






was perpetrated by the defendant Plaintiff testified that he filed the action as a last resort to obtain 

some level of relief from the harassment he has endured by the defendant. 

On � the plaintiff was asked to confirm that during the shown video to confirm � 

was taking photographs of the defendant's home and yard. Plaintiff acknowledged that he may 

well have been the individual in the video but did not recall ever taking 

photographs of the defendant's property. The video was shown again to the parties. After view 

tne video, plaintiff acknowledge that the figure must have been him. 

. atncta Hazleton Rogers, plaintiff's wife, was called as a witness and was reminded 

that she was already sworn in. Mn. Rogers testified that she and the plaintiff have been manied 

for thirty-nine years and she bas been a wi1ness to several of the incidents between the parties. 

Mrs. Rogers testified that she was in the vehicle during an incident in which defendant followed 

them out of the neighborhood and followed them up to the intersection at Cypress Gardens Roac! 

and Highway 52. where at the stop light, be waived bis fist in the air at them. Mrs. Rogers testified 

another incident occw:red on Bass Road in which the defe:ndan:t was driving toward them and came 

into their lane of travel. swerving back into the appropriate lane at the last minute. Mrs. Rogers 

testified that at other times, defendant has been beard o le 

was being said, only that she could hear his voice. 

Defense counsel questioned witness concerning the incident in which they were at the 

car what defendant was saying as th , but that he ared to be in an an 

state at the time based o counsel inquired about the incident on Bass 

Road in which defendant drove into th • path. Witness testified that the incident occ 

elates of either incident, and was onJy able to pull the dates 
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STATEOF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
) FOR THE NINTH mDICIAL CIRCUIT 

COUNTY OF BERKELEY ) CASE NUMBER: '2017-CP-08-954 

TERRANCE TULLY, ) 

Plaintiff: ) 
) 

vs. ) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

EDWIN D. ROGERS AND 1lIB 
PIMLICO CMC CLUB, INC., ) 

Defendant. ) 

�REAS, the parties have resolved this action between th� it is agreed by 

the panies and counsel that in exchange for payment of $29,000.00, which involves all 

costs, disbursements, attorneys fees and any damages of any sort arising from this action, 

the Plaintiff, Terrance Tully. will execute a binding release, which document (and 

accompanying court order, if applicable) shall be prepared. by the attorneys for the

Defendant. 

This Agreement is binding upon all parties to this matter, and is enforceable in 

any Court of law. 

"'i,,;,,..,..J r-9 TERRANCE TULLY 

p¼ 
Doughty, Esq. 

• Attorney for the Plaintiff-'_.,__ __ _ 

Attorney for Defendant 

Date 

Tommy'Boger. Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 



...... 

. 

--· ·--· 

er.; 
··-·,. -- ---··-

-t;� ;, ;).·-
• l ... •, TriSfA.S�tr � 

AGENeYI.D. INCIDENT REPORT CAaalllJIIIIR �,1;ri 

i 

i 

.. 
i 

I 

i 

I 

Berkal�County Sheriffs Office 1202205004597 
. ....

APPRO lLieutenant Oanlel Melton} 
IICCIDIXTT'fft! COIIPUiTBI) 1'01tC1Dllfflff f'RIIIIIII nPR 

Ulllra :- i: 
MDII) �·-

■'Yllll DNll DYBIDHO 
20�) z-h•,•i·· • 

O'tUCNC CJffll crro 

--P ■ -�--119BflllolllAIID---0 
C VIII C NO CYDCIIO ...... 011'. 

tNM'ON,.,,. 
1808 ROCK F$SH RD, IIONCKI CORNl!R. SC 21461 .. 

�

cam I � 

_....,. 

it�= I
TO

I w:m I Oll20l2022 
-- iun.-.� 

-

-·�--Cl-Ml".-.�

'nlDv. T..-ranc:e 

llliacr1-1 -6'02" 210 BRO• Brown
-
1108 ROCK fl8H RD 

I tfAZ • .::.i 

ZlltaCUICIC ux:,tQ'Dillll, 

18:U. 0&'20l20221.. :14 11:01 I -..-r,,--1� 1ml
--- :I " 

,. 1· l•ao� 

IQTY Im.ts 
,._ UM:A,..IIO. 

• IIDIIIIIII' 1- -,� ..... , -- :I � ...
" 

1· 1· 1•0i-ou w u. es N 

1-IIMl,�Tm-,•OL.Uaa,,cum-,-�an, 
I :-'onc1cs eom.r -:SI .,._ I UICAtDIIICI. 

29411. 
- D'l'D 11>1'.! D'IAII• coa,uarro,--.� am ■• ... -■ -�Cl -[] -

,..,...-.a ..--.c .c -c •-1 -l 1•.1-111111.lultadllllla •--- o-a.e1- u-u..-
Cl- -.,-r.�.---..i MC111• 

½ 
•-tDGS°'arNINlmrt-• IUla I flA 

Cl- �.!dwln w It N 
QWlllrlD , _____ T.crroot.91ADR.a.o-.�----

a..., - I qJY 
r""•J ,..._ I LOCATSla--. 

CNIDT 
ll...._ "iiiiiaifll).11-�C OOlll'lfflR ... ,IJ,.-...s?DmaOffaallCIR Q 'Ill JI) ■ I DAmnlllWOffNa I -••-cw-• 

a--- muoia -• TClbl.•-o GISl20l2022 11:AO 

On Hay 20, 2022 I Deputy Hoorenelcl. responded to 1908 Rock Fish M. 1n re.terence to trespassing. 
Opon arrival I apqlce with !rerrence Tully •ho stated that one of his neigbbore came onto hia 
property without permiaaion. Mr. TUlly atated that his neighbor Edwin Rogara walked onto his 
property while hia wife WH home, and started taking p1cturea. Mr. Tully baa video evidence of Mr. 
Ro;•r• C01ll1nq onto hill property. Mr. Tully atat.ed when he arrived b01118 a short time later, he aaw 
Mr, Rogera �ailing off of bis property and when asked it he needed help, Mr. �gera fllppad him 
oft and cw:Hd Mr. Tully out. Mr. 'l'ully then drove into hia driV'81f&y and did not confront Mr. 
Roaua anymore and went inaide his ra&idence. Ml':. Tully wanted a report to be done, and was iuued 
a oaae number and advised. him on how to obtain a copy of the report. I then tried to contact Mr. 
Roger but he did not co• to the door. There is no further in!o:cu.tion at this time. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF BERK.ELEY 

TERRANCE TULLY 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

EDWIN ROGERS AND THE PIMLICO
CIVIC CLUB, INC. 

Defendant. 

) IN THE COURT OP COMMON PLEAS
) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
) 

l CASEN0:2017-CP-08.q�t.f
)
)
)
)
)

) 
) 

)

)
)

SUMMONS 

TO: THE DEFENDANTS, EDWIN ROGERS AND PIMLICO CMC CLUB, ABOVE­
NAMED: 

YOU ARE HEREBY SUlllll!IIONED and required to answer the Complaint in 
this action, a copy of which is herewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of 
your answer to the said Complaint on the subscribers at their office at the 
address below, within thirty (30) days after service hereof, exclusive of the day of• 
such service. 

YOU ARE HEREBY GlVEl'i NOTICE FURTHER that if you fail to appear 
and defend and fall to answer the Complaint as required by this summorJ,s within 
thirty (30) days after service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service, judgment 
by default·will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. 

: 

Tha 
A: RNEY FOR PLJUN'IIF' 

50 Rivers Avenue 
North Charleston, SC 29406
Tel.: (843) 576-1400 
Fax.: 843 57 -5401



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEA$ 

COUNTY OF BERKELEY 

TERRANCE TULLY 
Plaintiff. 

V. 

CASE NO: 2017-CP-0845'i 

COMPLAINT � � (\ 
� • I� �-. 

«-· -;, i � .. - .,,
(JURY TRIAL REQUESTED}{".k�.;:-,: �, -;� �,, 

(" �---= - \ 
� .... - �· • /1

EDWrN D. ROOERS� AND THE PIMLICO) ..LC2.,◄ • � ': �· ��•.c-. -� ...... 
0'1?-' CCVIC CLUB, INC. ) ��c, � ��� 0

TO: 

Defendants. ) _,l.,,,,.A � 
. ·J,, ;,-

r1 \rt<_,/
THE DEFENDANTS, EDWIN ROGERS AND THE PIMLICO CIVIC CLUBi IN� 

NOW COMES THE PLAINTIFF STATCNG AND ALLEGING THE FOLLOWING: 

l. Plaintiff, Terrance Tully is a resident of Berkeley County.

2. Defendants Edwin Rogers and the Pimlico Civic Club. Inc., are residents of Berkeley •

County.

3. Defendant, Edwin Rogers is a resident of the neighborhood, Pimlico and a '1Cnlber

of the Pimlico Civic Club. Inc.

4. The incidents that are the subject of this action occurred in Berkeley County in the

Neighborhood of Pimlico which has a board known as the Defendant, Pim1ico Civic

Club� Inc. that oversees the neighborhood and sets regulations regarding the

Neighborhood and its common areas and parks.

5. On August 25, 2015, the Defendant, Edwin Rogers was attempting to dump refuse

into the wetlands of the park and struck the Plaintiff with his golf cart and trailer

causing severe injuries to the Plaintiff.

6. Defendant, Rogers was a member of the Defendant, Civic Club and had used his

authority as a member to dump in the park area on this occasion and previous

Occasions. _J



7. The Plaintiff received treatment at the scene for his injuries and was then

transported to the hospital for further treatment

8. The Plaintiff required further treatm�nt, rehabilitation, therapy and surgery for

his injuries.

FOR A fIBST CAUSE OF ACTION 
<NEGLl§ENCE EDWIN ROGERS>

9. Plaintiffs �tc and reallege each and every allegation as if fully contained herein.

10. The Defendant, Rogers, owed a duty of care to the plaintiff.

11. The Defendan� Rogers, breached his duty of care to the plaintiff.

12. The Defendant, Tollen's. breach was the proximate cause of the injuries suffered

by the Plaintiff.

13. Plauuiffs are entitled to actual, compensatory and punitive damages from the

Defendant, Rogers.

FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
{ INTEW:IQNAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS} 

14. Plaintiffs restate and reallege each and every allegation as if fully contained herein.

15. The Defendant, Rogers, intentionally and/or recklessly inflicted severe emotional

distress from their conduct on the Plaintiff.

16. The Defendant, Rogers'. conduct was extreme and outrageous and exceeded all

possible bounds of decency.

17. 

18. 

The Defendant, Rogers• conduct caused the Plaintiff emotional distress.

The Plaintiff's emotional distress� severe so that no reasonable person could

• be cKpected to endure it.

2 



19. Plaintiff is entitled to actual, compensatory, special and punitive damages.

FOR A TfflBP CAUSE OF ACTION 
(NEGLIGENCE DEFENDANT PlMLICO ctVIC CLUB, INC.) 

20. Plaintiffs restate and reallege each and every allegation as if fully contained herein.

21. The incident occurred in an area of the neighborhood controlled by Defendant.

Civic Club. Inc.

22. Defendant, Civic Club, Inc. owed a duty of care to Plaintiff to control this 'S1C8

And to control its board member. Defendant Rogers.
.,,... --- � 

23. Defendant. Civic Chili. Inc. breached their duty of care.

24. Plaintiff was injured as a result of this breach and the breach was

the proximate cause of this injury.

25. Plaintiff suffered damages as a result of this breach of duty.

26. Plairltiff is entitled to actual, compensatory. special and punitive damages.

WHEREFO°' Plaintiff respectfully requests that the following relief be granted: 

A. For an Order of lhis Court finding the Defendants liable for Ne Ii ence and Intentional
Infliction of Emotional Distress and any other ac • or relevant to e
defendants conduct; 

B. For an Order awarding actual, compensato
C. For such other and further relief as thi� ...... 

n I S 

6650 Rivers Avenue 
N. Charleston, SC 29406
(843) 576-l400 Office
(841) 576-540.l-f.aJE- •-

3 



RE: Transcript Request - Terrence Tully vs. Edwin Rogers 3-3-26 + 
lnbox 

Al Overview 

• You confirmed proceeding with transcript request for Tully vs. Rogers.
• Legal Eagle sent final invoice Invoice 110419.pdf on May 5th.
• Your payment was received; final transcript TULLY v. ROGERS 3-3-26

Transcript.pdf attached.

By Gemini; there may be mistakes. Learn more 

info 

to info, me, Alexandria 

Terrence, 

Thank you for your payment. Attached is the transcript. 

Kevin Dehlinger 
Director of Operations 

RECEIVE:) 
JUN 22 2026 

SC Court of Appeals

T: 864.467.13731 M: 864.444.4219 

E:kdehlinger@legaleagleinc.comIwww.legaleagleinc.com/ 

107 LeGrand Blvd., Greenville, SC 129607 

From: info <info@LegalEaglelnc.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, May 5, 2026 9:12 AM 

To: Terrence Tully <terrencetu11y448@gmail.com> 

Cc: info <info@LegalEaglelnc.com>; Velvet Mills <vmills@LegalEaglelnc.com> 

Subject: RE: Transcript Request - Terrence Tully vs. Edwin Rogers 3-3-26 

Terrence, 

Tue, May 
19, 

12:23 PM 

Your transcript is complete. The final invoice is attached to this email. Payment can be made by mailing a check made 

out to Legal Eagle at the address below: 

Legal Eagle, PO Box 5682, Greenville, SC 29606 

You may also go to our website and make payment through our portal. Please be sure to reference the invoice number. 

The web address is below: 

https://app. fluid pay. com/spp/legal-eagle 

Once payment has been received, we will email you the transcript. Thank you. 



Kevin Dehlinger 

Director of Operations 

T: 864.467.13731 M: 864.444.4219 
E:kdehlinger@leqaleaqleinc.comIwww.legaleagleinc.com/ 

107 LeGrand Blvd., Greenville, SC I 29607 



TERRENCE TULLY, 

vs. 

EDWIN ROGERS 

DATE: 

LOCATION: 

TRANSCRIBED BY: 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF BERKELEY 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

C.A. NO.: 2025-CP-08-3987

PETITIONER, 

RESPONDENT. 

H E A R I N G 

W3-CBlV'BD 
JU� 221016

SC court o\ Appea\s

BEFORE THE HONORABLE MAITE MURPHY 

MARCH 3, 2026 

SOUTH CAROLINA CIRCUIT COURT 9 

KRISTEN PRIMM 

LEGAL EAGLE 
Post Office Box 5682 

Greenville, South Carolina 29606 
864-467-1373

depos@legaleagleinc.com 



APPEARANCES: 

THADDEUS JAMES DOUGHTY, ESQUIRE 
THAD J. DOUGHTY, ATTORNEY AT LAW 

6650 RIVERS AVENUE 
N. CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA 29406

ATTORNEY FOR THE PLAINTIFF 

JOHN B. WILLIAMS, ESQUIRE 

WILLIAMS & HULST, LLC 
209 E. MAIN STREET 

MONCKS CORNER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29461 

ATTORNEY FOR THE DEFENDANT 

i 
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CERTIFICATE OF TRANSCRIBER ........................ 12 

(THIS TRANSCRIPT MAY CONTAIN QUOTED MATERIAL. SUCH MATERIAL IS 

REPRODUCED AS READ OR QUOTED BY THE SPEAKER.) 
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P R O C E E D I N G S 

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Next case is Terrence Tully 

versus Edwin Rogers. 

MR. DOUGHTY: Good morning, Your Honor. Thad Doughty 

here for Mr. Tully. 

THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Doughty. 

MR. WILLIAMS: Jack Williams here for Mr. Rogers. And 

Mr. Rogers is here, also including him on this. 

THE COURT: All right. Now, it looks like this is a 

motion; is that correct? An appeal? 

MR. DOUGHTY: Yes, ma'am. 

THE COURT: And whose appeal is this? 

MR. DOUGHTY: This is Mr. Tully's appeal, my client, 

Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Doughty, I'll be happy to 

hear from you, sir. 

MR. DOUGHTY: All right. Thank you, Your Honor. There 

was a motion for -- a restraining order was filed in this 

case on October 14, 2025. The hearing was held on December 

5th of 2025, and the court -- magistrate court in this case, 

issued a ruling from the bench on December 5th of 2025, and 

the order was issued on December 10th of 2025. 

4 

Your Honor, in this case, the Respondent brought several 

allegations against -- against my client, the Appellant, 

claiming various allegations from November 15th of 2018 to 

' 
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October 8th of 2025. The parties had previously been 

involved in a lawsuit in which the Respondent in this case 

settled with my client over an assault, and they've had 

problems ever since, Your Honor. 

In the -- in the application, there were some 40 

incidents between November of 2018 40 allegations, I'm 

sorry, between November of 2018 until October of 2025. We 

entered a video basically showing that on a specific date, 

that the in 2022, that the Respondent was actually on the 

property of the Appellant. 

5 

And there was also testimony from the Respondent that in 

2022, or thereabouts, he had -- he was on the property·of the 

Appellant to bring some workers some beer. Your Honor, first 

claim is that the Respondent did not provide evidence in 

support of his harassment, second degree, charge. 

Your Honor, the court's -- first point is, the court's 

order does not specify which allegations or allegations on 

which they base their ruling on. And I think that's 

important, Your Honor, because, as you know, the statute 

requires a continuity of purpose, a pattern which -- meaning 

a continuity of purpose. 

Therefore, it's hard for us to directly address the 

specifics of the court's findings, and we believe that, based 

on that, the order is insufficient. As you know, Your Honor, 

the -- a restraining order deprives the Appellant of certain 
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rights and privileges and also affects job opportunities. 

It comes on background checks, and it subjects you to 

criminal prosecution if there's an alleged violation of the 

restraining order. And Your Honor, I think it's important if 

-- if a restraining order can be issued without proof, then -

- you know, then next step, a violation, is possible for 

violation of the -- alleged violation of the restraining 

order to also' be offered without proof. 

The Respondent made over 40 allegations in his 

complaint, Your Honor, yet he only produced three police 

reports. The dates of these reports were, October 8th of 

2025, August 6th of 2020, and December 5th of 2018. None of 

these reports led to an arrest or even the police talking 

with the Appellant, Mr. Tully. 

a

And December -- on the December 28th report, the officer 

mentions that the Respondents make -- the Respondent made 

reference to ari incident in which he was sued by the 

Respondent -- I mean, by the Appellant, Mr. Tully, my client. 

Also in the August 2020 report, the officer notes that 

the Respondent, Mr. Rogers, mentioned the lawsuit again, the 

amount of the settlement, and he -- he wanted this alleged 

incident documented for his attorney. 

And I say that to say, Your Honor, that we believe that 

the basis of this suit, or this application for restraining 

order, was based on the fact that my client was successful in 
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suing for assault prior -- you know, prior to him making 

these allegations. 
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And then in the report of October 8, 2025, he alleges 

that the -- the -- my client, the Appellant, drove by and 

shouted some words at him. The officers made a report, but 

they never met or talked with my client. I think it's 

important for the -- the court to note that the Appellant, 

which is my client, we showed a home video from his cameras -

- a home I mean, not a home video, but footage from his 

home cameras that showed the Respondent in 2022, on the 

Appellant's property. 

And that's important because one of the allegations 

brought by the Respondent is that this is allegedly one of 

the days he's alleging that my client confronted him. The 

Respondent testified that he had doorbell cameras on his 

home, another camera on his mailbox, and alleged several 

incidents that occurred near his home. 

However, he presented no evidence from his doorbell 

camera or his mailbox camera. Respondent named other 

witnesses in his allegations. However, no witness came to 

court or testified other than his wife. 

The Respondent's wife testified that at times she heard 

the Respondent and Appellant talking outside, but could not 

hear what was said. She also stated that none of the 

conversations were caught on camera or by their mailbox 
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camera. 

She described one incident that they were -- both 

parties were on the road, but she in her testimony, she 

says that she could not tell what was being said because 

everybody's windows were up. And Your Honor, these are more 

than just factual issues. 

I'm getting to whether there was proof or anything 

offered to substantiate these allegations. 

8 

THE COURT: So Mr. Doughty, I don't mean to interrupt 

you, but we do have a limited time for each of these appeals. 

MR. DOUGHTY: Yes, ma'am. 

THE COURT: If you could just hit the highlights as far 

as, you know, the legal issues, as far as where the judge 

made an error of law, rather than highlighting on the facts. 

MR. DOUGHTY: Yes, ma'am. 

THE COURT: Obviously, I'll read the entire record of 

appeal and look at everything. 

MR. DOUGHTY: Yes, ma'am. Well, Your Honor, here's the 

thing. The statute requires that you show a pattern, okay? 

The only thing that was admitted into evidence was three 

police reports. And, you know, the -- the statute requires a 

pattern, a continuity of purpose, not just isolated 

incidents. 

It requires that you prove that. Since the judge in 

this case did not outline what she's basing her findings on, 
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then there -- you cannot establish a pattern. It just -- you 

know, she just says, you know, that they were -- she said 

that, you know, that he -- I'll read directly. She said that 

that he yelled at him in a -- in a profane manner. 

And also, she found that something about him, you know, 

on a -- there were incidents where he was reckless and 

purposely operating a vehicle in the victim's vicinity, 

causing the Plaintiff to fear for his life on more than one 

occasion. But she doesn't specify when those were, and 

there's nothing in the order to specify how she came to her 

findings or what -- what she's basing her findings on, and 

that's important. 

THE COURT: Let me ask you this, Mr. Doughty, then, did 

you file a motion for her to issue a more comprehensive 

ruling to explain her findings? 

MR. DOUGHTY: No, ma'am, I did not. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

MR. DOUGHTY: I did not, but Your Honor, the statute 

specifically says a continuity of purpose -- and it uses the 

word, however short, meaning, you know, that it has to be 

continued, and it gives an ex?mples of like cell phone 

messages and, you know, constant harassment, thi·ngs of that 

sort. 

But a police report from 2018, 2020, and 2025, even if 

believed, which we don't -- we don't concede that those 
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things happened, but even if believed, would not constitute a 

continuity of purpose. It wouldn't establish a pattern. So 

Your Honor, I think the the statute 16-3-700(b) has not 

been met in this case, and they didn't offer testimony to -­

to -- that would satisfy that statute, and the judge's order 

also does -- her findings does not -- does not satisfy the 

requirements of that statute. 

So therefore, Your Honor, we are asking that the case 

either be reversed or remanded. 

THE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Doughty. Your 

response, counsel, Mr. Williams? 

MR. WILLIAMS: Your Honor, I'll be brief. The 

magistrate's return to the issue of her order is probably one 

of the most thorough I've ever seen in matters like this. 

The allegations by the petition of Mr. Rogers were well 

documented. 

Mr. Doughty cross-examined him on those, and in this 

matter, Your Honor, it's just how the judge viewed 

credibility of the two witnesses. The Respondent and 

Defendant responded -- Appellant, excuse me, Defendant 

admitted that he had been arrested three times previously, 

all-on assault-type charges, and one of them involved a 

pistol, which I think also assisted the magistrate in 

reaching her decision. 

We were there for four hours, and the judge listened 
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attentively. I don't think there's any question of law. Mr. 

Rogers had a list of the incidents. As I said, he testified 

to them. Mr. Doughty cross-examined him on them. The judge 

sat there and heard every word and issued her decision, which 

we -- our position is, it should be sustained by the court. 

Thank you, Your honor. 

MR. DOUGHTY: Your Honor, can I respond briefly? 

THE COURT: Very briefly. 

MR. DOUGHTY: Yes, ma'am. The -- none of· the arrests 

led to convictions, and all of them were over 30 years ago. 

So I just wanted to -- yes, ma'am. 

THE COURT: Yes, sir. Thank you, gentlemen. I'll 

certainly take a look at the return as-well as the record on 

appeal, and issue an opinion. 

MR. DOUGHTY: All right. Thank you, Your Honor. 

MR. WILLIAMS: You have a good day. 

MR. DOUGHTY: Thank you, sir. 

THE COURT: You all have a good day. 

(THERE BEING NOTHING FURTHER, THE HEARING CONCLUDED.) 



12 

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSCRIBER 

I, Kristen Primm, a court-approved transcriber, do hereby 

certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and complete 

Transcript of Record of the proceedings had and evidence 

introduced in the trial of the captioned case, relative to appeal, 

in the South Carolina Circuit Court for Berkeley County, South 

Carolina, on the 3rd day of March 2026. 

I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel, nor 

interest to any party hereto. 

May 5, 2026 

Kristen Primm 
Certified Transcriber 



June 16, 2026 

Appealing Circuit Court Appeal Decision Dated March 3rd 2026 

Initial brief and designation of matter For Records of Appeal Rules �08 and 209 

Petitioner 

Terrence T Tully 

ECEIVED 

JUN 22 2026 
Vs 

Respondent 

Edwin Rogers respondent SC Court of Appeals

1. Circuit Court Appeal Dated March 3rd 2026

Index 

2. Order of Protection Magistrates court hearing December 5th
, 2025

3. My closing argument/Plea

4. Reconsideration of Order of Protection on False accusations given to the Circuit Court of Appeals Dated March
3rd 2026 by Respondents Attorney Mr. John B. Williams

I am asking the courts to go over all the facts and to reverse this order of protection from my record Considering the 

following facts. 

Circuit Court Appeal dated March 3 rd 2026 
1. The Circuit Court appeal dated March 3rd 2026 Mr. Rogers Attorney John B. Williams Lied with the intent of

swaying the court's decision by making untrue accusations. Mr. Willaims stated to the Circuit Court on March 3rd 

2026 that I admitted to being arrested three times on assault type charges, one of which was with a handgun,

both allegations false and untrue, these accusations are on attached Circuit Court transcript dated March 3rd 

2026 lines 20 thru 24 . I was never arrested on any type of pistol or gun charge, it was never brought up in

Magistrates court hearing dated December 5th 2025. I was arrested for assault only once in April 1978 (48 years

ago) and that charged was dropped. Mr. Willaims knowingly lied and gave false information to the Circuit Court

Judge to Incriminate me and to deceit and sway the Circuit Court's decision to keep this unfair order of

protection. This Order of Protection that was filed against me should be withdrawn just under this misleading lie.

I stated at the Magistrates hearing on December 5th
, 2025, that I was charged with the following violations.

The following are arrest in which are on my record. 

A. 50 years ago October 9th 1976 Burglary Charges dropped. I was arrested October 9th 1976 at 9:00 AM

and charged with burglary. My car was stolen from in front of my parents home the night before my

arrest and my vehicle was identified at the burglary scene. Perpetrators were caught driving my vehicle

and I was immediately released on the same day, charges dropped. This should not be on my record.

B. 48 Years Ago April 1978 Assault charges dropped charged with a violation. I had an argument with my

girlfriend in front of her home. Police were called and I was arrested for resisting arrest and assault. I

had witnesses stating I did not assault anyone and assault charges were indeed dropped leaving me with

a violation.

C. 43 Years Ago November 1983 was charged with telephone harassment. My older sister called me and

told me that her husband who was a Nassau County NY police officer at the time threatened her by

pointing his service revolver at her while in a drunken state. I called him and told him that I was

reporting him to his commanding officer, I was arrested that night by Suffolk County police for telephone

harassment, a violation.

1 



1. 

1. 

Magistrates Court Order of protection court date dated December 5th 2025 

In the Magistrates Court proceedings dated December 5th 2025 Mr. Rogers listed Forty false 
allegations against me. Mr. Rogers stated that he had four witnesses, a camera on his mailbox and a 
nest camera on his front door. The day of the court hearing on December 5th Mr. Rogers did not 
have any credible proof supporting these allegations, no camera footage, no photos nor did any of 
the four witnesses which included his son, his neighbor, and two board members from the 
homeowners association that supposedly witnessed his claims come forth or supply written 
statements from any of the supposed witnesses to back up these allegations. 

' Closing argument/Plea 
All of these false accusations against me by Mr. Rogers are purely out of retaliation for the sole 

reason that I had taken Mr. Rogers and homeowner association to court. I was awarded a settlement 
for assault against me and Mr. Rogers immediately lost his seat as Homeowners Association 
President due to his actions and the lawsuit. I still cannot believe that on December 5th 2025 the 
Magistrates Court Judge sided with Mr. Rogers false claims and allegations against me on this Order 
of Protection without any proof video, photos or witnesses coming forth. This just tells me that 
anyone can make false accusations against another person without any proof and win a frivolous 
case. 
I have lived at 1908 Rock Fish Road Moncks Corner since September 2013. March of 2015, I 

witnessed Mr. Rogers and his wife dumping rubbish and yard debris in the park on the right side of 
my home, Mr. Rogers at the time was the president of the homeowner association. I reported this to 
the homeowner association Vice President Kristy Martin, she got back to me the next day told me 
that Mr. Rogers denied it. June 2015 Mr. Rogers was dumping yard debris again. I called 
Homeowners Association once again and Christy Martin told me he denied doing it, she told me the 
next time I see him doing it take photos. 
August 25th 2015 Mr. Rogers was dumping in the park once again with his golf cart and trailer as I 

was videotaping him driving into the park with his rubbish As I was instructed to by the 
homeowner's association. he cut the wheel and ran me over Causing damage to my left leg that 
needed surgery. I took Mr. Rogers and the homeowner association to court and won and monetary 
award. My Law suit against Mr. Rogers and the Homeowners Association was settled August 27th 

2018, these false allegations against me started on November 15th 2018. 

2. On May 20'", 2022, my wife called me Frantic just after I· left my driveway stating that Mr. Rogers
was in my backyard half naked taking photos of the construction that,we were doing on our sea wall.
I only got as far as down the block came right home and seen Mr. Rogers leaving my yard camera in
hand. I never approached Mr. Rogers, he was yelling at me and giving me the finger. I did call police
that afternoon and do have a police report in my possession.
If Mr. Rogers felt that I had been harassing him for the past eight years why would he trespass on

my property on May 20th, 2022 with a camera in hand taking photos of work that I was having done
in my backyard. I have in my possession the police report and actual dated video from my home
security system on disk and thumb drive of Mr. Rogers in my backyard on May 20th 2022. Mr. Rogers
denied several times in front of Magistrate Judge of being on my property until he was shown the
video of him filming on May 20th

, 2022, then he admitted that was him on my property filming.
Magistrates hearing minutes document enclosed with this statement.
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Reconsideration of order of Protection on False accusations given to the.courts-

By Attorney John B, Williams on March 3rd 2026 . 
i 

1. That Attorney John B Williams the Respondents Attorney stated at the Appeal at Circuit court dated

March 3rd 2026 lines 20 thru 24 lied and misled the Circuit Court Judge bringing up a fabricated
charge against me stating that I had a handgun/Pistol charge on my record and being arrested 3
time on assault charges, both are totally untrue accusations to make me look like a hardened
criminal. The courts do have access to my records and can plainly see I was never arrested or
charged with any type of handgun violation, nor do I have three assault arrest on my record. I have

one assault arrest on April 1978 and this charge was dropped.

2. Mr. Rogers failed to show any type of proof whatsoever. Mr. Rogers stated at the Magistrates Court
hearing On December 5th 2025 that he had a mailbox camera and a nest camera on his front door

but did not produce any videos nor photos to back up his false allegations, just his word and a list of
40 False accusations over a period of over 8 years (11-15-18 thru 10-10-25). Mr. Rogers also Stated

that his son, neighbor and two members of the homeowner's association also witnessed me
harassing him, none of these so-called witnesses showed or gave a written statement to the

Magistrates Courts on December 5th 2025 hearing. Mr. Rogers is using the court system as a tool or

weapon in revenge solely in retaliation and or revenge over the lawsuit settled November 2018 in
which I had won.

3. No video or photo proof even though Mr. Rogers stated that he has a video camera on mailbox and
on front door.

• 4. That Ed Rogers the respondent's Attorney John B Williams lied and misled the Circuit Court Judge
bringing up a fabricated charge against me about a handgun/Pistol charge that is on my record that 
is untrue and being arrested 3 time on assault charges, both are totally untrue accusations to make 
me look like some kind of felon. 

I have been a federal employee from 1994 through 2014 if I indeed had a criminal record the 

federal government would not have kept me on as an Electronic Technician for the USPS. 
With all of this said I am asking the court to please consider all these facts and reverse and remove 
this Order of Protection that was placed upon me on March 5th 2025. 

Thank You for your time in this matt.er 
Regards, 

Terrence Tully 

CC: 
1. Court of Appeals

1220 Senate Street
Columbia SC 29201

2. Attorney John B. Williams
209 East Main Street
Moncks Corner SC 29461
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