

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals
[In The Supreme Court]

APPEAL FROM SUMTER COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
George McFaddin, Circuit Court Judge

Case No: 2025-00242

Barbara Ann Johnson Appellant,
308 Ruby Street
Lake City, SC 29560

McLaughlin Ford Respondent.
950 N. Main St.
Sumter, SC 29150

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Barbara Ann Johnson appeals to the judgment of Honorable Kimberly Land
Circuit Court Judge, No. 2762 dated July 23, 2024. Appellant received written notice of
entry of this order [judgement] on July 30, 2024.

June 16, 2025 s/Barbara Ann Johnson
308 Ruby Street
Lake City, SC 29560
843-206-2523
Appellant






The Plaintiff-Appellant, Barbara Ann Johnson, 61 years old, is a resident of Lake
City County, South Carolina. The Defendant-Respondent, Mclaughlin Ford, is a
company with a principal place of business located in Sumter, South Carolina.

This court has jurisdiction over the final judgment. After the hearing on July 17,
2024, the Circuit Judge took all testimony and evidence under advisement and granted
judgment in favor of the Defendant on July 23, 2024. | wish to appeal the judgment of
Judge Kimberly W. Land in this matter for the following reasons:

1. McLaughlin took my motor out of my truck without my permission (page 2, line
18-20)

2. The warranty company stated that they did not authorize McLaughlin to take the
motor out (page 3, line 2-4)

3. Mr. Wilson testified that there was miscommunication, and the warranty company
did not tell them to take the motor out (page 22, line 7-14)

4. In the transcript from the hearing held in front of Judge Curtis, Ms. Johnson
states that there was a 3-way phone call between her, Mr. Butch Woods, and the
warranty company. Mr. Butch Woods stated to the warranty company that they
told them to take it out, and the warranty company stated that they did not. Then
Butch Woods stated that Ms. Johnson told them to take it out, and she stated no,
that she would not tell you all to take out her motor, that they were only supposed

to do the diagnostic. (page 5, line 24-25 and page 6, line 1-10





On December 1, 2020, | purchased my 2005 Ford Explorer Sport Trac XLS from
Five Star Nissan Florence. | also purchased a warranty contract for 36 months or
36,000 miles from First Mile $2,700.00 with a $100.00 deductible. At the time of
purchase, the current odometer reading was 124,865 miles. At the trial, | stated that |
took my 2005 Ford Explorer Sport Trac at that time had 145,319 miles on it; in for
diagnostic testing because of the noise my truck was making when the wheel turned,
and the gasket on the transmission oil pan to McLaughlin Ford. | gave McLaughlin Ford
permission to perform diagnostic testing only on my vehicle regarding the issues that |
brought it in for. | was told that my vehicle was torn down to the point of failure and that
process had not been discussed with me prior to that happening. McLaughlin Ford
stated that | had signed the Disclaimer, but the signature is different than how | signed
my name, and | believe that my signature was forged on the document. | never signed
any other document outside of the form regarding diagnostic testing. The warranty
company stated to me that they did not give McLaughlin Ford authorization to remove
the motor and that the motor did not need to be removed to take the pictures they
needed. At this point, McLaughlin Ford refuses to put my car back to its original state as
| brought it in. Ultimately, | believe there has been miscommunication between the
warranty company and McLaughlin Ford, and they are putting the blame on each other.
The Judge didn’t allow me to introduce the evidence that | had regarding previous
vehicle records for my vehicle. The witnesses that | have were not able to attend the
hearing because they were unable to get off work. | wanted to get the warranty

company on the phone, to verify that they didn’t authorize that my motor needed to be





taken out, but | was unable to. | had just been released from the hospital that morning of
the hearing, and | was not properly prepared to present my case.

This lengthy process has been emotionally and mentally challenging and has
impacted on my ability to effectively prepare for the next steps to be able to represent
myself in this case. How | have been unfairly treated by McLaughlin Ford is
unacceptable, and they should be held accountable for their actions. I'm asking that my
appeal to be considered regarding the judgment rendered by Judge Kimberly W. Land.
I’m asking this Court to allow me the opportunity to properly present my case against
McLaughlin Ford to prove their negligence, have more time to get the official recordings
because | believe Lila may have altered them, and order McLaughlin Ford to put my car
back together to its original state as it was before it was torn down to the point of failure.
Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Barbara Ann Johnson
308 Ruby Street
Lake City, SC 29560
843-206-2523
Appellant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of
Appeals [In The
Supreme Court]

APPEAL FROM SUMTER COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

George McFaddin, Circuit Court Judge

APPEAL FROM SUMTER COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

George McFaddin, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-000242

McLaughlin Ford Respondent,

Barbara Ann Johnson Appellant.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal for the hearing held on July 17, 2024
on the South Carolina Court of Appeals by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail,
postage prepaid, on March 7, 2026, addressed to: Jenny Abbott Kitchings, Clerk P.O. Box
11629 Columbia, S.C. 29211

June 16, 2025 s/ Barabara Ann Johnson
308 Ruby Street
Lake City, South Carolina 29560
(843) 206-2523
Appellant
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APPEAL FROM SUMTER COUNTY
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McLaughlin Ford Respondent,

Barbara Ann Johnson Appellant.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served a copy of the Notice of Appeal for the hearing held on July
17, 2024 on the Defendant’s attorney Michael Mckinney Jordan by depositing a copy of it in
the United States Mail, postage prepaid, on March 7, 2026, address: 10 law Range Sumter,
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June 16, 2025 s/ Barabara Ann Johnson
308 Ruby Street
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FINAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT

THE STATE OF SOUTH
CAROLINA In The Court of Appeals
In The Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM SUMTER COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

George McFaddin, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2025-000242

McLaughlin Ford , Respondent,

Barbara Ann Johnson, Appellant.

FINAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT

Barbara Ann Johnson

308 Ruby Street

Lake City, South Carolina 29560
(843) 206-2523

Appellant

Michael Mckinney Jordan, Esquire
10 Law Range

Sumter, SC 29150

(803) 774-1000

Attorney for Respondent

* Under Rule 267(e), SCACR, the cover of the final briefs should be the following colors: briefof
appellant - blue; brief of respondent - red; reply brief - gray; and amicus curiae or intervenor -
green.
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

1. DID THE TRIAL COURT ERR IN FAILING TO FIND THIS ACTION IS BARRED BY
RES JUDICATA?

2. DID THE TRIAL COURT ERR IN GRANTING FAVOR FOR THE RESPONDENT
THAT NEGLIGENCE MUST BE PROVED BY PREPONDERANCE OF THE
EVIDENCE?

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On May 6, 2024, there was a public sale hearing where I, Barbara Ann Johnson, gave my
testimony. McLaughlin Ford admitted that they had to remove the motor from my vehicle without
my permission in order to take pictures for the warranty company. Judge Kimberly Land ordered a
continuation to attempt an out-of-court settlement after that admission. Despite this, McLaughlin
Ford never returned my vehicle to its original state or repaired it under warranty. I later contacted
the real Butch Wilson at McLaughlin Ford, who verified that only the vehicle owner was
authorized to approve motor removal. The warranty- company also confirmed they did not
authorize such removal. The warranty company further confirmed there remained $4,590.00 under
my coverage, but McLaughlin Ford refused to reinstall the motor. Their actions resulted in the loss
of my transportation, financial hardship, and ongoing vehicle damage.

FACTS

I made an appointment with Olivia, a service advisor, and discussed the vehicle noise and gasket
issue. She acknowledged my warranty coverage for diagnostics. However, McLaughlin Ford
unlawfully tore down my vehicle, exceeding authorization. All records and testimony show the
removal was not warranted for diagnostic purposes.

Additionally, I possess a CD containing a voicemail message from Olivia at McLaughlin Ford,
which directly relates to this issue. The voicemail has been transcribed and both the transcribed
and CD recording have been included in the Record of Appeal as Exhibit C. The CD is properly
labeled and submitted as supplemental evidence to ensure the Court has access to the original
audio recording referenced in the transcript.

Everything provided by McLaughlin Ford in the lower court was false and misleading. The judge
did not permit me to fully present this evidence, including the voicemail, which supports my
position.

1





ARGUMENTS

L. THE APPELLANT REQUESTS THAT THE COURT REQUIRE THE
RESPONDENT TO RESTORE THE VEHICLE TO ITS ORIGINAL CONDITION
AS IT WAS DELIVERED FOR SERVICE.

II. THE RESPONDENT FAILED TO PROVE BY CLEAR AND CONVINCING
EVIDENCE THAT THEY WERE NOT NEGLIGENT IN REMOVING THE
MOTOR AND TEARING DOWN THE VEHICLE WITHOUT AUTHORIZATION.
THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN GRANTING JUDGMENT IN FAVOR OF THE
RESPONDENT BY A PREPONDERANCE OF THE EVIDENCE.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated, the Appellant respectfully requests that this Court reverse the judgment
of the Circuit Court and review the included CD recording and transcription as part of the
appellant record.

Respectfully submitted,

June 15, 2025
s/Barbara Ann Johnson
308 Ruby Street
Lake City, SC 29560
843-206-2523
Appellant
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In the Court of Appeals
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Barbara Ann JONNSON ..ottt Appellant.

McLaughlin FOrd, ... ..o Respondent

FINAL REPLY BRIEF OF APPELLANT

Barbara Ann Johnson

308 Ruby Street

Lake City, South Carolina
29560 (843) 206-2523
Appellant





REPLY BRIEF

I. Respondents argue that the trial judge properly determined that the Petitioner
authorized the work performed by them. However, the evidence presented shows that
the Petitioner only gave permission for diagnostic testing related to the issues she
brought the vehicle in for. The Respondents admitted that the vehicle was torn down
to the point of failure without the Petitioner's prior approval. The Petitioner further
contends that the signature on the Respondents' disclaimer is not hers and believes it
to be forged. She never signed any document other than the diagnostic authorization
form.

IL Respondents argue that the Circuit Court did not err in affirming the Magistrate's decision.
However, during the Public Sale Hearing on May 6, 2024, the Respondents admitted that
they removed the motor from the Petitioner's vehicle without permission, claiming it was to
take pictures for the warranty company. (Trial transcript)

I1I. Respondents argue there was no claim for fraud or negligence. However, testimony
from Mr. Wilson established that the warranty company did not instruct McLaughlin
Ford to remove the motor. This proves that the Respondents acted negligently in this
matter. (Trial transcript)

IV.  Respondents argue that the Petitioner is not entitled to relief and that her claims lack
merit. The Petitioner contends she should be granted relief due to the undue stress and
hardship caused by being without her vehicle for an extended period, and the
Respondents' continued refusal to reassemble the vehicle to its original condition.

CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, the decision of the Circuit Court should be reversed, and this
case remanded with instructions to enter judgment in favor of the Appellant.

Respectfully submitted,

s/Barbara Ann Johnson
308 Ruby Street
Lake City, SC 29560
843-206-2523

March 6, 2026 Appellant







