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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
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Good afternoon Mary Katelyn,
Re: Appellate Case# 2026-000694

Thank uuuuu so much. I was able to call Court Administration and we did a little digging and
she said they dont keep records after 5 years however I asked for the court reporters name and
I searched in my email amd found it. Yaaay!!!

Please accept this and stamp. I ordered the Transcript in 2019. It is the same Transcript for the
lower court. I thought the appellate court automatically used the transcript from when I filed
originally, my apologies for that incorrect thinking.

Appellate Case# 2019-000337

Common Pleas Case# 2018CP3600403

Best Regards,
Paige
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THE COURT: All right, the last matter for 9:30 is a
Magistrate's appeal. Sheena Paige versus Annette Lane.
Do we have any of those parties here? Give me a few
minutes so I can review this file.

(Whereupon, The Court is reviewing file.)

THE COURT: We are back on the record. This is in
the case of Annette Lane, Stanley Williams versus Sheena
Laquel Paige. It appears that sometime previous in
Magistrate's Court the, Ms. Lane, you filed an eviction
action against Ms. Paige. Is that right?

MS. LANE: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. And the, apparently there were
several hearings and the Magistrate, back in July 16th of
this year issued an order requiring Ms. Paige to wvacate
the property by July 23rd. He further ordered that if an
appeal was filed a bond would have to be posted in order
to stay on the property. Ms. Paige, apparently sometime
around that time you hired a lawyer and the lawyer filed a
motion for a new trial which was heard by the Magistrate
and the Magistrate denied that motion for a new trial. So
you are here today. Is that all correct so far?

MS. PAIGE: Yes.

THE COURT: Now, Ms. Paige, did you stay on the
property?

MS. PAIGE: Yes.
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THE COURT: Did you post a bond?

MS. PAIGE: No.

THE COURT: Okay, well, the order required that you
post a bond of $3,300.00 dollars in order to stay on the
property.

MS. PAIGE: Yes. Well, I was removed from the
property.

THE COURT: You are not living on the property now?

MS. PAIGE: Oh, no. I was put in jail for

trespassing. So I wasn't, no—-
THE COURT: —-- so you don't live on—-
MS. PAIGE: -—--no.

THE COURT: Now, let me explain to both sides how
appeals from Magistrate's Court to Circuit Court, how it
works. We don't retry this case. All right. I don't
want y'all to testify as far as everything that transpired
between the, between the two of you, okay, or three of
you. Ms. Paige, since you are the Appellant, you appealed
this case, you are going to have to present to me reasons
why the Magistrate committed errors of law in ruling in
favor of the Plaintiffs, as he did. Again, I don't want
to retry this case, but where did the Magistrate commit an
error of law or made improper findings of fact in this
case. I am going to need to have all of you sworn in. So

if you would stand. Madam Clerk, if you will swear them
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all in at one time.
SHEENA PAIGE, being
first duly sworn, testified as follows:
ANNETTE LANE, being
first duly sworn, testified as follows:
STANLEY WILLIAMS, being

first duly sworn, testified as follows:

THE COURT: Ms. Paige, I will be glad to hear from
you first, y'all have a seat.

MS. PAIGE: Good morning, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Good morning.

MS. PAIGE: I was living on the property at 2589 New
Hope Road in Pomaria, myself and my two german shepherd
dogs. I was staying there while I was actually remodeling
the home. About six months into it I started to have
issues and then six months later I received an eviction
notice. The reason why I think the Judge made an error
is, the first thing was because the Judge, himself,
advised us that we were in the wrong court. I am one of
the heirs to this property. I explained before court in
my hearing, in my hearing testimony or when I requested
the hearing that this was property owned by multiple
people and I have permission to be there by other heirs to
the property. That issue was raised in court, the

Magistrate acknowledged it. He agreed that we were in the
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court. He explained which special court we needed to be
in which was Probate Court. He advised that the only way
that he could assist us was if the Plaintiff, at that
time, confirmed that there was a sole owner of the
property. Stanley Williams, they made the case that
Stanley Williams who is my uncle, my mother's brother, was
the sole owner of the property. The Judge asked to
provide that documentation, they said we have it but they
didn't have it with them. The Judge postponed the hearing
from the April 9th date to a May 7th date. On May 7th,
the Judge explained on April 9th that in order for him to
hear this case he needs that documentation. On May 7th we
came back to court, he asked for the documents, they did
not provide the documents but they insisted that they
were, Stanley was the sole owner of the properties. The
Judge repeatedly stated on May 7th that he could not hear
the case, you are in the court. That was said maybe ten
times. They asked the Court to give them another
opportunity to provide that document. He explained that
he cannot keep this case on record more than 120 days and
so he is going to schedule it out to the 120th day. On
the 120th day, that would have been July lé6th. He
explained that he would have do dismiss the case if this
ownership issue was not resolved. On July 16th the

Magistrate ordered the eviction based off of a new
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complaint that was put before him. A new complaint which
was never put before him in the original complaint. So at
that point he advised that he believes I told them that I
would remodel this home but only stay in the home for one
year. So I explained that that was not true and I
explained the reference to the one year because he asked
me. And I told him there was a reference to one year.
When I originally asked to live in the home I was going
through some grief issues with the loss of a parent so I
thought living in the home, which was wvacant for years
prior to me living there. They explained to me that the
home was in bad shape, it was not readable, it was not
livable, it was inhabitable. I told them that I was in
such distress that I would try it anyway and if there was
any issue that I would let them know as a courtesy that I
wouldn't be able to stay there for more than a year. And

the year reference was because they were in dispute about

who in the family would continue to pay the taxes. So
that was the year reference. I explained that to the
Judge and he still ordered the eviction. I was in

complete disbelief so obviously I hired a lawyer
immediately because I was now dealing with a separate
issue with, because now I have to move out and I don't
have the money to do that. I did explain to him that I

didn't agree with his ruling and that I would like to
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appeal and that's when he issued the $3,300.00 dollar
bond. I told him that I was never a tenant, that there
was never any rent, I put thousands and thousands of
dollars into the home already and I didn't have that type
of money. There was never an issue of dispute about the
work that I did at the home. That was never in dispute.
The Plaintiff never denied that. So at that point I was,
my whole, I was sent into chaos and I just, a lot of
things occurred after that. On August 10th the motion was
heard and rejected by the same Magistrate. And he also
explained to the Judge that even if there was a contract
the remedy that they are seeking is the home which leads
us back to ownership issues and so, and Jjurisdiction. So
he, the Judge ruled, anyway, against us and I was Jjailed
after that, two hours after that court hearing.

THE COURT: Okay. Where do you currently live, Ms.
Paige?

MS. PAIGE: I have a home in the City of Newberry. I
have a mortgage and I never, I had a lot of financial
issues with the death of a parent because he died without
life insurance and a lot of debt and he was sick for a
while. So I saw that as an opportunity that if I can fix
up the home for the family I can maybe let go of my house
at some point and this is a win, win for everyone. I can

have some peace, it was in a country setting and so I had
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my dogs out there, it was perfect. So I never did
anything to provoke this eviction. The reason they gave
originally, the reasons that they gave for the eviction
was never even brought up in court. So they started off
with the reasons, some trivial reasons like, one of the
reasons they said was that I was making repairs to the
home that the owner never approved. Annette Lane,
Malverse Lane, her husband, Annette Lane is my
grandmother's sister. And they both, along with six
other, five other relatives were aware of this renovation,
this project. And no one said stop, I never got an email,
a text, a letter, a call to say stop, don't do anything
else until this eviction came. Annette asked me to leave,
I asked why, explained that Stanley wanted to move from
New York back into the home. I said, okay. Can we share
the home for now because I have spent my money, I don't
have any more money to do anything with. I can go back,
me having a place to live was never the issue. I asked
them can they at least provide me my money back for what I
have done in the home or to the property. Then that is
when they made the, they basically said that they didn't
approve any of it so therefore they don't owe me anything.
So I was having a hard time processing what was happening.
And I had, they had taken my dogs to the pound. They had

the sheriff take the dogs. I mean, it was a big mess. So
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I would have preferred that we went to Probate Court, I
felt like I would have gotten fair treatment and maybe
even financial remedy for this if we had gone through the
appropriate channels. So that is why I believe this
eviction was done in error because the Judge, himself,
advised us that we should never had been in his court.

THE COURT: All right. Do you believe, and I don't
want to really get into this but I am going to ask a
question. Do you believe, because of you feeling like you
are an heir that you have some ownership interest in this
property?

MS. PAIGE: Well, yes.

THE COURT: Again, I don't want to get into it. But
if you believe that you have some ownership interest--

MS. PAIGE: Yes.

THE COURT: By virtue of being an heir or otherwise--

MS. PAIGE: Yes.

THE COURT: That, of course, and I am not advising
you, I can't give you advise. But this eviction action
would seem to me to not prevent you from, at some
appropriate time and some appropriate court, asserting
some ownership interest. What I am, based upon what I
have seen here I am going to uphold the Jjudgment from the
Magistrate and dismiss your appeal. However, I strongly

encourage you to talk with a lawyer to see if there is
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some sort of remedy that you can assert concerning your
belief that you have some ownership interest in this
property. And probably it would have been good, maybe
even 1f you had thought about this, maybe it would have
been good for you to hire Mr. Anderson at the very
beginning of all of this instead of waiting at the end
when you did. But that is all water under the bridge.
But I find nothing that would cause me to reverse the
Magistrate and order a new trial. So I am going to
dismiss your appeal. But again, I strongly encourage you
to go talk with a lawyer and see if the lawyer can provide
you with some assistance concerning your belief that you
do have an ownership interest in this property. Good luck
to you, Ma'am.

MS. PAIGE: I do have a question, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sure. I don't know if I can answer it
but go ahead and ask it.

MS. PAIGE: Okay. And I anticipated this so, because
I am not clear on why the Magistrate found that he had no
jurisdiction in the matter but ruled anyway.

THE COURT: Well, I don't have any transcripts of any
of the hearings to be able to see if he addressed that. I
don't know, I can't respond to your statement that at one
point and time the Magistrate said you need to go to

another court. And then he decided that he would go ahead
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and hear it anyways. I can't address that, I don't have
anything before me on that.

MS. PAIGE: Would we be able to postpone this because
I can provide those transcripts.

THE COURT: No, this was scheduled, I have already
made my rulings so please go talk with a lawyer.

MS. PAIGE: There is another issue about my
belongings. They took all of my belongings.

THE COURT: That is not before me today. I can't, I
can't respond to any items of personal property that you
believe were taken or removed from the property. That is
not before me today and I am sorry, I can't deal with
that.

MS. PAIGE: So with this eviction, even though I have
a court document on record with the Clerk of Court, that
you do have a copy of, that is a irrelevant document.

THE COURT: All that is before me is to vacate the
termination, whether or not I should reverse the
Magistrate in his eviction ruling by a Court order dated
July 16th, 2018 and then his subsequent denial of your
motion for a new trial. That is all that is before me. I
don't have, I don't have anything related to personal
property or wrongful removal.

MS. PAIGE: No, sir. I mean the Deed on the transfer

of interest from my mother to myself. The Deed was
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processed and provided to the Magistrate Judge.

have

very

that.

THE COURT: Right.

MS. PAIGE: And so it is not just me thinking that I

rights.

THE COURT: Right. That is why I think it would be

important for you to go talk with a lawyer about
Okay.

MS. PAIGE: Okay.

THE COURT: Thank you very much, this hearing is

adjourned. Good luck to everybody.

*** END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD ***
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State of South Carolina )

County of Newberry )

I, Joy E. Holston, Official Court Reporter for the
Eighth Judicial Circuit of the State of South Carolina, do
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evidence introduced in the trial of the captioned case,
relative to appeal, in the County of Newberry, South
Carolina on the 5th day of December 2018.

I do further certify that I am neither of kin,

counsel nor interest to any party hereto.

April 16, 2019

oy rioliton
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